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Editorden

Dogu Akdeniz’de Miilteciler Arasinda Ge¢mis ve Simdi:
Zorunlu Go¢ Arastirmalarinda Kavramsal ve

Metodolojik Sorunlar

Siirgiin Cag m?

Yasadigimiz donemi tek bir climle ile nasil tanimlardik? Arjantinli-Silili-Amerikalt
edebiyat profesorii ve insan haklart savunucusu Vladimiro Ariel Dorfman bunu su sekilde
ifade ediyor: “Miiltecilik ¢aginda, siirgiin ¢aginda yasiyoruz.” Gergekten de bugiin
haberleri dinleyen, gazete okuyan herhangi birinin Dorfman’a hak vermek disinda bir
segenegi var midir? Kesin olan su ki bu ¢agda ¢ok sayida insan, istedikleri i¢in degil,
zorunda kaldiklari i¢in go¢ etmektedir. Yoksulluk, savaglar ve baskilar insanlart canlarini
riske atarak mahrumiyet ve zuliimden kagmaya yoneltiyor. Bu kagislarin pek ¢ogu,
miilteci kamplarinda veya sehirlerin gittikge yayilan gettolarinda sonlanirken kiigiik bir
sansli azinlik i¢in miireffeh bir tilkede daha iyi bir hayat imkan1 doguyor. Esas itibariyla
farkli gekillerde de olsa, bu insanlarin hepsi kontrollerinin 6tesindeki ekonomik ve siyasi
giiclerin merhametine kalmis durumdadir. XXI. yilizyilin ilk ¢eyreginin ortalarimi geride
biraktigimiz bu donemde, kagarken denizde bogulan yetiskinlerin ve ¢ocuklarin Avrupa
kiyilarina vuran cesetlerinin hazin goriintiileri, gazetelerin ilk sayfalarinda, televizyon
haberlerinin ilk sirasinda yer almaya basladi. Her ne kadar zorunlu goge karsi uzun
vadede siirdiiriilebilir ¢dziimler bulma ihtiyact da hi¢ bu kadar aciliyet kesbetmemisse
de, gerek Avrupa iilkelerinin gerekse de diger iilkelerin hiikimetlerinin “miilteci krizine”
insani bir ¢oziim Uretememe acziyetleri, ¢ogunlukla da isteksizlikleri, apacik olmanin
Otesinde imitleri de kirmaktadir.

Zorunlu go¢ olgusu, sebepleriyle ve sonuglariyla ¢ok boyutlu bir sorun gériiniimiindedir.
Zorlayici etkenler insanlari ulusal siirlar igerisinde yer degistirmeye ittiginde go¢ “i¢”,
kendi ilkeleri disina ¢ikmaya sevk ettiginde ise “dis” diye tanimlanabilir.! Zorunlu
go¢, iklim degisikliginin etkileri ile sayilar1 artan seller, kuraklik veya kasirgalar gibi
dogal felaketlerin neticesinde yasanabilir. Ayrica depremler, tsunamiler veya volkanik

1 Arastirmacilar kendi iilkesi disina ¢ikmanns kisiler igin “iilkesinde yerinden edilmis kisi” (IDPs [internally displaced people]),
sinir gegip baska bir tilkeye giden kisiler i¢in de miilteci (refugee) veya siginmact (asylum seeker) ifadelerini kullanmaktadirlar.
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aktiviteler gibi jeofizik olaylardan ya da Ebola benzeri tedavi edilemez hastaliklarin
salginlar1 gibi biyolojik faktorlerden &tiirii de ortaya cikabilir. Bununla birlikte, zorunlu
g6 artik agirlikli sekilde siyasi istikrarsizlik, sosyal ve ekonomik esitsizlik, i¢ savaslar,
dogal kaynaklar tizerindeki rekabetin yol actig1 askeri miidahaleler yaninda azinliklar
ile ekseriyet arasindaki gerginlikler ile bolgesel veya ideolojik (dini, ulusal vb.) bakis
acilarinin karsi karsiya gelmesi gibi insan kaynakli sebepler dolayisiyla gergeklesmektedir.
Irak’ta Kirtler ile Siiryaniler arasinda ya da Kiirtlerle Yezidiler arasinda son déonemlerde
yasananlar bu ihtilafa giizel bir 6rnek teskil eder.

