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ABSTRACT

THE MOTIVES OF YOUNG PEOPLE IN TURKEY IN VENUE SELETION FOR
POLITICAL PARTICIPATION

Nihan Sakarya
Program of Conflict Analysis and Resolution, M.A€Bis, 2012
Supervisor: Ayhan Akman

Keywords: youth political participation, political parties GO, civic engagement,
constitution-writing

This study aims to explore the determinants ofwieue selection for youth political
participation. The research question of the stwwd$What are the motives of young
people in Turkey in deciding their venue for poéti participation?” In addition, the

sub questions aim to discover the young peoplesest of political involvement, their
opinions about the institution they are involved their political activities in their

organizations and through those institutions, thmiolvement in ongoing constitution-
making process in Turkey.

The findings reveal that the determinants of yopegple’s venue selection include
their families or the social group they belongdad their definition and expectations
from politics. They also reflect the similaritiesxca differences between different
organizations. Lastly, the study concludes withgasgions for further research.

The first part explains the aims of this study @&adontributions to the literature. In the
second part, the comprehensive literature reviemsists of the different definitions of
the concept of youth, and continues with youthtmali participation both in general
and in Turkey and the literature on constitutiorking and political participation. In
the third part, the focus group research desigse salection and data analysis used in
this study is explained. The fourth part consigtthe in-depth analysis of focus group
data both summarizing the focus group interviewd presenting highlighting themes
arising from discussions. In the last part, thehhginting themes of focus groups are
compared and contrasted, and the discussion aruthent study is presented.



OZET

TURKIYE'DEKI GENCLERN SIYASAL KATILIM ALANINI SECMELER INDEKI
ETKENLER

Nihan Sakarya
Uyusmazlik Analizi ve Cozumu, M.A. Tezi, 2012
Dangman: Ayhan Akman

Anahtar Kelimeler: genclerin siyasal katilimi, siyasi partiler, sitoplum kurulyglari,
sivil katilim, anayasa yazimi

Bu calsma Turkiye'deki genclerin siyasal katilim alaniracsielerindeki etkenleri
kesfetmeyi amaclamaktadir.

Bu calsma, Turkiye'deki genclerin siyasi katilim alanlarisecimindeki etkenlerin
arastirlimasini amaclamaktadir. Cahanin argtirma sorusu "Turkiye’deki genclerin
siyasi katihm alanlarini segmelerindeki etkenletendir?” olarak belirlenngtir. Alt
sorular ise genclerin siyasal katilim hikayeleridghil olduklari kurum hakkindaki
distncelerini, o kurumlardaki aktivitelerini ve o kumlar aracilgiyla Turkiye'de
devam eden anayasa yazim sirecine katilimlarghetkeeyi amaclar.

Sonuclar genclerin siyasi katilim alani secimindeelexin, dahil olduklari sosyal
grubun, onlarin politika tanimlarinin ve politikadbaeklentilerinin belirleyici oldgunu
gostermektedir. Ayni zamanda, sonuclar farkl kdewrmarasindaki benzerlikleri ve
farkhliklar da ortaya koymaktadir. Son olarak, galsma ileride yapilacak agarmalar
icin Onerileri de icermektedir.

Ik boluimde, bu cagmanin amaglari ve literattire katkilarindan bahseektedir.ikinci
bolimde, kapsamli literattr taramasi genclik kotisgpfarkl tanimlarini, genel olarak
ve Ozelde Turkiye'de genclik siyasi katilimini veagasa yazimi ve siyasi katilim
Uzerine kisa bir literatir taramasini icerir. Udiirmblimde, odak grup cama plani,
kurumlarin sec¢imi ve veri analizi yontemleri a¢rikiaaktadir. DOrdiinct bélimde odak
grup gorigmelerinin ayrintih analizi hem gd&gthelerin 6zetlenmesi ile hem de
tartismalardaki belirgin temalarin anlatilmasi ile sunwtar. Son bolimde ise, odak
grup goérigmelerinin belirgin temalar1 katastiriimis ve bu cakma ile ilgili tartsma
sunulmutur.
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CHAPTER I: INTRODUCTION

The constitutional regulations and the militaryerldetween 1980 and 1983
strictly limited the space for political participan in Turkey. The constitution drafted
under military rule in early 1980s is still intorée and the remnants of the militaristic
culture in political life remain as the biggest tautes before fully democratic political
participation. Hence, despite the size of the yopwogulation, the youth political

participation in Turkey remains limited.

The military coup in 1980 did not only ban the poél parties, but also any sort
of organizations. It had taken seventeen yeargdath branches of political parties to
become active again. Moreover, the state influeraedlies to raise apolitical children,

since political activism was linked to anarchisnthet time.

Despite the low level of youth political participat in Turkey today, young
people are still eager to be involved in politicsl adecision-making processes. Those
who are involved follow different paths. There areariety of motivations for young
people to choose their venue for political paratipn. They either work in political

party branches or the civil society organizations.

Even though the studies on youth in Turkey havenlmeloping lately, they
still remain limited. If we consider the size ofetlyoung population in Turkey, this

unique sociological group is more important todagntthey were before.

With the inspiration | got fronGencler Tartgiyor: Siyasete Katilim, Sorunlar ve
Cozim Onerilefi a study exploring young people’s tendencies iitipal participation
this study is going to focus on their motivaticasd the determinants of the venue

selection in youth political participation in Turke

With this aim, | have conducted four focus groupdsts with young people

from different organization in Turkey. These orgaions include the youth branches

' Boyraz, Cemil (2008)Gencler Tartsiyor: Siyasete Katilim, Sorunlar ve Cozim
Onerileri, /stanbul: TUSES.



AKP (Justice and Development Party) and BDP (Peawk Democracy Party) and
Habitat Center for Development and Governance Lamtbdalstanbul.

In addition to the motivations of young people tarticpate in politics, | also
look at their activities regarding their involventén constitution-writing process in
Turkey. As the limits of political participationedrawn by constitutions, the current
study looks at young people’s involvement in thiegess in order to evaluate the
dimensions of their political participation and ithevolvement in this process which is

directly linked to their limits of participation.

It should be noted that the focus of the studyasthe role of young people in
constitution-making process, but rather it looksh&ir involvement in this democratic
process as a reference point. Despite its signifizapact on political pariticpation, the
current process provides us the opportunity toyaieahow different motivations shape
political participation practices.

1.1 The Significance of the Study

In a country like Turkey with huge young populafiogouth policies become
very important. In order to make efficient youthlip@s and overcome the problems
young people face in Turkey, young people’s pditigarticipation and involvement in
decision-making processes deserve attention. fhrdspect, exploring the motives of
young people in venue selection is important bothriderstand young people and their
perspectives and expectations from political pguditon, and to make better youth
policies as a whole.

The theoretical significance of the study is basedits contribution to the
empirical studies on youth in Turkey, which remkmnited and deserve more attention.
The studies on youth political participation in Key have focused on either their
motivations to be involved in politics or young pé® in different organizations, but

this study aims to solely explore similarities anddifferences in motivations of young

2 According to Youth Statictics 2011 by TURKSTAT,wuy people in Turkey
consist of 16.8 per cent of the total populatioor Fnore information, see also
http://www.turkstat.gov.tr/PreHaberBultenleri.do?1133




people for venue selection by involving differemganizations in Turkey. Moreover,
this study is unique as it also looks at consbiumaking and youth political

participation at the same time.

In terms of methodology, the focus group methogplosed in this study is not
very different from the previous studies on youtitgcal participation in Turkey. The
surveys, another commonly used methodology, areinmbided in this study. Even
though surveys can be used to measure the motigatib young people in deciding
their venue of political participation, focus grosfudies are necessary to explore the
structure of their motivations and in-depth defoms. Furthermore, the mixed focus
group studies in the previous studies did only tendiscuss on political participation
and its problems in general, while the focus grouphis study consist participants

only from certain organizations in order to havaradepth look at the determinants.

At last, the policy contribution of the study esghed a light for all organizations
involving young people in Turkey for new youth mglisuggestions. As it gives the
opportunity to the young people in different orgations to express themselves in
focus group interviews, the findings of the studyeghints about young people’s
expectations from organizations and their suggestifor more involvement in

decision-making processes.
1.2 Outline of the Research

The following chapter starts with a section aimibg present different
approaches to the conceptyaiuth. It is followed by a rich grasp of literature rewien
youth political participation. It presents the awan of youth political participation
parallel to the evolution of forms of political parpation in general. The second part of
the chapter consists of the literature review gkipolitical participation with the
literature on constitution-making. In the last pdirtpresents the discussions on youth
political participation in Turkey and provides #efiature review on youth studies in

Turkey.

Chapter 3 provides the information on the methogiplof the research. It
presents the research question and explains tlogenffy of the methodology used in

the study. The following section consists of infatian on the selected institutions.

3



Chapter 4 is the analysis chapter which analyzéadtés group discussions with
each group to reveal the findings of the focus grstudies that reflect the motivations
of young people for venue selection, their peragpof politics and young people in

other organizations.

At last, Chapter 5 includes a discussion on sintidgr and differences in young
people’s motivations and their perceptions; as wsllconcluding remarks that also
address suggestion for further studies.



CHAPTER II: LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1 What do we mean by “youth™?

The wordyouthrefers to a part of society between a certainragge. In other
words, it refers to a period of life. In a sengasian end of a childhood period and at
the same time a transition period towards adulthéadording to its definition, it is a

transition between two completely different periadsfe cycle:

The time of life when one is young; especially, pleeod
between childhood and maturity. The early period of
existence, growth, or development. Young pers@ecesly,

a young male between adolescence and matlrity.

The youth by definition is differentiated from othearts of society, and
idealized by both the generation before and after. the former, it is a period of
freedom; for the latter, it is the period when ehempowered, and has the energy and
ambition to change the world.

Rather, youth is a cultural concept that the daéniof youth varies from one
society to another. Historical evolution of the cept reveals different approaches in
different periods. At first stage, it is referred & product of modernization and
industrialized societies( Burcu, 1998; Lukuslu, 2009; Flanagan and Syeert2006).
Before the Industrial Revolutionchildren were perceived as a miniature of adults”
(LUkasla, 2009: 19); hence the transition stageveen childhood and adulthood had
not existed (Garell, 1990; Flanagan and Syvert2896). Although, the Industrial
Revolution brought about a new social system wheoek was in the center that
required a ‘preparation phase’ for work life, whiwhs called youth (Xavier in Lukusla,
2009).

G. Stanley Hall introduced the phase alolescencewhen one completes
his/her physical development and has sexual denetapstarted, as a social construct.
In his categorization, adolescence ik€’ period of life beyond childhood, but before
adoption of adult responsibilities(Hall in Simhadri, 1988: 249).

3 http://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/youth
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The definition in developmental psychology is mégeKenneth Keniston who
distinguished youth from adolescence (referredeamagers at school). He introduced
“a separate ‘just emerging’ stage of life calleduyis. He proposed to reserve it for
students and former students, between the agead 8@ (Adamski, 1988: 193).

Overall, the definitions of youth vary from eachhet depending on the
approaches it is evaluated in. After explainingfedént approaches, this study will
follow the approach of Keniston and include youegple aged between 18 and 30.

2.2 Definition

In the literature, scholars differ in their defiaits of political participation. One
of the most classical definitions is made by Veahd Nie (1975):

Political participation refers to all those actiigs by
private citizens that are more or less directly adrat
influencing the [s]election of governmental perseinn
and/or the decisions they make» (Verba and Niel197
9; Nie and Verba, 1975: 2).

This definition is followed by the categorizatiohmolitical participation which
consists of four modes of political participatiooampaigning, voting, communal
activities, and personalized contacting (Verba ale, 1971: 32-33). This definition
limits the political participation within a stateemtric sphere; however, the political
participation does not consist of activities onlgncerning state, which is also my
concern to highlight within the limits of this studHence, more comprehensive
definitions of political participation are needadtk as the one by Uhlaner (1986) in the

following paragraph.

As an instrumental phenomenon, the political pguditon enters the domain of
interest because of intended effects upon publicygcas an instrument for achieving
policy ends. According to Uhlaner,h& specific acts... of political participation...will
vary from political system to political system.nhost western democracies, the relevant

acts include among others: voting in elections,jmgvmoney to political parties and
6



candidates, helping out in a political campaignntaxcting elected or appointed officials
to express an opinion or to request some actiokjnga part in a nonpartisan
organization’s activities directed toward alterirgpme public choice, demonstrating,

protesting, and persuading other people to do dthese things'(Uhlaner, 1986: 553).

Like in political participation in general, thereeadifferent definitions of youth
political participation in the literature. The defions vary from applying values of
adult political participation tdmeans to be involved, to have tasks and to shak a
take over responsibility. It means to have accesbkta be included{Lauritzen, 2008;
38).

Currently, the broadest definition of youth poltigarticipation is made by the

Council of Europe:

Participation in the democratic life of any commtynis

about more than voting and standing for electiolthaugh

these are important elements. Participation and ivact
citizenship is about having the right, the meah® $pace
and the opportunity and where necessary the supfmrt
participate in and influence decisions and engagiimg

actions and activities so as to contribute to bnidpa better

society(CoE, 2008; 12).

This definition takes the common understandingaftly political participation,
which is limited to political involvement or panpation in youth councils, to a
different stage. It suggests thato “participate means having influence on and
responsibility for decisions and actions that afféee lives of young people or are
simply important to them.” (CoE, 2008: 12)

In this way, the practices of youth involvement ywdrom “voting in local
elections as well as setting up a youth organizatio an Internet forum to exchange
information about hobbies and interests or othezative ways of spending free time”
(CoE, 2008: 12).

With this definition, the approach to young peopled their involvement has

changed from‘treating young people as victims, a vulnerable gpothat needs



protection and help or as objects of adults’ inemtions with the adults assuming that
they know what is best for young peopie™seeing young people as active players in
organisations or in community life” (CoE, 2008: 12)

Young people are now considered as having their agency with lots of
potential, talents and strengths” (CoE, 2008: 12).

In this respect, young people should have be peavithe opportunities to
express themselves and their needs. In order doweys to satisfy their needs, they
must be involved in processes dealing with problelaaling with their needs and
“they should be supported by others rather thartringded by ther(CoE, 2008: 12)

2.3 Youth Political Participation in General

The historical classification of empirical researohkes it easier to understand
the changes in and the range of young people’sciation modes. By the early
1960s, political participation mainly meant the olwement in decision making
processes within the limits of institutionalized des of participation, which are
elections and political parties. In the followingaddes, this conventional form of
participation was distinct from the unconventiomale (Barnes et al., 1979). The
unconventional form of participation consists oframstrations, boycott campaigns,
and protests, and it has come to be seen as aatidianm of political articulation
(Gaiser, 2010). Generally, they address speciiogs or problems, hence they are
referred to as ‘problem specific’ or ‘issue basélhiere is another differentiation of
such political activities according to their degofdegality from illegal activities such
as unauthorized demonstrations; occupation of ptiege wildcat strikes and such. If
such actions are non-violent, unlike the activitegglorsing damage to property or
people, they can also be referred to as ‘civil lksbence’ (For more details, see also
Schneider, 1995, adapted from Uehlinger, 1988).

In democratic systems, people’s participation initigs is regarded as a
fundamental aspect of the system, both for itstilegicy and its well-functioning. In
such systems, youth political participation isr@aportant as general participation. For
this reason, political socialization — or politicearning — is a crucial point in

involving young people in political processes (Catrely 2007). A research conducted

8



in Britain among 14-16-year-old students by Debk&ucet al. (1999) shows that youth
participation in community services ad campaign gpammes influences their
awareness and understanding of political partimpattogether with their socio-
political thinking. A number of studies also cordal that this sort of political
participation of young people generates politicampetence and strengthens their
political orientation (Giles and Eyler, 1994; Yatesd Youniss, 1996). This
conclusion is also parallel to the findings of adst conducted in the US which
concluded that learning programmes and politicahmaigns can be key sources of
political education (Giles and Eyler, 1994; Yatas & ouniss, 1996).

Putnam’s theory on the decline in traditional forwfspolitical participation
(Putnam, 2000) opened a new path. After his theamrgdemic interest on membership
in clubs and associations has increased (Gais&®)2Differentiated analyses over the
course of time are considered important becauserdbearchers assumed that ‘a
society that falls behind an already achieved |®fdts civic political integration or
shows evidence of pronounced regional or socidemihces in citizens’ political
participation must be interpreted as warning sifgmsa democracy’ (Wel3els, 2004:
639).

Almost from all western countries, researchers;tip@ns and professionals
emphasize the decreasing interest in politics,iqgation, lower voter turnout and
violence against the state by marginalized groBydooking at the scientific findings
on the youth political culture, we can say that deenocratic systems have troubles
with young generations. (See Putnam, 2000; TorngtaRet al., 2001; Youniss et al.,
2002).

With this emphasis, topics like participation, piochl attitudes and citizenship
have taken attention of the academics during thtedlacade of the twenty-first century
(see Forbrig et al. 2005; Torney-Purta et al., 19%@llace et al., 2005), and hence
much research has been conducted for last two dedadwestern countries. The
findings come out to be that public institutionsgether with family, the media and
politics itself, are able to provide knowledge ardical interpretations of political
processes. These channels can also provide chésrcearticipation to enable the
youth to develop civic awareness for their citizeps(Brady et al., 1995; Sherrod,
2003).



While these agencies of socialization are widelglered, the influence of youth
culture has not taken much attention (Youniss.ea02: 270). By now, only limited
research has been conducted to study the poldidgalre of young people in selected
youth cultures. Hence, there is a significant la€lempirical research on the youth

cultural styles for political learning and socialiion (Pfaff, 2009).

Recent studies on youth and politics consist of lines: studies on the political
culture of the young, and research on the procégmldical socialization and the
guestion of how political attitudes and forms ofrtjggpation develop. The first
focuses on the traditional political attitudes todgastate, the idea of political parties
and democracy, or traditional forms of political ripapation, such as party
membership and voting (see, Hurrelman and Albe@)22 2006 for Germany;
Putnam, 2000 for the US, Helve and Wallace, 200dertes, 2007 for Europe). The
findings of this research tradition looking at yloupolitical culture have been
considered as political disaffection and disenamamt with politics, and eventually
this reflected the need for more empirical reseanchpolitical socialization (Pfaff,
2009).

The second tradition looks at the process of palitsocialization with a micro
level approach as ‘the patterns and processes mhwidividuals engage in political
development and learning, constructing their paldic relationships to the political
contexts in which they live’ (Sapiro, 2004:3). [@ifént studies focused on the
influences of certain agencies of political socialion (see Setterston and Owens,
2002), like family (Bock, 2000; Hopf and Hopf, 1996r media (Horowitz, 2005) or
specific points like racism (see Heitmeyer and EIlI1995; Mdller, 2000). These
studies documented the diverse influences on theeps of political socialization for
the fields of life like family, media, school, tager with socio-economic conditions
(Sapiro, 2004; Sherrod et al., 2002; Torney-Puttal.e 2001). Together with these,
the peer group (Pfaff and Kruger, 2006), non-gorwemntal organizations (Glanville,
1999; Warleigh, 2001), and music styles (Dolfsm@% Fung, 1994; Jackson, 2002)

were also taken into consideration in recent studie

When we look at what has been done on the fornmsgzfnizations, we see two
different groups: traditional organizations/asstores/clubs; and informal groups and

activities considered as situation related or terapgo The first form of organizations

10



is large traditional organizations in the instibumialized political participation. These
organizations are regarded as structured orgaoimathere interests and functioning
are clarified, and they consider themselves as reeship organizations. In this sort of
organizations, participation, which comes with menship, has a longer lasting
nature, and loyalties or relationships are relftigérong. The most common example
of them is the political parties that are evengudey organizations in politics.

Another form of these traditional organizations sists of large organizations which
bring people with certain interests together. Tlangples of this kind are labour

unions, welfare, trade or professional associations

The second form of organization consists of infdrgraups and organizations
such as citizens’ initiatives, environmentalisttiast or self-help groups. Their
evolvement dates back to the 1970s and 1980s oupadfaments, where the
traditional form of organizations actively generate political arena. They are mostly
linked to everyday fields of action and political public objectives, and are included
under the term ‘New Social Movement' (NSM). Comphr® the others, these
organizations have less strict form of organizatand are less traditional. Even
though they have evolved to become more establigivetl financially powerful
throughout decades, such as Greenpeace, theyilaeoissidered different from the
traditional ones today. These less traditional mizgtions’ appearance in the political
arena has broadened the term ‘political activitytlaow they are an integral part of
the politics today (Pfaff, 2009).

2.3 Forms of Youth Political Participation

There are different forms of youth political paipiation where young people are
involved in decision making processes. These coosipolitical party membership,
voluntary work in NGOs or clubs, voting, particifgett in youth councils or campaigns
(CoE, 2008).

These are categorized under three main forms dicyeation by Chisholm and
Kovacheva (2002) astitutional politics protest politicsand civic engagement
Institutional politics refers to membership to piohl parties or interest groups and

participation in elections and campaigns, whiletg@sb politics refers to participating

11



demonstrations and social movements. The last @ated civic engagement consists
of voluntary work, community participation and asistive life.

