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ABSTRACT

ECONOMIC, SOCIAL AND POLITICAL PARTICIPATION OF THEFOUTH IN
URBAN SOUTH-EASTERN ANATOLIA

Ozdemir, Caner
M.S., Social Policy
Supervisor: F. Umut Bpinar

Co-supervisor: Prof. Dr. Sencer Ayata

September 2010, 133 pages

This study aims to find out the patterns of ecormmocial and political participation of

the youth in urban South-eastern Anatolia Regiomuwkey. Analyses of the data reveal
that youth in the South Eastern Anatolia Regionsdnet and cannot participate in
various dimensions of the society. Youth in Sowktern Anatolia cannot participate
into the labour market. There are too limited j@ipartunities in the region. On the other
hand, working young people are prone to low qualityking conditions. Young people

also cannot participate into the social life in fhablic sphere. Social and economic
pressures and lack of opportunities are limitingng people in a social life mainly in

the private sphere within a closed community. Fnajlouth in South-eastern Anatolia
Region are keeping themselves away from politicatimanisms. Political structure is
not attracting young people because of the negatixgeriences that the people

participated in politics having for years.

One of the most important findings of the studytist different dimensions of
participation namely participation in the labourrked, participation in social life and

political participation are dependent on each otA@other result is that both the level



and experiences of youth participation are higldietdmined by the social characteristics

such as gender, family background, education landlage.

Keywords: Youth, Economic Participation, Social tRgvation, Political Participation,

South-eastern Anatolia, Turkey
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GUNEYDOGU ANADOLU KENTLERINDE GENCLIGIN EKONOMIK, SOSYAL
VE POUTIK KATILIMI

Ozdemir, Caner
Yuksek Lisans, Sosyal Politika
Tez Yoneticisi: F. Umut Bgoinar

Ortak Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Sencer Ayata

Eylal 2010, 133 sayfa

Bu calsma Guneydgu Anadolu Bodlgesi'nin kentsel alanlarindasggan genclerin
ekonomik, sosyal ve politik katilim oruntilerinitaya ¢ikarmay! amaclamaktadir. Veri
analizleri Guneydgu Anadolu Boélgesi'nde genclerin toplumun farkli rdkrina
katil(a)madiklarini ortaya koymaktadir. Gunegdo Anadolu Bdlgesi genclerisi
piyasasina katilamamaktadir. Bolgede istihdam d&lanacok kisithdir. Ote yandan
calisan gencler de koti camna kagullarina maruz kalmaktadir. Gencgler kamusal
alandaki sosyal hayata da katllamamaktadir. Sosyatkonomik baskilarin yanisira
imkanlarin yetersizfii de gencleri 6zel alanla sinirli bir sosyal haylaégsetmektedir.
Son olarak Guneydm Anadolu Bolgesi’nde gencler kendilerini politieglardan uzak
tutmaktadirlar. Politikaya katilan bireylerin oluazs deneyimleri gencleri politikadan

uzaklagtirmaktadir.

Calsmanin en o6nemli bulgularindan biri katilimin ekonlkomsosyal ve politik
boyutlarinin birbirine bamli olmasidir. Bir déer bulgu da genglin katihminda
toplumsal cinsiyet, aile gecgni egitim seviyesi ve yg gibi sosyal 6zelliklerin buyuk

Olclde belirleyici olmasidir.
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Anahtar Kelimeler: Gengclik, Ekonomik Katilim, SosyKatilim, Politik Katilim,
Guneydgu Anadolu Bdlgesi, Turkiye
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

1.1. Aim:

This study aims to find out the patterns of pgpation of the youth in South-eastern
Anatolia. Throughout the thesis | try to find outet social dynamics of youth
participation such as the social determinants eif gharticipation (or non-participation),

the obstacles for it and the strategies that camsbd to cope with these obstacles.

South-eastern Anatolia has the lowest scores irkéjuin terms of various human
development indicators and the young people inréggon lack various opportunities
and capabilities. The improved participation of §wuth in all levels of the society
improves the citizenship status and human developievels of the young people.
Thus, the significance of this study is that itdsiéght on the way to include the youth
in South-eastern Anatolia Region and helps to iwm@their citizenship status and their
human development levels.

This thesis takes into consideration the econosaicial and political participation of the
youth and increase in each dimension of youth @pétiion can contribute significantly
to the development of the young people. First bfparticipation into the labour market
is key in terms of transition from youth to adultido Second, participation into the
social life in the public sphere enhances the $acid psychological development of the
young people. Finally, increasing political pag&iion helps young people to learn to
be a citizen, to comprehend their citizenship 8grd it improves the democracy.



1.2. Literature on youth and participation:

The definition of ‘youth’ is ambiguous and variem@ng scholars. Generally, it can be
defined as the life stage between childhood andtteahd (Jones and Wallace 1992 in
Coles 1995) or between dependence and independermeonomic and legal terms
(Dean 1997). Hence, it is easier to comprehendhyasta series of transitions. Coles
(1995) defines youth transitions as:

- The transition from full-time education and traigito a full-time job in the
labour market (the school-to-work transition)

- The transition from family of origin (mainly theddogical family) to family
of destination (the domestic transition)

- The transition from residence with parents (or @gate parents) to living
away from them (the housing transition)

The emergence and development of the concept dhyswetermined by the changing
political economy of the household and the laboarkat (Dean 1997). Although the
differences and boundaries existed, the term ydigtmot emerge until the seventeenth
century. As technology advanced through indussmajidivision of labour between adult
and child became more significant (Hall 1982 inde&2007). In medieval times, the
dependent period of childhood would have endedhatape of seven since the young
people were patrticipating fully in the productiompesses.

With the industrialism, the nature and the orgatoraof both the employment and
family life changed and youth as a separate agegoey came out in the eighteenth
century. With the increasing division of labour, ripaular tasks became the
responsibility of the youth and the children andythave been paid (less) according to
this division (Fyfe 1989 in France 2007). With timeodernity and urbanisation
traditional mechanisms to regulate and control fi@siiand communities have also
changed and state took the responsibility of tigailegion and controlling of youth who

became the ‘other’ of the society (France 2007anMFrance argue that youth is viewed
2



as ‘dangerous’ and ‘threat’ to the stability andintenance of the status quo as major
social and economic changes have taken place. Howegwuth is also seen as
‘vulnerable’ and in need of protection. Thus, thiew of ‘dangerousness’ and

‘innocence’ shaped the response of state to thehygquestion.

Through the years until the Second World War, thgon state and capitalist mode of
production have become established and concernstlogecondition and health of the
youth have emerged. As the number of the healtlmpggeople that is needed to serve
as soldiers or workers in the industry had incréadee state intervention also increased.
Youth employment, poor schooling and educationgloojunities became major policy

concerns (Davis 1990 in France 2007).

After the Second World War, the intervention of #tate increased with the concerns
over the conditions of youth in terms of healthu@ttion and employment and youth
policies started to be implemented in many westeumtries. The inclusion of young
people and improvement of the lives of citizengdrito be achieved through full

employment policies as a part of Keynesian econsmic

Nevertheless, with the economic crises in the 197@he rates of unemployment
increased and the welfare state was blamed to ppgomsible for the increasing
unemployment, crime and illegitimacy (MacDonald addrsh 2005). Scholars such as
Murray (1990) pioneered the concept of ‘undercldbat young men from underclass
are ‘essentially barbarians’. Murray argued that tiuthe unemployment benefits and
weak criminal justice systems youth chose crimiifaktyles and voluntary idleness
instead of work.

After the mid 90’s, with the decrease in unemplogtnand crime rates and harsh
criticisms on the subject, conservative ‘underclassw was replaced by the wider

concept of ‘social exclusion’ that was taking irdocount of multiple disadvantages
3



beyond simple income inequality and unemploymenagBPbnald and Marsh 2005).
The Third Way politics of New Labour Government Britain and the use of the
concept in the papers of European Commission mad@lsexclusion popular in the

policy area.

There are various definitions of and approachesdoial exclusion. Silver (1994)
summarizes three paradigms of social exclusion eirmg of different theoretical

perspectives. These are solidarity, specializaimthmonopoly.

Solidarity approach to social exclusion has it¥sao French Republicanism influenced
by Durkheim. According to this view, social solidgris lost when the social bond
between the individual and the society break dowt social exclusion emerges as a
threat to social cohesion (Silver 1994).

Second approach to social exclusion is speciatimathat originated from Anglo-
American Liberalism. Specialization view considscxial order as being consisted of
networks of voluntary exchanges between autonomodwiduals with their own
interest and motivations. This liberal view of zénship is based on the separation of
spheres in social life and the contractual excharfgeghts. Silver states that exclusion
appears as discrimination if social groups prevaedividual's free movement across

different social spheres.

The last paradigm of social exclusion is monopohyol is mainly based on Weber and
to a degree Marx. It views the social order as @werand imposed by a set of
hierarchical power relations. And, exclusion emsrgkie to the interplay of class,
political power and status and serves the inteigstise included. Hence, exclusion can
be overcome through citizenship and extension ofiaegmembership and full

participation of outsiders in the community.

4



There are two main criticisms to the concept ofiaaexclusion. First one is that social

inclusion is focused on the social integration itite labour market and it hinders the
existing inequalities such as by the social cl&sre 1999 in MacDonald and Marsh

2005). Second criticism is that social inclusiorscdurse ignores the existence of
working poor. There is no guarantee that employnsltend the experience of social

exclusion (MacDonald and Marsh 2005).

Until recently, participation literature was foaugion political participation. However,
participation is defined as being consisted of ecain, political, social and cultural
dimensions in the documents of United Nations (Y{Nphited Nations 2003; 2005;
2007). It is also underlined in the documents of thit youth participation should go
side by side with other human development oppaisilike education, health,

productive employment and poverty alleviation (@difNations 2007).

Taking youth participation, with its different dim&ons such as political, social,
cultural and economic, in their agendas UN anduts organizations drew attention on
the issue. Initially, for the World Youth Year 1988 General Assembly declared three
principles one of which was participation for the developmeinyouth (United Nations
1985). In 1989, participation was defined as a suttive right of all children and young
people by Article 12 of the UN Convention on thgRs of the Child (United Nations
1989). Furthermore, in 1995 patrticipation has bgselected as one of the ten priority
areas of The World Programme of Action for Youth R®Y) and countries have
committed to promote full and effective participatiof youth in the life of society and
in decision-making (United Nations 1995). After BO@ree worldwide reports on youth
have been written and each covered the issue ahyparticipation (United Nations
2003; 2005; 2007).

! The other principles were ‘development’ and ‘péace
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The youth studies in Turkey can be classified asattes considering the description of
the youth through the republican period, the stdiseusing on the changing values of

the youth and the descriptive research studiesoathy

The studies focusing on the description of the lyavialuates the youth as a social actor
since the late Ottoman times (Mardin 1988). Ne200() evaluates the construction of
the ‘youth’ in Turkey in three periods. The firgrpd is between 1923 and 1950 that
youth were seen as the guardians of the regimghidrperiod youth were central to the
nationalist ideology of the state since the ainthef regime was to create a new type of
person represented by the youth with a new mindfgktd with the values of the
Republic and freed of what were perceived as ‘tleckles of tradition’. The second is
the period until the 1980 in which youth was perediin public discourse as rebels and
as a major threat to the nation due to the violdrate/een political opponents. The view
of youth in the last period after 1980 regards eowmorary youth as apolitical
consumers. In this period, youth in particular témtbe identified with the consumption-
oriented lifestyles in the age of media and ecowofiberalism accompanied by

widespread corruption and the private use of pukkources.

Lukasla (2005; 2009) also considers the differeatcpptions of the youth through
republican times. She argues that a ‘myth’ wast lboill youth in all the periods. Young
people were regarded as guardians of the repupbtticized rebels or apolitical
consumers. Nevertheless, Lukislu states that yaatfed a dual role, being constructed
by the conjuncture of the period and at the same #&cting as constructors of their time,

and carriers of a new culture in all periods.

Another set of studies on youth in Turkey is foagson the changing youth culture and
values. The breaking point of the military couptdtén 1980 is emphasized by various
scholars (Atabek 1990; Kozagla 1993; Goker 1998; Arngan 2004; Bursali-Karaka

2007). The youth life style after 1980’s is compghvgth the one before 1980’s and the
6



new youth is blamed to be apolitical, asocial agifish. Although it is problematic that
this popular view of youth only considers the urbamddle-class, highly educated
young people as the ‘youthin@nir 2005), it is clear that the values of youmggle
changed dramatically due to various reasons. Inrésearches in 1979 and 1997
Armagan (2004) asked young people that what the mosbritapt values in their life
are. ‘Love’ was the first one with 20% in 1979. Hoxer, ‘Money’ became the first in
1997 with 21% which was 2% in 1979.

Lastly, there are some researches on youth. Howevany of them are consisting of

descriptive results of field researches on basmiosdemographic characteristics of

young people. On the other hand, there are alambbd research studies among them.
Turkish Youth '98 research by Konrad Adenauer Faioth conducted in 1998 is one

of the noteworthy of them. Unemployment, terror &udication were found to be the

biggest problems of the youth. It was found thatreéhare structural and material

obstacles for the participation in education argbla market. Furthermore, it was also
found that membership of youth into social clubd associations were low across the
country.

Recent National Human Development Report titledutfoin Turkey’ by the United
Nations Development Programme (2008) and the ‘Sthtke Youth Survey’ conducted
for the preparation of the report by the YADA Foatidn (2008) are also remarkable.
Report underlines that youth is not a homogenousgoay but this diversity is not
recognised in policy-making. In a background papetten for the report, Carlkiu
(2007) stated that “youth in Turkey does not andncé participate in social and
political life of the country at levels that wouklgnificantly contribute to national
human development”.

This thesis contributes to the youth participatidgarature in Turkey in two ways.

Firstly, the participation studies in Turkey do nitke into account the different
7



dimensions of participation and focusing solely political participation. However
participation has various dimensions such as ezt attainment, labour market
participation or social life participation as wek political participation. Furthermore,
these different dimensions of participation arensmed and dependent on each other.
This study is unique in Turkey with its multi-dim@anal and interdependent
conceptualization of youth participation. Secondthbthe youth and participation
studies are in the country level. Therefore, thapnot ascertain the regional level
properties and needs. Hence, the study contritatdee literature also with its focus on

the regional level problems and solutions.

1.3. Conceptual and methodological framework:

The key concepts used in this study are youth amticgation. Definitions of the both
concepts differ depending on the context. Thus, meeded to define them clearly at the

beginning of this study.

Youth is a socially constructed and ambiguous cpideis not clear that who are the
youth or when the childhood ends and youth startehen youth ends and adulthood
starts. | use the definition of youth as the ageegay between 15 and 24 years.
Furthermore, the conceptualization of Coles (1988htioned above that takes youth as
a series of transitions is also central throughbetthesis, since | focus my analyses on

these transitions while analyzing the participatbthe youth.

Similarly, the notion of participation is also irfaéte. Although, only the participation
into political life is understood when talking atbquarticipation, | try to use the more
recent conceptualization of participation that takdifferent dimensions of it into
consideration. The social exclusion conceptuabizatin general and the monopoly
paradigm in particular helped me a lot when tryitg understand the social

integration/inclusion patterns and problems ofytheth in South-eastern Anatolia, since
8



it takes into consideration that isolation fronfeliént spheres of the society. However, |
preferred using the term participation since | toyhave a broader view rather than
focusing only on the experiences of the excludednipare and analyze the experiences
of both the participants and non-participants tgkimeir differences due to their social

characteristics such as gender, family backgroeddcation level and age.

For the analysis, | use both qualitative and quainte data. Qualitative data is
consisting of 14 focus group interviews and 35 éptth interviews that were conducted
for the BAP projects titled “Problems of the youth South-eastern Anatolia” and
“Constructing a future map with youth: understagdithe youth in South-eastern
Anatolia” between August 2009 and January 2010.id%ed) data of the GAP Youth

Survey which was conducted for the same projeetdret May 23 and June 20, 2009 is
used for the quantitative analysis. The nationah add State of the Youth Survey that
was conducted for National Human Development Repaofit United Nations

Development Programme in Turkey between May 10Jamygl 10, 2007 and the national
data collected for the second round of ‘Europeanigbdurvey’ between December

2005 and June 2006 are also used in order to mes#mparison with the whole country.

1.4. Organization of the Study:

Regarding the multi-dimensional description of pgvation the study consists of
chapters on the participation of the youth in labmarket, social life and politics in
addition to the introduction, methodology and cos@n chapters. The chapters on the
participation of the youth in different dimensiookthe society are started with brief
literature review and findings of the recent resbas on the subject. In data analysis
sections, national and regional data is used. Afteéng the level of participation with
descriptive statistics, the differences among yanitterms of participation according to

gender roles, family background, education level age are analyzed.



The next chapter (Chapter 2) on the methodologyhefthesis includes the research
guestions of the study, the definition of the cqiseused, information about the data

used and data analysis and the limitations of tilndys

Chapter 3 is on labour market participation ofybath in the region. It is found that the
level and the conditions of employment in SouthtexasAnatolia Region for the youth
are not satisfying. There are too limited employmepportunities for young people.
Unemployment rates are very high. Moreover, mosthefjobs in the market are low
quality and low paid jobs. Social security coveragevery limited. Employment in

temporary or seasonal jobs is widespread. Partioipaf women into the labour market
is especially very low. Women are almost totallyclaged from the labour market.
Family background is also effective on employmeaittipipation. The labour market
structure does not offer upward social mobility iops for the youth from poorer

families.

In the Chapter 4, participation of the youth iniabtife is analyzed. | found out that
social life of the young people in South-easterratdha is restricted to the private
sphere and is mostly centred on television. Thezdao limited opportunities for them.
Especially, young women are facing with seriousdhances from their families.
Furthermore, economic pressures are also prevefdivéhe participation of young

people in the social life.

In Chapter 5, | analyzed the political participatiof the youth in South-eastern
Anatolia. | found out that youth political partiefon rates are very low. Youth are kept
themselves away from politics for various reasolernative structures of political
participation such as NGOs are not attracting thetly as well. As in other dimensions
of participation, young women have problems in ipgurating in politics, too. Family

background is also found to be determinative orttypolitical participation.

10



Finally, in the conclusion chapter | make a genevalluation of the thesis and | suggest
policy implications for improving the participationf the youth in South-eastern

Anatolia in different dimensions of the society.

11



CHAPTER 2
METHODOLOGY

2.1. Research questions:

The main research question of this study is: “Wdrat the patterns of participation of
the youth in South-eastern Anatolia?”. Throughdw thesis | also try to answer the

below questions in order to answer my main reseguestion:

» How does the youth in South-eastern Anatolia diffem the whole Turkey
in terms of participation into different dimension$ the society (labour
market, social life and politics)?

* What are the social dynamics of non-participatiérth@ youth in various
dimensions of the society?

* What are the structural barriers in the region regjaihe participation of the
youth in South-eastern Anatolia?

» Are there any relationships between different disiams of participation and
age groups?

» Are there any relationships between different disiams of participation and
gender?

» Are there any relationships between different disiams of participation and
family background?

* Are there any relationships between different disi@ms of participation and
the level of education?

12



2.2. Definition of youth:

As mentioned in the introduction chapter, the d&éin of the youth varies in different

contexts. In this study, | use the age definitibrudl and many other organizations in
which the youth is defined as the age category éetwl5 and 24. There is also a
practical advantage in using this age definitionyotith as the data from different
sources used in this study also define the youthérsame way.

2.3. Data and scope of the research:

This study is mainly based on the field researat@slucted for the projects named
“Problems of the youth in South-eastern Anatdliarid “Constructing a future map with
youth: understanding the youth in South-easterntdiiaé&® coordinated by Dr. Umut

Bespinar and driven by a research team at METU inalgid?rof. Dr. Sencer Ayata,

Assist. Prof. Dr. Kezban Celik and Dr. Umut sBenar. Face-to-face questionnaire
survey, focus group and in-depth interviews wenedcated in the project. Face-to-face
guestionnaires were prepared by the professorgeirptoject and the field survey was
conducted by TNS-Piar and PBG companies. Focuspgrad in-depth interviews were

carried out with the financial support providedthg above mentioned BAP projects.