Gondiilli yapilan ile zorunlu go¢ arasindaki farklar da, silahli ¢atigmalarla ya da siyasi
zuliimle iliskili ekonomik nedenli go¢ ile mecburi yerinden edilme arasindaki farklar
da muglaktir ve ¢cogu kez tartismalidir (Schuster, 2015; Yarris & Castafieda, 2015).
Bunun nedeni, ¢agdas goclerin gog illiyetine katkida bulunan ekonomik ve sosyopolitik
esitsizlikleri beraberinde getirmesi ve her tiir sinir 6tesi hareket arasinda en sikint1 verenin
kesinlikle “zorunlu go¢” olmasidir. Bundan dolay: insan kaynakli sebeplerin insanlarin
dolayli ve kismi sekilde yerinden edilmelerine yol actigini kabul etmekle birlikte, bu
ozel sayidaki makalelerde bu husus disarida birakilmis; insan kaynakli sebepler, savas ve
catisma gibi dogrudan etkenlerle sinirlandirilarak kullanilmistir.

Zorunlu gogiin pek ¢ok tammi vardir. Ornegin, Bartram, Poros ve Monforte (2014)
zorunlu gocii “siddetli catismadan sert ekonomik darliga kadar uzanan kosullarda ortaya
cikan bir c¢esit mecburiyetten ya da iyi olusa veya hayatta kalmaya yonelik tehditten
kaynaklanan” bir hareket tiiri olarak tanimlarlar (s. 69). Bununla birlikte, zorunlu gogii
kavramsallastirirken mecburiyetin ne oldugunun belirlenmesi bir hayli zordur. Go¢ caligan
uzmanlarm biiylik kismi, ekonomik nedenlerle gdcenler ile miilteciler arasindaki geleneksel
ikilemi inandirict bulmamaktadir (Bartram ve ark., 2014).

Zorunlu go¢ olgusunun merkezinde “miilteci” diye adlandirdigimiz karakter vardir.
En genis anlamryla “miilteci”: “Kosullar izin verirse donmeyi uman ama yakin gelecekte
donemeyecegini ya da donmemesi gerektigini disiinen, iilkesini terk etmis bireydir.”
(Thielemann, 2006, s. 4). Bu tanimlarin ¢ogu, 1951 tarihli Birlesmis Milletler Miiltecilerin
Hukuki Statiisiine Dair Cenevre Sozlesmesi’'nde (Madde 1, Bolim A, paragraf 2: 14)
belirtilen miiltecilerin hukuki tanimma? dayanmaktadir. Bu tanima gore miilteci:

...1rk1, dini, tabiiyeti, belli bir toplumsal gruba mensubiyeti veya siyasi diisiinceleri yiiziinden,
zulme ugrayacagindan hakli sebeplerle korktugu igin vatandast oldugu iilkenin disinda bulunan
ve bu iilkenin korumasindan yararlanamayan, ya da s6z konusu korku nedeniyle, yararlanmak
istemeyen; yahut tabiiyeti yoksa ve bu tiir olaylar sonucu 6nceden yasadigi ikamet iilkesinin
disinda bulunan, oraya donemeyen veya sdz konusu korku nedeniyle donmek istemeyen her

sahsa uygulanacaktir (UNHCR, t.y).

2 1951 tarihli tanimin daha genis bir versiyonu 1984 Cartagena Miilteciler Bildirisi’nde &nerilmistir (bk. UNHCR, 2013).



Tanimlar 6nemlidir; fakat bu 6zel say1 kapsaminda yayimlanan makalelerde yansimalari
goriilecek ve simdiden agik¢a belirtilmesi gereken bazi miilahazalar bulunmaktadir.
Oncelikle; go¢ konusunu ¢alisan uzmanlar, miilteciler (sigmmacilar) ile ekonomik
gocmenler arasinda ikili karsitlik yerine kosullara baglh goglerde mecburiyetin daha ¢ok
ya da daha az rol oynadig bir siireklilik gormektedirler. Bartram ve arkadaslarinin (2014)
belirttigi izere, zorunlu gd¢iin ilk drnekleri siddet iceren ¢catigmalardan, zuliimden ve/veya
kasti iilke disina ¢ikarma sebepli yerinden edilmelerden kaynaklanan miilteci akimlaridir.
Dolayistyla, mecburiyet unsuru belirgindir. ikinci olarak, gociin bir strateji, insan
gelisiminin bir par¢asi ve yagam dongiisii rolii de vurgulanmalidir. Béylece gogmenin ve
miiltecinin failligini tanimis oluyoruz. Bu dogrultuda miiltecileri sadece kendi kontrolleri
digindaki etkenlerin magduru gibi gérmekten vazgegiyor, kontrolleri altindaki toplumsal
ve kiiltiirel sermayelerine dayanarak son derece zor kosullara tepki gdsteren aktorler
kabul ediyoruz (Monsutti, 2010). Ugiinciisii, en kirilgan niifustaki y1lmazlig1 ve olumsuz
kosullar altinda yeni yasamlarinda istikrar ve verimlilik kazanmalarina nelerin yardim
ettigini anlamak suretiyle insanin hayatini idame ettirmesinin dogasi ve insanlarin her
ne olursa olsun zorluklarin iistesinden gelebilecekleri gibi konularda degerli dersler
c¢ikartilabilecegini diisiiniiyoruz.