Until late 1990s, the literature had presented diegpolitization and apathy
among young people and portrayed this as belongiriige 1980 generation. But, the
studies in late 1990s suggest that young peopleatrelisengaged from politics or
societies as they are seen by the media or additts& Sherman, 2006).

The point previous studies had missed was that ¢yqueople had not been
involved in politics through traditional ways; iestd they were involved in politics
through contemporary forms (Kim & Sherman, 2006kiisli, 2009; MacKinnon et
al., 2007).

This shift in the form of political participationeans that young citizens are not
mobilized in relation to state, but in relation tauses or issues (Bang, 2005).
Moreover, ‘micro-territories of the local’ are theew areas where young people’s
political thoughts and actions are shaped. Theludc family, home, peer groups,
school, and neighbourhood; but the traditionalitasons of the state (Harris and
Wyn, 2009). Some scholars indicate that these mpawes created by and/or for young
people are the outcome of their use of informatiad communication technologies,
especially the internet (for example Bennett, 20Callin, 2008; Olsson, 2008;
Vromen, 2008). In short, young people started o jon-traditional institutions in the
1990s as they perceived traditional institutionsapable of meeting their demands
(Chisholm & Kovacheva, 2002).

Despite all these changes, youth political paréitgn is still primarily
considered as the course of activities connectimgng people with the state. Their
political activities are understood as either ‘aamsg to state domination’ through
participation in voting, political parties and famimparticipation mechanisms or
‘struggling against state domination’ through sbamovements and grassroots
activism (Bang, 2005: 169). However, theories adtwork governance’ (Considine,
2005; Rhodes, 1997) and ‘culture governance’ (Bazf@)4a) argue that policy
networks have changed, expanding from functionéhokks in government agencies
to include other actors from non-government sectongluding business and
community organizations (Rhodes, 1997: 45). Becaisthis change in the policy

process, scholars suggest that governments, leatersnanagers need to involve
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more and more people, organizations and communitiepolicy production and
implementation (Bang, 2004a: 159). Networks areetfoee thought to be energizing
old traditions of public policy production and stitating a new focus on forms of
public participation (Considine, 2005).

‘Everyday maketsare other actors of political arena. They arelimgl to be
politically active, but the variety of their pobal activities is bigger, ranging from
state to corporate to community figures. They aase-oriented, but not a part of
collective action. Rather than that, they prefativitualized political action. They
also express their political attitudes throughrthiée styles. For example, they boycott
products harmful to environment and change thewpping habits accordingly
(Wallace, 2006; Kovacheva, 2005). According to thdmre is a potential for political
action in everyday activities, such as writing fotocal magazine to running an arts
festival with a group of friends. They aim to irdluce small change through daily
interactions, but shift grand narratives (Pfaff020 These political actors practice
their participation nor in traditional and profemsalized areas, where expert citizens
are networked into governance structures. Howehkey, are willing to ‘do it’ with the
system — work in partnership with private, publidavoluntary organizations — to
achieve their goals (Bang, 2004b: 26). They mayewsiogs on government aid, sit on
the local organizing committee for the Reclaim Might March or contribute to a

community fashion parade by Indigenous young pe@fiemen, 2010).

Having different forms of political participatiorxglained, in the following sub-

sections, particularly political parties and cielegagement will be presented.

2.3.1 Political parties

The recent literature shows that in most liberainderacies, political party
membership has declined in last decadBslton & Wattenberg 2000; Mair & van
Biezen 2001). Statistics show that 13 per centhef ¢lectorate paid their dues as
political party members in the 1960s, this numbeslided to 9 per cent in the 1980s
and at last in the 1990s, 6 per cent of the elattotalled themselves members of a
political party (Putnam 2002: 406).
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This decline could be taken as an evidence fortipaliparties losing support,
and they could be replaced by new types of orgéniza (Dalton & Wattenberg 2000;
Scarrow 2000). The well-known concept of carteltipar which rely on volunteer
support less than traditional parties, is gettiognthated (Katz & Mair 1994, 1995).
These parties use the mass media and their elec#@nmpaigns are run by
professionals, which makes the members of the pestyeffective.

In this respect, youth branches of political partiee interesting to look at, since
they function as recruitment body for the politiqgerties. Regarding this decline,
Dalton (2000: 31) suggeststhe decrease of partisanship in advanced industrial
democracies has been disproportionately concerdrateong the young

Regarding the fact that people gain participatoapits in early ages, this
downward trend may have long-term affects (Jennir®§¥; Fendrich & Turner 1989;
Hooghe & Stolle 2003). Despite their importances sudies on youth organizations
of political parties remain limited in political isnice literature.

According to Hooghe and Stolle (2003), the studyouth organizations is also
relevant to political socialisation research: ‘@incbe expected that youth organisations
function as socialising agents for partisanship arghnisational learning processes.
Not only do they introduce young members to theolioigy of the party, they also
function as a kind of learning school, where theaniers gradually grow acquainted
with political and party life.”

In such process, their crucial insight consistsagé. Even though all new
members eventually affect and shapedheup culturein the organization they join,
the experience of socialisation is stronger amoognyg people. From this point of
view, the experiences of socialisation in earlysalgave longer lasting effect on future
attitudes (Jennings & Niemi 1981; Fendrich & Turd®89; Hooghe & Stolle 2003;
Sears & Levy 2003).

At last, Hooghe and Stolle (2003) propose two d#ifé causal mechanisms in
order to explain long-lasting impact of youth peaigation on adult political activism.
The first one, the attitudinal mechanism, propdbes socialisation experiences have
stronger and deeper effect on the beliefs andudé# at early ages. The second
mechanism, the network mechanism, suggests thablis$ling networks is easier at

early age and more likely to last effective andeastble later in life cycle. For this
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reason, young people who establish their own nédsvor political life will be more
likely to be a part of further political mobilisati later in life.

2.3.2 Civic Engagement

The rising interest in youth studies has brougloualsignificant number of new
research on young people’s civic engagement. Yguolhical participation has not
only attracted the academics. In addition to acaclessearch, there has also been
considerable number of reports published for poimngkers as well. Despite the
different methodologies used looking at differegpects of youth civic engagement,
all the research and reports emphasize the imp@tahcivic engagement on ‘being a
good citizen’ and the impact of it on youth’s picld activities (Sherrod, 2006;
Wright, 1999; MacKinnon et al., 2007).

The conceptivic engagementefers to the activities undertaken by individuals
in the interest of public good. These actions mayased in volunteering, activism,
institutional politics or cultural acts’(Burns et al, 2008: 55). On one hand, the
definition also includes traditional forms of padal participation such as political
party membership and voting. On the other handsi@hm and Kovacheva (2002)
distinguish political party membership from memibgosin NGOs, civil society
organizations and voluntary organizations. In stigdy, | will also follow the same
perspective, and look at the youth political pgpation in NGOs as civic engagement.

Starting from the 1990s, young people started mggttinobilised by issues
concerning themselves with the goal to influence amgage in decision-making
processes, especially for those concerning youé#te issues. This is callgabuth-
led movemenby Braxton (2006: 3001), and defined as rhovement dedicated to
issues that directly concern youth also led by RbutTheir activities include
establishing youth-run organizations, which are &sown asyouth NGOdgoday, and
establishing platforms in order to get involveddecision-making processes such as
European Youth Forum in Europe or National Youtiséably in Turkey.

These organizations focus on ‘youth policies’ asuth work’ which consist of
activities solely focusing on youth or youth-rethtsssues (Nemutlu, 2008). Their

primary goal is the inclusion of young people iisty by enhancing their potential to
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enable them to have a say in their own future. itzem (2008), defines youth work as
follows:

Youth work is a summary expression for activitiéh &nd for young people of
social, cultural, educational or political nature.[] It belongs to the domain of ‘out-

of-school’ education...”

According to this definition, youth work’s focus nes from education,
employment, mobility, and housing to more tradiibareas of political participation
and leisure. In addition to these, they also detil young people from disadvantaged

groups or young immigrants.

Regardless from their age, people who work in i#ld of youth work are called
youth worker while those make a living by involving in youthowk are called

professional youth workdNemutlu, 2008).

Youth work and youth NGOs provide platforms for ggupeople to express
themselves and involve in decision-making processexerning issues related to
them. In this respect, they are invaluable for ypeople’s political participation,
both in civic and political life.

They generally function by voluntary involvement ydung people, and their
commitment to their shared values and advocacyheir town interests. In these
organizations, young people are able to experiandaformal community as well as a
formal structure which provides a good learningezignce of democracy for them.
They as well gain experience in decision-makingcesses, negotiation skills and the
use of democratic instruments (Becsky, Dreber t&ges Hanisch, 2004; 63).

2.4 Constitution-making and Conflict Resolution

In this section, | will look at the constitution Riag as a negotiation process
between different interest groups in society. Arahf that point, | will try to explain
the relationship between constitution making anliipal participation.

The constitutions at first draw the lines of pgchti actions and also affect the
preferences of actors in political life. As poldlartifacts their content and effects on
political practices mirror the political actors’gberences, either shared or conflictive

(Negretto, 1998).
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One of the definitions of constitution making is:

A temporarily limited process in which a group ofifical
actors engage in the drafting, discussion and apakrof a
written document that intends to regulate the maetyi of
government, the relation between individuals antlipu
authorities, states of exception and amendmentgolaes
(Negretto, 1998: 3).

According to this definition, the activities in vdfi the political actors are
involved in and the limits of such actions are tatpd by constitutions, which will be

the aspects | will be looking at in this study.

When we look at the literature regarding constttimaking, the subject has
been vastly studied by historians and lawyers. Asioextensive part of the literature
looks at how efficient different arrangements imstitutions are which is also called
constitutional design. In addition to these, pcdit theorists have paid much attention
to constitution-making referring the effect of thecess on founding principles of a

political regimé.

However, there is a lack of research in the litematthat solely look at the
constitution-making process itself in explainindne tfoundations of major political
institutions. At this point, Gabriel Negretto (1998) suggesitsking at two important
elementsthe structure of collective interaction which lieshind the various episodes
of constitution-makingndgeneral mechanisms shaping the behaviour and chaite

the framers.

* On constitution-making and the foundation of pcéit regimes, two recent important
works are We The People (Cambridge: Harvard UnityeBress, 1991) and The
Future of the Liberal Revolution (New Haven: Yalaitersity Press, 1992) by Bruce
Ackerman. On a similar line of analysis, an exaglleverview of historical types of
constitution-making is provided by Andrew Arato,“fforms of Constitution-Making
and Theories of Democracy”, Cardozo Law Review,.\1d], No. 2, December 1995,
pp. 191-231.
> A unique study focusing on constitution-making @ in itself belongs to Andrea
Bonime-Blanc (1987), ilspain’s Transition to Democracy: the Politics ofrSttution-
Making (New York: Westview Press). She focuses on the rapoe of constitution-
making process to understand a successful tramsdidemocracy.
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According to the author, in constitution-making qa@eses, there are three
characteristics. First, in the initiation phasesréhare actors aiming to create the new
rules and regulations on the distribution and eger®f political power in the
community. This requires the actors’ ability tore® up with common ground rules
for negotiation and to eliminate existing conflicd®onsidering the fact that actors may
have opposing positions and interests, it is oftiificult to have an efficient

environment in which the actors can solely focusesolving conflicts.

The second phase happens in the environment wh#esedt groups with
different and conflictive views aim to frame howethvalues and interests will be
treated by institutions. This process is when thdigs have the conflictive and/or
opposing choices on multiple issues in constitutitaking process. Only then, the
actors are willing to seize the opportunity of naltwoncessions and exchanges
(Raiffa, 1982: 131-132).. In such a case, actors can give concessionsrg ssues
in order to gain the support of other parties igatation for another issue which is

more crucial for them.

At last, all these different and divided groupswddoccome up with a consensus
on the constitution. The fair distribution of powand resources among the actors is
important. The asymmetrical distribution of resas,cboth political and institutional,
makes it difficult to resolve the conflicts amonidfetent groups. This may also lead
the oppression of the powerful actor where the lihkkss of compromise and
consensus is abandoned (Negretto, 1998: 5).

In this process “bargaining problem” is likely tcanr when all actors aim to
reach an agreement. This problemiassituation in which the parties have a common
interest in arriving at some agreement but a cenftif interest over which agreement
that is to be Elster, 1989:50). The outline of the processes abisvhelpful to
understand different stages of constitution makutgch either contribute or impede
to actors’ ability and willingness to reach a corses.

18



2.4.1 Constitution Making in Turkey

The constitution drafted under military rule afte980 coup is still in use in
Turkey. It doesn’t only limit the rights and freeds of the citizens, but it also
symbolizes the hindrance to further democratizatiothe country. And today, the
task of writing a new constitution through sociahsensus of the non-military actors
is one of the most urgent issues.Oamocratization and the Politics of Constitution-
Making in TurkeyOzbudun and Genckaya bring the literature of é¢trtigtin-making

and democratic consolidation and offer an extensveew on these two in Turkey.

Until today, there had been five constitutions @8@21, 1924, 1961 and 1982)
in Turkey, all of which were drafted and writtenden either single party regime or
military rule. Neither the constitutional amendngnsome of which consist of
important changes, were evaluated by public uporom@sensus. In all cases, the
constitutions and amendments were imposed by galliélites either from military or
with a background from military. The most recenticpes were done under EU
accession process, also called democratizatioragask But again, even none of them
has consisted of public consultancy, rather an reatepressure (Ozbudun and
Genckaya, 2009).

Despite the lack of public consensus, the amendmantd democratization
packages in the EU accession process have cowiboitthe democratization process
of Turkey. In other words, they have been bendfiaiderms of improving the status

of individual rights and freedoms in Turkey.

Despite the fact that the amendments adopted inastedecades have been
beneficial for further democratization, more changr a fully functioning
democratic system are required. Without the exteprassure of EU accession
process, they would not have been possible to ntaken they had the support of few
opposition parties, which made them more inclugihan the elite-made constitutions;
there has still been a lack of social consensugartttipation of all groups in society.
The only chance for a significant change or a nemstitution requires the adaptation

of consensual constitution-making processes.

According to Ozbudun and Gencgkaya, the current 1@8®titution, drafted by

military rule, is an obstacle before Turkey's demadization as it prolongs the
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(Kemalist) bureaucratic authoritarianism. That'sywvla new constitution made by
civilian political actors will bring about a dematic consolidation by abolishing
authoritarian spirit (Ozbudun and Genckaya, 2009).

The new constitution-making process is a new thakrequires bypassing elites
willing to maintain the status quo and includingdafferent groups in society. It is the
only way to make the first civilian-made constituti of Turkey inclusive and

consolidate further democracy in the country.

2.5 Youth Political Participation in Turkey

The discussions on political participation in Turkstress the low level of
participation and lack of interest of people toifnolved in politics. Reasons for this
limited political participation and socializationmeareferred to be the constitutional

regulations, and laws on political parties and t@acsystem (Boyraz, 2009: 132).

The constitutional arrangements, which limit thepse of political participation,
also keep the youth political participation low.drder to understand the low level of
political participation, we should first look at ethstructural obstacles before
fundamental political freedoms in the country, suah freedom of speech and
expression, freedom of propaganda, and freedomigain@zation. Especially after the
military intervention in 1980, the 1982 constitutithas established very restrictive
limits on political participation and socializatiggrocesses, as well as organizations
such as political parties, associations and uni@ditical movements and political
participation were on the rise between 1960 and)188er the one-party rule and
before the military rule in post-1980 coup yearfiew young people in universities
were especially highly politicized. These developteavere considered as the impact
of instability of politics and polarization in sety, hence the military rule after 1980
strictly banned political activities and organipais. During the military rule, the free
market economy, framed by the decisions of govemmea 24 January 1980was

introduced and integrated to the oppressive palitife. The red lines, restricting

" 24 Ocak Kararlari (24 January Decisions) referthe economic programme of
Turkey which was announced to the public on 24 dan@980. This programme is
accepted to represent the transition to free mag@homy.

20



political sphere for participation, brought out thpeestion of who the main actors in

politics will be in resolving social issues. In ghsense, there has not been a
rearrangement to enhance the political participatind at the end, the only channel
for political participation and being partnership decision making has come to be

only voting in elections.

As the structural limits only allowed political aaties within political parties,
they have become the only venue to find a solutorsocial and political problems.
In the post-coup era, with the rise of new-rightitmal movements and neo-liberal
economic policies, the need to overcome the dsfsation from socio-economic

inequality was dealt with patronage relations (Bayr2009: 133).

The roots of these patronage relations revert & kbginning of multiparty
system in Turkey. The beginning of political pagation is accepted as the multiparty
system mobilized the countryside in 1950 (Say&@7,51 126). Even though the votes
were received through patronage connections, ttaeis became electorate by the act
of voting (Sayari, 1975: 126). The main triggereeff which caused a significant
increase in political participation in Turkey wém tsocioeconomic change (Ozbudun,
1975: 43).

As a result, the political parties and the spacdtfeir activities were limited by
the authoritarian constitution drafted under mijitaule in 1982. Within these limits,
the political socialisation and mobilisation of thmublic had become almost
impossible. The bans on any kind of political ongation had prevented masses to
carry out political activities. Hence, the only pichl interaction between the political
elite and public had become voting. In additionhtese limits to political participation
in general, the abolishment of the youth branctigmlitical parties and other form of
organizations had aimed to keep young people froynkand of political activity and
its effect have pursued until today. At the en@, ¢bre of the problem has evolved as
the absence of structural participation mechanisam bottom to the top.
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2.5.1 Studies on Youth Political Participation in Trkey

The studies on youth political participation in Key point out that the military
coup in 1980 has caused a structural transitioigiwiiad absolute control on all kinds

of political activities, in the channels of younegple’s political involvemefit

The negative effects of the elimination of youtlyamizations under the military
rule still exist today. In this sense, there isdiference between young people and
adults when it comes to depolitization and polltigéenatior. It is not surprising to
see the reflections of rising nationalism and coretesm in society among young
peoplé®. Both the limits of political and public spherestermined by the military rule
and national educational system have helped to smploese values on young people
and create theeasonable citizen@Jstel, 2004). The young people were continuously
advised by their families to focus on their edumatand career, and stay away from
any form of political activities. Instead of thelwes like freedom, solidarity, and
social responsibility; individual well-being andtiséaction have evolved as the main

interest of young people

According to a study conducted in Istanbul, whidoks at young people’s
interest on politics in particular reflects thauypg people are unwilling to be involved
in politics (Yurdsever-Atg 2006). In the sample of this study, the proportdyoung
people who are active political participants arey@1 per cent, and only 7,9 per cent

of them are active members of political parties.eWWlsompared to the whole sample,

8 Such studies are Lukiislii, Demet, 2008, Juenesse Turque Actuelle: La Fin du
“Mythe” de la JeuneseArmagan, ibrahim, 2004Genclik Gozulyle Genglik, 21. Yuzyil
Esiginde Turkiye Gengdi, Kisikhlar Vakfi, USADEM Yayinlari, Istanbul, and
Kentel, Ferhat, 1995[ Uirkiye’de 90'larin Gengclfi /IMV-SAM, Yeni Yuzyil Kitaplgl,
Istanbul.
°® For more studies on thi subject see also Y. EsEwim, Devrim, Statiiko:
Turkiye’de Sosyal, Siyasal, Ekonomik §eler, TESEV, Istanbul, 1999; Biz kimiz
Arastirmalari (Who We Are?) by TESEV and KONDA. (In B@or newspaper
Milliyet, in 2008 for newspaper Hurriyet)
19 A comprehensive study on this subject is a reabean Social Values conducted
with 2200 university students by TESEV, see Erderta\ inci, 2005, Universite
Gencligi Degerler Argtirmasi, TESEV, Istanbul.
X For other comprehensive studies on universityesitslin Turkey see also Yazicl,
Erding, 2003, Universite Genglfinin Sosyo Kiiltirel Profili Uzerine Bir Alan
Arastirmasi, Gazi Universitesi Yayinlari, Ankara and Bayhan, bie2002, Geng
Kimligi: Universite Genclginin Sosyolojik Profiliinoni Universitesi, Malatya.
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only 1, 7 per cent of these young people in Isthauticipate in political parties’
activities. The level of participation among thgseing people increases as they are
less educated and have better socio-economic statasher words, when the status
they gain with their degree is insufficient to awsre their goals, they attempt to attain
them with their economic power and power they abtaith political party
membership (Caymaz, 2008: 300).

In the same study, 80 per cent of participantsktiivat young people are not
sufficiently represented in politics. Despite thilseir political participation remains
poor. Yurdsever-Atglinks this attitude with the military coup. Thewmy generations
are unhappy with the structural problems causedhbymilitary regime, but at the
same there is an absence of channels to exprassdhves (Yurdsever-Ase 2006:
146). This lack of ability of young people to exgge¢hem is also related to the ban on
political organizations after military coup for abst two decades. Even though the
youth branches of political parties are allowedatgdthe remnants of the ban still
exist. This is usually linked to the political aulé influenced by the military rule
which discourages young people from any kind oftjgal activity. In the following
decades after the military rule, young people haways been advised &iay away
from politicsby families. Young people have always been exphdsethe stories of

bedevilling experiences of previous generationstdube political activism.