The researches were conducted in the South-eastatolia Region which is one of the
12 regions of Turkey formed according to the NUN®fenclature of Territorial Units
for Statistics) classification system of the EurmpéJnion. The region includes 9 cities:

Gaziantep, Kilis,Sanliurfa, Adiyaman, Diyarbakir, Mardigirnak, Batman and Siirt.

’ The project was run under the ‘Coordination of 8tific Research Projects’ (BAP) at METU with the
project number: BAP-07-03-2009-12.

* The project was run under the ‘Coordination of 8tifie Research Projects’ (BAP) at METU with the
project number: BAP-01-02-2009-101.
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The region has a population of 7,462, 893 by 200Bich is 10.3 % of the overall
population of Turkey. When it is looked at the @atf urban/rural population rate it is
seen that urban population is rapidly increasing. 209, the percentage of the
population living in the urban areas is 68 whicts\Ve® % in 1990. In line with this the
population in agriculture was also decreased frdm% to 26 % since 1985 in the
region. However, rapid urbanization does not debd problems due to insufficient
services but also may lead to increasing emploympeatilems if preventive policies are
not implemented (GAP Administration 2010).

The region is also named as GAP region. GAP (Sea#itern Anatolia Project) is the
name of the regional development project that le@s lmngoing since 1989 in these nine
cities. The project is a multi-sector, integratedional development project and aiming
to reduce the regional disparities in Turkey. Asimtegrated project, it encompasses
physical investments in such facilities as damsygrglants and irrigation schemes and
also activities and investments in many differemtlds including agricultural
development, industry, rural and urban infrastrtestaommunication, education, health,

culture, tourism and other social services (GAP Austration 2010).

Field research has been started by the face-to daestionnaire named GAP Youth
Survey (GAPYS) conducted by TNS-Piar and PBG (agbei research company) with
946 young people in the city centres of 8 citiesthe region (excludinganliurfa)
between May 23 and June 20, 2009. The distribudfdhe sample was determined by a
two stage procedure. At the first stage, a miningample size of 30 was assigned to
each city in order to create a meaningful staistmase. Then, the remaining sample
was weighted according to the population sizeshefdities. Thus, smaller cities were

weighted bigger than their weight in the universe.

* Population data is taken from TURKSTAT Demograpiatistics,
http://tuikapp.tuik.gov.tr/adnksdagitapp/adnks,adcessed on 29.08.2010
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Sampling points were also selected by a multi si@geedure. Random streets were
selected for every city as sampling points. At te8sand at most 13 interviews
conducted in every sampling point. If 8 interviewsre not able to be conducted in a
street then the interviewer passed to the nexétsaethe left of the previous one. If 8
interviews could not be conducted again then tkerwirewer passed to the next street at
the left. If the first street is reached againemitewer passed to the substitute street that
had been determined before. After the street wiastee the building with the smallest
number in the street was selected. Then, the flhtthhe smallest number selected in the
building. At most one person was interviewed iaa fif there are more than one young
people in the flat, the one that had the closeghdmy to the future was selected.
Afterwards, interviewer passed to the second sstaligilding in the street and second
smallest flat is selected in this building. The qadure continued till the end of the

street.

On August 2009, 14 focus group interviews were cotetl by a research team in which
| also took part. The research team were consistirtgvo academics in sociology and
two graduate students. In these interviews, wewitétthe youth in different cities. The
executive members of youth centres and organizatiparticipants of youth centres and
clubs, activists from political parties and NGOsghh school and university school
students, working and unemployed youth were induduring the time | had in the
field, | got the chance of observing the partidipaiand non-participation experiences of
the youth in the region. | also discussed and shateas with the young people and
learned a lot about the experience of being youarthe region. Afterwards, 29 in-depth
interviews were conducted on October 2009 by amottsearch team consisting of five
sociology graduate students. Finally, six more épttl interviews were conducted on
January 2010 in order to grasp deeper informatiofe more issues such as the role of
religion, cultural identities and political parf@tion, since detailed information was not
available in the previous interviews. Both the f@dnterviews and in-depth interviews

were conducted with young people from various sogi@ups and from various
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backgrounds such as the young people from NGOsyantth clubs, students, working

young people, unemployed young people, house woeten,

In order to make nationwide comparisons, other tthenquantitative and qualitative
data from ‘Problems of the youth in South-easteratalia’ project, two national data
sets are also used in this study. First one id#ia from ‘State of the Youth Survey’
(SYS) conducted by YADA Foundatidrior the preparation of 2008 National Human
Development Report of United Nations DevelopmenbgPamme in Turkey titled
“Youth in Turkey®. The survey was conducted with 3322 young peopla .2 cities in
Turkey between May 10 and July 10, 2007. Second wafrom the second round of
‘European Social Survey’ (ESS)ollected in 12 NUTS-1 regions of Turkey with 1856
people aged above 15 between December 2005 an@006e

Moreover, throughout the study, | also use nati@mal international statistics from the
Turkish Statistics Association (TURKSTAY)and Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development (OECD) Statistics Pbrtal

2.4. Statistical Analysis:
In the analysis of quantitative data PASW 18 (Ritage Analysis Software) is used. In

addition to the descriptive analysis, chi-squaralysis and ANOVA are also used. The

analysis results are given in the Appendix A.

® http://www.yasamadair.orgaccessed on 29.08.2010

® The data is used in this study with the permissibthe YADA Foundation.

" http://www.europeansocialsurvey.argtcessed on 29.08.2010

8 http://www.tuik.gov.tr/ accessed on 29.08.2010

® http://stats.oecd.org/Index.asmccessed on 29.08.2010
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In addition to the raw data, a new variable is atseated named ‘socio-economic
condition’ in order to determine the participatiorto education and labour market.
Various variables are used to define socio-econamitition. First, the ones going to
school are defined as ‘student’. Then, the workiogng people among the ones that are
not going to school are defined as ‘working’. Thees that are not going to school or
work but saying that they are preparing for thevarsity exam are defined as ‘preparing
for university’. Among the remaining, the ones saythat they are looking for a job are
defined as ‘unemployed’. Thus, there remain thesdhat are not studying, not working
and not looking for a job. Then, the reason for loaking for a job is used for the
creation of other categories. The ones sayingttieyt are not looking or a job for the
reasons that ‘I have to take care of my childr&sihce | am a house woman/house girl’,
‘I have to take care of my family’ or ‘My family/myusband do/does not let’ are
classified as ‘house woman’. The ones saying thdo ‘not want to work’ or ‘I do not
need to work’ are defined as ‘idle’. Finally, thenraining that are not working due to
other reasons such as ‘There are not any jobs3rihot find a job suitable for me in this

region’ or ‘They pay very little’ are defined assdouraged unemployed'.

In each chapter, the relationships between gentkfaamily background, education and
age are aimed to be analyzed. As mentioned abowsjahre analysis and ANOVA are

used to test these relationships.

2.5. Limitations of the study:

First and foremost, the biggest limitation for tlswdy is that it does not cover the
cultural dimension of participation. As mentionethoge, participation has four
dimensions namely; economic, social, political @nttural. First three dimensions are
covered widely in this study. On the other handw#s not able to include cultural
participation since the data sets do not includéabbes related to the issue. However,

there is a wide range of cultural and ethnic ditgrsn South-eastern Anatolia.
17



Moreover, there has been an ongoing political ¢ccnflue to the demands of the
Kurdish population about their cultural rights. Bheultural aspect of participation has
as much importance as the other three dimensiotteeafoncept. In line with the issue,
there are plenty of studi®sabout the social consequences of recent forcedatitg
due to the armed conflict in the region. The efeof forced migration on the

participation of the youth also cannot be coverethe study.

An additional obstacle for this work is that norfetlee data sets were collected for the
purpose of this thesis or for directly measuringtipgation. Thus, participation into
various dimensions of the society could only berdef in the limits of the data. For
example, there are three questions in the GAPY Sitapolitical participation. Thus,
political participation is defined in terms of vog participation, membership into

political parties and membership into other orgatans.

Another problem with the data sets is that theycattected in the urban centres of the
region. Although the urban population in the regnas been increasing rapidly, there is
still a considerable share of the population livingural areas. However, they cannot be

represented in this study.

Furthermore, there are not any studies in Turkeysic®ring different dimensions of the

participation at the same time. There are plentstodies on labour market participation
or educational enrolment but there are not anydkaimine diverse dimensions and their
interrelations. Hence, there are not any benchrsiaudies for me to compare the results

| obtain.

19 (Barut 2002), (Gog-Der 2002), (Hacettepe Univgristitute of Population Studies 2006) (Kurban, et
al. 2007), (Yukseker 2007)
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Moreover, regional data are also very limited. Aligh, TURKSTAT has been

collecting the national data according to the NWEI&Ssification since 2002, the data do
not encompass a wide range of subjects. For instahcould not reach regional

numbers in terms of material opportunities aboutiaddife participation such as the

number of cinemas, theatres or youth centres. &ilypilthere are not any data about
political participation other than voting such e humbers of people that participate in
political parties or NGOs.

Similarly, there are not enough quantitative stadienducted in the region. There are
many valuable and influential studies on the redgmn only few of them have a

guantitative analysis framework. Likewise, therevénabeen conducted various
researches on youth representing Turkey but norieeof has a regional focus and the

ability to represent South-eastern Anatolia.

Lastly, | use the data collected from young pedy@aveen the ages of 15-24. However,
elders are also very influential on their partitipa patterns. The views of family

members, teachers, employers, politicians, bureési@nd other policy makers could
have contributed to the study much. Therefore, thay be included in further studies.

Before concluding this chapter, | also want to nwenthe strengths of the study. First of
all, in spite of the above mentioned limitationghbthe qualitative and the quantitative
data cover a wide range of subjects about youtifuhkey, there are few researches on
youth and it is hard to find a data on youth cavgithese many subjects at the regional
level. The national data from SYS and ESS both tmpéenty of questions in a wide
area covering different experiences of youth. Iditah, qualitative data is also very
affluent and detailed in diverse subjects. Theytaiondata and provide valuable

information about the youth from various backgraaimdSouth-eastern Anatolia.
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CHAPTER 3
LABOUR MARKET PARTICIPATION AND YOUTH UNEMPLOYMENT

The concept of youth is considered as a socialtnoet®on instead of a natural state of
being. As a result of changing nature of the pmditieconomy and the labour market
which has its roots in the capitalist division a@bbur, this concept has come into
existence (Dean 1997). Thus, the concept of théhyibself has tight connections with

labour market participation. Various scholars defilabour market participation as one
of the key variables of transition from youth isdulthood (Fend 1994; Coles 1995).

Almost half (49.1%) of the young people in the ‘t8taf the Youth Survey”, which has

been conducted for NHDR 2008 indicated that theghihey want the most is “a decent
job”. This is followed by “respect” and “love” witi8.1 % and 16.9 % respectively
(UNDP 2008). Given that labour market participatmithe youth has such a crucial
role in a life course, youth unemployment has seri@onsequences. Sen (1997)

juxtaposed the consequences of youth unemploynseiotlaws:

- loss of current output and fiscal burden,

- loss of freedom and social exclusion,

- skill-los and long-run damage,

- psychological harm,

- ill health and mortality,

- motivational loss and future work,

- loss of human relations and family life,

- racial and gender inequality,

- loss of social values and responsibility

- organizational inflexibility and technical consetigan

Moreover, Celik (2006) claimed that youth unempleyinhas its negative effects not
only on the unemployed individuals but also onfdmailies and on the communities. In
short, unemployment threatens the overall integnatf young people into society in
the long run (Kieselbach 2003).
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The issue of labour market integration is also irtgd for the youth in South-eastern
Anatolia. In GAPYS, young people were asked to fi&we problems from 0 to 10

according to their importance. Among 15 problemstoaed, “unemployment” was

rated at most with an average of 9.65 over 10. duatlseastern Anatolia, partly as a
result of their low level of education, young pemphnnot involve in the labour-market.
In addition to the low skills of the youth, someacécteristics of the labour market in the
region -the most important one being the existericgery scarce job opportunities-

affect the integration of them into the employmstntictures.

In this chapter, after giving a brief summary of outh unemployment literature in the
world and in Turkey, | mention the structure and gnoperties of the labour market in
Turkey and in the South-eastern Anatolia. Then,eddmg on quantitative and
gualitative data, | try to explore the status oé tyouth unemployment and young

people’s participation into the labour market ia tiegion.

3.1.1. Youth wunemployment literature and recent disussions on Yyouth
unemployment:

Although the history of paid work goes back to antitimes, the concept of
unemployment has emerged in the industrial sociéyh the emergence of capitalism
the character of poverty was transformed from wvagya landlessness and
underemployment into unemployment (Perry 2000)sTi®imostly due to the growing
importance of work in life. As Krishan Kumar (1982Bid, work is placed at the centre

not only of man but also of the history with inchieism.

The first serious threat of unemployment occurradrg) the ‘Great Depression’ in the
1930s in the United States and in many other cmsmtrThe unemployment rate

increased from 3 % to 25 % in the US in 4 yearsvbeh 1929 and 1933 (Steindl 2010).
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In the years after Second World War, which were etfGolden Age’ with reference to
welfare state implementations such as the ‘Beveritpdel’ in the UK or ‘Social
Insurance Model’ in Germany, nation-states took résgponsibility about employment
and unemployment (Celik 2006). These models ofavelftate have been criticized on
the grounds of constructing a dependency cultua¢ timdermines the motivation of
welfare recipients to support themselves, and tisgaand stigmatizing them in a way
that over a long period this feeds into and acadetithe underclass mindset and
condition (Nathan 1986 in Fraser and Gordon 1994).

The labour market structure and welfare state prons have changed dramatically
after 1980s. The industrial capitalism turned iatanore flexible service production
economy and the role and responsibility of the estabout employment and
unemployment began to erode with the Reagan anttfAdragovernments in the US and
the UK and in the military regime followed by Ozaovernment in Turkey.
Furthermore, in this new context, the risk of warkpoverty and the concerns about job
guality came into discussion (European Commissi@dil? International Labour Office
2010). In terms of youth employment, these disaumsshelp new concepts to emerge
such as underclass and social exclusion which ametiomed in the introduction in
detail. These new concepts especially the recemt social exclusion consider
unemployment as the first step of exclusion fraffecent dimensions of the society
such as economic exclusion, institutional exclussweial exclusion, cultural exclusion

and finally spatial exclusion (Kieselbach 2003).

3.1.2. Labour Market and Youth Unemployment in Turkey:

Turkey has also been experiencing similar prognegh regard to labour market
development and unemployment. Nevertheless, GirselUlusoy (1999) argue that

Turkey is still in the transition phase from theriagltural economy to industrial
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economy. As Bulutay (1995) concluded, as a devetpptountry with its high
population growth, Turkey still has a relativelyghirural population and the weight of
unpaid family workers is high in the economy. Altigh the population in the cities
have been growing rapidly, cities do not grow thelr creation capacities and industries
proportional to their own growth rate. Thus, therserge high rates of unemployment
in the cities where labour market is segmentecwesal ways. Labour is heterogeneous
and wage differences are high. Bulutay emphasizasdreation of new jobs is more
important for the Turkish labour market than thetdection of jobs. By May 2010 the
unemployment rate in Turkey is 11.0 %; labour magagticipation is below 50 % and

about a quarter of the employment is in the agnical sector by the end of 2009

Bulutay (1995) points out that “unemployment in Rey is confined to urban, single,
young (particularly educated young) people”. Thisgggestion is still valid. The
unemployment rate among the youth aged betweemd 24 is 19.8 %. Moreover, it is
23.2 % in urban areas while it is 12.8 % in rukbwever, it is necessary to repeat here
that a high proportion of employed people in ruaed¢as are unpaid family workers

which comprise 31.2 % all the employed in rurabarby May 2010.

Bulutay concludes that limited creation of new,mpanent and high-quality jobs is the
main determinant of unemployment in Turkey and odtiction of new, highly
productive, permanent and satisfactory jobs is dhé/ way to struggle with this
problem. Similiarly, Ansal et al. (2000) claimedatithe neoclassical approach which
suggests that the flexible labour market structigereases the unemployment rate is not
valid for Turkey. Despite the dramatic decreasewages, increase in profits, high
percentage of unregistered employment and incrgasimber of unpaid employment

after 1980s, unemployment rates in Turkey increabds, Ansal et al. suggest that the

" The labour force statistics in this chapter akemafrom TURKSTAT,
http://www.tuik.gov.tr/VeriBilgi.do?tb _id=25&ust_#&B, accessed on 18.08.2010
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solution for the high unemployment rates shouldsbeght in the demand side of the

labour market.

As mentioned above, the rate of youth unemployneehigher and the youth contains
30 % of all the unemployed. Recent National Humavélopment Report of UNDP
(2008) also underlines the significance of youtleraployment. In addition to the
properties of the Turkish labour market mentionedve, the report emphasizes that the
transition from school to work is problematic inrkey and that low levels of education
and low skills of young people is another majoredginant of youth unemployment. In
addition to this statement, the report claims thexperience of young people makes it
harder to find a job and even if they find a jobsitharder to keep it for a long time.
According to the State of Youth Survey only 38 %t young people who joined the
labour market worked more than six months in ore Mdany employers hire young
people and after working a few years they fire treerd hire new young people instead
of increasing the wages of the former employeegaging the fringe benefits to them.
Moreover, working conditions are not well for youpgople. Working hours are too
long. The coverage of social security mechanisnissisfficient. Given this situation of
the labour market for the youth, the report clabmst Active Labour Market Policies
implemented in several Western countries are nificent for Turkey due to the high
informal activity and low level of education.

3.1.3. Labour Market in South-eastern Anatolia:

The labour market in South-eastern Anatolia is ibig transition for the last few
decades. Until recently, the biggest sector inrdggon was agriculture which was not
developed in terms of modern agricultural technigedYildiz 2008). However, with
the mass migration from villages to urban centfesner agricultural workers most of

whom were unpaid family workers became unskilldidgeekers in the cities. By the end
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of 2009, the unemployment rate in the region hashed its highest level (17.4 %) since

1988 when the employment statistics started toobleated regularly.

One of the most distinctive characteristics of thieour market in the region is low

labour force participation rates (LFPR). LFPR ir ttegion is 36.6 % which is the
lowest among 12 regions in Turkey. There are mainly reasons for this. First one is
that the people lost their beliefs of finding a jelmce there are very limited job

opportunities. When the population that is notha tabour force is analyzed, it is seen
that there are 202 thousand discouraged unemplioyéte region (26.7 % of all the

discouraged unemployed in Turkey).

Second reason is the low LFPR of women. Low schgoliates and the cultural
obstacles in front of women prevent them from entemto the labour market in the
region (Tathdil 1994 in Yildiz 2008). According tihe traditional roles attached to
women, they are expected to stay at home as hoosemvand working outside is not
accepted by the families and the social environmiglareover, even if they insist on
working, women cannot participate in the formaldabforce in the cities and they can
only head for the informal sector where most of jibles are temporary, insecure and
irregular (Yildiz 2008).

Another characteristic of the labour market in tbgion is the co-existence of qualified
labour force deficit and unskilled labour surplepecially in urban areas. The lack of
adequate level of education for the technologieafetbpments in the job market is one

of the major reasons for unemployment (Yildiz 2008)

The above mentioned summary draws a general pictutiee labour market structure
and of the reasons of low labour force participatiates in South-eastern Anatolia. The
next section tries to analyze the data in handest the generalizations made in the

previous section for the youth who live in the oegi
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3.2. Data Analysis:

As mentioned above the transition from school torkwis one of main pillars of
transition from youth to adulthood. The level ofuedtion plays a crucial role in
participation in the labour market. Therefore, tuld be useful to have a look at the

level of education of the youth in South-eastermtéha before the data analysis part.