Agikea belirtilecek nedenlerden 6tiirii bu sayinin yazarlari, zorunlu gd¢iin ontolojik ve
epistemolojik vechelerini Dogu Akdeniz Bolgesi 6zelinde ele almislardir. Her bir yazar
bolgedeki zorunlu gogiin tarihsel mirasina, politik baglamina ve arka planina, yerinden
olmanin gé¢menler ve miilteciler iizerindeki psikolojik etkilerine ve yerinden edilme
durumlariin hukuk bakimindan nasil yorumladig1 konularina odaklanirken zorunlu gége
yonelik calismanin metodolojik boyutlarini ve kavramlarin sorgulanmasinin dnemini de
hassasiyetle gostermistir.

Gecmis ve Simdi

Akademik aragtirmalar genellikle muayyen bir zamanla, belli cografi bolgelerle ya
da biiylik veya kiiglik sabit bir niifusla kisitlandirilir. Bununla birlikte zorunlu yerinden
edilme, uygarlik kadar eski bir olgu (McNeil, 1984) olup ulusal veya bolgesel sinir kaydina
baglanamaz. Dolayisiyla bu genis mekan ve zaman baglamint akilda tutmak, zorunlu
gdciin en dogru sekilde ¢ok disiplinli ve ¢ok yontemli bir perspektiften goriilebilecegini
hatirlatacagt i¢in 6nemlidir. Gergekten zorunlu yer degistirmeyi tetikleyebilecek ¢ok
yonlii ve ¢ok boyutlu kiiresel siirecler, bu temay: arastirirken bilim adamlarmi bir
disiplinin sinirlarinin Stesine gegmeye mecbur birakir; ¢iinkii gogiin bahsedilen bigimi ne
basit nedenlerin bir sonucudur ne de sadece bugiiniin bir fenomenidir.

Bu noktada 6ncelikle zaman unsurunu ele alalim. Antik Caglardan beri genis cografyalar
boyunca biiytik kitlelerin zorla yerinden edilmeleri, diinyamizi defaatle yeniden sekillendirdi.
Bunlardan bazilar1 nesiller boyu sifahen aktarilarak toplumsal hafizaya kaydedilmis,
ancak yazidan sonra diinyanin ii¢ biiyiik tek tanrili dininin (Yahudilik, Hiristiyanlk ve