In addition to the strict limitations of the milifarule and political culture young
generations had been raised in, the new liberatipslintroduced under the military
rule have not only changed economic relationsalsd caused a transition in cultural
and political life. This transition period deeplifexted young generations, and a new
“youth” was created with the influence of free nme&rlkeconomy, consumption society,
and rapidly increasing private TV channels (Caynz@98: 300).

In the post-military coup era, the young people ewstrictly advised to stay
away from political activities and secure themseluestead of involving in political
activities to secure the stateThe oppressive regulations of the military rule o
political parties, unions and associations deeg@gnaged the youth movements as
well. Even though there was a democratic transisifiter few years of military rule,
the youth associations and political party’s yobthnches had been shut down for

seventeen years. The strategy of the military tollkeep young people under control
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has been carried on by the civil governments infohlewing years. When the youth
branches of the political parties were allowed éocdme active again in 1997, young
people could get back to politics, but as individuaho had accepted hierarchal
relations within the party. They started followitige tasks given by the adults in the
party and used the youth branches to have a fotreer in higher positions and titles
within the party (Caymaz, 2008: 301).

Under the military rule, rules and regulations nieggd the ability to form any
kind of organization and as mentioned above, thitigad parties’ youth branches had
been banned for seventeen years. Hence, as othes & organizations had also been
strictly limited, it is not difficult to link youngpeople’s lack of interest in politics after
they were prevented to be involved in any kind ofitigal activity for almost two
decades. In addition to the rules and regulatitmespblack propaganda of the military

rule on politization influenced the families toseapolitical young peoplé?

The policies on youth have been limited to offiaiaétoric and decreasing the
age to be elected %5 The universities, which had been one of the rpatiticized
arenas for young people between 1960 and f9Bave become financially concerned
institutions responsible to train qualified youngople for the free market (Boyraz,
2009: 135). Young people have not been considesed part of these production
relations. Instead, they were considered as atizédasegment of society who had an
overwhelming mission of creating bright futures yBaw, 2009: 136). With this
mission, they were expected to come up with objectipproach and solutions to the
problems (Benlisoy, 2003).

12 To compare the level of youth political participat before and after the military
rule, see also Karadeniz, Harun, 19Tayh Yillar ve Genclik,May Yayinlari,
Istanbul and Ozankaya, Ozer, 19&fiversite (Frencilerinin Siyasal Yonelimleri
SBF Yayinlari, 127, Ankara.
3 The age to be elected in European countries vaegeen 18 and 25. For example,
it is 18 in Germany to be elected for Bundestag andweden for Riksdag. In
Belgium, it is 18 to be elected for local admirasion, in England it is 25 to be elected
for House of Common, in France it is 23 and inyitdl is 25 to be elected for
parliment.
14 See also Tatlican, Semih, 199980 Sonrasi @renci Derneklerj Birikim, 73: 72-
78 and Bora, Tanil, 198%)srenci Hareketinin Sorunlari UzerineBirikim, Kasim,
47-60.
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2.5.2 Studies on Youth in Turkey

The studies on youth political participation haweb on rise since the 1990s.
There has been a consistence among the findindglseo$tudies on young people’s

values and their political participation conductedlifferent periods of time.

A study conducted in 1999 by Strategy MORI and (IRternational Republican
Institute), and replicated by ARl Movement and &gy GfK in 2003, focuses on the
changes in the channels for and the level of ypaiitical participation in Turkey.
The findings of this study reveal that the most own practice in youth political
participation isvoting as the membership in political parties and janitneir
activities remains at less than 10 per cent. Thdirigs of these studies show that
between 1999 and 2003 the political parties ashaevéor youth political participation
were the least demanded and the level of youthigalliparticipation remained the
same (Erdpgan, 2003).

Another study,Research on the Political Attitudes of Turkish Yioutas
conducted in 2008 as a continuation of those in9188d 2003, again by ARI
Movement, representing young people aged betweeamd®7 with 804 participants.
This study shows a loss of trust in institutiorige lipolitical parties’ youth branches
between 1999 and 2008. According to all these thnedies (conducted in 1999, 2003
and 2008), the proportion of young people’s interaspolitics was 45 per cent in
1999, 34 per cent in 2003 and 40 per cent in 2608he same time, the pattern for
young people’s behaviour in conventional politipalticipation, such as voting, being
a member of a political party and actively working political parties’ publicity
activities, did not change significantly betwee®a@&nd 2008. When we look at the
proportion of voting in elections, young people dgpetween 18 and 25 had the same
attitude in these studies. This situation can lmetstood as a reflection of lack of trust
towards political parties in Turkey as the lackintferest in political participation
through political parti€s. Also, 70 per cent of young people did not coesithe

15 See also Genc Net (ARI Hareketi), 2002, Turk Gghole Katim: Katil ve
Gelecgini Yarat |.istanbul.
'® The same applies to the members of NGOs parteipatthe study.
7In a study on Istanbul Youth, the trust towardkigal parties were found to be 2.39
per cent. See also Zeylan, Umut S. (der.), 2@&¥tjmin Degeri ve Genclik: Eitimli
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membership of an NGO as a political actiityThe findings of United Nations’
report? on Turkish Youth has the same results, in whichngppeople utter that
politics is nothonest and jusand people cannot get what they deserve in pallitic

arend’.

Erdgzgan (2003), in his study representing people in &urlaged above 18,
indicates that 11 per cent of the voters are mesntsea political party, 12 per cent of
them join party meetings, 7 per cent attend in hameetings of political parties and 9
per cent try to influence someone else in any kihgolitical participation. When it
comes to activities within political parties, orByper cent of the voters are part of
activities of political parties such as door-to-dguublicity, hanging on banners or
giving out flyers. With focus on youth, studies danted by TUSES in different
year$® and TUSAD in 20072 have findings that are parallel to those lookihghe

whole population.

Research on young people’s interest in politics ted participation was held
by Ferhat Kentel in 1998 (Kentel, 2005). The resolt this research are also parallel
to those mentioned above. For example, while ofyp@r cent of young people were
members of a political party, only 3 per cent cgrthwere members of other social,
political and cultural associations and only 10 @amt of young people had the subject

of politics in their conversations with each othéiccording to another study

Istanbul Gengliinin Degerler Duinyasj Istanbul Bilgi niversitesi Yayinlaristanbul, s.
130.
18 n 1999, the proportion was 74 per cent.
19 UNDP Tiirkiye de Genglikllusalinsani Ge§me Raporu, 2008,
undp.org.tr/publicationsDocuments/NHDR_Tr.pdf
20 For lack of trust towards political parties’ youthanches see also Esmer, Yilmaz
(1999), Adaman, Fikret, Carkt, Ali and Senatalar, BurhanHanehalki Uzerinden
Turkiye'de Yolsuzligun Nedenleri ve Onlenmesitiéskin Oneriler, TESEV, Istanbul,
2001 and Eurobarometer results
http://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/archives/eb/ébi6@3 _en.htm
L Since 1994, TUSES with Veri Ayarma publishes reports Tirkiye’de Siyasi Parti
Yanda ve Secmenlerinin Nitelikli ve Siyasal Yongdiri periodically. See 1994-1995:
Turkiye'de Siyasi Partilerin Segcmenleri ve Sosyanidkrasinin Toplumsal Tabani
(May, 1995), 1996: Turkiye'de Siyasi Parti Secmenia Nitelikleri, Kimlikleri ve
Egilimleri ve Sosyal Demokrasinin Tabani (Septemi&96), 1998: Turkiye'de Siyasi
Parti Secmenleri ve Toplum Duizeni (February, 1988) 2002: Turkiye'de Siyasi
Partilerin Yandave Se¢men Profili (November, 2002).
22 See alsdittp://www.tusiad.org/turkish/rapor/secim1/8.pdf
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conducted by Gazi University (Ozankaya, 1966) shtveg only 1, 4 per cent of

young people spend their leisure time in politipatties and other associati6hs

According to research dstanbul Youth, Youth Valuesonducted in 2004 with
participants aged between 18 and 25, 68 per ceyuwifg people said they never talk
about politics with their peers (Kazgan, 2006)tHa same research, 81, 5 per cent of
interviewed participants were not a member of palitparties or other organizations.
In Nevin Yurdsever-Atgs study on Istanbul Youth (2006), only 1, 7 pentcef the
participants actively participate in the activitefsa political party. In addition to this,
the proportion membership in NGOs, as institutianth higher level of ability for
members in decision making processes, was moreptigical parties’, but still very
low (Yurdsever-Ateg, 2006).The findings oflstanbul Youth — Does Education Make a
Difference? Yenturk, 200(8: 331)with 1014 young participants, show that more than
50 per cent of young people were not interestgublitics at all, 75 per cent were not
members of any clubs or associations, and lastly @2 per cent of them were

members of political parties.

Yenturk et al. (2008), analyzes the datalsitanbul Youth — Does Education
Make a Difference??, which were collected with face-to-face interviewith 1014
young people aged between 15-24, in comparisondasgtwoung people in NGOs and
the others. This unique study focuses solely omgqeople who are politically active
through NGOs in Turkey. In this study, 11,7 pertaghnyoung people are members of
sports associations, 13,8 per cent are membeisitod or associations, while 74,5 per
cent of them are not member of any club or assoaidlyentiirk, 2008: 331). With
this analysis, the authors aimed to evaluate tt#@ifs which distinguish young people
in NGOs from those who are not. They also emphatiigefact that the level of
participation of young people through NGOs in Tyrkéll remains very low.

2 The findings of Ozankaya's study (1966) shows tte proportion of male
members of political parties was 6,3 per cent, @/feimale members’ proportion was
1,8 per cent. See Ozankaya, Ozer, 19€Hjiversite rencilerinin Siyasal
Yonelimlerj SBF Yayinlari, 127, Ankara.
?*For the results of the research see Zeylan, Um(de3.), 2007 Egitimin Degeri ve
Genglik: Egitimli /stanbul Gencffinin Degerler Dlnyas) Istanbul Bilgi niversitesi
Yayinlari,istanbul.
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Different from the findings about political partjegoung people who are not
members of NGOs expressed that they would consi@enbership in an NGO in the
future. The lowest difference of the proportiortenms of clubs or associations, which
young people are either already members or willinge members, is in student clubs
or associations. This finding reflects that yourgpmle feel more comfortable in
organizations formed with their peers where they easily be part of the decision

making processes (Yentirk, 2008: 333).

Young people’s interest in having a certaiatusis an interesting finding of the
same study. This outcome is usually expected froenstudies on young people’s
involvement in political parties, as they seek turfe career in politics. But in this
case, young people in NGOs seek the social sthatshey cannot have as a young
individual in society through their work in an NGQenturk, 2008: 335). NGO
members spend more money on their clothes thanookskmagazines, and their
social status is about their appearance as wetheis socio-cultural consumption
(Yentirk, 2008: 335). In addition, young people wdre not members of NGOs are
more interested in individual and self-centred ealcompared to those in political

parties.

Yentirk et al. (2008), points out that young peaplBlGOs are more productive
and active participants compared to those in palifparties. Even though there is not
a vast difference, they work with computer morenttfzose who are not members of
an NGO, are more interested in scientific and tetdgical developments, and at last
they are more interested in fine arts, as they plagic instruments, join drama clubs

and write poems/novels (Yentirk, 2008: 336).

At last, even though young people who are membedubs and associations
are not highly interested in politics, their intereanks more than those who are not
part of such organizations. For example, while 4B gent of young people in NGOs
did not know whom to vote for, this number among-neembers is 54 per cent. But,
looking at the findings of the study in terms otupg people’s values (such as social
responsibility and sensitivity to the social isgug®ung people in NGOs are more
politic, but again their perception glitics remains limited to only party politics
(Yentirk, 2008: 342).
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Overall, there still remains a lack of empiricaksearch on youth political
participation both in other countries and in Turkélyhere is also a space for research
to explore young people’s motivations in the podti participation, as well as their

proposals to enable them to participate more ims@@cmaking processes.

Until today, the studies on youth political papiation both in Turkey and other
countries have focused on different forms of paditi participation and different
activities young people engage in those organiaatiorhey also focused on the
decline in traditional forms of political particij)@an and the role of emerging

organizations.

From my point of view, within the context of Turkeyis important to look at
what makes these institutions different from eatfmeo that young people choose
different venues for political participation in kety. Considering the evolution of
institutionalization of political participation andrganizations, | believe that young

people have different motivations to decide onrtiaenue for political participation.

In this respect, in my study, | aim to look at yogblitical participation from a
very specific perspective. The focus group studies to explore the motivations of

young people to be involved in politics througheitpolitical parties or NGOs.
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CHAPTER Ill: METHODOLOGY

In this chapter, | will explain the research quasti sub-questions, and
methodology that | have used in this study. MoreoVvewill contextualize my case

selection and present the technique | have usadalysing the data.

The methodology used in this study is qualitatwe which is the focus group
study. Focus group studies were conducted with ggoeople both from the youth
branches of political parties and NGOs, and datleaed by focus group interviews

were analysed by content-analysis.

3.1 Research Question

The main research question of this study is asovst “What are the
motivations of young people in Turkey in decidifgeirt venue for political
participation?”

Following the aim and the research question of gtudy, there are other sub
guestions that can be asked. These couldWeat are the impacts of young people’s
stories on political involvement on their venueesgbn?”, “What are their opinions
about the institutions they are involved in?”, “Txhat extent their activities vary from
those in the other form of institutiondnd “What are their opinions and activities

concerning the constitution-writing process in TeyR”

3.2 Focus Group Research Design

In this research, | use the qualitative researaigdewhich enables the researcher
to observe the world from the perspective of pespdied (Denzin and Lincoln, 2000).
This opportunity to analyze things in their natusattings allows the researcher better

explain the meanings brought to the phenomenaestudi

The determinants for the research technique fas #tudy are based on the
research question, which aims to explore the metvieyoung people for politically
involving in different kind of institutions in Tudy, rather than testing a hypothesis.

With this exploratory aim, this research analyZies stories of young people, their
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experiences and perceptions which are dependentngh shaped by their own

environment.

Compared to the quantitative research design, wbhartsists of numbers, and
impartiality; the qualitative research design hlas &dvantage of investigating social
processes, phenomena and cases in their socia@xtenh depth (Neuman, 2006). In

this respect:

Qualitative research involves the studied use atiéation of a
variety of empirical materials- case study; persoeaperience;
introspection; life story; interview; artifacts; lawal texts and
productions; observational, historical, interactiband visual text- that
describe routine and problematic moments and mganimindividuals’
lives. (Denzin & Lincoln, 2000; 3)

As defined above, qualitative research design'sicomaterials are based on
empirical data. Even though there could be a hygsihin qualitative research design,
the researcher does not necessarily need numbegsttthe hypothesis. In my study, |

will benefit from the empirical data collected lmctis group interviews.

Focus group is a qualitative research technidhat“collects data through group
interaction on a topic determined by the researth@iorgan, 1996: 130). In this
research technique the researcher may also takeotkeof a moderator, which
eventually makes the discussions and more impdytdné interaction between the
participants are the primary source of data. Ia thspect, the unit of analysis is not the
individuals but the group of participants. The e¥sber as a moderator plays an active
role during the discussions. Lastly, the aim o$ ttmethodology is to collect data which
distinguishes it from other group discussions thate different purposed other than

academic research.

Such characteristics of focus group methodologg alsng about strengths and
weaknesses in comparison with other data collectiechniques consisting of
participant observation and in-depth interviews.fifdt, focus group interviews focus
on the issues in researcher’s interest. The foooispg enable the researcher to collect
data on topics which are aimed particularly to ititerests of the researcher in a short
period of time. This characteristic of focus grougerviews makes them more
advantageous compared to participant observatibieravthe types of the discussions
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targeted are not possible to be observed in nasetéihgs outside the group. On the
other hand, in the focus group interviews theransunnatural setting, which is not
familiar to the participants; hence the complesgitand real-life group dynamics are
difficult to observe. Moreover, the researcher asaerator might also influence the
flow of the discussion and therefore the group ratBon when s/he attempts to
maintain the focus of the discussion. However, slmitations exist in most of the
qualitative interview techniques to different dezgeand are not unique to focus group
interviews (Morgan, 1997: 21; 1998: 31-32).

Strength of focus groups comes from its dependamceyroup interaction to
collect data. The extent and dynamic of the groigzus$sion (interaction between
participants, agreements or disagreements withomugrand comparisons of the
experiences of group members) providmsights into complex behaviours and
motivations’ that cannot be observed by individual interviefMorgan and Krueger,
1993: 16-18). The focus group interviews enablerésearcher to observe the attitudes
and points of view of participants. They also “reivespects of experiences and
perspectives that would not be accessible witheaumg interaction” (Morgan, 1997:
21). As Morgan (1988: 55) states:

Without the interaction around a researcher-sugpliepic,
individuals are often safely unaware of their owergpective,
and even when they do contemplate their world vibere is not
the same effort needed to explain or defend itotmeone who
sees the world differently. Using focus groups teate such
interactions gives ‘the research a set of obsematithat is
difficult to obtain through other methods.

Seen in this light, the data collected from focusug interviews provide tacit
and experiential knowledge that is collectively gwoed by the participants to reflect
perspectives and world views of the participanthestudy. In addition, the presence of
more than one participant provides more relaxedrenment for them and they feel less
pressured in sharing their opinions and experieasethe others also respond. In this
respect, the focus group studies, with their redagavironment for discussions, are
useful to do research on issues people feel ma@igahéto express.
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Moreover, the interaction between the group mempegsents “direct evidence
on how the participants themselves understand thiamlarities and differences”
(Morgan, 1997: 21). This aspect is unique in thesedhat it lets the researcher access to
the self-contextualization of the participants’ aath other’s experiences. Furthermore,
the spontaneous discussions and group interactaally provides insights which are
not obtained in individual surveys or experimerisirveys and experiments provide
feedback about the world or specific phenomenaocaseaptualized by the researcher
(Stewart and Shamdasani, 1990: 141). This is auus#fic approach, but it should be
considered that such conceptualizations may notleatef the respondents’
conceptualizations as they are. Focus group stuatiesdesigned to help reflect how
individuals contextualize and categorize certaien@mena. In this sense, the data
collected by focus groups are “moeenic thanetic’ (Stewart and Shamdasani, 1990:
141).

On the other hand, focus groups’ reliance on grioigraction brings out one
weakness. It is that the interaction may also erilte the nature of the data arising from
group discussion. Even though it provides morexeglaenvironment for discussion, the
group presence and the way the discussion evolwesan affect both the way
participants express themselves and the contetthedf opinion. For instance, while
some participants may keep some of their opinibag thay prefer to express in private,
others may sharpen attitudes and reflect more reetre@pinions than they would do in
private (Morgan, 1996: 15). Researchers are ableotlect less data about each of
participants, compared to individual in-depth imiews. Here, it is on researcher’'s
decision to use which method, depending on herdssarch question and aims of the
study.

In this study, | used a less structured focus groogthod in which the
involvement of researcher (moderator) is low attengpto explore the motivation of
young people in the venue selection and the diffege in the practices and the

perceptions of young people from different orgatiazes: political parties and NGOs.

Less structured focus group studies consist of -@peled questions and low
involvement of the moderator to enable participaot&xplore the topics and express
themselves comfortable (Morgan, 1998b: 49). Thighwdology is used when the

researcher aims to discover new insights, perspectdf participants and learn from
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their experiences. In this sort of groups, the ipgdnts are encouraged by the
participants to emphasize the aspects that arertamoto them most. With fewer
questions in comparison to individual interviewaJe a space for participants to discuss
the broader topic freely and to have more intevactiiscussion which helps researcher
to observe different aspects of the topic in gdnditais structure makes it more useful
for researcher who aims to explore and discoveirtipacts on certain issues (Morgan,
1997: 40). They also allow researchers to undedstasic issues better and can be
useful for ‘generating hypotheses about new areas of invegiijaand “in problem
identification stagé (Morgan, 1998a: 12). Since the aims of the redear are
exploratory, the lack of consistency reduced by Imwel of involvement of the

researcher does not constitute a problem.

In focus group studies, the unstandardized cortérihe discussions make it
difficult for across group comparison (Morgan, 19490). But, it should be noted that
like in all other qualitative studies, the findingsd outcome of the focus group studies

are not generalizable.

Furthermore, in addition to all these purposesxplaration, the focus groups are
useful to empower the participants and to crea@aness by giving voice to the groups
which are socially marginalized (Chui, 2003; Madr2003; Johnson, 1996; Padilla,
1993). They also allow participants to articulatetbeir experiences and come up with

“new politics of knowledge” (Johnson, 1996).

In this respect, the focus group studies can bel usd to produce scientific
“knowledge for understanding,” but also “knowledipe action” (Bagnoli and Clark
2010: 102). Another strength of focus group studsethat since the data collected are
produced from everyday experiences of participante knowledge, concepts,
categorizations and language presented/used by #neralso arise from participants’
own definition, and in this way they bridge theestific language with the language in
common sense (Stewart and Shamdasani, 1990; JoHr8@81 Goss, 1996). Moreover,
if the focus group studies are applied in the smfi Participatory Action Research
(PAR), they can not only enable the participantexpress themselves, but also include
them in both the formulation and implementationsofutions (Chui, 2003). In this
respect, the focus group studies are commonly irsedciological, psychological and

public health research relating to children andngppeople.
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In the current study, the use of focus group desiginterviewing young people
from two different forms of organizations, politigaarties and NGOs, in Istanbul has
been very useful in several aspects. First, the $&sictured format of the interviews
serves for the explorative purposes of this re$eaneates a space for young people to
express themselves and for us to explore theirvawndin to involve in politics, their
perspectives on the place of their institutionsthe political life and their political

participation.