Turkey has shown a dramatic progress in educatidhea last decades. First of all, the
rate of illiterate people has increased from 587obetween 1970 and 2003 gdor
2004). A key education reform in 1997 which aimediricrease the basic education
from 5 to 8 years has also been implemented ancefbem has made remarkable rise in
the educational enrolment levels. The gross ennaimege to primary school increased
from 85 to 106.48 percent between 1997 and Z0TMe literacy rates and enrolment in
primary school has also increased in South-easteratolia with the help of the
educational reforms and recent social responsitplibjects implemented in the region.
However, South-eastern Anatolia is still the mosadvantaged region in terms of
school attainment. Especially the schooling rafeey @rimary school is low due to the

high number of drop-outs after 8 years of compylsalucation.

In the sample of GAPYS in which young people betwd®-24 years of age are
included, it is seen that 6.7 % of the youth in tbgion are illiterate and more than a
quarter of the young people in the region did nanecomplete elementary school (See
Figure 3.1). The figure also shows that more tha@ fifth of the young people do not

continue their education after completing 8 yedrsoonpulsory education.

12 Source; http://www.tuik.gov.tr/VeriBilgi.do?tb _id4&ust id=5 accessed on 08.08.2010
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Educational Status

29.1%

2L0%  20.2%
15.3%
6.7% 5.8%
/—. . 1.‘9%
llliterate  Lessthan Elementary High High University  University
elementary  School School School Student Graduate
school Graduate Student Graduate

Figure 3.1: Edcational Status of the Youth in So-eastern Anatol

One of the biggest reasons for the high numberaf-outs is the economic probler

that the young people and their families experiettds very hard for families with lo\

income to afford scho expenses: from the basic expenses such as purghasiks, ¢

uniform or shoes in primary school to the costsa#grshane’ (courses out of school)

high school or university entrance exams in therlatages of schooling. Many you

people feel obged to work due to the economic difficulties theyperience. The one

who leave school in order to work are mostly youngn. Especially, in the case

death or unemployment of a parent (usually theefaitthey leave school to wo

“You look at theother. He got everything. He comes to school andiss$. You
look at yourself. You lack everything. What happendu don’t study. Let"

work, you say.” 23 years old, male, Gazial
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As mentioned above, many young people leave sckadly in the South-eastern
Anatolia region. Only 35 % of the youth in Souttsian Anatolia are studehis
However, this does not mean that all the rest 6. The rate of the young people

who have a job is 13 % (See Figure 3.2).

Socio-economic Condition

Preparing for
University

Discouragé
Unemployed
6%

Figure 3.2: Socio-economic condition of the youtlSouth-eastern Anatolia

The second largest group in terms of socio-econaitu@tion following the students is
‘house women’ in South-eastern Anatolia. They & women who left or had never
gone to school and who do not work. Some of the @moin this group are married,
some of them are not. They do not or cannot wokk tduvarious reasons. Most of the
time, these reasons turn out to be patriarchalfamdial pressures. Unmarried women
leave school or cannot start working usually beeatinir families do not let them.

Some of the married ones can never be employeeé $hey have to take care of their

" The case is similar in Turkey as a whole. It &exd in the NHDR (UNDP 2008) that one third of the
young people in Turkey are students while anothertbird works.
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children and do the housework. Female labour fpaicipation level is very low in
Turkey (26.0 % by 2009). Nevertheless, this lewelimuch lower for the women in
South-eastern Anatolia (9.7 %). Thus, the women sthg at their homes constitute a

major group among the youth in South-eastern Araatol

The percentage of the young people who are unemg@lagd actively seeking jobs is 15
in the region. Other than the unemployed young lgeepo seek jobs actively, there are
some small groups that do not look for jobs dueaous reasons. One of these groups
is the ‘discouraged unemployed’ who do not seek jodcause they have lost their belief
about finding one. The other group which does aoklfor a job since they do not need
any job or money is whom 1 call ‘idle’ ones. Thaeseanother small group specific to
Turkey: the ones who ‘prepare for university’ cotsing 6 % of the youth in South-

eastern Anatolia.

Since many of the young people in the sample atéair school ages, it is helpful to
look at this distribution of the socio-economic daion of the youth in the region
according to age groups (See Figure 3.3). It i sdearly that the number of students
decreases sharply for the age group of 20-24 yehes compared to the age group of
15-19. However, it does not imply that all the retneents are employed in the former.
Although, the number of students decreases by 40 éxg is only a 10 % increase in the
number of employed young people who are betweear2D24 in comparison to the
ones in the age group of 15-19. The greatest isereaseen in the percentage of house
women by 20 % when the two age groups are compé#rathy mean that many young
women are unable to enter into the labour market &aving school. The percentage of
unemployed young people is also one and a halfstimgher for the age group of 20-24
than the figures for the age group of 15-19. Therdso an increase in the percentage of
the ones preparing for the university. On the othand, the percentages of the

discouraged unemployed and the idle remain the same
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Socio-economic Condition vs. Age
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Figure 3.3: Socieeconomic condition and age gro

Young people pait out thestructural reasons (see Figure)3dr their unemploymer
and expect a solution for this problem from theestdhey blame not only the state |
also private companies and especially the wealtbgple from the region for ni
investing in Soutreastern Anatoli

“Still, new work areas are not opened. Offered domas are also very bad.
you leave, someone new is replacing. One person tteework of 3 person
and she/he cannot take a proper wage. They askiihgve a licence ifurniture
assembling. If you say yes, they also want youadhe carriage. They pay 5
TL for all of these. Working hours are too long.eThne ii-need of it has to
accept these.” 24 years old, m&anhurfe

“Generally rich people of Mardin establ their business in other places.

Istanbul, inizmir. There are no investments here. There have et of

factories in the organized (industry) site, altleém are closed. Furniture, text

have been closed. | don't know why...If every onele®m (pens a new work
place, there will be no unemployed people.” 24 yedd, male, Mardi
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What are the reasons that you can not find jobs?

53%
52%

Unemployment

The state does not create job opportunities

I don't have a profession

My education is inadequate

I don't have a backing (lack of nepotist contact)
There are no suitable jobs

I don't have chance

I can't find jobs suitable for my education

| can't find jobs suitable for my profession

I can't find jobs since | am a woman

| am looking for seasonal jobs

Figure 3.4 Reasons for not being able to find a

In addition to the high unemployment rates and tmunber of job opportunities for tt
youth, the formal mechasms of employing people in available jobs are segininot
working well. Quantitative evidence shows that oo fifth of the employed youth g
their jobs through formal ways. Getting the jobtbg help of other people or working
family labour is nore frequent (See FigL 3.5. These informal hiring mechanisr

make people feel injustice and unfair treatrn

“Feudal structure is dominant here. There is ti#ipal Everyone takes the peoj
from their own tribes (to jobs). For example, led@y | an a tribe leader and |
will open a new place. Without looking whether thHegve knowledge or not
will fill the place with the people from my own Ibe.” (21 year old male
Sanhurfa)
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How did you get your current job?

With the help of a friend or acquaintance
I am working in family work

After a job interview/exam

| established my own business

Other

Figure 3.5 Employment mechanist
3.2.1. Working conditions:
In addition to the low employment rates, the qualityhe jobs that young people find

quite mediocre. Three quarters of the employed gqeople in the region are worke

and more than half of them are working as-qualified workers (See FigL 3.6).

32



Job
Other

0,

Civil servant/
Officer

Figure 3.6 Occupational stat:

Many young people from poor families have to workew going to school ¢
sometimes they have to quit school and find a jeflorde having an education necess
for a more secure and decent job. In these jobsagy@eo|jle have to tackle with lon

working hours and hard conditions for low wa

“Now, they don’t give us overtime payments, butyotiie minimum wage.
don’t know. We're oppressed. We can't cry out. Irkv6 days of the week, ol
day is off. If a worker dcsn’t come, no dapffs. We work 12 hours. | mea
non-stop. Even a second r-stop” 23 years old, male, Gaziar

Young people employed in these jobs do not earnhnagcwell. More than half of tt
working young people in the region said that theneyotley earn is not enough to ma
a living. Cutting down the expenses and getting lfiedm families are the two freque

solutions to the hardshipn making a living. (See Figure 3.7)
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Cutting down my expenses

My family is helping

| do nothing

| take loans

I use credit cards

I work in additional jobs

Friends are helping

Getting aid from social foundations

| take loan from the banks

1

What do you do to make a living?

) 42.7%

¥ 32.9%

J 24.4%

4.9%
4.0%
3.7%

2.4%
1.2%
1.2%

Figure 3.7 Coping strategies of the ones who say that #@&inings re not enough to

make a living

“Life is hard in what ways? You can do what you waten you have mone
We don’t. For example, I'll have a wedding. | bamed money. | can do only t
borrowing. The person that is going to pay the delbte. But, payin when you
are earning one is different; paying when you amnieg five is different.” 2:
years old,s male, Gazian

“As | said, my elder brothers are in Istanbul. Tlzeg sending money. Here,
are making our life little by little.” 21 years glthae, Batma

Another indicator of the low quality of the jobstise low level of social security. On
16 % of the working young people in Sc-eastern Anatolia have their own soc
insurance. 14 % have their securities over theirilfas and 30 % havereen cards.
What is more striking, 38 % do not have any sosgalurity at all. (ee Figure 3.8)
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Social Security Status

Private Insurance
2%

Social Security of
The Family
14%

Figure 3.8 Social security status of the working yc

“I went to doctor a few times and had to have -ray. He gave few ointment
We paid 156200 TL. | went two times, | spent 300 million there. If leve
insured...Now, my neck hurts, | can’t go. | mean, howch | can earn here in
week, 120130 TL. After this age, it is hard to go and beg rfmoney from my
father. After this time, whatever happens,h God’'s help, | won't beg fc
money from my father. Because | am a person whoftléed his military
service. So, | have to be insured.” 22 years olleMardir

“I left school when | was twelve. Then, | starte@drking. | worked withou
insurance dr ten years. | worked ten years, | earned nothingpuldn’t save
anything.” 23 years old, male, Gaziar

Keeping the jobs they have is also hard for thengopeople as well. Despite th
young age, more than half of the youth in S-Eastern Anatda stated that they had
more than one job. Average number of jobs thatungopeople have in thegion is
about 2.5 (See Figure J). This is due to the structure of the labour mankehe region

One of the most significant characteristics of Soerh-eastern Anatolia labour market
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the high rates of informal activity. Inexperiencgoung people have to work in a
available jobs which are mostly temporary. Theyhared for short terms in the seaso

jobs without any social securit

Number of paid jobs

6 jobs or

Figure 3.9 Number of paid jobs young people has had durimgrtemploymen

histories

The number of seasonal agricultural workers is high. Many people, most of who
are children and youngsters, travel to northern aedtern parts of Turkey durir
Spring al Summer in order to work in short term agricultyods both the living an
working conditions of which are very poor. Seasonaibration also affects tF
education of the young people and children. Thedesits working as seasor
agricultural workerstart the educational period few months later amy fleave schoc
few months earlier because they migrate to othegscfor work. Since the number
these students is high in the cities where seasvori is widespread lik8anliurfa, the

education gips in some schools when the majority of the stislieave
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“Respondent: Since everyone goes to work, theroiecture in the last three
months. Teacher doesn’'t make the lecture. Whenyerer goes to work,
teachers have to rest.

Interviewer: For example, you are in the classrobom’t they make the lecture?
Respondent: When only two or three students rentden,says “You linger.
Don’t make noise.” to them. He draws something kifngn the last two or three
months there remain few people and there won'tdueation.” 16 years old,

“For now, you can work for 6 months in shoe makiaggd then you idle about
for 6 months. You try to make something in thisrsp@me...in waitering they

know that you are going to quit. For example, Iéaweriod, a season of work.”
23 years old, male, Gaziantep

“| started when | was twelve. Most of the time, were unemployed. 6 months
working, 6 months idling around.” 23 years old, eyd@baziantep

Having low quality jobs is due to both scarce j@partunities in the region and the low
skills of these young people who quit their edwratearlier. More than half of the
working young men and women say that they startexkiwg before the age of 15 (See
Figure 3.10). These young people who started wgrkm earlier ages are mostly
youngsters from poorer families. Most of them hadjtit their education after primary
school and start working. Some could not even cetepbrimary school. This makes

them less qualified although they gain a work-egrere before their peers.

“It has been ten years in this industry. | don'véany certificate. They can say
that this guy has knowledge in this job but therao document, certificate about
that. Someday, if | tell someone that | am an elgan, OK, people see me and
know me and understand that | am an artisan bubrles that haven't seen will
ask: where is your document? Where is your ceatiéie” 22 years old, male,
Mardin
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When did you start working?

B Age started working

50.3%

14.1%
. 7.4% 7.4% 5.5% 43% 4.9% 18% 3.7%

O N o0 o 0 = & %%

Before 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23
the age
of 15

Figure 3.10Initial working age of the youth in Sot-eastern Anatol

The above graphlso reveals the fact that there is a high pergentd child labour i
the region. The issue is beyond the limits of gtigdy and is not covered in detail |
one can find plenty of information about the is$ugen the recent studies in both t

region and the whole count/™*

3.2.2. Gender:

One of the characteristics of the labour markelurkey is the low female labour for:
participation rates. According to TURKSTAT, by tead of 2009 female labour for
participation rate is 26 % in Turkey. is much worse in Sou-eastern Anatolia: less
than one out of ten women participate in the laboarket in the region (9.7 %). Tl
case is similar for the young women. LFPR of thengwomen is 25.8 % in Turke

and 11.1 % in the Soi-eastern Anatolia Rgon. What makes the issue more seriot

“ (GundiizHosgdr 2004, (Dikici and Giindiiz-Hggdr 2005), (UNICEF 2006]Dayicslu 2007), (A.
Celik 2010)
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the fact that almost half of the employed womeniarhe agricultural sector and ma

of them are ungid family workers (See Figure 3).

Labour Force Participation Rate

M South-eastern Anatolia M Turkey

Male (15+) Female (15+) Male (15-24)  Female (15-24)

Figure 3.11 Labour force participation rates of youth andlts
Source: Derived from TURKSTAT Labour force statisti200!'

The quantitative data from GAPYS point similar desuOnly 5 % of the young wome
in Southeastern Anatolia region are employed. However,dbiss not mean that you
women go to school instd of work. The majority are house womeli6 %.) (See Figure
3.12)
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Socio-economic condition of women

Working
Preparing for 5%

Universi

Figure 3.12: Soci@conomic condition of young women in Sc-eastern Anatolia

This low level of participation of women into thabbur market is mostly due to t
patriarchal social structure in the region. Accogdto their gender roles, many won
are expected to leave school early and stay at hloenes until marriage. Theirtuation
of being out of education, labour market and evesarial life, in other words the

being out of out of public sphere, do not changerafetting married, eithe

“Being young is good only if we can do what we wantvant to study. My
fatherdoesn’t let me. | want to establish my own lifeddn’t want to beg fo
money from anyone. My father doesn't let. | strigh lot but | couldn’t. Girl
do not study, he says. | ask for a reason, “Ther®ireason, girls do not stuc
he says.” 15 yers old, female, Mardin

“Interviewer: Did your mother have to work durirtggtcrisis’

Respondent: No. Since we are from Urfa, women domaok according to ou
tradition.

Interview: Is that okay for yol
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Respondent: Good for me. If our mother was working,would be wrapped
up in. Moreover, who will do the housework? Cookictganing the house? |
think this is better” 15 years old, male, Gaziantep

Women'’s participation in the labour market is samet seen as a reason for the
unemployment of men. It is surprising that thisrolavas put forward from time to time
by the young women themselves, too. The hegemaew that women should stay at
home and do the housework and men should be thedwiener of the family is
internalized by many young women. Women are onpeeted to work in ‘the jobs for
women’ if they need to work much.

“I am against working of women. | think, women slibuot do the jobs that
man can do. The high rate of male unemploymenteisabblse of women’s
employment. The reason why men are unemployedas wlomen work in

every job. Two people in a house shouldn’t work.nfém and men shouldn’t
work at the same space.” 17 years old, female, Batm

In addition to the norm that women cannot work, fliets that women work in small,
informal jobs in hard conditions and that many sntieey are prone to harassment by
men also strengthen the social pressures on théma. Working environment and
conditions are seen as unsuitable for women bynile members of their families. The
men who are informed about the working conditiamshie informal sector jobs where

women are employed do not let their daughters wesvvork in these conditions.

“If, even the married people harass young onethely do dirty things to me, |
would change of course. And, | told my father. 8y, father did not send me to
work again. | told everything to my father. If Idi't tell, something bad might
happen to me.” (20 years old, female, Batman)
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3.2.2. Family background and education:

Various scholars (Sewell, Haller and Straus 195mguks 1964; Willis 1981; Lareau
1987) proved that family backgrounds affect thecational and occupational situations

of the young people and reproduce their state cabolass.

Looking at the national data from SYS, it is seleat tthe percentages of working and
unemployed young people in Turkey are higher fonili@s of lower socio-economic
statuses while the children of higher socio-ecomostatus families are mostly students.
(See Figure 3.13)

Education and employment status vs. Socio-
economic status

—&—Employed

—fi—Unemployed
Student

Figure 3.13: The relationship between the socigienuc status and education-
employment status of young people in Turkey
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The case is the same for South-eastern Anatoli@ rBhationship between family
background and labour market participation can #éeocaught in our data from the
region. It is seen in the Figures below (3.14 antbBthat the percentage of less
educated (illiterate and less than elementary dtlpaoents are higher for the employed
and unemployed (active or discouraged) young peapte for house women. On the
other hand, higher educated parents (elementagokgnaduate or higher) have, more
frequently, children who are students (enrolledchools or preparing for university) or

who do not need to work or study (See also Appeiidixes 3.1-4).

Socio-economic condition vs. Mother's
educational level

100%

75% x

50%

—o—|lliterate
=fli—Less than elementary school

Elementary school graduate

25%
=>é=High school graduate

== University graduate

0%

Figure 3.14: Socio-economic condition and Mothedsicational level
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Socio-economic condition vs. Father's
educational level

100%

75%

50% x

—¢—||literate

== Less than elementary school

25% A

Elementary school graduate
=>é=High school graduate

== University graduate

0% 7 Z
X ) N\
RO NS S P
d > N N O
0@ \)Qe & O
NS U
& N
@ &
6"0\» Q&Q
0’\

Figure 3.15: Socio-economic condition and Fathedscation level

Occupational and educational status of young pedplealso dependent on the
occupations of their parents. Figure 3.16 belownshthat the percentages of children
who work and who are house women are higher fondées. The number of unemployed
children is higher for unqualified workers and uméoyed fathers. The numbers of
students are higher for officer or qualified workathers (See Appendix Tables 3.5-6).
The same analysis cannot be calculated for thepaticn of mothers, since almost all

the mothers in the sample are house women.
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Socio-economic condition vs. Father's
occupation

75%

50%

—&— Farmer
—f—Tradesman/Craftsman
== Officer

25%

=>¢=Qualified worker
== Unemployed

0%

=@ Unqualified worker
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Figure 3.16: Socio-economic condition and Fathecsupation

As mentioned above, the children of poorer familiage to quit school earlier and they
have to work in earlier ages. Since they leave @chothout any skills, they are
employed in unskilled, low-quality, low-paid, andmniporary jobs. This makes an
upward social mobility impossible for the young plofrom working-class families and

creates a vicious circle of poverty.

“Here, we have to start contributing to the incoofighe household as soon as
we become adolescents when we start becoming ydAintgast, in order to
cover our own expenses. Not everyone’s family hees luxury to tell their
children “son, you have to study, we want nothipgrafrom that”. 20 per cent
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can say this. The rest 80 per cent cannot. Of eptingy want but they cannot.”
24 years old, male, Gaziantep

3.3. Conclusion:

Labour market participation of the youth has higiportance due to its role both on
transition into adulthood and on the overall sopgtticipation. Young people are aware
of this importance and they emphasise the valuengio the employed young people by

the society.