Islam) paylastig1 temel mitlerin birer parcasi haline gelmistir. Ad1 gecen dinlerin kutsal
metinlerinde, bu 6zel saymnin yogunlastigt Dogu Akdeniz’de kiiltiirlerin ve toplumlarin
sekillendirilmesinde uzun siireli siirgiinlerin ve zorunlu yerinden edilmelerin ne denli
onemli oldugu anlatilmaktadir. Kugkusuz ilahi metinlerin basinda da Yahudilerin Tanah’1
(Ahd-i Atik) gelmektedir. Ahd-i Atik’te medeniyetin gelismesinde yerinden edilmeyi
temel bir nosyon olarak animsatan mitler ve efsaneler yer alir. Bu gelenege gore kirgin
bir Tanri, ilk insanlar Adem ile Havva’y1 cennetten ¢ikardi; ogullari Kabil de 6z kardesi
Habil’i oldiirdiikten sonra Aden’in dogusundaki Nod diyarna kagmak zorunda kald:
(Yaratilis 4: 2-16). Daha sonra Nuh Peygamber, Gilgamis Destani’nda da dile getirilen,
Biiyiik Tufan (Yaratilis 7: 2-12) sebebiyle mecburen memleketini terkedecekti. ilerleyen
stirecte Avram, Kenan’da biiyiik bir kitlik yasandigindan kendisi ve ailesi igin Misir’dan
siginma talebinde bulunmak iizere iilkesinden ayrilmak durumunda kald1 (Yaratilis 12: 10).
Nesiller sonra Misir’dan ¢ikis hikdyesinin ana karakteri Musa Peygamber, “vaat edilmis
topraklar1” bulmak amacryla yanindakilerle birlikte Misir’dan ¢ikarak “miilteci” olurken
“Garibim bu yabanct diyarda” der (Misir’dan Cikis 2: 22). Asirlar gecip de Siileyman
Mabedi Babil Krali Nebukadnezar tarafindan yok edildiginde bir¢oklar1 “tutsak edilmis”
(Mezmurlar 137: 2-3), “oturup agladiklar” Babil’e uzun siiren bir siirgiine gonderilmistir.
Tiim bu anlatilarda erkek egemen bir yaklasim gortilmekle beraber, Yaratilis Kitabi’nda,
Hacer ve oglu Ismail’in ¢dle gitmeye itilmelerini nakleden hikayede bir kadin boyutu da
bulunur. Ayrica benzer bir olay Yeni Ahit’te de goriiliir; annesi ve babasiyla kiigiik cocuk
Isa, kibirli imparatordan uzaklasmak icin Misir’a iltica etmek zorunlulugu duyarlar. islam
geleneginde ise “Hicret” olay1 622 yilinda Islam peygamberi Muhammed’in Miisliimanlarla
birlikte Mekke’den Medine’ye gitmesini anlatmaktadir (Shaikh, 2001). Bu anlatilar, temel
mitlerinin kalbinde zorunlu go¢ ve yerinden edilme konusu bulunan Anadolu’nun, Orta
Dogu’nun ve Avrupa’nin kadim geleneklerini yaratmistir. Béyle bakildiginda, zorunlu
yerinden edilmenin Bronz Cagi Mezopotamya’sindan giiniimiiz Suriye’sine kadar uzanan
genis tarih donemleri boyunca makes bulan bir olgu rahatlikla soylenebilir.

Bu 06zel sayr kapsaminda giiniimiizdeki yerinden edilmelerin tezahiirlerine
odaklanildigindan XIX. yiizy1ll baslangi¢ kabul edildi. Zira XIX. yiizyil, kiiresel
sOmiirge imparatorluklarinin yeni bir yonetim sistemine, Birinci Diinya Savasi’ndan
sonra diinya capinda homojen hale gelen ekonomik ve politik bir sistem olan ulus-
devlete gectigi donemdir. Uzak ge¢miste savas, aglik, zuliim veya dogal ya da ¢evresel
felaketler yiiziinden yerinden edilmis ¢ok sayida insan, modern diinyayi siirekli alt iist
etti. Gergekten de XXI. yiizyilin ilk ¢eyregi sona ererken gégmenleri, siginmacilart veya
miiltecileri gormeden gecirdigimiz bir glin dahi bulunmamaktadir. Modern niifus sayimi
yontemleri sayesinde, diinya genelinde yerinden edilmis niifusun biiyiikligi bir bakista
daha iyi kavranabilmektedir ki bu sayilar ¢ok yiiksek diizeylere varmis durumdadir.