Second, the focus group design empowers young @empltreating them as
experts of their own worlds and as “deserving ghts of consultation” (McEvoy Levy,
2000). It gives them the opportunity to share thewn experiences of political
participation and what they have gained from tleiperiences in political life. It is
invaluable when we take the lack of opportuniti@syoung people, a group considered
to be very passive in political life, to expreserthand to be the agent of their own
participation experiences in Turkey, as young peopbrking on policies concerning

themselves.

Last, but not the least, the current focus growmystproduce “knowledge for
action.” The findings contribute to the future pods to understand young people’s
understanding of politics and their demands to lmeemnvolved in decision-making
processes. By giving voice to young people in Tyrkand exploring their motivations
and perspectives, the current focus group formathedp produce new policies targeting

young people whose higher level of involvementatitjzs is needed in Turkey.

3.3 Questions

In focus group research design, two different qaesig categories are often

used: topic guide and questioning route.

Topic guide is“a list of topics or issues to be pursued in theu® group”
(Krueger, 1998: 9). This list includes phrases aodd® for the moderator to remember

the topic of interest. This questioning categorysaally used for marketing research.

Whereas, the questioning route consists of arranggedtions and conversational

sentences prepared in advance (Krueger, 1998:Cntrary to the topic guide, the
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guestioning route is rather more suitable for anadeesearch. Hence, in this research |

have used the questioning route strategy to prepaeguence of questions in complete.

The questioning route enables the researcher tudity analysis asit‘minimizes
subtle differences in questions that could altee tintent” (Krueger, 1998:. 12).
Moreover, the questions address the topics pregcikat it helps the researcher to have
answers related to the topic of interest. Howedeneloping complete question that
directly address the related topics requires mione spent on the preparation of the
questions (Krueger, 1998: 12).

In focus group interviews, not all questions hawe $ame importance in terms of
targeting the topic of interest. The categorieguéstions in the questioning route are
opening, introductory, transition, key and endingestions.Different categories of
guestions have different purposes. The questioronte includes questions from each
category (Krueger, 1998: 21).

Table 1: Categories of Questions in Focus Group Interviews

Question Type Purpose

Opening Participants get acquainted and feel connected

Introductory Begins discussion of topic

Transition Moves smoothly and seamlessly into key questions

Key Obtains insights on areas of central concern ir
study

) Helps researchers determine where to

Ending _ _ _ _

emphasis and brings closure to the discussion

Source: Krueger, 1998: 21

Opening questionare to be asked in the beginning of the focus miaterview.
They are designed to start the interview with idtrctory information about the

participants such as name and their occupationggfey 1998: 23). These questions are
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not to be analyzed; rather they function as icekees before the discussion on key
points.

Introductory questionsallow participants to reflect their connection hvithe
overall topic. Participants start talking with open questions and after that with

introductory questions begin the focus of the topicesearch (Krueger, 1998: 24).

After introductory questions begin the focus of thpic, transition questionselp
the conversation move towards the questions whicte dhe focus group study. They
set the base for efficient key questions. Differean introductory questions, they seek
more in-depth answers from the participants aboeit £xperiences. They function as a
bridge between the participant and the topic, winifeoductory questions bring the topic

of the research to the surface (Krueger, 1998: 24).

Key questionsre the main drives of the study and they arefitese ones to be
developed while preparing the questioning route. wedl, they require the greatest
attention while analyzing the focus group interviéata. For this reason, the answers to
the key questions take longer time than the otlstipns. Moreover, the moderator

often needs probes and pauses for more in-deptysé<rueger, 1998: 25).

Lastly, ending questionsum the discussion up and allow the participahiere
are three different types of ending questionsthaligs considered questions, summary
guestion and final question. All-things-considergdestions are answered by each
participant to allow them reflect on all commeniisotighout the discussion. On the
other hand, after moderator gives an oral summdaryhe discussion and the key
questions, summary question is asked to get theoaplpof the participants on the
adequacy of the summary. Finally, to ensure thatdiscussion involved all critical
points, the moderator provides a short overviewtls# discussion and asks the
participants if there was anything missed (Krue688: 28). In my questioning route, |
have used thdinal questionto end the discussion. After a short overview, the
participants were asked if they had been willingaise a point which they had thought

was missing.
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3.4 Research Sample

3.4.1 Sampling Technique

In this study, focus group interviews with youngopke in selected NGOs and
youth branches of political parties provide thelgatve data. Regarding the qualitative
research technique used, non-random sampling ¥ mserder to create the sample.
Therefore, the organizations the members of whiahehparticipated in focus group
interviews were selected according to their releeato their study, rather than their

representativeness of the population.

Unlike quantitative research technique, qualitatigsearch technique does not
aim to represent the population or draw a prokigbsample. Instead,qtalitative
researchers focus on how the sample or small doblecof cases, units or activities
illuminates social life. The primary purpose of gdimg is to collect specific cases,
events, or actions that can clarify and deepen tstdading” (Neuman, 2006: 211).
Hence, the relevance to the research topic is mngpertant than representativeness in

qualitative research technique.

Since, the research technique does not aim to gmaability sample nor
represent the population; non-random sampling isersaitable for qualitative research.
Among different types of non-random sampling, psipe sampling is used in this
study. Purposive sampling refers“gelecting cases with a specific purpose in mind”

and allows researcher to an informative sample ey 2006: 213).

As a subcategory of purposive sampling, this stadyploys snowballing
sampling with which the researcher contacts pasitis via the recommendations and
networks of those belonging to initially identifiegtoup by the researcher (Bryman,
2004).
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3.5 Sites and Participants

Between April and June 2012, | conducted a totdbaf focus groups with two
political parties AKP and BDP; and two NGOs, Habi@entre for Development and

Governance and Lambda.

The focus groups were conducted with different pizgtions stated above; each
of them is aimed to indicate different groups otigg people from two different forms

of organization.

AKP (Justice and Development Party) is the rulingrty in Turkey since
November 2002 with increased public support in khsee general elections. It is
believed that AKP empower its members in their ggsfonal lives with the network
connection which being a member of AKP providesrthéMoreover, AKP pays special
attention to its youth branches as they also hefétagonal youth branch congress in
April 2012, which is the only example of a natiordes congress of youth branch of a
political party in Turkey. | aim to see if any dt af these has an effect to attract young
people to be a member and if it promises any adgstin their future career.

With a new form of catch-all party in Turkish pald; AKP has brought many
new people to the political life, who had neverrbee/olved in politics. Together with
Siyaset AkademfiSiwhich focuses on education of politics in practié&P aims to
train more young people to get involved in politids a young mainstream party which
received the half of the votes in the last genelattions in Turkey, AKP is important
for this study because the focus group study vélptus understand the motivations of
young people to be a member of a popular catcheaaty. Moreover, it also reveals the
young people’s activities and political involvementa hierarchal political party. The
participants in this study were the members of AiAstanbul. The mayor of their

district is from AKP and in the district AKP has nyasupporters. Thus, a participant

%5 Siyaset Akademisi (Academy of Politics) is a sepéseminars provided by AKP to
everybody who applies to participate. The first sews were offered in January 2008.
The seminars consist of courses such as GovernamdeExecutive Structure of
Turkey, History of Politics in Turkey, Democracyda@ulture of Living Together and
Political Ethics. The academy aims to increasepibigical awareness and sensitivity
towards political issues, educate new professicimal&AKP and Turkey, equip young
people and women with knowledge on politics and romp the knowledge and
personal property of the current politicians (Fareninformationhttp://www.Siyaset
Akademisi.org/index.php/akademi-hakkinda/
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from AKP in my focus group would help me observe thotivations of those who have
chosen to be involved in politics through AKP anfatvwere the new motivations
which had never existed for them to actively pgtite in politics before.

The other political party in the study was BDP (@eand Democracy party),
which is an important organization in Kurdish pcll movement as the current
political party representing the Kurdish minority.

It's a political party which aims/struggles for thecognition of an identity of a
relatively marginalized group, Kurds living in Twk It also proposes a structural
change in the republican nation-state; it distisgas itself from other political parties
as being controversial. | aim to see the motivatioha member of a minority group to
be involved in politics in a legitimate politicahpy in the parliament.

The members of the party claim to be fighting fleeit cause and they mainly
focus on the problems of Kurdish minority. Thusyihg a participant from BDP would
indicate another kind of motivation to be involvedpolitics, other than interest-based
one.

The party structure is unique among the politiatips represented in the Grand
National Assembly of Turkey. Their non-hierarchipalrty structure claims to be more
democratic than other political parties with morerarchical structure. For example,
they have co-chairmanship instead of the headeop#rty. The importance of BDP for
this study comes from its nature of involving relaly marginalized groups in Turkey.
With the focus group study conducted with youngptedrom BDP, | aim to present
the stories of political involvement of young pesjfilom relatively marginalized group
in Turkey, as well as if the non-hierarchal struetof organization and cause-oriented
attitude have any influence on the motivations afing people or if they ever make a
change in making a choice of the venue for polifpaaticipation.

The third focus group interview consisted of youepple from Habitat Center
for Development and Governance (also referred dst&ty which was institutionalized
as an association by activists of youth of The é&thiNations Human Settlements
(Habitat 1) Conferences that were held in Istanioull995. The organization had had
different names since its establishment suchHabitat and Agenda 21 Decisions
Implementationand Youth for Habitat Associationntil it was restructured in 2011,
when its name was changed into Habitat Centre tareldpment and Governance. The

aim of the organization is to improve the capasitieéf youth and support their
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participation in local and national decision-makipgpcesse€& Habitat has launched
projects with different social groups including Idnén, youth, women and disabled
people.

Habitat has helped to bring the local, regional aradional youth platform
together with the aim of enabling young people @tision-making processes. It also
contributed a lot to the youth movement in Turkéiabitat 11 Summit and later
Habitat's establishment are accepted as mileston#éise history of youth policies in
Turkey” There have been significant achievements of tlgamization concerning
youth policies in Turkey. To name soniational Youth Parliamenand local Youth
Assemblies were established with Habitat's int@ti In addition, their campaign to
decrease the age to be elected to 25 resultethim passed in the parliament in 2008.

As the biggest and most successful youth assogiatidurkey, the focus group
study with Habitat reflects the motivations andedetinants of young people’s political
participation as civic engagement. Since Habitablves young people from different
groups in society, like a catch-all political parityis important for this study in order to
indicate the motivations of young people to be Imgd in a mainstream NGO.
Especially young people participated in the focusug interview contributed very
useful and valuable insights about young peopleisivations in political participation
in Turkey, since they work with young people frot around the country and
especially with National Youth Assembly.

The last organization in this study is Lambdalstdr{also referred as Lambda),
an association which aims to make LGBTT commumtyurkey more visible antb
create more space for LGBTT people in society bykwng to gain recognitionit’s the
biggest and oldest LGBTT organization in TurkeyeThembers have organized and
been involved in important events in the histon)t GMBTT movement in Turkey, such
as Pride Week which consists of week-long workshbips-screenings and discussions
on LGBTT issues ending with Pride Walk in Istanbul.

The primary aim of the organization is to mobilit&BTTs in Turkey. In

addition to this, they provide legal consultancitftose who suffer from discrimination

°For more information about Habitat, see also:
http://www.habitatkalkinma.org/en/html/1069/Aboutaibitat/
27 Nemutlu, Gulesin, 2008, Turkiye Sivil Alaninda Gék Calismasinin Tarihsel
Gelisimi, in Turkiye’de Genglik Catmasi ve Politikalarijstanbul Bilgi Universitesi
Yayinlari,istanbul p.173.
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in society. One of the most important projectsh@nd isDaniyma Hatti (Consultation

Line) which is a hot line for LGBTTs to consult on angadé or personal issue about
themselves. The participants from Lambda are apgoduoung people who fight for

recognition of another relatively marginalized goan Turkey, like members of BDP,
who have chosen to be involved in politics throaghNGO instead of a political party,
unlike the participant from BDP. For this reasoanibdalstanbul is important to reflect
the motivations of young people from a relativelgrginalized group in Turkey to get

involved in an NGO, instead of a political party.

In the focus group interviews, total of 17 youngple participated in four groups,
3 female and 14 male. Each group had between % gatticipants, and only three of
them were mixed gender. This situation represdr@sdistribution of male and female
members in some organizations. Only the focus grauth political parties, AKP and
BDP consisted of male participants. Even thougiguested to recruit female members
from the political parties, BDP group could onlyaarge the focus group with male
members. When asked, they explained this situasotihe unavailability of their friends
on the day of interview, but not because therenateyoung females actively working in
BDP. But, the replies of AKP group members wereardifferent. They replied asve
do not exhaust our ladi&’ and that there were not many female members wgrikin
their party organization. The only female membartheir local organization were those
who are in executive body to fulfil the requirengerfor gender quota in party
organization, which is not equally shared with mienall groups, the participants were
selected through my personal contact, either w@adis or my personal visits to the party
or NGO organizations. All interviews were conducitethe offices of organizations that

were familiar to the participants.

28 «“Bayan arkadgarimizi yormuyoruz.”
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Table 2: Statistical Data on Focus Groups in the Study

Organizations where the focus groupsMale | Female | Total Age
were conducted

AKP 4 - 4 20-27
BDP 4 - 4 20-24
Habitat 4 1 5 20-27
Lambda 9 N/A 4 23-30
Total 14 3 17

When | contacted to the prospected participantexdlained the aims of my
research to them. Before the interviews, all of plaeticipants were assured that their
identities would be kept confidential and | woulot mise any of their names. As an ice-

breaking, | had short informal conversations wité groups.

The focus group interviews started with all of tparticipants introducing
themselves and their work in their organizationseré were four main questions asked
— (1) “What is the reason to choose this orgaropatdo be involved in politics?,” (2)
“How did you get involved in this organization?,3)(“Have you ever tried to be
involved in a political party/NGO?,” (4) “Do youitik there is a difference in form of
political participation or effectiveness of the fp@pation through a political party or an
NGO?” There was a natural flow of discussions watier introductory and final
guestions, where in some focus groups, the paatitgp connected the subjects and
answered more than one question at once, evenebkefmked. During the interviews, |

had a consultative approach in a loosely structfweaiat in the research design. The

29 The participants from Lambdalstanbul have differeaxual orientations from
categories of “male” or “female”. The group consdstof one trans, one gay, one
lesbian and a participant who cannot put hersetheeof the categories. It should be
noted that other participants also agreed withidba of changing gender identities of
people through life cycle.
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same questioffswere asked in each group, and | assumed the fateoderator in all

groups.

| used audio tapes, which is a commonly used methocbllect data in focus
group interviews. | also informed the participahts/e the right not to use their names
when they introduce themselves and in the resh@fdiscussions as | assured them to

keep their names confidential as well as the atetiords.

3.6 Methods to Analyze Focus Group Data

Until recently, there had not been a frameworkvpting different types of
qualitative analysis for researchers conductingisogroup interviews (Onwuegbuzie et
al. 2009: 1)' Onwuegbuzie et al. (2009) provide a collectiomoélitative data analysis
techniques for focus group researchers. In additiiothe selection of types of data
analysis, they also introduce a new method for dogtoup data analysis — micro-
interlocutor analysis. In this section, | will pezg the methods | use for the analysis of

the focus group data collected for this study.

Traditionally, the methods for focus group dataalgsis include constant
comparison analysis, classical content analysigj-Wwerds in contextend discourse
analysis.

In constant comparison analysithere are three stages to follow (Strauss and
Corbin, 1998). The first stage agpen codingvhere the data are divided in small units
and each unit is attached to a code or a descripabter in the second stage, which is
called axial coding the researcher groups the codes in categoriaallyiin the last
stage -selective coding- there are themes developed from the groups ad¢scavhich
reflect the content of each group (Strauss andi6,01898).

Constant comparison analysis is useful, if theeemaore than one focus group
groups in the same study (Onwuegbuzie et al., 28D9This methodology helps the

researcher to assess the saturation both in gemedabcross-group saturation. When

30| only made little changes in the questions thiated to explore participants’
perception of other organization. When asking alble@itother organization, | changed
the word political party with NGO, while interviemg participants from political

parties and vice versa.
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researchers use more than one focus group to athlgzmergence of the same themes
in different groups, such comparison allows themreach data and/or theoretical
saturation. Hence, Onwuegbuzie et al. recommendrékearchers designing studies
with more than one focus group to have groups $b tieemes. This is also called
emergent-systemidocus group: exploratory focus group studies aeéerred as
emergent; and focus group studies used for vetidicapurposes are calleslystemic
(Onwuegbuzie, 2009).

This study also consists of multiple focus grougdy. analysis will also seek for
themes to compare and contrast the focus groupsyamng people’s motivations in

venue selection for political participation.

The second method used in focus group studiedassical content analysis
which places codes for each chunk of data. Diffefim constant comparison analysis,
the codes are not used to create themes, but tolbded (Onwuegbuzie et al., 2009).
Morgan (1997) identifies three categories for dtzdscontent analysis for focus group
data: the researcher can analyze whether a give® isoused byach participant by
each groupor all instancesof the given code. Onwuegbuzie et al (2009) recendrthe
researchers to provide information about the fraqueof each code together with the

description of each code so that they can havexadmethods content analysis.

The third method is callekeywords-in-contexivhich is used to determine the
use of words in context with others. In other woittiss method fepresents an analysis
of the culture of the use of the wor@ielding & Lee, 1998). The major assumption
lying behind the purpose of this methodology isttpaople use the same words
differently in different contexts. Thus, the anabysf how they are used is necessary in
some cases. Moreover, this analysis is importantirfteractive nature of the focus
groups to examine the contexts within the wordsw@sgbuzie et al, 2009). This
method requires the contextualization of words #natused to develop themes or theory
by the analysis of words used before and after kegw; which eventually lead to an
analysis of the culture from the use of the wornglffing and Lee, 1998). This method
can be used across focus groups, within one forugogor for an individual in a focus

group (Onwuegbuzie et al, 2009).
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The last method used in focus group data analysialieddiscursivepsychology
which is a type of discoursanalysis This method was developed by social
psychologists who argued thdb understand social interaction and cognition, ig
essential to study how people communicated on lg Basis” (Potter and Wetherell,
1987). In this kind of discourse analysis, unigegmsents or constituent of language use
are analyzed to examine how different elementsthein versions such as experiences,

society and institutions exist in discourse (Ppdland Jorgensen, 2002).

In addition to these traditional methods for focgsoup data analysis,
Onwuegbuzie et al (2009) have introduced a new odgetlogy to analyze the focus
group data from a new perspective: micro-interlocanalysis tvherein meticulous
information about which participant responds to leagiestion, the order in which each
participant responds, response characteristics,rtbeverbal communication used, and

the like is collected, analyzed, and interprete@@hwuegbuzie et al, 2009: 1).

The unit of analysis for focus groups has mostlgrboéhe focus groups. This
approach lacks the opportunity to analyse the iddals in the focus groups. In other
words, when the unit of analysis is the focus graime contributions or the lack of
contribution (e.g. silence) of individuals withiadus groups are ignored (Onwuegbuzie
et al, 2009):

These focus group members might include those wteo a
relatively silent (e.g., members who are too shgpeak about
this issue; members who do not want to reveal tthey have a
different opinion, attitude, experience, level obkledge, or the
like; members who do not deem this issue to be hwort
discussing), members who are relatively less deieumembers
who have a tendency to acquiesce to the majordypoint, and
members who are not given the opportunity to sgeak, due to
one or more members dominating the discussion, tue
insufficient time for them to speak before the nratler moves
on to the next question).

In this respect, the authors also recommend #sdarchers should provide, in
addition to the quotations, observations on thetigpants who are a part of the

consensus from which the themes emerge.

Moreover, information regarding the number or mipn of participants who
reflected opposing view as well as those who didempress any view at all or remained
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silent (Onwuegbuzie, 2009). The approval or repecof the views expressed by other
group members can be reflected either verbal overtal.

In my analysis, | would also benefit from this nevethod to analyse focus group

data, together with constant comparison analysiskag-words-in-context analysis.
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CHAPTER IV: ANALYSIS
The aims of this chapter are; to summarize theudsons in the focus groups, to
analyse young people’s motivation in being invohadpolitics in Turkey through
either political parties or NGOs, and to refleceiththoughts and understanding of
politics in Turkey. Each group is analyzed sepdyate order to make it easier to see
different motivations and understandings of eaabupgr In addition, their feedback,
nonverbal contributions and off-record discussiaresreflected.

4.1 AKP Youth Branch

The focus group at AKP Youth Branch was conduct&ti woung people aged
between twenty and twenty-seven; four male paditip were present. The participants
were the members of AKP Youth Branch, from a re&dyi new organization after the

establishment of the municipality few years ago.

Three of the participants were students, and onderh was an employee in a

private company.

At first, they explained their activities withindfparty in general, as they referred
to be involved in election campaigns, organizingwoattee of seminars/commemorate
ceremonies to introduce the influential people atys ideology (e.g. Turkish
writers/poets such as Mehmet Akif and Necip FaBlyaset Akademisand other

social activities.