However, the level and the conditions of employmanfouth-eastern Anatolia for the
youth are not satisfying. First of all, unemployrmeates are extremely high in the
region where employment opportunities are also lieniyed. Most of the available jobs
in the market are low quality and low paid jobs,jongy of which are temporary or
seasonal. This brings forth very limited socialség coverage for the youth in the

region.

Furthermore, labour market participation levelgh® youth in South-Eastern Anatolia
differ in terms of various sociological variablasch as gender and family background.
Women are almost totally excluded from the labowarkat. The young women who
leave school become house girls/house women stagtingome, doing housework,
helping their mothers, and taking care of theirlisgs or their children. Family
background is another significant determinant a¥do levels of youth labour market
participation. The children of the families fronwler social classes are disadvantaged in
this sense. They have to start working before acgunecessary skills for their jobs.
They leave school early and work in insecure, loaligy, low paid and temporary jobs.

They lose the chance of getting better jobs thair garents.
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Labour market participation of the youth, with ltigh importance but low levels, is one
of the most serious social problems in the regidme solution(s) of the problem will

help to improve not only the economic but also sbeial structure in the region. It is
important to realize that increasing the numbeobg and employment opportunities is
not enough. The conditions at work should also eroved in the whole region.

Besides, any policy attempt which aims to incorg®sgmung people into labour market
or to help them with the transition from educationwork has to consider the social

determinants of labour market participation sucgersder and family background.
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CHAPTER 4
PARTICIPATION IN SOCIAL LIFE

Using spare time and developing relations with peerd other adults are found to be
playing integral role in the individual developmeitthe youth, in the development of
their communities (United Nations 2005) and in theure participation practices of

them when they become adults (Burkhead 1972 inak11995).

However, recent works on the youth in Turkey stagt young people do not participate
enough in social life due to the lack of certainpopunities (Konrad Adenauer
Foundation 1999; Kdknel 2001; Cagto 2007; YADA 2008). Similarly, depending on
the quantitative and qualitative evidence in ogesech it is possible to argue that young
people in South-eastern Anatolia participate lessoicial life than their counterparts in
the rest of Turkey. Looking at the data, it is sélest the youth in the South-eastern
Anatolia has serious problems with social partitgra Most of the young people in the
region live in closed communities, interacting omlith their family or relatives and a
limited number of friends. They do not go out mu€hey do not use the information
media frequently. The most often used media ivigtn. Therefore, it is proper to say
that in the South-eastern Anatolia young peopleat life is restricted to the private
sphere and mostly centred on television. Neversiselié would be misleading to claim
that this situation of the social life is the cleif these young people. The main reason
for the low levels/lack of social life participatioof the youth is the existence of too

limited opportunities for them.
In this chapter, after giving a short summary & wWorks concerned about the social life

participation of the youth both in the world and Turkey, | try to reveal the

participation of the youth in social life in thelgic sphere in South-eastern Anatolia.
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4.1. Literature on the social life participation ofthe youth:

Participation in social life is seen as a key eletmia the social and psychological
development of a young individual. Engstrom (193@)tes that friends, schools, other
adults and mass media play an increasingly inflabnble in the development of the
young people and the individual develops norms\atdes through the interaction with
other people. Moreover, Hendry et al. (1996) argihed peer and parental relations and
casual and commercial leisure are important elesneftthe youth transitions into
adulthood. It has been emphasized in the World Iy &éport of United Nations (2005)
that participation in social life by leisure acties and by the relationships with other
people is significant in creating opportunities galf-agency, identity development and
the development of social competence. Accordinth&report, participation in social
life and in leisure time activities can facilitagecial inclusion, access to opportunities

and overall development of young people.

On the other hand, various research findings ptohaeparticipation in social life differs

among the youth according to age, gender, incowhacation, social class or cultural
background (Roberts 1981; Hendry 1983; Hendry .€1386; Larson and Verma 1999).
For example it is stated in the 2005 World Youtlp&e that in developing countries,
young men tend to have significantly more leisumeetthan young women do, as the
latter spend more time in household labour thathéa male counterparts. Moreover,
participation in social life increases as the samonomic status improves (United
Nations 2005). It is also found out by some redeacthat participation in leisure time
activities differ according to (perceived) familgpneronment (Hendry, Shucksmith, et al.
1996; Garton, Harvey and Price 2004)

Research studies about social life participatiorthaf youth in Turkey focus on the
leisure time activities (Abadan 1961; Kih4a995; Konrad Adenauer Foundation 1999;

YADA 2008). Recent research studies by Kondrad Aden Foundation and YADA
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analyzed the relationship between young peoplésside time activities and their social
characteristics. The ‘State of the Youth’ (YADA B)Gurvey argues that young people
in Turkey do not involve in sports regularly, dot strive for improving their hobbies

and also do not strive for improving their mentad ghysical capacities.

It is found out in the ‘Turkish Youth 98’ resear(fonrad Adenauer Foundation 1999)
that leisure time activities of the youth vary acling to gender and socio-economic
status. For instance, young women tend to invoiveading and doing handwork while
young men do sports, spend time using computeri@tednet, and go to pubs and
discos. The ‘State of the Youth’ survey also stdted young women appear to be less
going out for entertainment. They choose shoppiafisnto meet friends if they go out

whereas men choose coffee houses and bars fqruhaise.

Both studies revealed that women and young peopta fower socio-economic status
groups tend to gather at homes and that participatf young people in social and
artistic activities outside home is low. In linetlwihis, activities like going to theatres,
cinemas, concerts and pubs increase as the sammmm®@a status of the youth increases.
According to the ‘Turkish Youth 98’ survey, youngemand young women who have

higher socio-economic status meet their friend#ee houses, cafes and pubs.

4.2. Data Analysis:

In the limits of the data, | analyze the participatof the youth in South-eastern
Anatolia in terms of their activities in a day, ithasage of free time and information

media in this section.

To begin with, young people in our sample were dsk@out their activities on a regular
day. About 40 % of our respondents said that thedy their family in household works.

Another similar frequent answer is doing house woaith 20 %. Nearly 40 % of the
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youth stated that they roam with their friends. &Hing TV and listening to music a

othe frequent answers (See Figul.1).

I help my family in family works
Roaming with friends
Watching TV

Listening to music

Doing house work

Studying

Reading books

What do you do on a regular day?

1 39.5%
I )38.6%
| ¥ 34.9%
! 26.7%

# 20.6%

I J 15.1%

J 11.9%

)/

Figure 41: Activities on a regular d;

“Roaming with friends” is the only socializing agty among the frequent answers

the question of what young people do on a regday. When this is taken in

consideration together with the answers to the topres “Where do you go out f

entertainment?” and “Where do you come togetheh witur friends?” this answi

becomes somewhat meaningful. About half of the gopeople in te region told that

they do not go out for entertainment. And, the omd® say that they go out ha

around in open spaces like parks and gardens.shiows why young people state t

they roam with their friends instead of saying ttiegty “go to the mema with friends”

or “go to afés with friends” (See Figure.2). It is important here to underline that thi:

partly due to economic insufficiencies. Sometinteis hard for these young people

find the money for a cup of tea or coffee or eves roney for public transportation

the city.
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Where do you go out for entertainment?

I do not go out for entertainment
Open spaces like parks and gardens
Cafés

Shopping malls

Tea gardens

Figure 42: Places of entertainme

Entertainment places of the young people diffeloatiog to age groups. Although t
rate of the ones who do not go out for entertairtndees not change significantlyith

an increase in age, the number of the ones who gafés, shopping malls, tea gard
and cinema (instead of open spaces like parks ardkegs increases as age incres.

This is also most probably due to the improved eoun condtions with the ge (See
Figure 4.3).

Where do you go out for entertainment? vs.
Age

m15-19 m20-24

I do not go out for entertainment
Open spaces like parks and gardens
Cafés

Shopping malls

Tea gardens

Cinema

Figure 43: Entertainment places according to age gr
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Another fact which demonstrates the central roléhefprivate sphere in the lives of
youth is that young people come togethertly at their homes (See Figur.4). Since
there are limited opportunities of meeting places yfoung people in addition to tl

economic restrictions, their homes are the onlggddor them to gath

Where do you come together with your
friends?
61.3%
29.6% .
. 19.2% 15.9% 123%  93% 6.8%
- =
(2 S \\! S \Y
\)(\\0‘(\ R v 3%6(660 A \ @(\,@e e o N
QO ) 2
(e - (\e.‘e Sd\oo o)
T

Figure 44: Gathering places of young pec

After learning where young people go fcntertainment and where they meet tt
friends, they were also asked about what they bhaatk on when they meet. The top
young people talk with their friends vary accordingheir age and social and econol
condition. The answers young respond of the survey gave to the question of w
they talk the most with their friends gives a cleature of this claim when it is cro
tabulated with the age groups variable. Young pEspxperiences of transition frc
school to work and from their paits’ family to their own family seem to determines
topics they talk with their friends. Family problsrare the most frequent topic for |
age group of 2@4 years. It is also often stated by the youngerggup. Considerin

the fact that social lifof the young people is mostly limited with homeg tiesult is no
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unexpected. The most popular topic for the group 18-19 years of age is
girlfriends/boyfriends. School life/teachers andtfmall are also more popular for t
younger group than the olr one. As they grow older, the topics of interdsirige anc
young people become more interested in money, 8gxuaolitics, arts and religiol
(See Figure 4.5).

Which topics do you talk the most with your friends? vs.
Age

m15-19 m20-24

Family problems 55.5%

Girlfriends/ boyfriends 54.9%

School life/ teachers

Football

Money

Sexuality

Art, literature, music, cinema
Politics

Religion

Figure 45: The topics that young people talk most freqlyenith their friends

As we see in the figure above, young people tatbutla variety of topics with the
friends ranging from family problems to daily issu&/e have also seen in the previ
figures that almost 40 % of the youth hang out Witair friends. These obsenons
point out to the notable place of friends in theed of the youth. This is also suppor
by the answers of young people to the questionhaf understands them the most. -

percentage of the ones who think that their friendderstand them the nt is quite
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high. These figures also differ according to agmugs. While the answer “my friend
is told by 29.9 % of the age group 01-19, almost 20 % of the people who are betw
20 and 24 mentioned the same category. These bigleqtages in fave of friends are
outnumbered by the category “my mother as the mMresjuent answer given by bc
age groups. Whereas the percentage of the onesigaheir father as the one w
understands them the most is only about 5 %. dide striking that 16.% mentioned
no one who understands them. The rate is higheR@-24 year olds. However, i
young people get older the answer ‘my wife/my husbaeplaces family members a

friends (See Figure.@).

Who understands you the most in your life? vs. Age
®15-19 m20-24

34.4%
29.9%

23.7% .
9.6%  20.0% 21.0%

13.39
10.4% 0
) 76% 5% < 10,
3.1 - 1.7% 1.4%
L
My My Noone My wife/ My My father  Other
mother friends My siblings

husband

Figure 46: The people that understand young pe the most

The analyses of various indicators done above atdithat the social life of the So-

eastern Anatolian youth is fam-centred. Although friends also play a very crugpiaift
in young people’s social life, socialization withetn is mainlylimited to the private
sphere of home. These restrictions are due to wsrieasons which young peo|
complain about. These are complaints such as gu@akures trapping young people

a small area, especially women, and inadequatergpiin socialife:
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“I think that the girls here are not lucky. It'stheven in Mardin only. It's th
same in other places. Girls cannot go out. For @an have a neighbour. S
cannot go out without her mother or her father9 ygars old, female, Mardi

“...they call here as the Paris of the East but it isggon that the youth are n
active, it is an asocial city.” (24 years old, mdaziantef

“It is important in a city to have social activsi¢or the young people. In Mard
and in the Soureast thes is almost nothing as a social activity.” (21 yeald,
male, Mardin

There is also additional quantitative evidence upp®rt this argument. When you
people were asked about the restricting elemerttsein social environments, more th
half of them pointed out economic reasons. The city witHintéted opportunities an
probably with its social pressures comes after econ restrictions. Social communi
composed of family members, relatives, and thehimigrhood is also rescting young
people (See Figure?).

What restricts you the most in your milieu?

Economic reasons 54.4%
This city | live in
Family members

Relatives

Neighbourhood/village

Figure 4.7:Factors restricting the social |
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In spite of these restrictions, the youth can sti#late occasions to participate in social
life by using information media. According to sorseholars, using the information
media, such as newspapers, internet or televisame of the first steps of entering into
social life (Renckstorf, McQuail and Jankowski 19%bbinson, et al. 2000; Shah,
Kwak ve Holbert 2001). However, one must be cautiapout this claim for the youth in
South-eastern Anatolia because information medi@eisnay also be very restricting in
itself by perpetuating young people’s home-centlieds. Levels of youth social
participation in terms of information media usage avidently low. In GAPYS, young
people were asked if they are reading newspaperdarty. Only 21.5 % responded
positively. Similarly, the percentage of young pleopeading books regularly is 29.
Internet as a new media accepted and used espdnyajloung people is an alternative
to old media such as newspapers or bobksvever, according to GAPYS, only 27.8 %
of the youth in South-eastern Anatolia use intenegularly. When it is asked to the
ones using internet regularly, more than half emhare found out to be connecting to
the internet from internet cafes, from their schoolvorkplace. These results show that
internet has not become widespread in the regioty @e out of ten young people use
internet regularly from their homes. While there &ow levels of newspaper and book
reading and low usage of internet, for most of yhath television is the most popular
media. Almost 90 % of the youth said that they Wwatlevision at least one hour on a
day (See Figure 4.8).
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How many hours on average do you watch
TV on a day?

——%

5.7

8

I NEVER Lessthan 1-2 hours 2.1-3 hours3.1-4 hours4.1-5 hours5.1 -6 hoursMore than 6
watch one our hours

Figure 4.8: Television watching frequency

Since television is the widest media used by thlyat has a key role in the social life
of them. It is also important to know what youngple watch for several hours every

day.
When they were asked what they watch on TV, thethygnentioned entertainment

programs most frequently. It can be claimed thati3n entertainment media instead

of information media for the young people (See Fegli9).
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Which programs do you watch on TV?

Turkish TV series 69.3%

Turkish movies
Music videos

Music shows

Comedy shows

Figure 49: Favourite programs on ~

The questions regarding social life participatidnttte youth analyzed so far in tt
chapter points out to the centrality of televisemd infrequency of reading books &
newspapers and of internet use in young peopl&s Tihe results of these anses
change when differersocial groups are compared and they demonstrate that

groups are more disadvantageous than others irs tgfrparticipation in social lif

4.2.1. Gender:

Social life participation patterns of the young pleodiffer accorcng to their social
positions. Gender is one of the key determinantpasficipation in social life for th
youth in Southeastern Anatolia. Countwide data sets show that there is a
between young men and young women. Young womenotanwolve in scial life
throughout the country. However, this gap is evadewin Soutl-eastern Anatolia.
When the activities of young women and men on alszgday are considered, it
clearly seen that young women mosstay at home (See Figure.10-4.11). As
mertioned above, roaming with friends is the only abzing activity outside the hom
However, it is an option primarily for men. Onlyalt one sixth of the young wom:

said that they roam with their friends on a regalay. The rest stay at their homand
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help their family at most. The free time activitie@sSwomen mentioned most frequen

are listening to music and watching -

Activities of young men on a regular
day

62.7%

32.2%

0,
n 22.8% 19.5% 15.5% 12.0%

Roaming Watching Listento lhelpmy  Study Making

with TV Music  family in Sports
Friends family
works

Figure 410: Activities of young men on a regular

Activities of young women on a
regular day

57.8%

37.8% 37.4%
30 3%
l 16.6% 15.6%

Ihelpmy Doing Watching Listento Roaming Take Care

familyin ~ House TV Music with of
family Work Friends Children
works

Figure 411: Activities of young women on a regular
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The difference between young men and young women in tefnpsrticipation in the
social life outside home is seen more dramaticalien they were asked about wh
they go out for entertainment. About 70 % of theiryp women said that they do not
out for enertainment. This is about 27 % for men. Men go tuplaces like ope
spaces, parks, tegmrdens and cafes (See Figu.12). This suggests that young men
more visible in the public sphere for entertainmémn young women who try -

entertain themdees mostly by television at hon

Where do you go out for entertainment?

H Male ®Female

12.0%11.5%

11.5%
8.2%

3.8%

Open Spaces | do not go out Cafes Shopping Malls  Tea Gardens
like Parks and for
Gardens Entertainment

Figure 412: Gender and going out for entertainn

It is mentioned above that the lack of opportusias well as social pressures is a rei
for young people for not joining in social life. Wever, when the factors which resti
the youth in their milieu are considered accordimgender, we see tt limited options
restrict mostly young men. They can go out but tdeynot have many options ott
than open spaces or parks. On the other hand,niaisly the social structure whi
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prevents young women from participating in sodf. IThere are several examples in
our qualitative data about this situation. It iatstl many times that young women are
not allowed to go out without a family member. Agy are not allowed to go out and
get together with friends outside, meeting at hormélse only option for young women.
Moreover, they have contact with family memberssel relatives and a very limited

number of friends.

“Girls can go out with their parents. If their pare do not go out with them, girls
cannot. Boys also have time limit. For exampleahrmot go to home after 11”
(19 years old, mal&anliurfa)

“Interviewer: Can you go out?

Respondent: Married women can. But young girls oainiithey can, if their
brothers are with them. If they go out alone, ttlengossip starts.” (20 years old,
female,Sanliurfa)

“I could go to high school now. For example, | @mttwith no one other than the
girls of my uncle. | cannot communicate. Of cousse,always talk but it would
be good to communicate with other people.” (16 yedd, female, Mardin)

Men also say that they gather at their or theenfis’ home but it is seen that there are

other options outside the home for the young mese (Sgure 4.13).
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Where do you come together with your friends?

B Male ™ Female

86.3%

Our Home Friends' Home  School, Canteen Patisseries, Tea Cafes
Gardens

Figure 413: Gender and gathering pla

The gap between young men and young women co be seen in terms of access
the internet. Only 12 % of the young women in S-eastern Anatolia said that they t
internet regularly, whereas it was 45 % for youngnnirhis is mostly due to the abc
mentioned status of young women whose socia is limited to the private spher
Since the internet is still not available in marittee homes in the region, internet ca
are the most accessible options for young peoplmotmect to internet. It can be se
clearly when the answers to the ques of where these young people connect to
internet from are taken into consideration. It eers that women can access to
internet if they have a connection at their hon@sthe other hand, young men wse

internet cafes (See Figur.14).
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Where do you usually connect to internet from?

H Male ™ Female

83%  5.9% 4.9% 6.7%

LD e — amEd

®
)
Y

Figure 4.14 Gender and internet connection pl:

The data analyzed above show differences in thialdde participation levels of youn
women and men. It must, however, be emphasized theatpatterns of social i
participation are not homogenecamong women. These patterns change accordi

the marital status of young wom

The social pressure, especially from the parestseen as the biggest obstructior
front of the social participation of young womentire social life. However, the cial

life of young women restricted in the private sghdpoes not change after marriage
fact, the level of married women'’s social life peigation drops when compared to i
social life participation levels of single womerhélpressure from the jents gives its
place to the pressure of the husbands on theirswivés seen in thFigure 4.15 below
that more than three quarters of married womenad@a out for entertainment and tt
the percentage of the married ones who go to paddes or cnemas are much low

than the figures for single young wom
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Where do you go out for entertainment?