Birlesmis Milletler Miilteciler Yiiksek Komiserliginin (UNHCR) Zorla Yerinden
Edilmeye Iliskin Kiiresel Egilimler Raporu’na gore, 2015-2016 arasinda gatigma ve zuliim
sebebiyle cogunlugu kadin ve ¢ocuklardan ibaret (International Rescue Committee [IRC],
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2014; Sherwood, 2014) 65,3 milyon kisi, bir diger deyisle her 113 kisiden biri yurdundan
edildi (UNHCR, 2015). Ayn1 raporda Suriye’nin, 2015 y1li sonunda 4,9 milyonluk miilteci
sayist ile diinyanin en biiyiikk miilteci kaynagint olusturdugu (ve iilke i¢inde 7,6 milyon
yerinden edilmis kisi) ifade edilmektedir. Suriye’ye en yakin iilke ise 2,7 milyonluk
miilteci kaynagiyla Afganistan’dir. Ne yazik ki Suriye’de hélen devam eden uzun ve
kanli ¢atismalarin Gtesinde soruna iliskin ongoriilebilir bir diplomatik ¢dziimiin olmayisi
nedeniyle miilteci sayisinin giinden giine katlanarak artmasi ise kagmilmaz bir sonugtur.
Uluslararasi Yerinden Edilme izleme Merkezinin (International Displacement Monitoring
Centre [IDMC]) Ulke Iginde Yerinden Edilmelerle lgili Kiiresel Raporu’na (Global
Report on Internal Displacement [GRID]) gdre 2015 yili Aralik ayinda diinya ¢apinda
catigmaya bagli, iilke i¢inde yerinden edilmis kisi sayis1 40,8 milyondur (2016). Ayrica,
Asya’da 22 milyon kisi de dogal afetler neticesinde yerinden olmustur. Halihazirda kendi
tilkesinde yerinden edilenlerin sayisi tahminen 55 milyon kadardir ve bunlarin énemli bir
kismi1 heniiz evine donebilmis de degildir. Geri donenler goz oniine alindiginda ortalama
yerinden edilme siiresi 17,5 yildir. Uluslararasi Kizilhag ve Kizilay Dernekleri Federasyonu
verilerine nazaran diinyada yaklasik 73 milyon insan gé¢ etmek zorunda kalmustir (2015).
Bu sayilarin dogru oldugu kabul edilirse bugiin diinyadaki her yiiz insandan biri ya kendi
iilkesinde yerinden edilmis ya da uluslararast miilteci durumuna diismiistiir. Miiltecilerin
ekserisi, genelgecer algmin aksine, kamplarda degil sehirlerde yasamaktadir. Bu kentsel
ortamlarda miilteciler; ev kiras1 ddemek, cocuklarini okula géndermek, iaselerini kargilamak
gibi hayati ihtiyaglarindan kaynaklanan ekonomik sikintilarla kars1 karsiyadr.

Sayilar, insan acisinin boyutunu higbir zaman biitiiniiyle aktaramaz. Bununla birlikte,
ilgili istatistiklere bakmanin zorunlu go¢tin gitgide daha da karmagiklagan bir sorun haline
gelisini anlamada faydasi agiktir. Zorunlu gog¢ 1989 yilinda Soguk Savas’in sona ermesinin
akabinde agirlasan bir sorundur (Castels, 2003). Bahsettigimiz karmaganin bir 6rnegi
olarak Yemen’deki son krizi ele alabiliriz. UNHCR, 31 Ocak 2016’dan itibaren “Yemen’de
neredeyse her on kisiden birinin iilke icerisinde yerinden edilmis oldugunu” (yaklasik 2,4
milyon kisi) (UNHCR, 2016) bildirmistir. Yemen, sadece 2016 yili Subat ayinda 7.705
olmak {izere, bu raporun yayimlandig tarihte Afrika ve Orta Dogu iilkelerinden ozellikle
Somali, Etiyopya ve Suriye’den 267.675 miilteciyi kabul etmistir. Sudan’da da 2011 yilinda,
4,9 milyon kisi, yani her on kisiden biri iilke icerisinde yerinden edilmistir.

Zorunlu gociin gegmisteki ve bugiinkii dlgegi géz oOniine alindiginda, zorunlu gog
sorununun sosyal bilimlerde dnemli bir tartigma alani héline gelmesi; sosyologlarim,
antropologlarm, cografyacilarin, ekonomistlerin, siyaset bilimcilerin, psikologlarin,
hukukgularn, tarihgilerin ve niifus bilimcilerin ilgisini gekmesi; belirtmeye gerek yok ama
politika yapicilarin, sanat ve kiiltiirle mesgul olan akademisyenlerin bu konuyla mesgul
olmalar1 sasirtict degildir (O’Reilly, 2016). Beseri ve sosyal bilimlerde zorunlu goge dair
bilimsel ¢aligmalarin uzun bir gelenegi bulunsa da, zorunlu go¢iin mesru bir arastirma alani
olarak tanimlanmasina yonelik ¢abalar 1980°lerden sonra gergeklesmistir. Ancak alanin
smirlarinin ne oldugu konusunda hala bir fikir birligi olusmamustir (Fiddian-Qasmiyeh,
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Loescher, Long & Sigona, 2014; Triandafyllidou, 2015). Ciinkii miilteci arastirmalar1 ve
zorunlu go¢ ¢alismalarina ait konularin karmasikligi, akademisyenleri kendi disiplinlerinin
siirlarii agmaya ve konunun kapsamini kavramayi saglayacak énemli sonuglar igeren
¢esitli metodolojik araclar kullanmaya itmektedir. Bu nedenle, bu 6zel sayi, zorunlu gog
tartigmalarinda disiplinlerarast ve ¢ok yontemli perspektif uygularken gittikge biiyiiyen bir
caligsma alani haline gelen, tarihsel ve giincel yerinden edilme olaylarini nasil ele aldigimiza
ve kavramsallastirdigimiza yonelik elestirel bir gézle bakmaya katki saglayacaktir.