For their own living area, they aim to provide &iablife to the young people in
their neighbourhood, which they cannot access wiBer They organize sports
activities, picnics and sometimes they take youegpge in the neighbourhood to the
cinema, since they do not have one in the neightoma. With these activities, they
aim to improve relations among young people, preuttliem the social activities they

cannot easily reach and build friendship amongtrécipants.

When it comes to the attendance in election campgaty congresses, they are
proud of theirsuccessn taking the biggest number of participants tohsactivities.
They put a big emphasis on their success in ndtigngh branch congress which took
place in April 2010 in Ankara. But here, theccesss referred to the ability to bring the

biggest number of people and this helped them leter reputation in the eyes of
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those in higher positions in the party organizatibhe dialogue below reflects their
understanding afuccess

- And here, our municipality had the biggest numbérparticipants

among all others from Istanbul, we were succes¥ful.

- There is even this, there had been more of usthayt told that the
demand was high, and we had to cancel the buses ffew
neighbourhood¥

In this light, they believe that they are succdsafuparticipation, because they
could take the biggest number of participants fribir organization to the national
congress of AKP Youth Branch&sin such a case, the biggest number might also mean
more influence in the election of national youtlardmh committee and policy making
for young people in politics. But, their emphasiaswon thenumberof young people
they took to the congress, instead of hafluential they could be in decision-making

processes.

In addition to these, they actively work in makimgppaganda during pre-election
periods. Their activities vary from hanging flagewnd the neighbourhood to making
slogans for party propaganda. As well as this, theyegular neighbourhood meetings,
where they get together with the residents in theighbourhood and listen to their
needs, and to help those who have financial ditiest They provide them their basic
needs, such as food, which is a big criticism tasahe ruling party as a tool to attract
the voters. These meetings provide them the oppitytto improve relations for party
publicity.

324/e bu dalstanbul'dan biitiin ilcelerden en fazla katilimlaegicdbizim ilcemiz oldu
yani, onda da aril olduk.”
**Hatta syle birsey var, biz daha fazla gidiyorduk, dediler ki cakytik katimvar,
yogun katilim var, biz birka¢ mahalleden otobUsletaittik.
**The third regular Youth Branches Congress of AkiReas held in Ankara in 29th
April 2012. In this congress, the delegates votedléct the head of the central youth
branch of AKP. With the prime minister and someeotmembers of the government
present in the congress venue, it was such a ted#e ceremony. All youth branch
organizations from all over the country were préserthe congress venue, together
with young people from different parts of the worldcluding Canada, the Maldives
and Jordan.
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Siyaset Akademisi, which is a series of seminarshigtory and contemporary
Turkish politics etc, has made them familiar witblifocal terms and history. They all
believe that it has been very helpful for them tmnprehend the politics in Turkey
today. Moreover, they all think that the certifiedhey get from Siyaset Akademisi is
helpful for their future career in AKP.

The social activities they organize aim to creatntiship among the participants,
as well as to therofessionakelations among them. In this way, they becomsetido
each other as they also become friends. On the b#m&l, they organize trips to historic
sites, such as Canakkale, which is a popular degimfor Islamic-nationalist groups in
Turkey in recent years, to make party membershipgematractive. But, they also stress
the need for more financial resources to have swtivities more often. They think,
more financial resources are directly related teidwa closer relations with party

members in higher bodies, such as the mayor:

- ... There is a problem with distribution and justi¢within party). It is
related to the vision of the head of local partgamization. As | said
before, another head of the organization can dodon’'t know how
they do, buy maybe they have good relations wighhad of local

party organization?

- Exactly, some other heads of the local party orgation or old mayors
of districts care about youth and support them.yTj@vide both fiscal

and financial support®

As mentioned above, they believe that better m@tatiwith those in power bring
more resources for party activities. This also shomat without the support from the
party in general, they are limited to certain atigg to reach young people.

* ... Dazilm konusunda, adalet konusunda sikinti var. bulgabakaninin
vizyonuyla misyonuyla ilgili bisey. Dedim ya biraz dnce, oradaki ilgeskani
sey yapabiliyor. Belki nasil yapiyor, ben de c¢ozeidl desilim ama belki
belediye bgkaniyla ¢ok arasi iyi, kendi arasini belediygiaaiyla iyi tutuyor.

% Kesinllikle dyle, eski ilce h&anlarl ya da belediye Weanlar genclie cok sahip
cikiyorlar. O yizden maddi manevi imkarglsgorlar.
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When we look at how they started being involvedganty politics, all of them
refer to the family background. It is either somedrom family who was involved in
party or the political attitude and ideology dommnhawvithin the family. All of the
participants say that they come from families witbnservative, religious and
nationalist background. Except one of the participants, AKRher first venue to be
involved in politics. One participant, which wasetleldest among all, had been a
member of different political parties through hcheol life, MHP and Saadet Partisi,

and at the end has become an AKP member due thémges in mainstream politics.

His political activities first started itlkii Ocaklary the youth branch of MHP
(Nationalist Movement Party). His uncle, who wéae thead ofUlkii Ocaklari in
Istanbul back then, had influenced him and heedgparticipating in their activities. He

tells his story in political parties as follows:

- For example, | was raised in Ulkii Ocaklari; | wasthe fifth grade and
going to Ulkii Ocaklari. There, the aim of young gledis just when
there is a fight, 15-20 people from Ulkii Ocaklaa there. This was
their aim. Then, | thought it wasn'’t going to givee anything, anything
to learn, and | continued in Saadet Parffsi.

As he refers it abeing raisedin the organization, his ideological backgroundswa
shaped during his visits and socialization periodMiHP. What had attracted him was

when Islamism was more dominant ideology in théypar

- It was very good in the beginning. Again at theibeigg, Islamism had
priority, and that attracted us. Then, when natiksra came before, we
grew away from (the party). This happened due to Gamily

background, that's why we continued in Saadet (Biurt’

3" Mesela ben Ulkii Ocaklarinda yaiin, ilkokul 5'e gidiyordum ben Ulki
Ocaklar’na gidiyordum. Orada, insanlarin gelimaci sadeceste kavga oldgu
zaman Ulki Ocaklar’nda 15-20 ski cullanirlar bir insanin stiine. Bu amacla
geliyorlardl. Sonra, oradan ben baktim hani bizeatan birsey ¢ikmaz, birsey
O0grenecgmiz yok, sonra Saadet partisine devam ettim.
% [lk zamanlarda cok giizeldi. Yine ilk ffa, islamcilik énce geliyordu, o da bizi
cezbediyordu. Ama sonra milliyetcilik 6n plana giktcin bu bizi biraz sputtu. Aile
yapisindan dolayi biraz gottu bizi. Onu icin Saadet’e gectik.
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All of the political parties he has been involved(MHP, Saadet and AKP) have
both nationalistic and Islamist backgrounds. Bupaapntly, his family’s political
attitude has more influence on him that he did smitly follow the party politics;
instead, he started looking for new venues which @ more suitable for his own

ideology, in this case, it was Islamism.

In addition to this, the socialization procesdJikii Ocaklar; which is one of the
main reasons for school boys to go there, did ticdaa him much. He was looking for
more ideologically meaningful activities, insteatihaving a certain network iIkii

Ocaklari, and he found it in Saadet Partisi:

- In the beginning, the activities were very inteirggt then we were
moving to religious topics, and honestly, thisueficed us. It was better
for us... It was the same in Saadet Partisi, a peganization is always
better for Turkey. In the end, there is this in society, the citizens of
Turkey... There is sympathy for oppressed as thegya support them.
With this sympathy, we came to AKP. In our neightood, | had a
friend. He told me that he was going to be the heddthe
neighbourhood organization and asked for my hel@66 % of my
neighbourhood is my relative. | told him that | uehelp; there would

not be a problem. This is how | started, and | alethese friends’

Even though the influence of Islamism in party’satbgy had attracted him in the
beginning, Saadet Partisi could not become hisl ideaue for participation that he
decided to be involved in the new party arose femadet Partisi, which was AKP. At

the end, he has become a member of AKP afteribisdfs request to join them.

% {lk baglarda aktiviteler falan béyle kageliyordu, sonra yagayavas dini konulara
giriliyordu, bu da bize dahgevk veriyordu acgikgasi. Daha giizel oluyordu bizgm.i.
Saadet Partisi'nde de dgan gibi, her zaman icin yeni bir gjum daha iyi TR icin.
Sonucta bizim halkimiz da, TC deki vatagldeda su var. her zaman ezilenlerin
yaninda oldgu icin bir sempati vardir. Biz de bu sempati ilerdber AK Partiye
geldik. Malkog@lu’'nda ¢ok sevdiim bir arkadaim vardi, bana dedi ki ben mahalle
baskanligi yapacgim, bana yardimci olur musun dedi. Otytdon mahalle de %50-60
benim kendi akrabalarimdan elyor. Dedim yardimci olurum, sikinti yok dedim.
Sonra dyle bdadik. Buradaki arkadéarimizla tamgtik...
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Not only was his, the other participants’ activenmbership in AKP again a result
of their family relations or families’ ideologicabackground. They have become
members as a group of friend after they wieaxgted to the neighbourhood committee.
They also link this invitation with their level @ducation, which is the highest in the
district. The most influential factor for their dobe of AKP seems to be their family,

relatives or friends:

- We are all coming from conservative families. Weeheertain opinions
suitable to our families. All the times, in higheol, our friends from
the school, that we socialized togethere all had similar political
opinions. We all had the same cause. We all jopeatly organizations
together and we understood our duty according to mrints of view
and fulfilled (our duty)?

They care about the political background of thammilies and they look for a
place in which they can express themselves bestrdiogly with their ideology and
that can provide them activities which are mostadlé for their worldview. But at the
end of the day, all of them are more politicizedrnttother members of their families,

whose political participation is limited to voting.

Another dominant theme in their discussion was nieed for more sincerity
among members of the party, which cannot exist witly professional relations, but
friendship. The issue of sincerity is a result led tivalry within party organization in

general:

- Because the politics in the youth branch shoultlo# on sincerity, but
it is not like that at the moment. Because, itike khis in general. |
don’t say this only for our organization, we haveerids in all other

districts. When | ask them how things are goingergwdy has

“Muhafazakar ailelerden geliyoruz. Yapi itibariylartik aileye uygunluk
itibariyle belli bir fikre sahip oluyoruz. Gordukegirdigimiz stre¢ boyunca lise
hayatimizda, grenim hayatimizda birlikte olgumuz arkadagrubu ile birlikte
sosyal aktivite veyahut siyasi géhérimiz hep birbirine yakin. Hep beraber bir
yola bg koyduk. Hep beraber partistelatlarina girdik. Gorevimizi kendi baki
acimiza gore en iyekilde idrak ettik, yerine getirdik.
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something... We usually don’'t have good relationth whose who

oppose (us). It is the same for almost everybne.

As one of the dominant themes in their discusssomgerityis very important for
AKP members. They believe that they can only beatiffe, if the members of the party
organization are honest (frank) and sincere to edlhr. This is also related to how
they became members of the party. Since they aleda the party through their social
networks, they are willing to have such relatiotivthe party organization as well. This
sincerity issue came out when they discussed theiaipality, in particular mayor,
using its/his power to change the outcome of theallsscale election of the
administrative body. They argue that it is diffictd elect a candidate if he has not got

the support from the municipality.

Apparently, the lack of sincerity in the organipatidiscourages them. Before and
after the discussions, when the discussion somekemt on off-record, some of the
participants said that they do not feel very coraflole in the party as they used to do.
The rivalry to get better positions within the ganas a discouraging influence on them

which may even result to give up the membershigoase participants mentioned.

When asked what kind of obstacles they have befmie political activities, they
said that the high level of circulation of the ygumembers in the party avoids them
from being effective. It happens quite often thatiyg people have to leave their local
organization and move to another city for higheucadion. On the other hand, they
complain about lack of responsibility and interestyoung people that prevent them
from making commitments to the party, hence somengomembers leave the party
very easily even before they start efficiently wiagk In addition to these, they also
revealed that all the work they do within the paikes lots of their time, as it also

distracts them when they need to focus on thediassu

* Cunkl genclik kollarindaki siyaset samimiyet Umerkurulmasi gerekirken,
samimiyet Uzerine kurulu d# su an. Cunku genel anlamda boyle. Ben sadece
bizim ilgemiz icin séylemiyorum, her yerde arkaldaimiz var. Soruyorumste
nasil gidiyor falan filan, herkeste eyler var yani... Zit oldiumuz insanlarla
zaten samimiyetimiz genelde pek olmuyor. Bu hememamderkesicgingecerli.
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With such commitments, they seek to get sometmniggturn. In this aspect, the
discussion focused on the election of the admatist body of the youth branch. At
some point, they mentioned that there is from topdttom process in the election of

the administrative body:

- Also, there aren’t people who come from the botbbmthe organization,
they are always precluded. Those with financial @osome from top.
This damages the organization. Because, they dooiv the traditions
of the organization and they don’'t care when pecgdg something.
They always think they are there with their finahgower and believe

that they will not be removéd.

This process is another thing that discourages .th&sh mentioned in the
discussion, those who get in the administrativeybeith their network attained through
their economic relations damage both the partysitation and effective work within

the party.

At the same time, there is a striking contrast leetwthese concerns and the
discussion at the end of the focus group meetirgerd, they revealed completely
opposing situation when they gave the example meaber of the party being unable
to get a position even though he was a nephew ef @nthe ministers in the

government:

- For example, in the past there was this, the pnestom the top (of the
organization), people got positions with other pe&p support. |
clearly remember that, the nephew of a ministericauwly get in the
commission of the province, his real nephew... Nowgei what you

deserve. If you put an effort in, it is evaluated gut you in a position.

“Bir de artikeskisigibitabandanygp de yukariyadgrucikaninsanlaryok, hep
Onukesiliyor.Maddi giict olan insanlar direk tepedediriliyor. Bu da tekilata ¢ok
blyuk zararlar veriyor. Cunkl gdlatciligl bilmedigi icin insanlar birsey soyledgi
zaman umursamiyor. Sonugta diyor ben burada pacéing@ duruyorum diyor.
Buradan beni bigekilde gonderemezler diyor.
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But, if you don’t put any (effort in) and you tky ise your networks; it

doesn’t work anymor&

Here, they make a comparison between the higheinétrative body and the
local organization body. According to them, somealcorganizations use their power
and abuse the decision-making process as theyflmwetop to bottom approach to the
local administrative body. But on the other harndytindicate their amazement to the

approach in AKP in general, as they follow fromtbot to top approach.

When it comes to active politics, one of the mostriesting points they refer as
doing politics is how hard they catefendtheir party. According to them, the harder

you can defend your party or the politicians inyparty, the better member you are:

- ... We sit on the table, if anybody says anythingutgparty, we give the

appropriate answer .’

In this light, partisanship is what they understdrain party membership. As
young members of the party, they never mentiongdsant of activity which enables
them to effect decision-making processes or pahaking itself. A polarized political
life dominated their discussion, as people eitla@slhly criticize AKP, the ruling party
in Turkey, or support them. They claim that the ngumembers of other parties,
especially the opposition, have grudges towardss faety, hence they feel the need to

defend their party instead of discussing the pedi@nd attitudes.

Their approach to the constitution writinggives thimbout how independently
they work from the party. When asked if they do awyrkshop or prepare any task

about the new constitution, regarding the constita rights of young people in

“Mesela, eskiderey vardi, yukaridan abilerin baskisi varghei birilerinin
ismiyle bir yerlere gidiliyorduSimdi Oyle birsey yok. Ben ¢ok iyi hatirliyorum
ki, bir bakanimizin ygeni yillardir il komisyonunda ve daha yeni girebiid
yonetimine. Oz ygeni... Is artik dyle bir emgin kamiligini aliyorsun. Ber
emegin varsa, o emge deer biciliyor ve o noktaya getiriyorlar seni. Amgeg
emezin yok da bersunun ygeniyim, yasununlasoyle geldim, o isimler artik
sokmuyor yani.

*...Biz hani gideriz otururuz masada, birisi pardmiir laf soylerse gereken
cevabi veririz...
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particular, they replied as it should first come ttee parliament’'s agenda, and
consequently to the party’s, and then they will kvon it if it will be necessary. This
tells something about how they set their agendanlfssue, or a task is in the party’s
agenda, and if they are told, they work on it. Ehiernot an independent work done on
such subjects, as young members of the party, @sgyoitizens, in order to pass youth
perspective on the new constitution. In additiorthis, they believe that people will
deliver their requests on relevant changes in @oitish via citizens’ initiatives, with
which citizens can directly write to the parliameartd make requests, and for this
reason they do not feel the necessity to prepadaslkafor changes in the constitution.
This also shows that they rely so much on the gat&gks when it comes to hot topics.
This is opposite of the workshops held by NGOs temviewed with, which | will

discuss later in the relevant sections.

Lastly, they see NGOs as supplementary organizatiorthe political parties in
the political arena. They are all memberstmffnsmanassociations, and they see the
membership in these associations as a key to ggiosuin party politics. In this
respect, according to them, NGOs are not one ofrtam actors in politics, but are
means to attain power in political parties, whicé e main and only actors in politics.
If one has a certain network in townsman associatithe party invites that person to
join them in order to get the votes of the memloéthat association. Hence, at the end
of the day, that person becomes the spokesperstimeassociation and they do not
need to be independent actors in politics. As @rmpphtary actors to the political
parties, the NGOs fulfil their duty as they supptre political parties, which is

inevitable for them since the political parties tre power possessors.

To sum up the discussions in this focus groupytheng people in selected AKP
youth branch started participating in politics tngb their social networks, either
families or friends. Their families’ ideological dayround, which is nationalist and
religious conservative, has always been influentiatheir choice of political party.
They consider the political parties as the onlpectn political arena, whereas they see
NGOs as supplementary organizations to supportigalliparties. On the other hand,
they complained about from-top-to-bottom processegsarty politics, in which social
networks and connections are very useful to gea icertain position. Finally, their

discussion reflected that partisanship is what theglerstand from doing politics in
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political parties, instead of being actively invetls in decision-making processes or

proposing new youth policies.

4.2 BDP Youth Branch

The focus group at BDP Youth Branch was conductéd feur young people
aged between twenty- two and twenty-four, all ofowhwere male. The participants
were the members of Istanbul BDP Youth Branch, had been working with the
party’s youth branches in their hometowns beforytmoved to Istanbul for higher
education. All of the participants were universtydents, which is their reason to come

to Istanbul from Eastern Turkey.

They all defined their activities within party asliics aiming the enhancement of
a relatively marginalized group within society atwhtinuation of what they had been

doing during their school life.

- So, the arguments BDP uses in politics are more liti¢& arguments
are those related to the events that deeply affleatgroup of people in

the society?

In this light, their activities mainly focus on Kdish minority’s problems and

their recognition in Turkey.

In addition to that, they aim to keep young peopi&po come to Istanbul for
higher education, together and safe agawikt capitalism not to lose their identity.
There are two reasons that avoid them from doirggakactivities like other political
parties or youth associations: first, the on-goirsg in Eastern Turkey between the state
and PKK (Kurdish guerrilla group) from which théirends or family members suffer;
and second, the prejudices towards them that exwt they will organize, such as
summer camps, will be considered as PKK propagandaeventually prevented by the

State.

®Yani BDP’nin siyaset yapil argimanlar biraz dahgeydir yani. Genel
toplumun belli bir kesimini derinden etkileyen dlay tzerinden siyasi
argimanlarini sunar.
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According to them, the politics has always beerthim centre of their lives. As
they say, they all were born to a reality whered¢h&ere a lot of pain and political
struggle for identity. This is also how they becaangart of the party. All of them have
a family member in Kurdish political movement, irDB or in prison due to their
political activism, as well as friends from schamho joined PKK to fight against
Turkish army in the mountains. Hence, the politiossists of a big part of their daily
lives and their social interactions. Almost evegydthey join a protest organized by

either BDP or other organizations supporting Kuigslitical movement.

Due to their family stories and ethnic backgroutiety all have emotional ties
with party politics as well. Even one of them definparty as his family; since he was
taken careby the party when he was seven while dfotis parents were in prison due
to their political activism as Kurds living in Easth Turkey. All of them first visited the
party with a family member. Eventually, they hawzbtme even more active than their

siblings or relatives who took them to the partytfee first time.

According to them, the biggest obstacle before thermolitical life is the very
limited space left for them (Kurds in general) o gblitics. They complain about the
dominance of the ruling party, political oppresstowards the opposition and the lack
of opportunities to express themselves, due tdatleof objective representation of the
situation in Eastern Turkey by the media. Fromrtipeint of view, this is the biggest
obstacle before the peace as well. In additiorhi® the ongoing war is limiting what
they can do in politics, because coming to an enthé war becomes the priority in

their activities.