Single Women B Married Women

f 64.8%
I do not go out for entertainment

Open Spaces like parks and gardens
Shopping Malls

Tea Gardens

Cafes

Cinema

Figure 4.15Entertainment places for young women accordingaoital statu

Another important sociological variable which pairtb the differences of social li
participation levels anng the youth is family backgroundhe next section tries to fir
out the distinctions between young people in teofmsocial life farticipation according
to education level of themselves and their paramid income level and occupati

status of their @arents

4.2.2. Family background and education:

To begin with a very striking finding, the ratesioformation media usage are positiv
related to all of these variables.oking at the Figure.46 below, it can be seen that

the educational leveof the young people increases the percentage ofpegver an

book reading and internet usage dramatically irsg
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Media usage

M Reading newspapers regularly  ® Reading books regularly Using internet regularly

73%

67% 67%
44%
0%0%0%
A 7
Illiterate Less than Elementary High High University  University
elementary  School School School Student Graduate

school Graduate Student Graduate

Figure 4.16 Educational level and information media us

The case is the same for parents’ educational evelsubjective incomevels of the
yourg people (See Appendix Figures -3 and Tables 4.8). The soci-economic
condition of the young people is also a significdeterminant of information med
usage. In Figure.47, it can be seen that the young people who meatiheir ducation
(students and the ones preparing for universitg)tae young people who participate
the labour market use the information media morantithe ones who have r

participated in the educational life or workingel
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B Reading newspapers regularly B Reading books regularly Using internet regularly

59%

43%  43%,. 41%
21% 209 19%
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Figure 4.17: Soci@cononic condition and information media usi

As mentioned above several times, nearly half ef ybuth in Sout-eastern Anatolia
said that they do not go out for entertainment. Whwee distribution of these youi

people who do not go out is considered, it is st the results are parallel tce

information media usage. Young people who say ity do not go out fc

entertainment have loweducational levels (See Figurel8). Moreover, their mothe

and fathers have also lower educati levels (See Figure.#9) and their incomes a

significantly lower than those of the ones who go outdiotertainment (See Append

Tables 4.4-5).
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Do not go out for entertainment vs.
Educational level

81%

0,
60% 53%
42%
I l l ?i ﬁ r

2 3 X 2 2
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Figure 4.18 Educational level vs. “Where do you go out for etai@ment?

Do not go out for entertainment vs. Parents'
educational level

B Mother's educational level M Father's educational level

52% 53% 51% 50%
(]

44% 45%

0o

Illiterate Less than Elementary High school University
elementary school graduate graduate
school graduate

Figure 4.19 Parents’ educational level vs. “Where do you gofouentertainrent?”
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Occupational and educational statuses of the yqauople are effective on social i
participation. The number of the ones who statettiey do not go out for entertainme
are at most for the two groups namely the ‘housm&rd and ‘idle’ andit is the least for
the ‘working’ young people (See Figure.20). Young people go out more as tl

participate in education and labour mar

Do not go out for entertainment vs. Socio-
economic condition

81%
69%

48%

33% 40% 39% 35%
& & O > S Q e
& e & & &L & xS
X S < < &° i
(\Q’(Q ' ‘9Q' 00
S < *2*0\) Ko&
- &
S &
® &
Q'
Q\

Figure 4.20 Socioeconomic condition vs. “Where do you go out foregtazinment?

Briefly, young people whchave higher education and income; come from hi
educated families and who participate/have pasdteipp in the educational and worki
life participate more in social life. On the oth&and, young people from lower incol
and education groups and wire excluded from educational life and the labourket
are also excluded from the social life. Here, itgeful to look at the reasons limiti
these two groups, namely lower educational and nmcdevel group and high

educational and income level up.
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Economic reasons and the city they live in aremtiustly stated answers by them ¢
there are significant differences between these dranups’ answers. The ones say
that economic reasons are restrictive for socialparticipation are mainly om lower
income and education groups. However, the younglpewho told that the city the
live in is restricting them the most have usualigher income and education or tr
come from highly educated families. On the othanchahere are not any sificant
differences between these two s~economic groups who declare that elements su
the family or community members are the most retsie factors which prevent the

from participating in social life (See Figure 5-23 and Appendix Tables £-9).

What are restricting you the most in your milieu? vs.
Educational level

B Economicreasons M This city | live in

76%

9% 57%

52% 53%
41% 2%
6% 7%
5%
8%

Illiterate  Lessthan Elementary High High University  University
elementary  School School School Student  Graduate
Graduate  Student Graduate

28%

5
22%
9% .

Educational level

Figure 4.21 Educational level of the youth vs. socially reding factor:
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What are restricting you the most in your milieu? vs.
Mother's educational level

B Economic reasons M This city | live in

80%
61% 60%
26% 48%
0,
° 31%  33%
26% 27% © 20%
Illiterate Less than Elementary  High school University
elementary school graduate graduate
school graduate

Mother's educational level

Figure 422: Mother’s Educational level vs. socially restricting fac

What are restricting you the most in your milieu?
vs. Father's educational level

B Economicreasons M This city | live in

71%
55% 57% 56%
6% 38%40% 35%
6% 3%
llliterate Less than Elementary  High school University
elementary school graduate graduate
school graduate

Father's educational level

Figure 4.23: FatherEducational level vs. socially restricting faci
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4.3. Conclusion:

As one of the dimensions of the participation ia #ociety, participation in social life
has an important role in the social and psychokdgievelopment of the young people.
Nevertheless, the youth in the South-eastern Alaatefjion has serious problems with
social life participation. Quantitative and qudiita data give plenty of information

about the participation in the social life in théfic sphere and in leisure time activities.

Social life participation of the youth in the regidhas some characteristics to be
mentioned. First of these features is that sod&land leisure time activities are limited
to the private sphere. Young people in the regionndt go out. In addition to low
participation rates in the labour market and edanahe youth in the region does not
participate in the social life either.

Another characteristic of the youth’s social lifarficipation in the region is the central
role that television has in their home-based liwésung people do not read books or
newspapers; and access to the internet is not preied in the region. Moreover, they
do not go out much for entertainment. Thus, wagliglevision remains as the only
alternative for them as leisure time activity.

Although these characteristics apply to the sddmlparticipation patterns of the youth

as a whole, there is a huge gap between the dideiphrticipation of the young women

and young men in the South-eastern Anatolia regionng men can go out more. They
can go to internet cafes or go to parks and opanespwith their friends although there
are not many options outside. However, many ofytheng women are not allowed even
to go out. Most of them stay at home and entett@mselves by watching TV, listening
to the music and by sometimes meeting their friendkin the spatial boundaries of

home.
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Family background differences among the young peapt also determinative of social
life participation. Leisure time activity optionatside the home or even at home like

internet connection are available only for the yppeople from better of families.

There are three main reasons for this low levesaifial participation rate among the
young people in the region. First one is the sosialcture in the region and social
pressures on the youth. Many young people, espedia¢ young women, are not

allowed to go out. They have to stay at their haritese, it is important to emphasize
that not only women but also men are oppressechéset social pressures. Although
they open up space for themselves in social lifey talso have to face restrictions such
as time limitations on their return to home aftaing out with friends. However,

restrictions on women are in any case greaterttiase on men.

Another reason for young people’s low participatianthe social life is the lack of
opportunities in the region. As being the leastaligyed region in Turkey, South-eastern
Anatolia has very limited opportunities. There am enough options for young men

and young women to spend their leisure time.

Finally, economic pressures are also preventivahierparticipation of young people in
the social life. The basic material needs suchhasntoney for cinema tickets, public
transport or suitable clothes for going to entertent places are sometimes not

available for young people in the region.

In addition to the importance of social life paipiettion for the overall development of
the young people, data show that participatiorhan gocial life in the public sphere is
closely related to the participation in differeriménsions of the society. Thus, it is
important to mitigate the social pressures on tbeng people and create more

opportunities in order for them to be included inhet society.
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CHAPTER 5
POLITICAL PARTICIPATION

Participation of young people in politics is oftemeglected issue in Turkey. However,
the issue of youth political participation is vesignificant as a basic human right and a
social right being an important dimension of citigkip. There is a solid fact that levels
of youth political participation are very low in fkey, specifically in South-eastern
Anatolia due to some regional conditions. This fectthe subject of analysis and

evaluation in this chapter.

Article 21 of the Universal Declaration of HumargRis states that the right to vote and
participate in politics is a human right (Unitedtias 1948). Since that day, political
participation has been an important aspect of thmaam rights as it enables people to
claim for and use their other rights.

Furthermore, political participation is a basicizghship right in the welfare state
context. T. H. Marshall proposed a concept of efighip as consisting of three
dimensions: civil, political and social. He furthelaimed that the fully operation of
citizenship has been altering the pattern of sadetjualities (Marshall 2006). Thus,
political participation that is directly related tioe first two dimensions of citizenship is
very crucial for social equality. In addition taghpolicy implementations that increase
the democratic participation of the youth can makaajor shift in young individuals’
citizenship status (Bessant 2003).

Despite its importance in the development of thatlys personality and citizenship
status and despite the popularity it has gainedutiir recent decades, youth political
participation level is still very low in Turkey. &ording to the recent “State of Youth
Survey” conducted for the preparation of “UnitedtiNias Development Programme

National Human Development Report for Turkey 2008 Youth, Turkey lags behind
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in basic political participation indicators. Namethe percentage of the youth who is
active in a political party is 4.7 and the percgetaf the youth who is a member of a

non-governmental organization is only 4 in TurkeNOP 2008).

Although there is a common perception that polit@mosphere is much denser in
South-eastern Turkey due to the civil war goingrothe region for about 30 years, the
numbers show that the youth political participatrates in the region are not different
from the whole country. According to the GAPYS, thates of political party

membership and NGO membership are both 3 % amomg/dhth in South-eastern

Turkey.

Despite having such importance and the politicadasiphere around, low rates of youth
political participation are seen in South-eastenatdlia Region of Turkey which scores
very weak in various development indicators. Du¢h&se reasons and conditions, it is
valuable to explore the opportunities and obstatdesrds the political participation of
the youth in South-eastern Anatolia and to suggedicy implementations for

improving the youth political participation.

Throughout this chapter, | first mention the vieovspolitical participation and then the
studies conducted about youth political participatin Turkey. Next, | analyze and try
to interpret the current level of youth politicadrficipation in South-eastern Anatolia
Region. Its relationship with the whole country ahd factors effecting youth political

participation such as gender, education or famégkiground are also examined using

guantitative and qualitative data.

5.1.1. Classical Political Participation Studies:

Early works of political participation considerslyfvoting’ as participation. One of the

earliest of these is the work of Martin Lipset. elealuates voting as one of the crucial
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mechanisms of the democratic regimes. Moreoveruhéerlines the need for the
participation of different groups of the society f@ stable democracy (Lipset 1960).
However, he proposes that higher participation dagseed to be the optimal case for
the democracies since it is possible that hightsraf participation may be due to the
decrease in social cohesion or breakdown in theodmtic process (Lipset 1960). On
the other hand, Lipset points out that low paratipn may reflect a lack of effective
citizenship and a lack of loyalty to the systenp@eat 1960). Parenti also underlines the
issue of low participation and claims that it maydvidence to the dissatisfaction of the

non-participants -or non-voters- with the politaas®und them (Parenti 1977).

Earlier works in the area of political science iarkey are parallel to the international
discussions of political participation which focas voting. Ergun Ozbudun is one of
the scholars pioneering the participation literatim Turkey. Ozbudun (1976) defines
the modern society as the ‘participant societyengfig to Lerner. In his work, Ozbudun
considered actions as participation instead ofnindes. That is why he only meant
voting behaviour when talking about political peigation. He stated that during the
Turkish modernization process, it was the mobilizetticipation which had first

increased but not the autonomous participation.

There were also other political scientists who todikferent types of political
participation into account other than voting. Lestilbrath (1966) was one of the
firstamong these scholars. He defines a hierarchiwé cumulative structure of various
political activities grouped under the categoriéspectator, transitional and gladiatorial
political activities. Spectator political activieare defined as the activities which need
less effort and involvement. Examples of this catg@re voting and talking to friends
about elections. Activities which require more efffike participating in political party
meetings, and contacting with politicians are dafinas transitional political
participation. Finally, engagement in politics astp membership or being nominee in

the elections are gladiatorial political activitiedich require special time and energy.
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Milbrath claims that people tend to involve morepilitics as they get more political
stimuli. Furthermore, people who are closer todéetre of the society get more stimuli
than the ones in the periphery such as the youtmem, and people with lower income,

lower SES or lower education do.

Deniz Baykal, who was inspired deeply by the warkMilbrath, was one of the first to

study on political participation and to take di#fat forms of political participation into

account in Turkey. He tried to explore the indiatand structural factors determining
the political participation of an individual (Bayk&970). He evaluated the concept of
political participation in a broader sense rathe@ant equating the concept of political
participation to voting. For him political parti@pon range from the different levels of
political interest or political attitudes againsarmus issues to membership of non-
governmental organizations and political partiesa&ng role in election campaigns. He
proposed that actively participating in non-poétiaspects of life also increases the
level of political participation. Hence, he is againe of the first scholars in Turkey
relating different types of participation to patail participation. Referring to Milbrath,

Baykal juxtaposed different levels of political peipation which are following, taking

attitudes against and involving in political everti® claimed a cumulative relationship
between these different levels. This means thaemom who has the top level of
political participation namely involvement in padél events is expected to have also
lower levels of political participation which arellbwing political events and taking

attitudes against them. Contrary to Baykal, @to(1999) claimed that the factors of
political participation do not need to be consist@nd it is not possible to talk about a

cumulative relationship between different levelgafticipation.

Through his work Baykal stated that there are secmnomic, psychological and
political variables affecting political participah. Realizing the significance of
psychological and political variables he stated #wrio-economic factors have the key

role in understanding the political participatiaghlaviour.
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The work of Ersin Kalaycgu (1983) based on a field research conducted uthSo
Korea, Kenya and Turkey is also very influencin@ld¢ciglu tried to find out the
social determinants of different levels of politigaarticipation when comparing the
participation patterns of the people in three coast Throughout his work, Kalaydiio

used Milbrath’s 3-level system of political pargation.

5.1.2. Citizenship and Political Participation:

As mentioned above, Marshall (2006) defined thresges of the citizenship. He

analyzed citizenship as being consisted of ciuilitigal and social rights. Civil (or

legal) rights developed in the seventeenth cerdady institutionalized in the growth of

law courts and individual legal rights. Politicaghits were developed with the modern
parliamentary democracy in the following two cergsr Finally social rights such as
unemployment benefits, and provision for health addcation were developed in the
twentieth century (Turner 1993). T.H. Marshall’'snceptualization of citizenship was
aiming to alter the pattern of social inequalityisad by capitalist mode of production.
Bryan Turner (Turner 1986 in Coles 1995) claimg Marshall’'s conceptualization does
not only balance the relation between class andatesm but also emphasizes the rights
of women, children, the elderly and even animaks.aeds that “citizenship is concerned

with the nature of the social participation of pleowithin the community” (p. 81).

The welfare view of citizenship has been criticizagl being passive since social
integration was tried to be achieved by social tsgbuch as enrolment into education
and training and social insurance systems (Wakhat. 2002). Evans and Harris (2004)
claimed that this view resulted in the emergencethd concept of ‘consumer

citizenship’ in which the individualistic citizers iseen as being capable of entering into
active relations with the social services. Thispkdl the emergence of the concept of

‘active citizenship’. This view of citizenship urmtiaing the obligations of citizens in
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addition to rights highlights the importance of itigociety in terms of political
participation. Thus, it emphasizes the participated individuals into policy making
processes (Hoskins and Mascherini 2009). Hoski@®gRdefines active citizenship as
“participation in civil society, community and/oplttical life, characterized by mutual
respect and non-violence and in accordance withanumghts and democracy.” (p. 4).

This new view of citizenship is also problematicitasxpects individuals to intervene,
fight for and deserve everything they need and expe benefits from the state, like
social assistance or social rights. However, tloblpm is that there is no point for an
individual to participate in decision making proses if she/he does not expect anything
from the policy maker. Thus, Sloam (2007) critisizee active citizenship approach as
it leads younger people to feel themselves resptné$or obtaining housing, jobs or

pensions and expect less from the state and emgsgyan conventional forms of politics.

Political participation of the youth is specifigaltrucial when its relationship to the
discussions of citizenship and the role of theestsittaken into consideration. Political
participation assists not only the human develogroéthe youth but also helps develop
trust relationship between the state and youngeris. The next section gives an
account of the work about youth political participa with an emphasis on human
development and social citizenship.

5.1.3. Studies on youth political participation:

In the last few decades, the notion of youth prditparticipation has gained importance
in the works of international organizations. Inretation with that, it has also become
popular in academia (O'Donoghue, Kirshner and Mghtin 2002; Bessant 2003, 2004,
Sloam 2007). In response to declining voting tutrrates of the youth, scholars tried to

set forth why participation is important, what éne degrees and types of it and what are
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the determinants of it. It has also been questiomeether the declining voting turnout

really implicates a decrease in political partitipa or political interest.

The popularization of the issue of youth politigalrticipation is pretty much due to its
importance. O’'Donoghue et al. (2002) emphasizeouarbenefits of youth involvement
in decision making in terms of development. Theynpout the significance of youth
political participation on organizational sustaiiégp and efficiency and its

contributions to democratic, social and economictment.

In addition to the scholars who consider youth tmall participation significant thanks
to its role on human development, there are othdrs highlight the contribution of
youth political participation to citizenship andndecracy. Bessant (2003), for example,
underlines the role of increased youth politicatipgpation on improving the citizenship
status of young people who are excluded from palitiprocesses. She argues that
exclusion of particular groups like young peoplekméhe legitimacy of the democratic
mechanisms questionable. Furthermore, she adddnitiasion of the youth into the
politics mitigates the power imbalance against th&milarly, Forbrig (2005) relates
the value of youth political participation to dematic legitimacy. He stresses that
political participation is one of the crucial meolsams for socially legitimizing
democracy. He says that politics are in favour iifan, educated and affluent groups.
Thus, inclusion of varied groups is essential dral youth is one of them. Moreover,
youth political participation is also important snpolitical socialization of the youth

determines the future democratic legitimacy to grele.

Likewise, Hart's (1992) conceptualization of thdifcal participation of children with a
ladder model consisting of eight degrees not onlgkes the notion of political
participation very comprehensive for the childremd ahe youth but also for other
vulnerable groups such as the women, the eldertlividuals from lower classes and

ethnic minorities.
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Hart defines eight degrees of youth political mapation three of which are defined as
non-participation. These stages are respectivdlgdccasmanipulation decoration and
tokenism. In the manipulation stage, children hageunderstanding of the issues that
they participate in. Hence, they do not understidwed actions but they are used in the
activities like pre-school children carrying patdi play cards which are concerned with
the impact of social policies on childrdbecoration stage ishe stage in which young
people have little idea of what it is all about amal say in the organization of the
occasion. The reason this stage is described asuogeup from ‘manipulation’ is that
adults do not pretend to claim that the causespiiad by young people. In the third
level which istokenism the youth is apparently given a voice, but irnt famung people
have little or no choice about the subject or tiyeeof communicating it, and little or no

opportunity to formulate their own opinions.

The degrees of genuine participation are respdgtagefollows:assigned but informed
consulted and informed; adult-initiated, sharedidems with youth; youth initiated and
directed; and lastly youth-initiated, shared decis with adults.In the stagedssigned
but informed, youngsters understand the intentions, know whadenthe decisions
concerning their involvement and why they made th€hey have a meaningful (rather
than ‘decorative’) role and volunteer for the pobjafter the project was made clear to
them. In the next stagednsulted and informed’young people understand the process
and their opinions are treated seriously when tiogept is designed and run by adults.
In “adult-initiated, shared decisions with youth” stagke decision-making is shared
with the young people. Young people conceive of eady out all occasiom “youth
initiated and directed” stageFinally, in the Youth-initiated, shared decisions with
adults” stage,young people incorporate adults into projects thaye designed and
managed. Hart points out that the political paptition of the youth is not independent
of the power relations and all young people shdwde equal opportunities to learn to

participate in programs that are related to theesl His model of participation ladder
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which classifies different levels of participatiomentioned above clarifies the forms of

participation according to different power roles.