Kavramlar ve Metodolojiler

Bu 06zel sayr kapsamindaki makalelerin —kuskusuz ontolojik bir tartisma da
barmdirtyor— 6ngoérdiigii sonuglarin politika yapicilar, sivil toplum kuruluslar ve
hiikimetler i¢in dncelikli olacagini kabul etmekle birlikte, asil odak noktamiz kavramlaria
(6r. miilteci, sigmmmaci veya gogmen) ve metodolojilere (bu tiir kavramlari arastirmada
nasil kullandigimiz) iligkin epistemolojik kaygilarimiza yoneliktir.

Zorunlu go¢ konusunda aragtirma yapan kisiler, zamanlarini kavramlarin ve tanimlarin
anlamlarina yogunlastirtyorlar. Ornegin; “Miilteci kimdir?”, “Baska bir iilkede kimler
siginma hakki arayabilir?”, “Ulke icinde yerinden edilmis kisiler ‘miilteci’ olarak
goriilmeli midir?” “Eger dyleyse, haklart neler olacaktir?”, “Gdogli ne zaman ‘zorunlu’
veya ‘gontilli’ seklinde smiflandirabiliriz?”, “Gerek akademik calisma yapanlar gerekse
de politika yapicilar igin bdyle bir simiflandirmanin faydalar1 nelerdir?”, “Ornegin,
‘gercek’ bir siginmaci ile ‘ekonomik nedenlerle gé¢ eden’ birisini ayirt edecek kriterler
nelerdir?” ve “Bu farklilagtirmalar ne kadar uygun, ahlaki ya da etiktir?”

Bagka bir deyisle kavramlara ve metodolojilere yonelik ilgimiz, degisik ortamlarda
gergeklestirilmis karma model i¢eren arastirmalardan tutun da psikolojik travma ve bununla
basa ¢ikma arastirmalarini, arsiv ¢aligmasini, eski ve yeni mevzuat analizlerini, miiltecilere
ve siginmacilara yonelik etnografik vaka incelemelerini kapsayan bir gercevede yapilmis
arastirmalarin sonuglarini tartigirken biitlineiil bir perspektif de sunmaya matuftur. Ayrica, Dogu
Akdeniz Bolgesi'nde zorunlu gdciin tarihi mirasini, ¢agdas miiltecilerin deneyimlerini, zorunlu
yerinden edilmeyi besleyen politik baglami ve arka plani, yerinden edilmenin gégmenler
ve miilteciler tizerindeki psikolojik etkilerini ve hukukun yerinden edilme kosullarini nasil
yorumlayacagini ve ahlaki sorumluluk hususunu giindeme dahil ediyoruz. Katkida bulunan
yazarlar, ayn1 zamanda yilmazlik ve din meselelerini, toprak reformu ve bunun halk agisindan
durumunu yerinden edilmis kisilerle ¢alisan akil sagligi uzmanlarinin karsilastiklan gii¢hiikleri,
geriye goc veya kalici yerlesim imkanini ve gog politikalari ile politik sdylemler arasindaki
farklar da ele aliyorlar. Bir kisim yazar ise sinirlarin dayattig1 fiziksel ve zihinsel engellere,
diinden bugiine ulasan tarihsel siireklilige, yerinden edilmeyi yasayan ve yasatanlarmn yerinden
edilme anlatilarimi kiyaslamakla agiga ¢ikardiklart aykiriliklara odaklanmay tercih etmistir.