Their activities in the party vary from projects &iudents in prison for political
activism or their Kurdish identity (as they refdg Siyaset Akademisif BDP and

political activism as human shields in the war zone

In Istanbul particularly, they try to keep univéysstudents, who come to Istanbul
from Eastern Turkey, within the network. With sear they aim to create awareness
about the capitalist system, which is, accordinghem, is one of the biggest threats
against them. By protecting young Kurdish peopléstanbul from capitalism they are
not used to living with, BDP youth branch helpsnthprotect their culture and identity
while they pursue their political activism. Theys@loffer music courses in Youth
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Culture Centres for them to improve themselvesucally. But at the same time, they
avoid activities to have fun, such as football tauments or concerts. The reason for

this is again the ongoing war in their hometowns:

- For example, this year in Marmara (University), wHered to have a
football tournament. | made the suggestion, | $ei@ play football. My
friends objected. They told me no, we can’'t haleotball tournament.
| asked why. Eventually, the day | made the sugmestive female
guerrillas were killed by chemical weapons in Kgten. They said that
we can't play football even for socialising purpsséBecause our

perspective on life is differefit.

Since most of them have either relatives or friemdthe rebellion groups, they
cannot really differentiate themselves from theng aventually they cannot stay away
from the war and its influence on politics. At teed of the day, politics becomes the
centre of their life. As they identify it,Ifyou live in Turkey, especially in Eastern
Turkey, politics is inevitably in the centre of ydite.” ¥ Hence, they have a completely

different perspective for life from other young pé&min this study.

They also join theSiyaset Akademish order to understand the world and the
socio-economic system to be better citizens. Theyot see it as a tool for future
political career like AKP members, but to underdtéime capitalist system dominating

the world today and to be able to create altereatfor it.

Similar to the participants in AKP, the participsiih BDP focus group
also started being involved in political partiesotigh their family or relatives.
All of the participants have family members boththe party and Kurdish
political movement. When asked, they consensudfiyesthat they all were

“*Yani mesela biz bu sene Marmara’da dedik, Marmaniwéisitesi'nde futbol
turnuvasl yapalim. Hani ©neriyi ben yaptim, yanidide biraz futbol
oynayalim... Arkadgar kag! ciktilar. Yani bana dediler hayir futbol turnuvas
yapamayiz. Niye dedim, neden? O giin yani ben buyin@aparken mgerse
seymis yani Kurdistan’da c¢ikan c¢atmnada kimyasal silahla peadin gerilla
oldurulmis. Hani dedi yani, boyle bir stirecte hani sosyallik olsa dahi gidip
futbol oynayamayiz. Bizim ¢unki hayata ba&e¢imiz farklidir yani.

47Eger Turkiye'de yalyorsan, Ozellikle de Dmu'da, politika kacinilmaz olarak
hayatinin merkezi oluyor.
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born to the party. Their reality, as they callhgs brought them to the party.
According to them, as Kurds fighting for their righn Eastern Turkey, it is
inevitable not to be a member of the party. Theyndbnecessarily refer to a
formal membership; regular visits and attendancethe party’s events
eventually make one person a part of the politpgaaty. Both for the family
members and their life experiences, they have emailtities to the party. They
all have been involved in high school committeethefparty and this was how

they started their active political participation.

One of the participants said that the ideologicatyuand Kurdish identity make
them feel comfortable within the party:

- | am personally more comfortable with BDP. | am &antable because
most of the people think in the same way as | dd. tAeir struggle is
nothing different from mine. | also face with treen& problems. So, |

am interested in those problems as someone whgiigyfthent?

Such ties provide them a space where they candmasilves and have a

sense of belonging.

They believe that the priorities in politics forpmsition groups are important that
they can follow a path in order to pursue theintpd. In this sense, the ongoing war in
Eastern Turkey is at the top of their list of pities. Apparently, this situation limits the
young people in Kurdish political movement in a whgt they cannot do any kind of

activity other than those related to the ongoing wdastern Turkey.

When it comes to the party organization, they cléonibe completely free from
other bodies of the party. They also point out ttiety cannot really have very
different outcomes from the other bodies, as theyesthe same ideology and vision

with all other bodies of the party. But, at the satime the practices may vary in

*®Yani hani ben bireysel olarak BDP de daha rahafiondan dolayr daha
rahatim: insanlarin gu benim gibi dgindyor. Ve verdikleri micadele de
benimkinden farkl d@l yani. Zaten ben de ayni sorunlarisyggrum. Hani o
sorunlarin ¢ézumadyle ilgilenirken sorunusggan birisi olarak ilgileniyorum.
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different segments of Kurdish politics and its eeflon on in-party policy making
processes may happen to be different at the emth, @81 youth branch opposing the
other bodies or politicians. At some point, theyntien the occasions where youth
branchwarned and harshly criticized politicians from higher lpesl of the party in
order to show how independent they are from otkgments of the party. But at the
end they all think that since everybody in the pddve the same ideology and goal
with similar backgrounds, everybody aim to do sansort of activities. They believe
that there is no reason for anyone in the partamigation to limit or to intervene in

their activities.

In addition to this, the venue selection in doirgites is also important for
them. In which, they believe party politics is theority and more influential than
other channels of political participation. Evenubgb some of the participants also
work for NGOs such as Human Rights Association (JHBey believe that political
parties are the main actors of political life antdatvthey refer as political arena

means party politics.

In this respect, one of the participants defineel plolitical parties as both the
producersand consumerf politics. Moreover, when they compare the iaflae of
political parties and the NGOs on the popular p@itagenda, their conclusion is that it

is the political parties that set the political ada:

- They (political parties and NGOs) are integratedt the core of the
politics is the political party. Not only for BDR.oday, when Tayyip
Erdazan says something, it becomes a hot topic. It'gipal party. But,
when the head of an NGOs speaks, it does not besoafea hot topic.

It only makes them involve in politi¢s.

In this light, they believe that the core of thditpzs is the political parties. And
in this political arena, NGOs are only a part ofitpzal life, but the main actors.

“I¢ ice geciyorlar amaeydir yani siyasetin dibi siyasi partidir. SadecBFB
icin dezil yani. Bugun Tayyip Erdgan kongur, gindem olur. Bu siyasi
partidir yani. Ama aynisekilde baka bir STK bakani kongursa dyle bir
gindem olmaz yani. Sadece siyasete dahil plohwr yani.
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However, they mention the traditional approach twng people in party
organization in rural areas, as young people appased to do most of the physical
work they are told to do in party offices. But theyded that this never happens in the

party organization in Istanbul and other big cities

The participant, who is actively working in an NGByman Rights Association

(IHD), distinguishes what he is doing in the NGOnfrhis activities in the party:

- In general, NGOs are different from the politicalpes. NGOs don’t do
politics. They are sensitive to social problems] arork on particular
problems?

The description above reflects his perception of0$GAs the one being involved
in both an NGO and a political party, when he mtude distinction, other participants
agreed with him. According to them, the NGOs wogkaphere is limited, since they are
more issue-based compared to the political parties.

Moreover, they also believe that the NGOs don’tpaditics, but act with the
support of different political parties. Keeping IHi3ide, they believe that most of the
NGOs in Turkey are supported by certain politicaities:

- It's difficult to say for NGOs in general in TurkeBecause, you find an
NGO, and the dominant establish another NGO agajosts. They

establish their own associations.

In this light, we can come to the conclusion thmeyt perceive the NGOs as the
battlegrounds of political parties, through whibley can pursue their informal politics

according to their ideologies.

Furthermore, they see some NGOsatensionf the political parties; again as
they distinguish some of the NGOs form the rest:

*Genel olarak STK'larin partilerden farki vardir. 98K siyaset yapmazlar.
Toplumsal sorunlara duyarlidir, belli sorunlariretiade cakirlar.

*'Genel olarak STK adina hiey demen zordur Turkiye'de. Clinkl sen bir tane
STK buluyorsun, egemen olan senin skaa zaten kendi STK sini kuruyor.
Kendi derngini kuruyor.
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- As the connection, | don't see them as sub-orgénizs of political
parties. There are some like that. But, at leadr’'t see IHD that way.
If it was like this, | would only join BDP. Becauseriously, it may
sound funny, but sometimes we go here and there fmmrning till
evening. We go somewhere. You have to go. In stmmstance, |
would only go to BDP. | wouldn’t go there (IHD) atidnally. But, they

are different, from where they look at is differ&nt

As mentioned above, the reason he was also invatvB4D was the difference in
their perspective and activities from BDP. Evenutlfio the dominant worldview, such
as human rights and aim to empower those who stiffar injustices, is similar in both
of those organizations, their form of organizatiom especially their power to influence

the active politics differ:

- They tried to create awareness, but there is thisgagon. The group
that try to create awareness faces another obstawéglia. If | burned
myself down here, if this is not reflected to tlessy | would have done
it myself aloné?

In the excerpt above, NGOs are referred to be thanizations aiming awareness-
building. Together with this, they believe that tN&Os are less effective than the
political parties in general:

-l can say less effective. | can comfortably say they are less effectivé’..

>?Bir baglinti olarak da, bir siyasi partinin alt kurglidur diye bakmiyorum.
Oyle olanlar var, uzantisi olanlar var. Ama en dam yaniiHD'ye Oyle
bakmiyorum. Oyle olsa zaten sadece BDP’de goreshall Ciinkiseydir ciddi
anlamda hani bugin komik gelebilir ama bazenbizaktn akama kadar
gidip geliyoruz yani. Bir yerlere gidip geliyoruklani gitmek zorundasin. Hani
bdyle bir ortamda ikisi ayni olsa ben sadece BDRgigerim. Ekstra oraya
gitmem yani. Ama farkhidir yani, baktiklar yert@rkhfdir.

»Bir duyarhlik yaratmaya caltilar ama, soyle de bir durum var yani.
Duyarhlik yaratmaya cajan kesim de hani ikinci bir engelle kdasiyor:
medya. Yani bugtin ben burada kendimi yakayim, biukigelere yansimadi
zaman sadece kendim yagrolurum.

*Daha az etkili diyebilirim. Rahatlikla daha az ét&iyebilirim...
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- As a result, what the political parties or the pcians say are covered
in the media. They make the real agefida.

As seen in the discussion above, in these youngl@sagperspective, NGOs are
the organizations that are issue-based, less eHedtie to the lack of attention towards

them and eventually in some cases the sub-orgamsabf political parties.

Their lack of efficiency is also the result of thlbsence of their electoral support
as they are more hesitant to act:

- There is this in the political parties... Since paldupport is always
visible, you cannot denigrate them. So, no mattey tsay that BDP is
violent or call Kurdish leader baby killer, peoptelieve in them. You
can’t make those people abandon (them). But IHDIGOs don’t have

such basé®

In this respect, he believes that as the polipeaties get the popular support, they

are braver to act than the NGOs are.

At last, when asked what they would like to ddig tvar, which is their priority in
their political activities, ends, the participantevalso works in IHD replied as he would
like to be in an NGO rather than the political gatlis reason to work in the political
party more actively than the NGO now is the poweértle political party to do
something.

Overall, the discussions in this focus group stugjyresent these young people’s

reality as the ongoing war in Eastern Turkey aral disadvantages Kurdish minority

>Sonucta, asll siyasi partilerin ve siyasilerin siljkleri medyada yer aliyor.
Asil gundemi onlar belirliyorlar.

*Siyasi partilerdeey vardir yani halk desteher zaman 6n planda olgiundan
dolay! onu halkin gézinde karalayamazsin. HaniBieR ye ne kadar bunlar
iste yakip yikiyorlar desen de, ya da Kirt halk liderne kadar bebek katili
desen de, insanlar ona inagn®®ndan vazgeciremezsin. ArtdD lerin STK
larin boyle bir tabani yolgte.
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faces are the centre of their lives and any sopatifical activity they are involved in.
They all were born into politically active familiesxd eventually have been within the
party politics since their childhoods. It is verngible in the discussions that the war is
the biggest obstacle before widening the spacepdditical activities. Similar to the
participants in AKP focus group, they perceive f@Os as supplementary actors to the
political parties in the political arena. They legk that they should stay in party politics
since political parties are more powerful and dffec At the same time, according to
them, the NGOs do not manipulate people; hence; theuld like to pursue their
political activities in NGOs if the war ends oneyda

4.3 Habitat

Youth for Habitat is a unigue NGO which works sgleh youth. Their activities
and projects aim to empower young people in Turkeg enhance their participation

both in local and national level.

The patrticipants in this focus group provided somhdéhe most in depth and
elaborate arguments on youth political participaiio Turkey. It is also because of the
foundations of Habitat which works hard on enhaggiouth political participation in
Turkey.

The group consisted of five participants, one feraald four male. The age range
of the participants was between twenty and twestiens. Their activities in Habitat

vary from volunteer works to internship and profesal project managers.

They define their activities as aiming to enhariee fiotential of young people to
participate in decision-making processes and magmwigies to increase the level of
youth political participation in Turkey. In thisght, they have different roles in their
projects. Their first aim is to make the outputiuéir projects and workshops a public
policy. They believe that if it becomes a publiclipp at the end, it provides the
structures for young people to be more involvedeanision-making processes. The best
example for this is the change in the age to betedein 2006. At the end of the
campaign National Youth Parliament started and tdalsupported, the age to be

elected inthe parliament was decreased to 25 i6.200
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Secondly, they bring the public and private setbvgether in their projects. This
usually happens when they launch a project at lesal involving private companies
and local administrations. A good example for tlgs the project ofBilenler
Bilmeyenlere Bilgisayar @etiyor (BBBO)’ where they bring companies like
Microsoft with Ministry of Development, the UN angbung people. In such joint
projects, Habitat is not the main actor, but rattimy have a facilitator role to bring

different sectors in Turkey together.

Habitat first started working under Agenda 21 Diecis Implementation which
aims to empower young people in decision makingcessees. Later in 2011, the
association was restructured and changed its narkabitat Centre for Development
and Governance which involves social groups liké&otn, women and disabled people
in addition to young people. In this respect, tloeytinue to implement projects to
enhance these groups’ capacity in local and ndtideeision-making processes. They
also work with other NGOs, high schools and studértis in universities which makes

their works more inclusive.

The National Youth Parliament (Ulusal Genclik Parémtosu - UGP), which
Habitat is also a part of, was established withigipation of youth assemblies from
cities all around Turkey. It is a unique body ini@fh young people from youth
assemblies from all around the country get togettemry out projects, campaigns and
take part in the legislative processes such akdbal Government Act reform, the City
Council Regulation and the Joint Intelligence Rlatf for Youth. This body enables
young people to participate in nation-wide politics

The participants defined National Youth Assemblyaasumbrella bringing youth
organizations and youth assemblies together. Thaytioned two successful campaigns
which areSecilmekistiyorum (I want to be elected) ander Meclise Bir Gen@®ne
Young Person to All Assemblies). Becilmekistiyorum they aimed to reduce the age
to be elected to 25, and the law passed in theapsht in 2006, before the general
elections in Turkey in 2007. On the other haHdy Meclise Bir Gengampaign was

>’ This is a project in which young professionalsniformation technology gives peer
trainings on use of computer and information tedbay to those who do not know
about them and are willing to get more equippedhensubject. They give trainings in
local associations, municipalities or technical hhigchools in different levels
depending on the background of the group.

67



held in 2008 which aims to establistouth Assembliem all cities in Turkey. At the
moment, there are 129 youth assemblies in local.l&\hese two campaigns show how

successful they are in influencing nation-wide st

How the participants in Habitat focus group starthdir involvement in the
NGOS differs from those in political parties. Howey surprisingly, one third of the
participants came to Habitat with their family mesrdd encouragement. Two of the
participants’ mothers were the members of |dd@men’s Assembliaghere they met
Habitat and they introduced their children to HabitEven though one of them first
came to Habitat with her mother’s influence, shierlaactively started working in
Habitat when she was appointed to there for her BNiRernship. For others, they all
met Habitat either while they were working in Youdlssemblies in their cities or in
university. Here, it is visible how influential Hiddst is in Youth Assemblieg the
establishment of which Habitat was one of the nators. On the other hand, either
through student clubs or courses on civil societN@O governance, Habitat is among
those at the top of the list worth to mention witesomes to youth NGOs in Turkey. At
last, but not least, one of the participants stétatlhe is in Habitat for his further career
plans. He aims to work within the UN in the futuhence he believes that working in

Habitat will help him gain the crucial experienoebie eligible for a position in the UN.

Both in the office and in their projects in othdties, they have an informal
environment. This informality is what attracts thesrpursue their active involvement in

Habitat even though their internship period finshe

- Since we don’'t have a formal relationship, when gome here, you
inevitably become friends with other people herecaise, our office
has a comfortable environment, you also saw ittShahy, people get
attached. It is comfortable and that must be tlesoa why there are so

many volunteers.

**Resmi bir ilskimiz olmadg! icin, buraya geldiinde burada calan kiilerle
arkada oluyorsun ister istemez. Cunku ofisimizin ¢ok raba ortami var, sen
de gordin. O yuzden insanlargbeniyor. Hanisey rahat davraniyor o ylizden
herhalde bu kadar ¢ok gonallisu var.
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Since all of their projects involve young peopleeyt are able to make friends
from different parts of Turkey. This opportunity |pe the young people to know
different cultures in the country. Thinking abotite highly polarized political
environment in Turkey, Habitat with its projects dartrainings facilitate the
communication between young people with differesmtlgrounds. Especially National
Youth Parliament gets young people together antheg get to know each other and
build friendships, they get the ability to get otke prejudices produced by families,
media and political environment they are in:

- ...Exactly, for example there are Kurds or Laz peopleere are people
from very different places and actually suddenly yaee that you
become friends with that person and that Kurd i¢ an “other”
anymore; because you don’t marginalize them anynafter you

become friends, don't see them like that anyméte...

Despite the public policies they are part of, tim®rmalization process is what
they are proud of. All of the participants had indual stories relating to this aspect.
Seen in this light, as the polarized parties gétniow each other, their approach to the
social and political issues evolve and as youngleedhey become actors with power
to change the conflictive situation. This opportynio make friends from different parts
of the country also helps them improve their neksoland bring them future

opportunities for further projects to be held waither young people.

In order to have inputs by young people in the ttuteon-making process, they
held a workshop on young people’s requests abeuhétv constitution in March 2012.
They organized\ational Youth Meetirffogether with TEPAV where young people

from civil society and youth assemblies got togetteediscuss on their expectations

*...Aynen, mesela oradaté Kurt de var, ne bileyim Laz da vagte cok farkli
kesimden insanlar var ve hani hakikakten bir baleyo onunla arkada
olmussun ve ne bileyim o Kuirt artik bir 6teki gle cinki sen zaten onunla bir
arkadalik olunca onu artik otekilgirmiyorsun, 6yle gérmuyorsun yani...

%For more information see also:

http://www.habitatkalkinma.org/tr/haberler/s/93/Amgaa+Ulusal+Genclik+ Toplantisi
+25+Mart+2012+Samsun
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from the new constitution and write a proposaltf@ir demands from it. Different from
all other workshops on constitution, not necesgaalgeting only young people, this
one was the only nation-wide workshop for propasalsis unique project had the
lowest average age among all other workshops hel@urkey. At the end of the
meeting, they had a report to submit to the Nati@@nd Assembly of Turkey as a
concrete output.

In this light, Habitat as an NGO focusing on yoyepple aims to be influential
on the new constitution which will guarantee thghts of youth in Turkey. The
participants stressed the importance of this ag thedieve that if young people in
Turkey have constitutional rights, they will havena power and influence in decision-

making processes.

They also stated that the current constitution whias written in 1982 under the
military rule, does not represent the young people enable them to be actors in

political processes as it defines young people faomstrictive perspective:

- The definition of youth arises from a restrictigkctually, they address
young people through something they ought not toWhbereas, it
doesn’t say anything about how it should be, hoay thring themselves
into beings. One restriction, bad habits, protecti®o you understand?
It is something through a restriction and proteatid\ctually, it is very
far from representation. That's why, | think, thesalissions on the
constitution are valuable. A supportive constitatioot a protective

one®

They aim to be influential in the constitution wrg process as they submit the
report of this national meeting, and at the endungp people may have their
constitutional rights which will eventually enableem to be involved in decision-

making processes more than they used to be.

*Bir yasak Uzerinden tanimlama yapiliyor genclersshmdla yapmamasi
gerekensey Uzerinden bigey yaziyor. Halbuki, nasil olsun, kendini nasil var
etsin Uzerinden birsey sdylenmiyor. Hani bir yasak, kotl gdanhklar,
korumak yani. Anladin mi yani, bir yasaklama veukoa Uzerinden yapilan bir
sey yani. Burada aslinda bir temsilden ¢cok uzaktady. O ylzden bu anayasa
tartismalari kiymetli bence. Koruyucugiédestekleyicianayasa.
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Some of the participants used to work in politigaities’ youth branches, those of
CHP and BDP, but none of them supports a polifeaty today. They all believe that
youth branches only assist the political party, #mely are not an independent body
where young people can propose anything concerymigh policies. In this respects,

they refer them to be the objects, but the suhjects

However, they also believe that party membershipgsrmore effectiveness and

influence in politics:

- | am aware that | should have power or belong tpaaticular social

group in order to influence something and workha political arena”

For the reasons mentioned above, some of the ipamis are planning to be a
member of a political party in the future. Thisaizery interesting point in a sense that
as an active members of Habitat, an NGO workingyonth enhancement and has
achieved significant success, they are still nosfsad with their influence in public
policies. Hence, they see more power to influeraéigs in party membership. This is
a result of the dominant perception in Turkey, mhaccepts party politics as the only

political arena.