To sum up, political participation of the youth Heeen internationally discussed around
the concepts of human development, citizenship, odeacy and decision making
mechanisms. Yet, the literature on youth politigarticipation in Turkey is still
immature and the issue has been revolving aroumahhnging political structure of the
country and the studies have focused on the votielgaviour of the youth. The
following part is a summary of the recent works ywwuth political participation in
Turkey.

5.1.4. Research Studies on Youth Political Particgtion in Turkey:

Recent works on youth political participation inrkety underline the milestone role of
military coup in 1980. The studies of Sarmnir (2005), Ovgul Bursali-Karak&2007)
and Demet LUkuslu (2005) all mentioned the rol&eptember 12 regime on decreasing
youth political participation. The military regintieat had been established with the coup
d’état on September 12, 1982 claimed to stop tb&erce in the streets in which the
youth was involved intensely. The suppression ef rhilitary regime on the political
participation of the youth and the fear of the p&avho lost their friends in the terror
before or after 1980 kept youth away from any pmditengagement. Here, it is also
important to underline the role of neoliberal postthat was put into action with the
military regime and continued with the elected goweents after 1983 on the new youth
culturé®. The perception about the politics that it is momechanism to solve the

problems in the country is also a result of thisliberal thinking {nanir 2005).

> According to Atabek (1999) September 12 regime waisonly composed by the 5 generals in the
National Security Council who ruled the country ttile first democratic elections in 1983 but the AN
(Motherland Party), the liberal democrat party ttwatk the government in 1983 and implemented neo-
liberal politics, was also persistent and stridiiofer of it.
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There are some remarkable studies recently donehwhiectly aim the issue of youth
political participation. First of these was condttin 1999 by Strateji Mori and Ari
Movement and published in 2001 entitled ‘Turk Gekigve Katilim” (Turkish Youth
and Participation) (Art Movement 2001). Furthereig@sh by Strateji|GFK was done in
2003 to see the changes in youth participationdgad 2003). Both research studies
underlined the low level of political participati@among the youth by a categorization of
the types of political participation. They namec tparticipation types connected to
political parties such as membership in a politalty, working in election campaigns
or distributing leaflets for the party as “convemial forms of political participation”. On
the other hand, signing petitions, making boycottparticipating in demonstrations are
defined as “non-conventional forms of political fp@pation”. Finally, recent political
participation types such as taking part in protesisthe internet and membership in
NGOs are named as “post-modern participation”. Tésearch results indicate that
people tend to involve in particular forms of pegation and young people who

participate in politics can be categorized accaydintheir forms of participation.

Latest National Human Development Report (NHDRgdit'Youth in Turkey’ prepared
by the United Nations Development Programme (UNDRBjkey office covered the
issue of youth political participation widely. Demkng on the data from the ‘State of
the Youth Survey’ conducted for the office, the agpunderlines that the youth in
Turkey cannot participate in social and politicéé.l In a background paper for the
report Cark@lu (2007) claims that there are economic, attitaljinultural and political
reasons for the non-participation of the youth.afgues that the economic inequalities;
the socialization environment which does not praaattive participation from the early
childhood; the political culture that is not suppa of a well-functioning quality
democracy and public institutions which do not oesp to citizens’ demands and
expectations all hinder the participation of youmgeople. In line with the
conceptualization of the United Nations, NHDR ew#lis participation as having

economic, political, social and cultural dimensiofBus, the report suggests investment
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in various areas in order to increase youth palitparticipation. It offers more funding
to improve overall education level and educationacfive citizenship; less strict
mechanisms for the youth to participate in poljtexsd promotion of voluntary work and
NGO participation (UNDP 2008). On a note about fopblitical participation, the
report underlines the need for changing the peimepof politics by the youth.
Depending on both the qualitative and quantitatesearch conducted, the claim of the
report is that the youth cultivates feelings of icism and distrust towards politics and

politicians.

Based on the in-depth interviews with the youthher book Demet Lukusliu (2009)
challenges the view that the youth is depoliticizedsumers. She argues that the whole
society is consumers of the consumption societythrityouth’ is chosen as scapegoats
and regarded as a generation consisting of deppétl individuals. However, what
Lukuslu argues is that the position of the youthiasgt politics is ‘apolitical’ instead of
‘depolitical’ and their ‘apolitism’ is also a pabal position since they are aware of the
political problems but prefer staying away from thaditical structures. Lukuslu argues
that the youth keeps themselves away from polfbicssarious reasons: (1) they think
‘politics’ is contaminated: Young people after 198§rew up in a political atmosphere
with corruptions and scandals. Hence, they do nagt tpoliticians and think that
politicians work for their own benefits instead pfiblic interest. (2) The political
structure is tough and does not let the youth vea@h: Young people do not believe that
anything would change even if they protest or gleigo change it. They usually choose
to accept this structure as it is and keep therasetway from it. (3) The politics is
killing the ‘individual’ or ‘individualism’: Young people believe that there are
established structures in political organizatiorgoly do not let young people participate
in them with their own values. Hence, LukUslU pregmthat since young people are not
only ignorant about politics but also opponent#,ahere is still hope for establishing a
different politics. Thus, she states that it is enaccurate to blame old modes of political

mechanisms which exclude the youth and quit blarthiegyouth itself.
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The studies mentioned above elaborate on the gadlparticipation of the youth in the
whole country without referring to a comparisondifferent regions of Turkey. Thus,
there is not any work done on the matter in Soasitexn Anatolia. In the data analysis
part of this chapter, | try to interpret the stafethe youth’s political participation in
South-Eastern Anatolia region and its differengesnfthe general situation in Turkey
by making use of the regional and national data.

5.2. Data Analysis:

When we look at GAPYS data for some findings alibatpolitical participation of the
youth in the region, we see that it provides limhitenformation about political
participation. As stated before, only 2.7 % of fwaith work actively for a political
party. This covers only 26 people in the samplausTit is hard to make further analysis.
On the other hand, with its larger sample sizeStae of Youth Survey (SYS 2007)
data and with its diverse questions about politgeaticipation European Social Survey
(ESS 2006) data provides plenty of information.

The strictest definition of political participatiazonsiders only voting as participation.

All the three data sets indicate low voting ratasthe youth between the ages of 15 and
24. In ESS only 23 % of the youth said that theg Wated in the last national elections

(2002 parliamentary elections). However, 24.2 % daat they had not voted since they
were not eligible for voting. Still, the participan rate among the eligible ones is 30.3
% while this is 74.8 % for the whole sami§leSimilarly, the youth in South-eastern

Anatolia Region have also low voting turnout rates.the GAPYS, 30.5 % of the

respondents said that they did participate in # parliamentary elections (2007

18 Higher Election Council declared the participatiate for the 2002 national elections as 79.1%r&ou
http://www.belgenet.com/secim/3kasim.htmtcessed on 30.01.2010.

85



parliamentary elections) when 57.4 % did not vateesthey were below 18 at the time
of elections and 12.1 % did not vote although tiveye eligible for voting. It shows that
among the respondents that were eligible for votm8007, 71.7 % participated in the
elections. The overall participation rate in 20@fliamentary elections was 84.25 % in
the whole country and 77.9 % in the eight citieshef survey’.

Another indicator of involvement in institutionahmicipation is party membership or
working actively for them. In ESS, only 3.0 % oéthiouth in Turkey was found out to
be the members of a political party and only 2.@&d that they worked in a political
party or an action group in the last 12 months. péeentage of the ones who worked
actively for a political party was 4.7 % in the SYRis rate is even lower for the South-

eastern youth (2.7 %) according to the SYS.

Other than institutional politics like voting, pgnnembership or taking role in election
campaigns, Kovecheva (2005) defines protest aetsviand civic engagement as
community participation or voluntary work. Moreoyaccording to Kalaycgu (1983),
membership in other organizations has also anasang effect on political participation
since it increases political interest, knowledgd aativity. ESS data points out that 2.2
% of the youth responded positively to the questainwhether they worked in
organizations or associations other than politgaities for the last 12 months. SYS
formulated the question differently and asked tbetly whether they were members of
any non-governmental organizations. Only 4.1 % Sad’. The results are not higher
for the youth in South-eastern Turkey. In GAPYZ, % of the youth said that they are

members of or working voluntarily for a non-goveemtal organization.

Results show that youth political participationesaiare fewer than 5 % for Turkey in

general and for South-eastern Anatolia region irti@dar. Various scholars such as

17 Source: http://www.tuik.gov.tr/secimdagitimappiseeul, accessed on 03.01.2010
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Henn et al. (2002) and Griffin (2005) argue tha ylouth is in fact interested in politics

and it is the old forms political participationwhich the interest of the youth decreases.

ESS provides data in order to test this hypotheBible 5.1 shows that there is a
significant difference between age groups in teommterest in politics. The youngest
and oldest age groups are the least interesteggr@ee also Appendix Table 5.1). In
contrast with the above arguments the youth isstheond least interested group in

politics following the 55 + age group.

Table 5.1: Age groups and Political interest

Age * How interested in politics Crosstabulation
How interested in politics
Very Quite Hardly Not at all
interested| interested | interested| interested| Total

Age | 15-24 | Count 36 111 73 184 404
% within age 8.9% 27.5% 18.1% 455% [ 100.0%

25-34 | Count 44 146 74 187 451

% within age 9.8% 32.4% 16.4% 41.5%| 100.0%

35-44 | Count 39 113 80 128 360

% within age 10.8% 31.4% 22.2% 35.6%| 100.0%

45-54 | Count 30 93 25 111 259

% within age 11.6% 35.9% 9.7% 42.9%| 100.0%

55+ Count 34 87 42 190 353

% within age 9.6% 24.6% 11.9% 53.8%| 100.0%

Total Count 183 550 294 800 1,827
% within age 10.0% 30.1% 16.1% 43.8% | 100.0%

The fact that the youngest and the oldest age grpapticipate in politics the least is
consistent with both the international and natiomslearch studies since the mid"20
century. Depending on several field works both kith (1966) and Kalaycgtu (1983)

argue that participation increases steadily by agtl sixties and starts decreasing

slowly after 60.
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Most of the earlier arguments on the relationsteppMeen age and political interest or
political participation point out the socio-econendifferences. Lane (1959) claimed
that the reasons for the low participation of tloaiyg people in politics is due to their
relatively lower income, high geographic mobilitgss clearly defined reference and
membership groups, greater emphasis on entertatnangh lower frequencies of home
ownership. Milbrath (1966) also stated that theso@ayounger and older age groups
engage less in politics is because they get leb8cpbstimuli. Similarly, Nie, Verba
and Kim (1974) argued that young people lack alsthbsis for getting involved in
politics such as extended residence in a locdiitly,involvement in the work force,

marriage, and a family.

On the other hand, especially recent works empédbke role of political structure. In
his relatively earlier work, Jennings (1979) cladrtlat political opportunity structure
plays a vital role in determining individual levetf participation and individuals
respond to participation opportunities. Moreovez, dtates that the opportunity cost of
political participation is low for younger peoplore recent works of Matthews, Limb
and Taylor (1999), Henn, Weinstein and Wring (20829 Sloam (2007) all argue that
political structure excludes young people by nogeting them and young people expect
less from politics. Table 5.2 shows that the yosh@ge group feels significantly less
attachment to a certain political party than aflestparties What is also demonstrated in
this table is that among the higher age groupsm(f@b-34 to 55 +) the feeling of
proximity to a certain political party slowly deases as the age increases (See also
Appendix Table 5.2).
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Table 5.2 Age groups and Proximity to political tpes

Age * Feel closer to a particular party than allestparties Crosstabulation

Feel closer to a particular
party than all other parties|

Yes No Total

Age | 15-24 | Count 158 241 399
% within Age 39.6% 60.4% 100.0%

25-34 | Count 248 201 449

% within Age 55.2% 44.8% 100.09

35-44 | Count 192 165 357

% within Age 53.8% 46.2% 100.09

45-54 | Count 135 119 254

% within Age 53.1% 46.9% 100.09

55+ Count 180 167 347

% within Age 51.9% 48.1% 100.09

Total Count 913 893 1,806
% within Age 50.6% 49.4% 100.0%

When analyzing the role of age on political pap@ation, Kalayciglu (1983) claimed
that the youth tends to have an interest in pugelajies which have less patience about
the traditional ways of public advocacy. Due tosth@npatience and intolerance, young
people show more interest in the parties that pgerai challenge to the status-quo. In
ESS questionnaire, there is a variable relatelisoigsue. The question asks respondents
to place themselves on a left-right scale from Def-wing to 10 — Right-wing. It is

seen in the Figure 5.1 that young people’s answengentrate in the middle, placing

themselves on the most neutral position, and otvibesdges.
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Self placement on left-wing-right-wing scale

33.2%

7.2%
>2%  46% 3.5%

17.3%

Figure 5.1: Self placement on left-wing-right-wisgale

Lukasla (2009) concluded that one of the reasong thie youth in Turkey does not
involve in politics is because they do not truslitmsans and political mechanisms. The
figure and tables below indicate consistent reswigure 5.2 shows that there are
significant differences (See Appendix: Tables 53-Hetween age groups in terms of

their trust scores over 10 about politicians, tadipment and the legal system. And, the

youngest age group has the lowest trust scores.
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Figure 5.2: Trust in politicians, the parliamentidhe legal system

Although the findings above point out that youn@mle are not interested in politics
and they do not trust in political mechanisms, thi®s not mean that they are happy
with the state of politics or conditions of themuntry. According to the Figure 5.3
below, there are statistically significant diffeces (See Appendix Tables 5.6-10)
between the age groups in terms of the mean s¢oves 10) of their satisfaction with
the state of the economy, with the government, Withway democracy works, with the
state of education and with the state of healtiviees in Turkey. For all of these
variables the youth is the least satisfied groups Tissatisfaction may be considered as

an indicator of the young people’s awareness alheuproblems in the society.
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Figure 5.3: Evaluation of social and political pierbs according to satisfaction levels

5.2.1. Gender:

Gender is a key variable on political participatiddout the role of gender on political
participation Baykal (1970) referred to Lane’s amgunt that the social image of the
politics as ‘a job for men’ affects the politicahnticipation of women. Similarly,
Kalaycigzlu (1983) claimed that women tend to involve lasgolitics, they have less
opportunity to use mass communication media ang liaae lower levels of political
interest, political knowledge and political actieg than men do due to their lower

socio-economic status. .He also claimed that womeay have more difficulties with
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involving in politics, especially in more time aedergy consuming political activities,
since these come into conflict with the social relgpected from them. Ayata (1998)
also claims that although there is an improvemeihé political participation of women
in Turkey, there still are sociological constraimsfront of them. Quotations below
which are from in-depth interviews with young womehow examples of these

constraints:

“Families don't let youngsters join in politics. IGi can’t go to the meetings, for
example. ‘There are a lot of men, what will you ,dbey say. It is very narrow-
mindedness; | don’t understand why it's like tha(I5 years old, female,
Mardin)

“l voted. | didn’t get excited. | signed and my tver took it. It was already
determined to whom we would vote...If it is a wom&ey (families) can put
borders. Like ‘Don’t go out too much’ or ‘Don’t ietact with men’. There are no
difficulties for men. | mean in terms of politic§21 years old, femal&anhurfa)

Besides, when women enter into politics they aretdéid to the “women roles” such as
organization of women meetings for gaining the saiEwomen or supporting the men

in their families (usually their husbands) who emeolved in politics (Ayata 1998).

The country-wide data of ESS and regional data AP®S indicate no relationship

between gender and voting participation (See Appenhables 5.11-14). However, there
are significant differences between women and nemording to their role taking in

political parties. SYS data points out to the fdet young men take part in political
parties more than young women do in Turkey. GAP4f dndicates similar results for
the young people in South-eastern Anatolia (Sear€i§.4 and Appendix Tables 5.15-
18). This is mostly due to the type of participati¥oting can be a more passive form of
political participation. As stated in the above mt@med quotations sometimes women
do not even decide whom to vote. On the other hpady membership requires active

engagement.
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Membership in a political party vs.
Gender

H Male ™ Female

South-eastern Anatolia Turkey
(GAPYS) (SYS)

Figure 54: Gender and Political party member:

According to SYS data there is a similar gap betwaen and women in tes of NGO
participation in Turkey. Nevertheless, according3APYS results there is not enou
evidence to reject the claim that women and mene hawnilar rates of NG(
participation in Sout-eastern Anatolia (See Figube5 and Appendix Tables.19-22).
This regional difference in women'’s participationNiGGOs is interesting. However,
stated before, the sample size of the GAPYS is @obugh to make furthe
interpretations. Still, this equality may be dughie NGO structures in the region anc
Turkey. Moreover, looking at the Figur5.5 one can say that it is men’s I
participation rate that makes Sc-eastern Anatolia different. This is because N
participation of women is 3.0 % for both Sc-eastern Anatolia and Turkey wher¢
male NGO particigtion rate is 2.7 % and 5.1 % for Sc-eastern Anatolia and Turk«
respectively. Yet, it is not proper to compare thenbers one by one between t
distinct data sets. What | am trying to do is ootynparing the results of these two

three) surveys.
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NGO Participation vs. Gender

® Male ™ Female

South-eastern Anatolia Turkey
(GAPYS) (SYS)

Figure 55: Gender and NGO patrticipat

The question in the GAPYS which sought an answewttat young people talk abc
with their friends may be another indicator of poél interest and enables us
compare the interests of young women and young im&outt-eastern Anatolia. The
percentag of young women who state that they talk abouitipslwith their friends it
2.4 while it is 10.4 for the young me

There is a plenty of studies in the literature,vging that women participate less
politics. Many scholars argued that women pipate less like other disadvantac
groups or groups near the periphery do (Milbrati66i9Hart 1992; Erdgan 2003
Carkaslu 2007). Although the gap is getting closed fotivg participation, it seems th
the level of women’s participation in So-easten Anatolia in terms of political part
membership is still lower than men’s and Sreastern Anatolian women have I
interest in politics than men
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5.2.2. Family background and education:

Especially in the international literature, it igaed that there is a positive correlation
between the socio-economic development and masggcabparticipation. Nie, Powell

Jr. and Prewitt (1969) argue that economic devetgrmakes the relative size of upper
and middle classes greater. Furthermore, the ctratem of the citizens in the urban
areas rises. Then, the density and complexity oh@wic and secondary organizations

increases. Finally, this chain promotes an incr@agelitical participation.

However, in the case of Turkey there are oppogsiterpretations especially in the
studies before 1980s. Baykal (1970) defined palitiarticipation as an attitude of
middle-classness and the norms administrating tiégal participation had become a
part of middle-class ethics. He also argued that dffect of education on political
participation alters with respect to the politipairty typologies. He said that the role of
education in differentiating the political partiejpon decreases as the social
compositions of the political parties have a cldssension. He also argued that in
Turkey, it is not possible to relate education watiitical participation by only looking
at voting behaviour or voting rates. However, etiocahas an increasing effect on
political interest and other types of political figipation. Furthermore, Ozbudun (1975)
claimed that there is a negative relationship betwgoting participation and both
individual and rural socio-economic developmentcaérding to Ozbudun, especially in
underdeveloped villages, local leaders pull massotes for their parties.

On the other hand, recent research studies shovesdive relationship between
education, socio-economic status and politicaligiggition. Depending on his research,
Kalayciglu (1983) argued that higher levels of educatioighér occupational and
higher socio-economic status have a positive mlahip with political participation in
Turkey. Moreover, studies conducted by Konrad Adendoundation (1999) and Ari
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Movement (Erdgan 2003) both showed that participation increaséh Whe socio-

economic status.