Bir biitiin halinde goriildigiinde, bu 6zel sayryr hazirlamamizin iki boyutu vardir.
Oncelikle, zorunlu go¢ arastirmalarmin sundugu pratik, etik ve epistemolojik zorluklart
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ve firsatlart daha iyi anlamaya c¢aligmaktir. Zorunlu gog¢ alani kendisini etkileyen akiskan
sosyal, kiiltiirel, ekonomik ve siyasi baglamlar1 kapsayan uzun siiregleri igine alan zaman
aralig1 diistiniildiigiinde giiliiklerle doludur. Birincisi kadar 6nemli olan diger boyut ise, yeni
arastirma bulgularim ortaya cikaracak ontolojik sorulari vurgulayacak disiplinlerarast bir
platform sunmaktir. Her bir yazardan bu iki boyutu akilda tutarak gé¢menleri ve miiltecileri
iceren tarihsel ve cagdas olaylara nasil yaklasacagimizi, bunlari nasil kavramlastiracagimizi
ve ¢alisacagimizi diistinmelerini; bu dogrultu da hepsinden su sorulari yanitlamalart istedik:
1) “Baglam ile arastrma sonucu arasindaki iliski nedir?” 2) “Metodoloji, deneyim ve
uygulama arasinda, yani mevcut metotlarimiz ile zorunlu goge iliskin gercekler arasinda bir
bosluk/mesafe var midir?” 3) “Metodolojilerimiz, Dogu Akdeniz Bolgesi’nde zorla yerinden
edilmeye yol agan karmagik politik, tarihsel, kiiltiirel, ekonomik ve sosyal boyutlari nasil
degerlendirecek, bunlarla nasil bir etkilesim i¢inde olacak ve bunlar1 nasil dikkate alacaktir?”

Belki de kavramlarin nasil ve nereden neset ettifini, arastirma yontemlerinin
gordiigiimiiz seyden anladigimizla iliskisini ve onu nasil etkiledigini sorgulamamiz,
sorunlarin nereden kaynaklandigi yaninda bunlari simdi ve gelecekte nasil dnlenebilecegi
meselesi i¢in de bir yarar saglar. Zorunlu go¢ arastirmalarinda bir disipline odaklanma
egilimi bulunmasi, bu nedenle de disiplinler arasinda mukayeseye imkan verecek
ornek olay incelemelerinin yapilmayist noktasinda bizim katkimizin degerli olduguna
inaniyoruz (metodoloji sorunuyla ve zorunlu gogle ilgili diger arastirmalar i¢in bk. Chatty,
2007; Crisp, 1999; Crush & Williams, 2001; Harrell-Bond & Voutira, 2003; Jocabsen &
Landau, 2003; Lammers, 2003; Macchiavello, 2003; MacKenzie, McDowell & Pittaway,
2007; McMichael, Nunn, Gilford & Correa-Velez, 2015).

Bizim gériisiimiize gore; kavramlar ve metodolojiler hakkinda yiiriitiilecek bir tartigma,
her ne kadar bunlar politika yapma siirecinde gerekli ve dogrudan uygulanabilir goriilmeseler
de, akademik bakimdan dikkat ¢ekmelidir. Kugkusuz, zorunlu go¢ ¢aligmalarinda “politikayla
ilgili” ve “politikayla ilgisiz” arastirma seklinde algilanan bir ayrigma vardir. Umariz 6zgiin
bigimleriyle bu 6zel sayidaki katkilar mevzubahis ikilemi doniistiirecek —en kotii problematik
hale getirecek— niianslara ve baglamsallastirmaya 151k tutar. Zorunlu go¢ arastirmalarina ait
kavramlarin ve bunlarm uygulanmalarinin, gegerliligi kendinden gelen bir arastirma odag:
oldugunu ileri siirliyoruz. Bunun nedeni hem politika yapicilar, siyasetciler, akademisyenler
ve yasa yorumlayicilar vasfiyla bizlerin kullandig1 kuramsal kavramlarin hem de sahada bu
kavramlarla ¢aligmanin ve bu kavramlar1 uygulamanin ¢cogu zaman yerinden edilmis insanlarin
hayatlarinda 6nemli pratik sonuglart olmasidir. Zorunlu gd¢ konusuna yonelen/egilen
akademisyenlerin, genellikle ahlaki ya da etik bir sorumluluk tagimamalart gerektigi kanistyla
arastirmacilarin adaletsizlik olduguna inandiklari kirtllgan kosullardaki insanlar iizerinde giiclii
amillerin yol agtig1 durumlarda bile vazife bilinciyle duyarlilik gdstermeden arastirma yapmalar1
beklenir. Isbu 6nerme dogrultusunda, cogu zaman kuram ile pratik arasmndaki geliskili iliskiden
kaynaklanan giicliiklere muhatapliklar1 ve politik formasyonu etkileyebilecek ve dlgiilebilecek
calismalar yiiriitmelerinden dogan agir sorumluluklari hasebiyle akademisyenler {izerinde
biiyliyen baskty1 da 6zellikle nazar dikkate almak icap etmektedir.