On the other hand, other participants equated paetyibership with partisanship
and fanaticism, which makes them feegustedby party politics. From their point of
view, the political parties carry out dirty polgievhich is consisted of manipulation and
interest-based approach. In addition to this, thksp criticized the age range in the
political parties’ youth branches, which sometinggses up to above 30. They are
concerned that people close to their 30s shouldreftesent young people in youth
branches. That's why; they believe that those pespkek more for their own interests

rather than aiming to represent the young peoppmiitical parties.

They make a distinction between political partiesl the NGOs in two aspects:

first, the political parties make propagandas asNBOs focus on awareness building;

® Bir seylere etki etmek gerekiyorsa ve siyasal alandasatzlmem

gerekiyorsa belirli bir glice ya da belirli bir sasygruba da mensup olmam
gerektginin farkindayim.
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and second in the political parties a young peesast as a member of the party, while
in the NGOs young people are able to be themselv@sdependent individuals.

At the end of the discussion on political partiak,participants agreed upon the
fact that in both venues young people are involwvedolitics for pragmatic purposes.
They seek social status and reputation in politadties, while they seek for self-

satisfaction in the NGOs.

Even though Habitat works with local authoritiegnbe the political parties in
local projects, they never have direct connectiand cooperation with any political
party in Turkey. Instead, they have indirect relaship either as a facilitator in
multiparty projects where different sectors comgetber or as a main party in local

projects.

Participants believe that if they have a direcatienship with any of the political
parties, differences in ideologies and politicansipoints may affect the outcome of
their projects with other ones:

- We work with the municipality of Diyarbakir in Diyeakir, other than
that in Yozgat, in Umraniye we work with AKP mupédity. Not an
organic relationship, but we establish a partnepshTo influence the
public opinion, we work with the government, busihot like adopting

their opinions, but partnerships for public inteté&'s

As discussed above, Habitat aims to be neutralriby @stablishing partnerships
with political parties or the government. Therefditeey strictly avoid being involved

with any of the political parties. They aimttmuchall groups, but not be one of them.

The participants defined this situation as the prixfoundation of an NGO. They
referred to the name NGO — non-governmental orgdioiz and stated that their work
should be beyond governments:

* Diyarbakir'da Diyarbakir Belediyesi ile ¢gllyoruz, onun dinda yani bitin
Yozgat'ta, ste Umraniye'deseyle calsiyoruz mesela Ak Parti belediyesiyle
calisiyoruz. Organik bir ba degil de, ortaklik kuruyoruz mesela. Bu kamuoyu
etkileme konusunda hikimetle eatoruz ama birebir onlarin g&ina
benimseme tarzinda giesadece yani kamunun yararina bir ortakliklar.
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- In English it is NGO, non-governmental organizatigkctually, it's
beyond government. If the government changed tddapitat would
continue in the same way. | don’'t know if this &nly objective, or
handling them tactfully... But, there is this adpewoing right-oriented
things, without any political attitud®.

As discussed above, they distinguish themselveas finwainstream politics and
define their activities as rights-oriented. At tpigint, the participants further discussed

their apolitic attitude:

- | have these questions in my mind. Does being rthish impolitic
create another political attitude in itself? Notibg politic is politic at

some point. When you try to touch everyone, buhat®ne of them?.

This discussion revealed the obstacles this a#titackated before them. The
participants reflected their concerns about thdestits in prison due to their protest their
protest demanding free education, accused to lmvied in terrorist activities, which is
a big criticism towards the government as theyaamised to use their power to oppress

the opposition groups with such accusations.

Since it is a political standpoint for both siddgte issue, Habitat chooses not to
take a position in it. But, some of the particigaeixpressed their concerns as they
consider these students as a disadvantageous graupheir belief that as an NGO
working for disadvantageous groups, Habitat shaddsomething for them. But, they
also added that this dilemma is valid for all NG@at only for Habitat in particular as
they aim to be neutral but this neutrality somesneke them to the position of being

insensitive to such sensitive issues.

* Yani Ingilizce NGO non-govermental. Aslinda hikiumet Usitisey tam

anlamiyla.Simdi baka bir hukiimet gelse Habitat aw®akilde devam eder. Ya
bunun adi objektif olmak mi, bilmiyorum hani, nalgg&reserbet vermek mi...
Ama yanisey kismi var, hikimet Ustd, higbir politik tutumlideneden hak

odakl birsey yapmak.

% Kafamdasoyle soru garetleri olguyor. Bu kadar politik olmamak da aslinda kendi
icinde baka bir politik tutumu yaratiyor mu? Yani politik mamak da politik bir
secim bir yerde. Herkese dokunmayagglhicbirinden olmadgin surece de...
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The discussion above brought out the topic of thdents who are in prison due
to their protest to demand free education in Turléeyain in this topic as well, Habitat
prefers not be involved in the issue either, sihdegas become political as well. But,
young people in National Youth Parliament also desnfaee education and they state it
in their reports that are submitted to the Grandiddal Assembly. Here, one of the
participants said that everybody in National Yop#rliament would agree with those
young people who in prison today, but in the narh@eutrality, they cannot take a

position in this issue:

-A placard, here | think, all youth assemblies woaliject this, they would say
there can’t be a punishment like this. But stilg won’'t do anything about this.

We shouldn’t touch®.

Other participants disagreed with this statememnttteey believe it is not a
problem of particularly young people, but it is elgem of freedom of speech and
fundamental rights in Turkey in general. Furtherepahey stated that this example
shows it very well that Habitat never discussestlang through issues, but through
concepts. In other words, they demand free edugalbiot they do not discuss the right
of citizens to access free education through thdesits in prison due to their protest

activities demanding free education.

At last, the participants discussed their own pizgtion in terms of their own
effectiveness. As young people working in a youtBQNeither as volunteers/interns or
professional project managers, they are compleielyependent in expressing
themselves and in their project design. Some op#réacipants shared their experiences
where their proposals for a project were acceptetlimplemented even though they
had been a part of Habitat for few months as velewrst These examples and their
independency seem to make them feel confident kmdaresponsibilities in their

projects with young people outside their office.

% Bir pankart, burada bence btiin genclik meclighama kagi cikacaklardir,
bdyle bir ceza olmaz diyeceklerdir. Ama biz yine loienunla ilgili bir sey
yapmayacgiz. Dokunmamamiz gerekiyor...
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On the other hand, all of the participants conm@difrom the lack of the sense
of responsibility and awareness of volunteer warloag young people in Turkey. They
believe as young people do not put enough effattiénvolunteer work most of the time;
this reduces the efficiency of their work. Evenubb the high level of circulation of
volunteers causes inefficiency, they still valueithpresence as they gain awareness
even during their limited time in Habitat.

To sum up, the participants in Habitat focus gretydy have had very good
contributions to the discussions. They seem to beeraware of the environment they
are a part of as they are the main actors as ypaopgle working in a youth NGO. On
the other hand, with their projects such as worgshon constitution writing and
National Youth Assembly, they have a better ovéelom youth policies in Turkey
compared to those in political parties, since tliegus more on more ideological

discussions of political parties.

4.4 Lambdalstanbul

Lambda focus group study also witnessed an intes®ission with elaborate
views on why they have chosen to be politicallynvacin an NGO, particularly Lambda.
A total of four participants, aged between tweriyee and thirty participated in the
group. Like the participants in BDP focus grouptibala group also focused on politics
of a relatively marginalized group in society: LGBTThey also focused on subjects
like what being political means, their motivatiofe venue selection for political
participation, hot issues in politics in Turkey armbnstitution-writing process.
Nevertheless, their discussion reveals insightstten venue selection of youth in

LGBTT movement in Turkey.

Two of the participants are university studentse amdergraduate and one
graduate, another one is a post-doc research feflaavuniversity in Istanbul and the

last one works in private sector.

When asked, they defined their activities withinrlkala as providing a space for
LGBTTs to socialize and share their experiencesyTalso provide both legal and

psychological support to LGBTTSs if need&hnisma Hattiis one of their main works,
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which is a hot line which LGBTTs are able to cohgulything in scheduled times. In
addition, they organize parties for socializatiamgoses, film-screening and discussion
sessions, they maintain the office work and evearthey organize the Pride Week in

Istanbul, Turkey.

The Pride Week as their biggest organization teaedres attention. Throughout
one week, they organize workshops, film-screeneng$ seminars on LGBTTs, and at
the end of the week thousands of people gathethiPride Walk, the participants of
which has gradually increased in recent yearshénRride Week, LGBTT people have
the opportunity to socialize, learn from each athexxperiences, attend discussion
sessions and draw attention to LGBTT rights in antxy where they suffer from both

legal and social discrimination.

After one participant discovered his gender idgrdiiring his teen ages and came
out to his family, he chose Lambda because it vmasonly LGBTT organization in
Istanbul where he lived. Even though he has beemhiad in other LGBTT
organizations established in later years, he dagisltambda always has a priority for
him since he has emotional ties with the orgaromatFor his involvement in Lambda,

the organization’s structure and its uniquenesstivasnain reason.

Another participant used to be a part of LGBTT studclub in his university,
but had never come to Lambda. Even though he wstident in Istanbul, the
location of Lambda office was far away from higriy space, hence he failed to be
an active member of the organization. After he cleted his PhD degree abroad,
he moved back to Turkey and wanted to work activelyGBTT organizations,
and has chosen Lambda because it was the mostapdgBBTT organization in

Istanbul.

The third participant first met Lambda during thede Week few years ago when
she came to visit a friend in one of the workshopisis was followed by her self-
realization of her gender identity. She thinks thambda is a place where she can be
herself and decided to get responsibilities in Ldenbn party organizations and office

works.

The fourth participant, started going to Amargieminist organization in Istanbul

after she took a course on gender in universityerd ashe started attending events
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organized by Lambda and like another participahis twas followed by her self-
realization of her gender identity. Since then, slcévely works in the office and

Danisma Hatti

All of the participants define Lambda as a placeerghpeople with different
backgrounds come together and where they can leregliey feel very comfortable in
every sense and this is basically what makes thagnis Lambda. There have been
occasions when some members of Lambda establifgnedift LGBTT organizations, but
the participants in the focus group study wantt&y n Lambda even though they also
participate in the activities of those organizasiofhis is mainly because of their

friendships and emotional ties they have in/witmbala.

Even though Lambda is an organization foundedHeregnhancement of LGBTT
rights, the participants pointed out that they @b focus solely on LGBTTSs, but also
issues like anti-militarism, feminism, ethnicitygpitalism, discrimination and the rights
of disadvantageous groups. LGBTTSs’ identity poitivas just a starting point for the
organization, but today there are many differemid® they focus on as mentioned
above. This is another thing that attracts therhambda and they say this diversity of
members in Lambda has widened their perspectiviéginlives.

When it comes to the structure of the organizaticeanbda does not have a
hierarchal structure. All of the participants mentgd the constant change of people in
the organization, and defined the instability i®as as one of the characteristics of their
organization. As a legal association, Lambda hasadministrative body, but the
participants reflected that it is only becausehef legal structure that they ought to have
people in such bodies. But in practice, there iscame-group, nor rigid structure in
decision-making processes within the organizatkirthe same time, they are aware of
the fact that some older members think that newersnshould have less power in
decision-making, but in the group dynamic they sgscto keep this influence at

minimum:

- Like those who work more have more power. Likenthwe comers are
not listened to a lot... These things inevitablppen and | don’t think
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we are free of any of these. At least, we try o@stablish it this way as

much as possibl&.

- But, I think our difference is that we can talk abthese. Those things

that are ignored in other organizations are herdeatst®®

The participants also discussed the problems witienorganization arising from
individual ones, but they believe that what makeshda different is that they can talk
about their problems comfortably. The other orgatmins they had been involved
before had more rigid structures where the membeaukl hardly criticize any decision
and the new-comers had difficulties to be a padexfision-making processes.

Their experiences with other organizations, whbaey tare categorized according
to their gender orientation by the members of thdiscourage them in terms of being

involved in those organizations:

-When | first started political activities there weerfeminist women
around me, and somehow | felt very comfortableltiMery strong. | told
that | was trans, and they let me in their evenBut, as | met different
feminist organizations, | discovered these things ery questionable.
Me, being feminist and trans, having a male boayndp advantageous;
all became questionable... It still continues. Tlaeg still not resolved.
When we get out of Lambda and look as LGBT femmétement, we

still face such thing$.

 Daha ¢okg yapanlar daha ¢ok s6z hakkina sahip dkte. yeni gelenin s6zU
dinlenmez falan filan. Hani bunlar ister istemek &acinilmaz olageyler, ve
hani ben bizim de bunlardan ¢ok azade ol@&adizi diztintyorum bir yandan.
Olabildigince birsekilde bunu bdyle kurmamaya gayoruz, en azindan...

* Ama iste bence farkimiz tam da hani bunlari oturup kabiliyor olmamiz.
Diger 6rgutlerde sanki hi¢ yoknawgibi davranilan geyler en azindan burada.

® Ben boyle hani ilk orgutlenmeye gadizim zaman etrafimda feminist
kadinlar vardi ve bigekilde bdyle kendimi ¢ok rahat hissegtim, ¢cok guclu
hissetmgtim. Transim demgtim, onlar da tamam gel eyvallah bizim
etkinliklerimize katil falan... Ama boyle farkli f@nist Orgitlenmelerle
karsilastigimda hani bunlarin ¢cok sorgulanabikeyler oldgunu kefettim.
Benim feministlgim de transiiim da erkek bedenine sahip odun avantajl
oldugum seyler de tartulabilir seyler olmytu... Hala devam ediyor, hala
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-When | moved back, | was thinking of being actiae feminist
organizations, but now | have completely givenhgi tdea, | can’t deal
with them. | prefer to spend my energy on othecgdaThat's why that’s

the reason | am actively working in Lamb@a.

As discussed above, the participants have beersego discrimination in other
NGOs focusing on the other disadvantageous groegsecially women. After such
incidents, the participants engaged with Lambdaewere, since they believe that in

Lambda there is no categorization of any ideolggyder identity, ethnicity or class.

Similar to the participants in Habitat, the papamts in Lambda focus group also
defined the venue of political parties as opposmghe NGOs. They referred party
politics as high politics which also reflects that they consider NGOs somene below

the political parties in the ranking (if there rsyq of institutions in political arena.

All of the participants, with no exception, expredstheir unwillingness to be
members of political parties. They believe that thelitical parties are not the
organizations they are able to feel as comfortaslehey do in Lambda. They also
claimed that in party politics there is a differéamiguage used, which is not familiar to
them at all. They find the discourse of the pdditiparties boring and dull:

- | don't feel myself close to that language at @lther people’s experiences |

listened to scare mé&.

- After all, 1 have never voted. | am such a persothink, when there is a
structure, a state, a group; when groups are forrsetheone is excluded and

continued to be excluded and oppres&ed.

¢cozilmig seyler deil. Lambdadan cikip boyle LGBT feminist hareketrala
baktgimizda, boyle karlasmalar yaiyoruz.

olabilmeyi ama kesinlikle artik ondan vazgectingragamayacgaim onlarla.
Ben enerjimi bgka yerlere sarf etmeyi tercih ediyorum. O yuzdenydni
Lambdada daha aktif olarak gamhaya balamamin sebebi budur.

"t O dile kendimi hi¢ yakin hissetmiyorum. Duynum deneyimlerden falan da boyle
bir gozlerim Urperiyor.
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In the light of the discussion above, Lambda memensider political parties as
very structured institutions where the people imedlin them have very limited space
to express themselves, and eventually in which theght to fit in certain norms

according to the ideology of the party.

Furthermore, they think that people can make pslitly transforming themselves,
and due to their rigid structure the political pestare not likely to allow people to

transform themselves:

- | believe that people can make politics by transiiog themselves. | try to
create conditions and space for this or to be ichsplaces. That's why,

according to such mentality, the political parta® so rational and logicar.

However, Lambda as an organization focuses on Ismatian factor in their
activities, and its members believe that socialimais the major aspect in LGBTT

movement:

- And there is this thing; | believe that socialipatiis a very important aspect
of LGBT movement. Political parties are not pladesbreathe, to feel

comfortable, organize parties or to socialize.

In their point of view, political parties leave space for socialization; they are not
ideal venues for their political activities. Instieathe political parties are serious,

hierarchal and bureaucratic institutions with theemce of diversity:

"27aten ben hayatimda hi¢ oy vermedim. Bdyle bir fimsa Bir yap! oldgunda, bir
devlet oldgunda, bir grup oldgunda, gruplgtiginda her zmana birilerinin garida
kaldigini ve ezilmeye devam etini, dislanmaya devam e#iini distintyorum.

"insanlarin kendisini dostiirerek birsekilde politika yapabileggne inaniyorum.
Bunu yapmanin kalarinni ve alanlarini yaratmaya ya da oralardarmbya gayret
ediyorum. O yuzden de siyasi partiler bu tir bifakgapisi icin cok rasyonel, cok
mantikl yerler.

Ve soyle birsey de var LGBT hareketinin cok dnemli bir &yain da sosyalkenek
oldugunu diguntyorum. Siyasi partiler de ¢cok nefes alinabilegakatlanabilecek,
parti dizenlenebilecek, sosyallebilecek yerler dgil bence.
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- Why don’t | join political parties? At first, prolsy because of this
hierarchal structure. | don’'t want to be in a plagéere orders are
given from the top and we have to do them. Heréambda we make
the decisions for the things we will do. In a hirefaal environment, |

don’t think that new comers will have such a righspeak?

Lambda members care more about the likeliness ve laa influence to change

people’s daily lives and practices, which they khia possible for LGBTTs through
their organization:

- The reason | prefer Lambda over this is that indte& having such a
hierarchy and effort to integrate in the systemmbala directly serves
LGBT individuals. It deals with daily issues, wiltie aim to make
people’s lives better, reducing the violence aralldws people to have
self-confidence, to be in a place where they feeifortable. It provides

these.”®

However, as in the example danima Hatti the participants mention the
satisfaction they get from helping LGBTTs with akigd of problems they can have in
their daily lives. Since LGBTTs have difficulties itheir social lives in Turkey, Lambda

members’ primary aim is to change LGBTTs’ dailyelsvpositively rather than seeking
for their constitutional rights:

- And there is Dagma Hatti; many people can find answers for questinay

can't ask anywhere else. In this respect, in teaghsnaking people’s lives

”Siyasi partilere neden katilmiyorum? Birincisi biyemasik yapilanmadan
dolay! herhalde. Emirlerin yukaridan vergdive bunlari yapmak zorunda
oldugumuz bir ortamda bulunmak istemiyorum fazla. Burddembda da

yapacg@imiz seylerin kararlarini da kendimiz aliyoruz. Hiyesiarbir ortamda,

Ozellikle yeni gelenlerin dyle bir s6z hakki olam&ini hi¢ disinmuuyorum.

*Lambdayi buna tercih etmemin bigdr sebebi de bu hiyekdyle ve var olan
dizene kendini eklemleme c¢abalarinin yerine dileka& Lambda’nin LGBT
bireylere hizmet veriyor olmasi. Gunluk sganla ilgili seylerle grasiyor
olmasi, insanlarin gunluk yamlarini belki daha iyilgirme amacgh olmasi,
siddetin azaltilmasi falan, insanin kendiyle bi&riolmasi ve gte kendini rahat
hissedebilegé ortamlarda bulunabilmesi, bunlara olanaglaamasi...
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easier, it is more influential. Of course, the issaf changing laws is not one

of the priory things we deal with at the mom@nt.

Seen in this light, different from all other instibns in this study, the participants
in this group did not defineffectivenes®nly in terms of law-making, instead they
distinguish being effective in daily practices frémgal aspect:

- I think it can be as influential as a political ggr but in terms of changing the
laws, Lambda is not that influential. But, in terraé changing people’s
opinions and improving people’s living conditiopgople feel comfortable as

they know there is such a place (Lambda).

Lambda focus group has been the only one who dicevaluate NGOs outside
political sphere, whereas the others have clairhatl the only way to be effective in
political life is through political parties. Nevhgless, as discussed before, they still see

political parties as high politics.

This also depends on what they consider as pdlifidee other groups referred
politics generally as public policies, parliamegtarorks and ideological issues, while
Lambda participants consider anything in life podit:

- Dressing up in the Pride Walk, for example theytigde as we wore
revealing clothes. | believe that, today walkingwand with revealing clothes

is political. Like drinking alcohol where the tablén Taksim are removed,

" Ve iste dangma hattinin bulunmasi bircok insaninske yerde soramadiklari
sorulara cevap bulabilmeleri falan. Bu acidan itewam gindelik hayatlarini
lyilestirmek agisindan ¢ok daha etkili. Tabi ama yasalagistirmek gibi bir konu,
zaten cok da fazla direk bir Lambda olarak birim@defimiz o dgil aslinda
ugrastigimiz sey olarak.

®Bir siyasi parti kadar etkin olabilir bence ama gatssistirme acisindan belki o
kadar etkin dgil. Ama insanlarin fikrini dgistirmek acisindan ve insanlarinsgm
kosullarini degistirmek iyilestirmek acgisindan en azindan bdyle bir yerin gidw
bilmeleri bile insanlari rahatlatiyor bazen
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when it is not allowed to drink in Galata, | thidkinking alcohol is political.

Where all these happen, | think politics can be enacdhis way?’