In SYS data, no significant relationship was fouretween political party membership
and socio-economic status or educational level (8ependix Tables 5.23-26).
However, the case is not the same for NGO membhershcreasing levels of both
socio-economic and educational status have a pestiect on NGO patrticipation (See
Figures 5.6-7 and Appendix Tables 5.27-30).

NGO membership vs. Socio-economic
status
SES
7.9%
>:3% 4.7%
2:7% 2.8%
DE C2 Cc1 B A

Figure 5.6: Socio-economic status and NGO membershi

Figure 5.7 shows that NGO membership is at itsr&ap for university students. The
second bigger group is university graduates. Thiegm¢ages of young people who are
engaged in NGOs are below 5 for other educatidaéiis groups. This result may be an
indicator which depicts that young people get iucto with NGO’s mostly in

universities. The schools below university levetl dhe social life out of the university

setting do not offer opportunities to participateNGOs.
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NGO membership vs. Educational level

Educational level

12.0%
6.7%
o 3.6% 3.6%
1.0%
Less than  Elementary High School High School University  University
elementary School Student Graduate Student Graduate
Graduate

Figure 5.7: Educational level and NGO membership

Evidence from focus group interviews also point thé same structure. In this sense,
NGO participation can be said to have middle angeupniddle class youth experience.
For instance, in one of the focus-group meeting3-gear old volunteer of a youth
NGO stated that their members are mostly high dchod university students or
graduates. Thus, the youth from the disadvantagets pof the city “may feel a
difference and may not feel themselves belongiregeth UNDP offers civil society
participation as an alternative for older formspafitical participation that does not
attract young people any more (UNDP 2008). Howetrer ,evidence which shows that
civil society appeals solely to particular groupake the issue more complicated and

calls for the need for the questioning of NGO dites.

5.2.3. Reasons for non-participation:

Quantitative evidence shows that youth politicatipgpation rate is low both in Turkey
and in South-eastern Anatolia. What is surprisiegehis that in terms of political
participation rates, the South-eastern Anatoligoregoes not differ from the rest of the

country. South-eastern Anatolia is expected to rdmreser political atmosphere due to
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the Kurdish political movement which became stronigethe last thirty years with the
ongoing armed conflict between the Turkish statd #me armed PKK (Kurdistan
Workers’ Party). The conflict has not only beenngpon between armed forces but also
between police and civil people. The image of gkidand youngsters combating
policemen with Molotov cocktails and stones becaragy common in the last few
years. However, the violence in the cities and dahestment of children who threw
stones to the police dismay the young people idstdaattracting their attention to
political issues. Having seen that their friendsenapprehended, many of their relatives
or friends of their parents were arrested and atedi even for their democratic and
non-violent reactions, young people keep themsedwvesy from any kind of political
engagement. For example, in one of the focus gnoegtings, a 16 year old high school
student from Diyarbakir said: “In our region, mo$tthe people who deal with politics
are in jail” while explaining why he is not inteted in politics. The role of families is
also very crucial in this sense. Families are disgging and even prohibiting their
children to join in politics. A high-school gradeatvoman inSanhurfa, in one of our
focus-group interviews stated that she could natigypate in politics since her family-
especially her father- did not let her, despitefdwt that she wished to join in political
parties. Below is an example from a focus grougrinéw in Mardin:

“Respondent: Personally, | am afraid of any pditexcept for voting, joining
into political things, afraid of things like parpation.

Interviewer: Can you tell us why you are afraid tfts very important for us,
because youngsters are afraid but we don’t know why

Respondent: Since my childhood, my friend’s fatisein my subconscious. My
friend is now inistanbul. His father, for no reason, since he tatkaalt politics,
although he hasn't joined any activity, only siteeis political he was in jail for
15 years. | have also seen few more examples ihfeny have seen an example
from my peers. They didn’'t do anything, only a dnealk. It frightened me very
much. So, | am very afraid of politics. | am afraidits consequences. When it is
happened, God forbid, it doesn’t matter how wellryfamily treat you, man
feels very disgraced to them. So, | am keeping thgseay from these things.”
(15-years old, male, Mardin)
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5.3. Conclusion:

In this chapter, making use of national and rediatada | tried to reveal the level of
youth political participation in South-eastern Aolat and its discrepant dimensions
from the situation in the whole country. It is fabmut that the level of political

participation of the youth in South-eastern Anatabk parallel to the corresponding
levels within whole Turkey in many aspects. As thest common form of political

participation, voting participation is lower for yog people than the older ones. Political
party and NGO membership is below 5 %. Data shawatlalthough young people are
dissatisfied with the social and economic condgiam the country, they try to keep

themselves away from politics.

Political participation of the youth is determinbg various socio-economic factors.
Gender difference is one of the key elements whaoke an effect on the level of youth
political participation. The previous chapters skdwhat women are excluded in many
other spheres of life. Living in their closed commities, they cannot participate in
social life and they cannot enter into the labowarket. The situation is the same for

political participation. Young women cannot pagtete in politics.

Differences according to family background are ataportant. International literature
provides enough evidence for the realization ofgbsitive relationship between socio-
economic development and political participatiotthAugh the case is not the same in
the context of Turkey in terms of voting participat, it is possible to verify the positive
relationship between socio-economic development @arty membership or political
interest. The fact that at least a basic level dafcation, income or social network is

needed for political participation may also bernstive for any policy suggestion.

Even though it was seen in previous chapters tlatybuth in South-eastern Anatolia

region differs from the youth in Turkey as a whmiderms of education, labour market
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and social life participation, the level of polaicparticipation is very similar. This is
partly due to the suppression of the coup d’étdt980 and the depoliticizing culture of
the neoliberal politics following the military rege that was imposed on all the young

people in the whole country.

The region has also for sure its specific condgiddevertheless, with the low level of
political participation and a relatively smallengale size of our data it is not possible to
employ interpretative statistical analyses in ortterdetermine the socio-economic
characteristics of the youth who participates ifitijgs. Further research studies aiming
particularly the issue of youth political particiiwa will be much more informative

about the issue and may offer more for policy immatations the purpose of which is

the engagement of the youth into politics.

Finally, it is also important to underline that tdefinition of the participation in this
study is in the limits of the data used. Most of frarticipation studies define political
participation as a series of political action sashvoting, party membership, engaging in
public protests etc. However, especially young peawo not involve these activities
although they have a considerable knowledge abadithave strong attitudes towards
politics. Thus, it may be more explanatory to empleew definitions of political

participation in further studies.
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CHAPTER 6
CONCLUSION

Despite the ambiguity of the subject, it is forestinat participation of the youth into
their societies could significantly contribute tational human development (Cagko
2007). My aim in this study is to understand thegsas of participation of the youth in
South-eastern Anatolia and | try to answer the tpes that “What are the social
dynamics of participation and non-participationtieé youth in various dimensions of
the society?”, “How does the youth in South-eastématolia differ from the whole
Turkey in terms of participation into different démsions of the society?”, “What are
the structural obstacles for their participatiora?id “Which strategies can be used to
improve the participation of the youth?”. Throughdhe thesis, using national and
regional data, | focus on participation of the yout South-eastern Anatolia Region of
Turkey into different dimensions of the society Iswas labour market, social life and
political life. | found out in this study that yognpeople in South-eastern Anatolia
cannot participate into the various dimensions le# society. Their participation is
affected by gender, family background, educatiod age. The social structure in the
region, the lack of opportunities and the structafethe institutions such as labour

market, political parties or NGOs are keeping yopagple out from participation.

Chapter 3, on labour market participation showd thany young people in South-
eastern Anatolia cannot participate into the laboarket after they leave school. Except
for Gaziantep, there are too limited job opportesitin the provinces of South-eastern
Anatolia. Moreover, the fact that many young pedmee low levels of education and
being inexperienced due to their age make them eprtn low quality working
conditions.

In Chapter 4, participation of the youth in Sou#istern Anatolia in social life is

analyzed. As well as labour market, young peome abnnot participate into the social
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life in the public sphere. Many young people carexan go out from their homes. What
is striking most is that this is due to the reasmumisof them. The material insufficiencies
and lack of opportunities are trapping young pe@tléheir homes. In addition, social
structure is also putting pressures on young pedpiging them in a social life within a
closed community mainly in the private sphere.

Finally, | focus on political participation of thgouth in Chapter 5. Youth in South-
eastern Anatolia Region are keeping themselves &waypolitical mechanisms as well
as their peers in the rest of the country. Althotigg political conflict in the region is
intense, political structure is not attracting yguyeople. This is because of the negative
experiences that the people participated in pslitiaving for years. Furthermore, the

political structure or the political institutionseanot inclusive as well.

One of the most important findings of the analyisethe thesis is that different forms of
are not only related but also dependent on eadr.dtfound out that young people who
are out of education and employment are havinglenad in social life participation.
The regional data that | use in the thesis do ebu$ to make the same analysis for
political participation. However, the national dateow that political participation is also

affected by other forms of participation.

The interpretative statistical analyses throughbatthesis also revealed that individual
dimensions of participation of the youth are aféelcby various social characteristics.
Gender is one of them. The social pressures areemptiag young women from
participation into different dimensions of the sigi Young women drop-out from
education after having compulsory basic educatMost of the families are expecting
their daughters to leave school and wait at hothth&ir marriage. Thus, young women

are almost totally excluded from labour market. Témale labour force participation
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rate in Turkey is one of the lowest in the world7#f among 184 countrie®$)
Furthermore, in South-eastern Anatolia labour fopeeticipation of women is much
lower and many of the employed women are unpaidlyaworkers in agriculture or
employed in the informal sector. Social life papation of women is also
problematical. The oppressive social structureré&v@nting the social life participation
of both young men and young women. However, thesure is heavier on the women.
Their social life is limited in the private spherEhey can only contact with a few
people. Finally, women are also excluded from maitparticipation in South-eastern
Anatolia. Even though there is not a significanffedence between young men and
young women in terms of voting participation, womare less participating in the
institutional forms of participation such as parmembership that requires an active

participation in the public sphere.

Differences among youth due to family backgrounel @so affecting the participation
of them. Young people from the families in whiclke taducation level of parents is low
or income is less have less access to educatiguariunities. Moreover, in South-
eastern Anatolia many of them feel an obligatiomu@ school early and start working
in order to help their families. Partly, as a résiltheir low levels of education, they
experience problems in finding jobs or they workbiad conditions with low wages.
Material shortages are limiting young people alsderms of social life participation.
Many young people do not have any money to go tafe, to cinema or even to use
public transport. Political participation is alstbegted by family background and social
status differences. Data show that less educateth@mployed young people are less
participating in politics. Especially, NGOs whicheathought to be a new way of
including young people in decision taking mechamsisre not appealing the youth from

lower classes. The social structure, which keepmggeople out of various dimensions

18 World Bank, World Development Indicators,
http://data.worldbank.org/indicator/SL.TLF.CACT.FS/countries/latest?display=defaudtcessed on
31.08.2010

104



of the society, creates a vicious circle. Numbeespaioving that the children of parents
that have lower education or that are unemployedatso not participating and they
have little chance to achieve an upward social titgbi

In addition to their parents’ level of educatiordasccupational status, young people’s
education level has also positive relationshipshvgarticipation into labour market,
social life and politics. The issue is underlineatious times throughout the thesis. As
mentioned above, since many young people in thiemdgave to quit school early due
to material insufficiencies. This makes to find ecent job harder for young people.
Moreover, data show that less educated young peafde have low levels of

participation in the social life in the public spéend participation into politics.

Participation of young people into society alsdedg according to age. When narrower
age groups between 15 and 19 and between 20 andr@dared, it is found that the

young people in these groups have also differemeances of participation. As

mentioned various times, youth is a life period tlmany transitions are experienced in.
Many people leave school, get a job or marry indges of their youth. Thus, their

experiences of participation into society changenduthis period.

Furthermore, participation of the youth in Soutlsteen Anatolia is differing from the

overall situation in Turkey. Numbers show that yguyreople in South-eastern Anatolia
are less participating into labour market and ddidethan their peers in the rest of the
country. It can be concluded that the gaps betwsmmal groups such as men and
women, working class and middle class or educatet rot educated are deeper in
South-eastern Anatolia. The numbers are only unigquerms of political participation

for both the region and the country. However, thogs not mean that youth in South-
eastern Anatolia are more participant in termstigsli On the contrary, the youth

political participation in the whole Turkey is vetgw. This is mostly due to the
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nationwide old and corrupted political structuredaglepoliticizing pressures of the

military coup d’état in 1980 effects of which at@él snfluential on the whole society.

In this thesis, | evaluate the participation of §muth in South-eastern Anatolia in
economic, social and political life in the limit§ my data. Nevertheless, there are also
other dimensions and determinants of participati@t | cannot cover in this study. As
mentioned at the introduction, participation hasneenic, social, political and cultural
dimensions. However, the data | use in this studgsdnot cover cultural dimension
including ethnicity, mother language or expressibrcultural values. Thus, | could not
take account of the cultural dimension of partitipain this thesis. A recent research
study on Kurdish population in Turkey found outttfd.1 % of the population in South-
eastern Anatolia defines themselves as Kurdighr@d 2008). Thus, ethnic and cultural
differences are probably very effective on the ipguation of the people in South-
eastern Anatolia. In some of the interviews youagpte stated that barriers against the
usage of their mother language or against the egfme of ethnic and cultural identities
are also preventing them from patrticipation intgisty. Therefore, the issue should be
covered in detail in further researches. MoreoWather researches that are going to
focus on and designed for the issue of participattmd taking into account the

interaction between different forms of participatia detail will also contribute a lot.

Policy suggestions:

Finally, 1 want to discuss the strategies for imying the participation of the youth in
South-eastern Anatolia Region. When the legislatioindifferent institutions in Turkey
about youth is evaluated, it is seen that youngleeare considered as a human resource
that should be trained to ensure the unity of tia@esand as a group in society that
should be protected against bad habits (Youth Bestip 2010). Furthermore, there is
not a law devoted in particular for youth. Youthrvéees are provided by different

institutions (UNDP 2008). This patchy structuredganconsistent approaches to youth.
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The multiplicity of state actors regarding youthlated decision-making and
provision/implementation of services causes repetjprovision of the same services or

its non-provision (Goksel 2010).

The fragmented structure remains the same in tgenal level. In South-eastern
Anatolia, GAP Management, State Planning Orgammatmunicipalities and many
NGOs are implementing policies and running projettsut youth. The youth centres of
GAP Management, the projects run under the ‘Sdkssistance Program’ of the State
Planning Organization and the social responsibjitgjects especially in the area of
education by various NGOs and international org#tions have been very effective
recently but there is still not a general youthgpemn or policy schedule for the youth in

the region.

Before mentioning any concrete policy implementadiol think the results of the
analyses should be considered carefully. First Ibfiais important to mind that
participation has various dimensions and thesedapendent of each other. Thus, a
policy attempt should take into account all the elnsions of participation. Many policy
implementations aiming to include youth into theisty are only focusing on the labour
market participation of the youth. Neverthelesqoticy attempt that is targeting the
participation in various dimensions of the societynultiple policy implementations on

different dimensions at the same time will be meffective.

Second, all the chapters show that participatiothefyouth is highly effected by socio-
demographic characteristics. Young people not ohbve different levels of

participation according to their gender, family bground, education level or age but
also have different experiences of participatiohug; there is not a one size fits all
solution for the youth participation. Social divies among youth should be considered

when policies are formed.
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Third, throughout the study it is seen that farsilgay a key role in all dimensions of
participation and mostly discouraging youth fronrtiggpation. Hence, youth policies

should also target families.

After all, I want to offer few policy implementatis for different participation

dimensions in the same order of the thesis.

First of all, the connection between school andkwioas key importance. National
Human Development Report on youth (UNDP 2008) st#tat the vocational training
in Turkey is outdated and educational infrastrueigrinsufficient for preparing students
to work. Hence, adjustment of the vocational scharid making them attractive for

young people is very important.

Neoclassical approach to economics suggests thaflekible labour market structure
decreases the unemployment. The military regimediae into power in 1980 and the
elected governments followed it applied policieatttlecrease wages dramatically and
increase profits which accompanied by high pergentd unregistered employment and
increasing number of unpaid employment. Howevegnmployment rates increased
consistently. Scholars such as Bulutay (1995) Ansal et al. (2000) claim that the
solution for unemployment should be sought in teendnd side of the labour market.
Especially, in South-eastern Anatolia where unegrpknt is high and labour market is
consisted of informal works in which the working nditions are very low and
employees are paid less, job opportunities ougletincreased especially by the state.
Moreover, increasing the women labour force parétion is also very crucial both for
the participation of the young women of today aod future generations since the
analyses show that mothers’ socio-economic comditsohighly effective on youth’s

participation.
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On social life participation, it is important taget the reasons that put young people off
the participation such as the pressure of the fasnnd social environment around
them, the economic pressures and limited opporésniDuring field researches in the
region, we visited youth centres in different prmgs and met with their executive
members and participants. Youth centres are helgdogg people a great deal both to
socialize with their peers and increase their consness about the problems of
themselves and their society. However, these yoatitres are mostly in the better off
parts of the cities and appealing young people fnoiddle class or upper class families.
Increasing the number of these youth centres whewag people come together and
make use of their collective abilities would cobtrie a lot to youth participation.
Establishing new youth centres in the periphenasref the cities would make them
more available for disadvantaged young people afpl to increase their participation.
The proximity may also be used for getting in toweith families. Recent practices
show that families are getting more tolerable for participation of their children into
these centres if they can see and understand whagypeople do in these places and

how it contributes to the development of their dieh.

Like youth centres, NGOs are also promoting thatipal participation of the young

people. These institutions are different than tlieropolitical establishments and attract
young people more. However, the fact that thesgtutisns only appeal young people
from higher socio-economic status groups shouldjleestioned. Since the number of
NGO participants is very low, it is not possiblen@ake a statistical analysis with the
data | use in this study. However, we visited wagsidNGOs in the field and made
interviews with their members. Depending on my abservations, | can admit that the
participants of the NGOs are more participatinghi@ other dimensions of the society.
They are usually university or high school studem®st of them are from higher

income families or have their own jobs. Though, adso the members of these
organizations have stated, they are a minority gramong the youth in the region.

Increasing the participation of young people fromwér socio-economic groups into
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these NGOs would not only improve the participatioin young people into their

societies but also enrich these bodies.

Finally, I want to mention the problems that yousepple in South-eastern Anatolia
experience in terms of participation into politids. the last few years many young
people were arrested since they have claimed ticipate in public protests. These
pressures on the political participation of the thoand on the free speech contribute
nothing for these young people more than to fesd leyalty to the state they belong to.
Hence, the prevention of terrorism act, judgmerthefchildren below the age of 18 and

legal restrictions on free speech has to be rexasesbon as possible.

To sum up, this study which focuses on the padioym patterns of the youth in South-
eastern Anatolia reveals that young people canadicjpate in labour market, social
life and politics. As the major finding of the syydt is found that different dimensions
of participation are dependent on each other. thtiath to the social pressures on youth,
lack of opportunities and the unappealing structifréhe institutional bodies; existing
inequalities due to gender, family background addcation level also prevent youth
from participation into different dimensions of theciety. Thus, further studies on these
social determinants of youth participation thatetaknto consideration the different
dimensions of it in the national level would cobtriie a lot to the youth studies and

serve plenty of knowledge for youth policies in Key.
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APPENDIX A

Table 3.1: Socio-economic condition vs. Mother's@tion level
Socio-Economic Condition * Mother's education le@ebsstabulation
Mother's education level
Less than | Elementary| High
elementary] school school | University
llliterate school graduate | graduate| graduate | Total

Socio- Working 84 13 24 4 1 126
Econpmic 14.6% 13.0% 9.6%| 26.7% 20.0%| 13.3%
Condition "stydent 172 32 119 7 4 334
30.0% 32.0% 47.6%| 46.7% 80.0% 35.4%

Unemployed 95 11 35 1 0 147

16.6% 11.0% 14.0% 6.7% 0.0%| 15.0%

Discouraged 42 5 5 0 0 52

Unemployed] 7 305 5.0% 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.5%

House 128 21 34 2 Qg 185%

Woman 22.3% 21.0% 13.6% 13.3% 0.0%| 19.6%

Preparing 24 10 19 0 0 53

fL?rrliversity 4.2% 10.0% 7.6% 0.0% 0.0% 5.6%

Idle 29 8 14 1 0 52

5.1% 8.0% 5.6% 6.7% 0.0% 5.5%
Total 574 100 250 15 L 944

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0p6 100.0% 100.,0%

Table 3.2:Socio-economic condition vs. Mother’s educatiorelev

Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 56.397(a)| 24 0.000
Likelihood Ratio 60.378| 24 0.00(
Linear-by-Linear Association 3.771 1 0.052
N of Valid Cases 944

a. 13 cells (37.1%) have expected count less th@ihé&minimum expected count is .28.
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Table 3.3: Socio-economic condition vs. Father'scadion level
Socio-Economic Condition * Father's education lemsstabulation
Father's education level
Less than | Elementary| High
elementary] school school | University
llliterate school graduate | graduate| graduate | Total

Socio- Working 29 15 72 7 0 123

ECO”QWC 15.1% 13.0% 13.5% 8.8% 0.0%| 13.1%
Condition sty dent 48 32 197 44 13 334

25.0% 27.8% 37.0% 55.0% 76.5% 35.7%

Unemployed 35 16 81 6 1 13¢

18.2% 13.9% 15.2% 7.5% 5.9%| 14.9%

Discouraged 15 7 27 3 0 52

Unemployed 7.8% 6.1% 5.1% 3.8% 0.0% 5.6%

House 49 36 87 10 1 183

Woman 25.5% 31.3% 16.4% 12.5% 5.9%| 19.6%

Preparing 4 5 34 9 1 53

E)rrnversity 2.1% 4.3% 6.4% 11.3% 5.9% 5.7%

Idle 12 4 34 1 1 52

6.3% 3.5% 6.4% 1.3% 5.9% 5.6%
Total 192 115 532 8( 17 936

100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0po 100.0% 100.0%

Table 3.4: Socio-economic condition vs. Father'scadion level

Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 69.678(a)| 24 0.000
Likelihood Ratio 72.663| 24 0.00d
Linear-by-Linear Association 4.485 1 0.034
N of Valid Cases 936

a. 9 cells (25.7%) have expected count less thaihé minimum expected count is .94.
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Table 3.5: Socio-economic condition vs. Father'supation

Socio-Economic Condition * Father's Occupation Gtakulation
Father's Occupation
Trades
man/ Unqualifi
Crafts Qualified | Unemplo ed
Farmer| man Officer | worker yed worker Total
Socio | Working 18 14 5 16 23 37 108
) 22.5% | 11.3% 9.4% 14.4% 13.8% 11.0% 13.19
Econ ["Student 17 46 31 50 45 105 294
o 21.3% | 37.1%| 585%| 450% 26.9%  36.0%  35.6%
tion Unemployed 9 12 2 11 35 59 128
11.3% 9.7% 3.8% 9.9% 21.0% 20.2% 15.5%
Discouraged 4 4 3 3 13 16 43
Unemployed| 5 0o 3.2% 5.7% 2.7% 7.8% 5.5% 5.2%
House 28 25 5 22 38 52 170
Woman 35.0% | 20.2% 9.4% 19.8% 22.8% 17.8% 20.69
Preparing 1 10 6 6 6 12 41
[(J)rrnversity 1.3% 8.1% 11.3% 5.4% 3.6% 4.1% 5.0%
Idle 3 13 1 3 7 16 43
3.8% | 10.5% 1.9% 2.7% 4.2% 5.5% 5.2%
Total 80 124 53 111 167 29p 827
100.0%| 100.0%  100.09 100.0po 100.0% 100,0%  10Q.0%

Table 3.6: Socio-economic condition vs. Father'supation

Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 81.476(a)] 30 0.000
Likelihood Ratio 80.665| 30 0.00(
Linear-by-Linear Association 0.852 1 0.356
N of Valid Cases 827

a. 6 cells (14.3%) have expected count less thaihé minimum expected count is 2.63.
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Mother's education level vs. Media usage

B Reading newspapers regularly B Reading books regularly = Using internet regularly

80%

609%60%

. 19%19%

(o]

llliterate Less than Elementary High school University
elementary school graduate graduate
school graduate

Figure 3.1 Mother’s education level vs. Information media (e

Father's education level vs. Media usage

B Reading newspapers regularly B Reading books regularly = Using internet regularly

71%
53%
47%
27% 30% 28%
20% gy, 22%gEM 22%  22%

13%
Illiterate Less than Elementary High school University

elementary school graduate graduate

school graduate

Figure 32: Father’s education level vs. Information madiag:
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Income Level vs. Media Usage

4.43

4,18 3.98
J 3I59 I 3I61 3.45
Yes No

Yes No Yes No

Reading news papers | Reading books regularly | Using internet regularly
regularly

Figure 33: Income leve vs. Information media usage
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Table 4.1: Income level vs. Reading newspaperdadgu

ANOVA
Income Level
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 55.261 1 55.261 17.017 0.000
Within Groups 3,065.505|] 944 3.24y
Total 3,120.766| 945
Table 4.2: Income level vs. Reading books regularly
ANOVA
Income Level
Sum of Squares df Mean Square A Sig.
Between Groups 26.453 1 26.453 8.07D0 0.005
Within Groups 3,094.314| 944 3.278
Total 3,120.766| 945
Table 4.3: Income level vs. Using internet regylarl
ANOVA
Income Level
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sip.
Between Groups 185.490 1 185.490 59.654 0.000
Within Groups 2,935.277) 944 3.109
Total 3,120.766| 945

Table 4.4: Income level vs. “Where do you go outeotertainment?”

Descriptives

Income Level

N Mean | Std. Deviation|  Std. Error
Goes out for entertainment 485 4.05 1.862 0.08b5
Does not go out for entertainment 461 3.37 1.703 0.079
Total 946 3.72 1.817 0.059¢

Table 4.5 Income level vs. “Where do you go out for ententaemt?”

ANOVA
Income Level
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sip.
Between Groups 109.485 1 109.485  34.322 0.000
Within Groups 3,011.282| 944 3.190
Total 3,120.766| 945
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Table 4.6: Income level vs. “This city | live infigstricting me the most”

Descriptives
Income Level
This city | live in is restricting me the most N esn | Std. Deviation| Std. Errofr
Yes 268 4.09 2.091 0.128
No 678 3.57 1.676 0.064
Total 946 3.72 1.817 0.059

Table 4.7: Income level vs. “This city | live innigstricting me the most”

ANOVA
Income Level
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 51.103 1 51.103 15.715 0.000
Within Groups 3,069.663| 944 3.252
Total 3,120.766| 945

Table 4.8: Income level vs. “Economic reasons astricting me the most”

Descriptives

=

=

Income Level

Economic reasons are restricting me the most N Mearstd. Deviation Std. Error
Yes 515 3.55 1.610 0.07
No 431 3.93 2.021 0.09
Total 946 3.72 1.817 0.05

O

Table 4.9: Income level vs. “Economic reasons as#ricting me the most”

ANOVA
Income Level
Economic reasons are
restricting me the most Sum of Squarges ol Mean qua F Sig.
Between Groups 33.558 1 33.558| 10.261 0.001
Within Groups 3,087.209| 944 3.270
Total 3,120.766| 945
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Table 5.1 Age groups vs. Political interest (ESS)

Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 44.271(a)] 12 0.000
Likelihood Ratio 44,733 12 0.00(
Linear-by-Linear Association 0.704 1 0.401
N of Valid Cases 1,827

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less thamé nlinimum expected count is 25,94.

Table 5.2 Age groups vs. Proximity to political fies (ESS)

Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 25,504(a) 4 0.000
Likelihood Ratio 25.639 4 0.00d
Linear-by-Linear Association 7.419 1 0.006
N of Valid Cases 1,806

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less thamé niinimum expected count is 125,54

Table 5.3: Trust in politicians vs. Age groups (ESS

ANOVA
Trust in politicians
Sum of Squares df Mean Squalre H Sip.
Between Groups 136.687 4 34.172  3.569 0.007
Within Groups 16,667.313] 1,741 9.573
Total 16,804.000, 1,74%
Table 5.4: Trust in parliament vs. Age groups (ESS)
ANOVA
Trust in country's parliament
Sum of Squaresg df Mean Squale H Sig.
Between Groups 357.156 4 89.289  7.458 0.000
Within Groups 21,023.209] 1,756 11.972
Total 21,380.366) 1,76(
Table 5.5: Trust in the legal system vs. Age gr{it®S)
ANOVA
Trust in the legal system
Sum of Squares df Mean Squalre H Sip.
Between Groups 159.914 4 39.979 3.476 0.008
Within Groups 20,069.171] 1,745 11.501
Total 20,229.086| 1,749
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Table 5.6: How satisfied with present state of @oyin country vs. Age groups (ESS)

ANOVA
How satisfied with present state of economy in ¢oun
Sum of Squares df Mean Squale H Sig.
Between Groups 300.203 4 75.051  7.3811 0.000
Within Groups 17,743.740, 1,74% 10.168
Total 18,043.943 1,749

Table 5.7: How satisfied with the national governines. Age groups (ESS)

ANOVA
How satisfied with the national government
Sum of Squares df Mean Squalre H Sip.
Between Groups 344.311 4 86.078  7.964 0.000
Within Groups 18,969.578 1,75% 10.809
Total 19,313.889] 1,759

Table 5.8: How satisfied with the way democracy kgom country vs. Age groups

(ESS)

ANOVA

How satisfied with the way democracy works in coynt

Sum of Squares df Mean Squalre H Sip.
Between Groups 297.403 4 74.351  7.95/7 0.000
Within Groups 14,866.644| 1,591 9.344
Total 15,164.047] 1,59%

Table 5.9: State of education in country nowadaysAge groups (ESS)

ANOVA

State of education in country nowadays

Sum of Squaresg df Mean Squae H Sig.
Between Groups 414.862 4 103.715 9.682 0.000
Within Groups 18,029.270, 1,683 10.713
Total 18,444.132] 1,687

Table 5.10: State of health services in countryaxays vs. Age groups (ESS)

ANOVA
State of health services in country nowadays
Sum of Squares df Mean Squalre F Sip.
Between Groups 627.293 4 156.823 14.857 0.000
Within Groups 18,830.814| 1,784 10.555
Total 19,458.107] 1,78¢
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Table 5.11: Gender and Voting participation of yount Turkey (ESS)

Crosstab
Voted last national election
Not eligible
Yes No to vote Total
Gender | Male Count 36 84 46 166
% within Gender 21.7% | 50.6% 27.7% 100.0%
Female | Count 57 130 52 239
% within Gender 23.8% | 54.4% 21.8% 100.0%
Total Count 93 214 98 405
% within Gender 23.0% | 52.8% 24.2% 100.0%
Table 5.12: Gender vs. Voting participation of YO(ESS)
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 1,901(a) 2 0.387
Likelihood Ratio 1.886 2 0.389
Linear-by-Linear Association 1.365 1 0.243
N of Valid Cases 405
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less thamé nlinimum expected count is 38,12.
Table 5.13: Gender and Voting participation of yount South-eastern Anatolia
(GAPYS)
E2. Did you vote in the national
elections in 20077
| didn't
vote since | | didn't vote
YES, | | was even if | was
voted below 18 above 18 Total
Al. Gender | Female| Count 155 278 62 495
% within Al. Gender 31.3% 56.2% 12.5%| 100.0%
Male Count 134 265 52 451
% within Al. Cinsiyet | 29.7% 58.8% 11.5%| 100.0%
Total Count 289 543 114 946
% within Al. Cinsiyet | 30.5% 57.4% 12.1%| 100.0%
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Table 5.14: Gender vs. Voting participation of yo(GAPYS)

Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square ,669(a) 2 0.716
Likelihood Ratio 0.670 2 0.715
Linear-by-Linear Association 0.022 1 0.882
N of Valid Cases 946
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less thamé nlinimum expected count is 54,35.

Table 5.15: Gender and Political party membershiymath in South-eastern Anatolia
(GAPYS)

Crosstab
Are you working actively for
a political party?
YES NO Total

Gender | Female| Count 7 488 495
% within Gender 1.4% 98.6% 100.0%

Male Count 19 432 451

% within Gender 4.2% 95.8% 100.0%

Total Count 26 920 946
% within Gender 2.7% 97.3% 100.0%

Table 5.16: Gender vs. Political party membershifouth-eastern Anatolia (GAPYS)

Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.| Exact Sig. (2- | Exact Sig.
Value df | (2-sided) sided) (1-sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 6,916(b) 1 0.009
Continuity Correction(a) 5.908 1 0.015
Likelihood Ratio 7.118 1 0.008
Fisher's Exact Test 0.009 0.007
Linear-by-Linear Association 6.908 1 0.009
N of Valid Cases 946
a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less tharn&.rminimum expected count is 12,40.
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Table 5.17: Gender and Political party memberghipurkey (SYS)

Crosstab
Are you working actively for a
political party?
Yes No Total

Gender Male Count 122 1,549 1,671
% within Gender| 7.3% 92.7% 100.0%

Female| Count 33 1,618 1,651

% within Gender| 2.0% 98.0% 100.0%

Total Count 155 3,167 3,327
% within Gender| 4.7% 95.3% 100.0%

Table 5.18: Gender vs. Political party membershipurkey (SYS)

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig. Exact Sig.

Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 52,488(b) 1 0.000
Continuity Correction(a) 51.303 1 0.00d
Likelihood Ratio 55.747 1 0.00d
Fisher's Exact Test 0.000 0.00¢
Linear-by-Linear Association 52.472 1 0.00d
N of Valid Cases 3,322

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less tharn&.rminimum expected count is 77,03.

Table 5.19: Gender and NGO membership in Soutreraginatolia (GAPYS)

Crosstab
Are you a member of or working
voluntarily for a NGO?

YES NO Total
Al. Gender | Femal¢ Count 15 480 495
% within Gender 3.0% 97.0% | 100.0%
Male Count 12 439 451
% within Gender 2.7% 97.3% | 100.0%
Total Count 27 919 946
% within Gender 2.9% 97.1% | 100.0%
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Table 5.20: Gender vs. NGO membership in Soutreaagtnatolia (GAPYS)

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig. | Exact Sig. | Exact Sig.

Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square ,116(b) 1 0.733
Continuity Correction(a) 0.021 1 0.884
Likelihood Ratio 0.117 1 0.733
Fisher's Exact Test 0.846 0.443
Linear-by-Linear Association 0.116 1 0.733
N of Valid Cases 946

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less tharn&.rminimum expected count is 12,87.

Table 5.21: Gender and NGO membership in Turkey§)SY

Crosstab
Are you a member of or
working voluntarily for a
NGO?
YES NO Total

Gender | Male Count 86 1,585 1,671

% within Gender 5.1% 94.9% 100.0%

Female | Count 49 1,602 1,651

% within Gender 3.0% 97.0% 100.0%
Total Count 135 3,187 3,322

% within Gender 4.1% 95.9% 100.0%

Table 5.22: Gender vs. NGO membership in TurkeySBY
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. | Exact Sig.| Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)

Pearson Chi-Square 10,111(b) 1 0.001
Continuity Correction(a) 9.560 1 0.002
Likelihood Ratio 10.242 1 0.001
Fisher's Exact Test 0.002 0.001
Linear-by-Linear Association 10.108 1 0.001
N of Valid Cases 3,322

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less tharh&.rminimum expected count is 67,09.
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Table 5.23: SES and political party membershipurnk€y (SYS)

Crosstab
Are you working
actively for a
political party?
YES NO Total
SES| A Count 5 134 139
% within SES 3.6% 96.4% 100.0%
B Count 23 405 428
% within SES 54% | 94.6% 100.0%
Cl | Count 53 1,089 1,142
% within SES 4.6% 95.4% 100.0%
C2 | Count 45 894 939
% within SES 48% | 95.2% 100.0%
DE | Count 29 645 674
% within SES 43% | 95.7% 100.0%
Total Count 155 3,167 3,327
% within SES 47% | 95.3% 100.0%

Table 5.24: SES vs. political party membership imkeéy (SYS)

Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 1,074(a) 4 0.898
Likelihood Ratio 1.087 4 0.896
Linear-by-Linear Association 0.082 1 0.774
N of Valid Cases 3,322

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less thamé nfinimum expected count is 6,49.
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Table 5.25: Educational status and political pasgmbership in Turkey (SYS)
Crosstab
Are you working actively
for a political party?
YES NO Total
Educational| Less than Count 27 647 674
Status elementary | 94 within
Educational 4.0% 96.0% 100.0%
Status
Elementary | Count 33 738 771
Graduate % within
Educational 4.3% 95.7% 100.0%
Status
High School | Count 12 266 278
Student 9% within
Educational 4.3% 95.7% 100.0%
Status
High School | Count 53 947 1,000
Graduate % within
Educational 5.3% 94.7% 100.0%
Status
University Count 18 373 391
Student % within
Educational 4.6% 95.4% 100.0%
Status
University Count 12 196 208
Graduate % within
Educational 5.8% 94.2% 100.0%
Status
Total Count 155 3,167 3,322
% within
Educational 4.7% 95.3% 100.0%
Status
Table 5.26: Educational status vs. political pangmbership in Turkey (SYS)
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 2,471(a) 5 0.781
Likelihood Ratio 2.437 5 0.786
Linear-by-Linear Association 0.358 1 0.550
N of Valid Cases 3,322
a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less thamé rfinimum expected count is 9,70.
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Table 5.27: SES and NGO membership in Turkey (SYS)
Crosstab
Are you a member
of or working
voluntarily for a
NGO?
YES NO Total

SES | A Count 11 128 139
% within SES 7.9% 92.1% 100.0%

B Count 20 408 428

% within SES 4.7% 95.3% 100.0%

Cl1l | Count 60 1,082 1,142

% within SES 5.3% 94.7% 100.0%

C2 | Count 26 913 939

% within SES 2.8% 97.2% 100.0%

DE | Count 18 656 674

% within SES 2.7% 97.3% 100.0%

Total Count 135 3,187 3,327
% within SES 4.1% 95.9% 100.0%

Table 5.28: SES vs. NGO membership in Turkey (SYS)

Chi-Square Tests

Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 17,235(a) 4 0.002
Likelihood Ratio 16.710 4 0.002
Linear-by-Linear Association 12.985 1 0.00d
N of Valid Cases 3,322

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less thamé rfinimum expected count is 5,65.
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Table 5.29:

Educational status and NGO membershijurkey (SYS)

Crosstab
Are you a member of of
working voluntarily for a
NGO?
YES NO Total
Educational| Less than | Count 7 667 674
Status elementary| 94 within
Educational 1.0% 99.0% 100.0%
Status
Elementary| Count 21 750 771
Graduate | 9 within
Educational 2.7% 97.3% 100.0%
Status
High Count 10 268 278
School % within
Student | Educational 3.6% 96.4% 100.0%
Status
High Count 36 964 1,000
School % within
Graduate | Educational 3.6% 96.4% 100.0%
Status
University | Count 47 344 391
Student % within
Educational 12.0% 88.0% 100.0%
Status
University | Count 14 194 208
Graduate | 9 within
Educational 6.7% 93.3% 100.0%
Status
Total Count 135 3,187 3,322
% within
Educational 4.1% 95.9% 100.0%
Status
Table 5.30: Educational status vs. NGO membershifurkey (SYS)
Chi-Square Tests
Value df Asymp. Sig. (2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 87,367(a) 5 0.000
Likelihood Ratio 72.619 5 0.000
Linear-by-Linear Association 67.151 1 0.00¢
N of Valid Cases 3,322

a. 0 cells (,0%) have expected count less thamé rifinimum expected count is 8,45.
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