-l also think that everything we do here is politichat’s why | don’t see this
very bureaucratic and official like a political par It should also exist, but
where | stand is not such a place. Also, with aoser attitude, always at the
desk... I don’'t know, maybe they are not like #lighe time but it seems to
me like that all the time. For me, my priority © tome here to talk on
people’s confusions and feelings on Bama Hatti. But constitution etc is

important, too. But, the people who work on it giuest to me?

From this point of view, they do not abstract Lamlad an NGO and their work
from political arena. They all claim that they mefa form of organization that can

directly affect/change people’s lives, rather thawse deal with legal issues.

They all present their appreciation to those whokwo high politics and on legal
issues concerning LGBTTs. Even though, they orgarsiame campaigns targeting
LGBTTs’ rights in the new constitution, such as mitting proposals for new
constitution and sending postcards to the MPséaaterawareness for LGBTT rights in
the parliament, they mainly focus on social life l@BTTs. When asked to name a
political party they would prefer to be a membethiéy would ever be, they all replied
as BDP:

Onur yuriaygiande kostim giymek, mesela acik giyindiniz falatarfi diye
elestiriyorlar. Ben tam dgu devirde gercekten acik giyinip yurimenin de jgoliir
sey oldygunu ditniyorum. icki icmenin de dte butin olstiklal'deki masalar
kaldiriimisken, Galata’da icki icmek yasaklanmgken, , icki icmenin de ¢ok politik
bir sey oldyzunu diglintuyorum. Tum bunlar varken bu halde politika yalpiecegini
dUstndyorum.

% Ben de burada yagtmiz herseyin politik oldygunu digtiniyorum. O ytizden hani,
bir parti gibi, bunu ¢ok burokratik ¢cok resmi gigormiyorum. Onun da olmasi
gerekiyor ama benim durdum yer, 6yle bir yer d@l. Bir de yani ciddi bir ifadeyle,
hep masa anda... bilmiyorum, hep oyle dilerdir belki ama bana dyle bgey gibi
geliyor. Benim icin buraya gelip, dama hattinda insanlarin kararsizim,
bilmiyorum, yanls mi sunlari sunlari hissediyorum demesi Uzerine kemak benim

su an Oncefiim mesela. Amaste anayasadir falan bunlar da 6nemli. Ama yapan
birilerinin olmasi gtiven veriyor bana.
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- For that reason | respect people who struggle fos,tl try to support them as
much as | can, but if there is a political partyelel myself close to, it can be
BDP#

BDP, as a political party focusing on Kurdish pedplrights, also supports
Lambda in their activities, protests and every yd&s from BDP attend Pride Walk in
Istanbul. Another political party in Turkey theyoperate with is CHP, where MPs from

CHP attended some activities during Pride Week.

Moreover, the statements of these young peopledegpathe differences between
political parties and NGOs show that they relat pblitical parties with governance,
while they relate NGOs with social transition. Seerthis light, the political parties

have nothing to do with social transition, nor M@Os with governance.

At the end of the discussion they make a cleaestant that they distinguish
Lambda from other NGOs. They make this differerdgiatoecause they all believe that
most of the NGOs in Turkey today are integratethensystem that is dominated by the
political parties. On the contrary, in Lambda tlay to build awareness about LGBTTs
in society and their liberation. At some point, oparticipants even stated that they do

not consider Lambda as an institution:

- Here, many people say different things. It's wéoxdme even to call Lambda
an organization. Everything here is so anti-indtdgnal, and this is what |

like, the reason for me to stay héfe.

They make this conclusion because Lambda doesunotion in a traditional way
like other institutions do. At the same time, thague that their independency comes

from their financial resources. Their only finardcr@source is the donations they

¥0 ylzden bunu yapan bu konuda micadele eden imsagrcekten saygi
duyuyorum, olabildiince desteklemeye calyorum ama yanisie politik olarak
kendimi daha yakin hisseitn bir parti varsa BDP olabilir.

#Buradaki birgok insan c¢ok farkkeyler styler. Yani Lambdaya bir kurum demek
bile bana ¢ok acayip geliyor. Buradakier o kadar anti kurumsal bir halde yurtyor
ki, zaten benim hama giden de bu, bulunma sebebim de bu.
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receive. They reject to receive funds from any gowent or institution for their
projects as they believe that it will put them ipasition on the side of that fundraiser.

Overall, the participants in Lambda focus groupui®d on the form of their
organization which provides them the ideal placexpress themselves. According to
them, the socialization aspect is the most impoae in LGBTT movement as it can
change people’s daily lives directly. Similar td @ther focus groups in this study, they
also consider political parties in a different piesi from NGOs in the political arena.
Different from other groups, they do not necesgarihim that NGOs are not effective
in policy making, since they perceive any actiotitpal. Lastly, they feel themselves
closer to BDP among all other political partiegdditical party that mainly focuses on

another relatively marginalized group in society.

85



CHAPTER V: DISCUSSION and CONCLUSION
This study aims to explore the determinants onvimeue selection for youth
political participation, in other words why younggple choose to be involved in

politics in either political parties’ youth brancher NGOs.

The focus group interviews presented the motivatiof young people to
participate in politics, the influences on theirrtmapation, what different venues
provide with them, and the differences and sintikesi between all these. Their
motivations varied from their family or friends tioeir ambition to be more efficient in
decision making processes. Moreover, their (noadlirement in constitution making

process reflected the dimensions of their politazivities.

Their experiences and observations in differentitutgons constituted the focus
of the discussions, and their interpretations af parspectives on current discussions
on politics and constitution making process retddhe similarities and the differences

between their political activities.

In this chapter, | aim to compare and contrast thgitivations, perceptions, and
attitudes towards each other through some themisgh@rfrom the focus group

discussions.

5.1 The Actors in Political Life

Similar to previous studies on youth political papation in Turkey, the
findings of this study present the fact that youyrepple’s perception of politics is
limited to party politics. Not only young people political parties’ youth branches, but

also young people in NGOs perceive politics whheednly actors are political parties.

Surprisingly, NGO members in this study repeatadlntioned the power of
influence of political parties in political aren&his included their effectiveness in
policy making and decision making processes. Etierparticipants from Habitat who
have had significant success in making their cagmsia public policy, i.e. the
campaign called Want to be Electedgxpressed their belief in political parties’ power.
Some of the participants in Habitat focus groudectéd their willingness to be
involved in political parties in the future as thieglieve that this will enable them to be

more effective policy makers.
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The participants in Lambda focus group referred plaety politics ashigh
politics which reflected their perception of the rankingoofanizations in Turkey, in
which NGOs come after political parties. Even thougeir primary concern is not
policy making or influencing the decision makingpesses, similar to the participants
in Habitat focus group, they do not perceive NG&syhich they are members, as main
political actors in political life.

In addition, not surprisingly, the participantsrfrgolitical parties have the same
attitude towards NGOs. They perceive their orgaimna as the main actors through

which they can make politics, and they see NGGaipplementary organization.

Moreover, the participants in AKP focus group defirNGOs as organizations
where they can socialize and get support for palitparties. Their understanding of
NGOs is limited totownsmanshiporganizations, and they did not even discuss any
other NGO in Turkey.

Similar to a previous stufy on youth in Turkey, this perception of young
people in the focus group studies reflect the gdnattitude in Turkey in which the

politics is limited to party politics.

Lastly, with this perception, there seems to bach bf confidence among young
people in NGOs in Turkey which makes them thinkt tteey are not influential in
politics and decision making processes. Hence, theyot realize the role they have in
democratic systems. The discussion in Habitat fagosp has perfectly indicated this
situation as the participants perceive the poliiaties more influential, despite their
success in turning their projects and campaigns public policies. This situation
creates a paradox and makes it more difficult tercome this perception and possibly
prevents NGOs from evolving to be main actors engblitical life in Turkey.

5.2 NGOs vs. Political Parties

Even though young people in this study defined NGsless powerful to

influence the processes in Turkey, their defingiomere also based awhat political

8 Yentirk, Nurhan et al., 2008stanbul Gencfii: STK Uyeligi bir Fark Yaratiyor
mu?, in Turkiye’de Genglik Camasi ve Politikalarijstanbul Bilgi Universitesi
Yayinlari,istanbul. p.342.
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partiesare not. In this respect, they compared politiaatips with NGOs in several

aspects.

5.2.1 Diversity in Organization

One of the aspects where participants defined N@©O®pposite of political

parties was about the diversity within the orgatira

Except the participants in AKP study group, whosgception of NGOs is
limited to townsman associations, all of the pgraats in other focus groups stated that
the NGOs have more diversity among their membearsther words, NGOs embrace

people with different backgrounds in the organati

Especially the participants from NGOs defined theiganizations as more
democratic than political parties, where only peoplith certain ideology can be
involved in. This democratic characteristic empa@vgoung people that they can be
influential in decision making processes within tleeganization. Even though
participants in the focus groups with political {oes state that they, as youth branches,
are independent from the party organization, tlaetivities do not differ from the
party’s general activities. In addition, the papgants from the NGOs perceive them as

implementers of general party agenda.

5.2.2 Language of Politics

According to NGO members, political parties hawdifeerent language which is
more bureaucratic and complex for young peoplenttetstand. This language makes it
difficult for young people in NGOs t@ommunicatewith political parties. In this
respect, they believe that their peers in politjzatties try to integrate themselves into
that system. After they become a part of the woflgbolitical parties, they replicate
what party members in higher positions do and ttieynot work on youth policies

indeed.

On the contrary, the participants in focus groupghwNGOs stress the
informalization in their organization. Young peogdl®m both Habitat and Lambda
emphasize the informal relations and working emument in their organizations, which

make those organizations attractive for themsedweksother young people.
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Moreover, young people define the language in paotitics also as aggressive
and violent. They believe that politicians or peol political parties use an aggressive
language towards those who are not in the samggabline with them. This is another

reason that keeps young people in NGOs away frditigad parties.

5.3 Cooperation between Political Parties and NGOs

Even though young people in different organizaticlagm that they are different
from each other, some of them occasionally worketogr. They either attend in

activities or work on projects together.

In focus group studies, NGO members gave the exesnpl the projects or
activities where they work with political partiesgether. Even though Habitat does not
cooperate with any of the political parties dirgctbut build partnership with them,
Lambda members have hosted few MPs in their semiapecially during the Pride

Week in the previous year, MPs from BDP and CHRigpated in their workshops.

In this respect, the cooperation between certairOsBl@nd political parties is
related to their ideology and standpoint in paditiEor example, MPs from BDP, a party
which supports relatively marginalized groups, suppthe activities of another
organization from the same part of the politicacpum.

On the other hand, it should be mentioned that tb@operation still remains
poor for a democratic system. Young people in ti&0d and political parties work in
different levels and follow different tasks. Desgpihe differences in the forms of their
organizations, their perceptions also make it dlifti for them to cooperate with each

other.

5.4 Youth Political Participation and Constitution Making Process in Turkey

As it is discussed in the literature, in the scapbethis study, | look at the
constitution-making process as a negotiation pbtesween different interest groups
in society. In addition, there is a direct link Wween constitution-making process and

political participation.

The constitutions specify the foundations of thetitution within a political
system, as well as the functioning of those instihs. Moreover, they regulate the
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forms and limits of political participation. Theyeathe primary references to look at in
order to understand the limits of political papiaiion.

Recently, there is an ongoing constitution-malkpngcess in Turkey which aims
to produce the first civic constitution. With ttggnificance, different groups have their

suggestions and contributions regarding their delmémom the new constitution.

In the scope of this study, | aimed to look at tWw@ung people both in political
parties and NGOs do in terms of involving the ciagbn-making process in order to

compare and contrast different institutions’ invatwents in this negotiation process.

Among all participants in focus group discussidhs, participants from Habitat
focus group were the most interested in this pmcésey have held a workshop,
especially in cooperation with National Youth Pamient which has brought hundreds
of young people from all around the country ancppred a text to be submitted to the

related commission in the parliament.

In addition to their activities, the participants Habitat focus group have
provided most elaborative discussions on the caistnal rights of young people in
Turkey, especially regarding youth political pagation.

On the other extreme, the participants in AKP fogroup were the least
interested in this process. According to thems iaijob to be done by the members of
the parliament, but young people. Nonetheless, skestyed that they would do their best
if they are asked to do something by the party miggdion.

Similar to AKP focus group, the participants in Blocus group have not been
involved in any workshop or meeting on drafting thew constitution. They also
reflected their reliance on the party organizatom the members of parliament from
their party. However, they emphasized their mistnughis process as they believe that
the ruling party does not consider the proposahfapposition groups and they have
the majority in the parliament that enables thempdss the laws suiting their interests.
This mistrust seemed to be the main reason oftledf interest among the participants

in BDP focus group.

Lastly, Lambda presented their proposals via ardifsBTT organization to the

parliament, but they were not directly involved fime process. But they actively
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participated in protests against the dismissal ®BIT organizations from the list of
organizations which the president of parliamentnkeal publicly. Their protest
consisted of sending letters and postcards maggivehe president of the parliament in
order to remind their contribution to the proce&slast, the parliament apologized for
the mistake and thanked LGBTT organizations foir tbentributions as well. However,
apart from this, the participants of Lambda foctaug reflected that they do not aim to
be involved because they also believe that themmadels would be ignored and they are

more interested in socializing aspect of the LGBidvement.

To sum up, young people in this study are not wmedlin the constitution-
making process as much as other activities. Thécjpants from Habitat had the
interest in this process, whereas the AKP groulectsd a lack of interest. However,
the participants from BDP and Lambda explained  rthin-involvement as their

mistrust for the current political situation in Key.

5.5 Micro-interlocutor Analysis of Focus Group Data

The new approach Onwuegbuzie et al. (2009) preddotefocus group data is
called micro-interlocutor analysis. This analysioydes “meticulous information
about which participant responds to each questiba,order in which each participant
responds, response characteristics, the nonverbainsunication used, and the like is
collected, analyzed, and interpretedOnwuegbuzie et al, 2009: 1).

In addition to the constant-comparison contentyasmaand keywords-in-context
analysis, in this section | will analyse the foayu®up data with micro-interlocutor
method of analysis. Regarding the within groupraxtgon, focus groups in this study
varied from each other.

For example, in AKP focus group study, one of thetipipants dominated the
all discussion, not only because he had such cteardout all other participants who are
his friends put him in the position of the spokespa of the group. When they were
asked to make more contributions to the group dsion by their friend, they all stated
that he is the one who knows the party and actwibiest, though that participant didn’t

really agree with that statement.

It should also be noted that he was the one whotlgstrest of the group

involved in the party organization. In this respdwt was perceived to have knowledge
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and confidence to speak in the name of the growgpeéally, the silence and
unwillingness to join the discussion gave the impien that he was involved in the

party because his friends were, and the peer peebsought him to the party.

Such a situation existed in BDP focus group, tdwe @ominant participant was
the one | personally met in party organization wherent there to find volunteers for
my focus group study. Obviously, he had given basiormation about my study in
advance, so that the rest of the participants thiotlngit he had known what to say better
than they themselves do. Another reason for thigdcbe his higher position in party’s
youth branch compared to the rest of the partid¢gpaBut, it was very visible that all
other participants paid attention to what he said when they hesitated to join the
discussion, they always wanted their friend to tdleelead.

Compared to the focus group interviews conductegddiical party members,
both Habitat and Lambda focus group intervieweed imaich higher proportion of
participation in overall discussion. In some oceasj they asked each other questions
to raise a point or to get more comprehensive egians from their friends. They
were all very careful to leave enough time to sgeakheir friends in the interview and
carefully listened to the other participants.

To sum up, with micro-interlocutor analysis, ipigssible to draw a line between
different forms of organizations. The most visilddéference between NGOs and
political parties comes up with this analysis. Tgeaticipants from political parties
sought for someone else to take the lead, wheteagadrticipants from the NGOs
equally contributed to the discussions. This ddfere can be linked with the hierarchal
and the non-hierarchal structure of the organimatid\s most of the participants in this
study somehow mentioned, the hierarchal structéirth® political parties require a
leader, while the non-hierarchal and friendly eoniment in the NGOs bring about

equal contribution of all participants.

5.6 Concluding Remarks

In this study, | aim to explore the determinantshe venue selection for youth
political participation in Turkey, the motivationsf young people to choose either

political parties or NGOs.
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In addition to this, | also looked at the youthahxement in constitution-making
process in Turkey as the new constitution will ditéa limits of political participation

and hence youth political participation.

The research design consisted of focus group ilet@svas it will be the most
suitable in order to collect data in a short pewddime with in-depth insights. At first,
as a non-random sampling technique in qualitatiesearch methodology, | used
purposive sampling and identified four groups ofuryg people from different
organizations in Turkey. Then, | contacted theip@dnt by using snowball sampling

technique.

Since the focus of my study is much specifiedvbimed most indicative groups
in my purposive sampling and collected data wittutbgroup interviews where | had a
chance to observe group dynamics and the invaluaisi&ibutions of the participants,
which | would not have been able to get with ottyealitative research design, such as
survey studies as they would limit the chancesatb@r such qualitative data due to the

structured characteristic of that research design.

It should be noted that this study does not aifbetwepresentative in any sense,
as well as the purposive sampling design of theameh design does not create a

representative sample.

Despite such shortcomings, the focus group resedesign provided a less
structured environment for participants to exptessselves and share personal stories.

The findings show that it is not easy to draw @ Ibetween different forms of
organizations young people are involved in. Thexe similarities between political

parties and NGOs regarding their goals as a restiieir political activities.

In this respect, this study also reflects the nded further and more
comprehensive studies in order to understand diftemotivations and determinants of
young people for political participation. Espegralit will be interesting to look at youth
political participation in long term after new cdiigtion comes into force or conduct a
comparative study on the impacts of military amdacconstitutions on youth political

participation in Turkey.
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Appendix | - Focus Group Interview Questions (Turkish)

(Opening)Kendinizi tanitir misiniz?

(Introduction) Hangi siyasi partide/STK’da aktif olarak gaylorsunuz?
(Transition) Genel olarak neler yapiyorsunuz? Ne gibi aktiettigiiz var?
(Key)Peki, 6zel olarak bu siyasi partiyi/STK'yl secn@nisebebi nedir?
(Key) Burada ¢agmaya nasil bgadiniz?

(Key) Kurumun timund diiindigtinde kendi aktivitelerini/katihmini nasil
goruyorsun? (Ne kadar katilim gosterelgidi degerlendirebilmesi igin)
(Transition) Karar alma/dgisim yaratma konusunda kendini yetkin ve etkin
hissediyor musun?

(Key) Gunluk siyasette kendini ve aktif bir parcasi @da kurumu nerede
goruyorsun?

(Key) Hig siyasi partide/STK’'da ¢amayi digiindin mi/denedin mi/ne gibi
zorluklarla kagilastin? (Siyasi partidekilere STK, STK’dakilere siyasirti
sormak Uzere)

(Key) Siyasete katiligekli/etkinligi agisindan siyasi parti ile NGO arasinda bir
fark géruyor musun?

(Key) Siyasi parti / STK ile ortak catiginiz konular oluyor mu? (Evet ise, bu
isbirli gini degerlendirir misin?)

(Key) Calstigin partide/STK’da katilimini olumsuz etkileyecekde
degistirmek istedgin bir seyler var m1? (Ya dgdyle olsaydi daha etkin ve
yetkin olurdum dedjin)

(Key) Yaptginiz etkinliklerde/projelerde dnceden belirlenrgparti tarafindan
vs) adimlari/politikalart mi takip ediyorsunuz, wakinsiyatif alip gencler olarak
kendiniz birseyler olgturuyorsunuz?

(Key) Kendi calgsmalariniz dahilinde anayasa yazim surecinde a&teriniz
neler?

(Key) Anayasa yazim surecinde partinizi/fSTK nizin yaptalsmalar neler?
(Ending) Bugunkl targmamizi dgerlendirdginizde, gbzden kagtini
disindi{glintz ya da eklemek istegtiz bir sey var mi?
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Appendix Il - Focus Group Interview Questions (Engish)
(Opening)Please introduce yourself
(Introduction) Which political party/NGO are you actively involv2
(Transition) What do you do in these organizations in genai#iat kind of
activities are you engaged in?
(Key)What is your reason to be involve in this paréeuolitical party/NGO?
(Key)How did you get involved?
(Key) When you think about the institution as a whalkere do you see your
activties/participation? (In order to enable theipgant to evaluate her/his
participation)
(Transition) Do you feel active and competent in making deosiand changes
(within the organization?
(Key) Where do you see the institution you are involvednd yourself in daily
politics?
(Key) Have you ever thought or tried to be involvea ipolitical party/NGO? If
yes, what kind of difficulties have you faced witfT® be asked as NGO for
those in a political party and political party those in an NGO)
(Key) Do you see a difference between a political pany an NGO in terms of
forms of political participation and activities?
(Key) Do you ever work with political parties/NGOs?¥#s, could you please
evaluate this cooperation?
(Key) Is there anything you would like to change witthie organization you
are involved in or you believe which affects yoartipation negatively? (Or is
there anything you would be more active and conmpigt@nother way)
(Key) In your activities, do you follow the tasks ofifos given to you(by
political party etc.) or create your own tasks &king initiatives?
(Key) Within your activities, what do you do during tbenstitution-writing
process?
(Key) What does your institution do for the constitati@riting process?
(Ending) Looking at our discussion today, is there anythjiog think is ignored

or you would like to add?
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