1



Dogu Akdeniz Havzasi

Bu 6zel sayinin basligindan da agikga anlasilacagi tizere, bu metinleri bir araya getirirken
zorunlu go¢ konusunda artan akademik iiretime destek vermenin yani sira diinyanin
yerinden edilmeyle 6zdes hale gelmis olan bir bolgesine yani Dogu Akdeniz’e odaklanan,
¢ok disiplinli bir say1 olusturmak hedeflendi. Bu sayida makalesi yer alan katilimcilarin
¢ogunlugu -Birlesmis Milletler Miilteciler Yiiksek Komiserligi eski sekreteri, simdi ise
BM Genel Sekreteri olan Antonio Guterres tarafindan “[UNHCR olarak] bizim simdiye
kadar karsilastigimiz en dramatik insani kriz” diye nitelendirilen- Suriye kriziyle ilgili
yazmakla beraber (Chulov, 2013) bu antoloji zorunlu goge daha genel bir kapsamdan
bakmaktadir. Bu antoloji, dzellikle genis Dogu Akdeniz havzasinda yasayan niifusun
tarihsel ve mevcut durumunu ele alan arastirma bulgularini betimleyerek ve tartisarak
cografi bir yaklasim benimsemektedir. Bu yaklasim ulusal, etnik, kiiltiirel, dini ve siyasi
siirlari 6tesine gecen ortak ve tarihsel olarak tekrarlanan kaygilar sebebiyle dnemlidir.

Bununla birlikte, zorunlu go¢ olgusunun tarihsel agidan 6zellikle XXI. yilizyilda yaygin
dogasi dikkate alindiginda, neden Dogu Akdeniz’e odaklanmaya karar verdigimizin
gerekgesini sunmamiz lazimdir. XIX. yiizyildan itibaren bu bolge cesitli go¢ akimlari (disa
g0¢ ve ige gbg) yasamistir. Bu gog siirecleri, hem gog edenler (¢ogunlukla miilteciler)
hem de onlara ev sahipligi yapan toplumlar bakimindan ¢ok yonlii tesirleri igermektedir.
Tabiatiyla s6z konusu go¢ hareketlerinin sonuglari, kiiltiirel iriinlerde ve hatiralarda
oldugu kadar ev sahibi iilkenin sosyal baglaminda agik¢a goriilmektedir. Nitekim ayni
bolgede, tarihsel suclarin halledilmeden birakildigini ve ilerleyen donemlerde benzer
veya yeni bigimler ve farkli boyutlara sahip sonuglarla tekrardan ortaya ¢iktigi miisahede
edilmektedir. Oysaki gercekei ve pragmatik ¢oziimler, daha kalici bir nitelik gerektirme
egilimindedir. Geg¢misin anlagilmasi ise, zorunlu go¢ akimlarinin kendilerini nasil
giiclendirdiklerine dair bir rehber sunar. Esas itibariyla bolgedeki miilteci trafigi, Birlesmis
Milletler gibi kuruluslar ve iilkeler arasindaki uluslararast iligkileri (Betts & Loescher,
2011) etkilemek yerine Akdeniz, Avrupa ve Kafkasya’nin yakin bélgelerini etkilemistir.

Ne yazik ki Dogu Akdeniz, bolgede derin istikrarsizliga neden olup milyonlarca kisinin
yerinden edilmesine yol agan uzun siireli ¢atismalara yol agiyor. Arsiv belgelerine dayali
baz1 vakalardan bahsetmek gerekirse ornegin zamaninda Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun
(1915) bugiinse Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin yer aldig1 bolgede Ermeniler, Asuriler ve diger
Hristiyan azinliklarin yasadigi kdyler ve kentsel yerlesim yerleri tahrip edilmis, bunlarmn
pek azmin hayatta kaldigi katliamlar yasanmistir. Yine 1923’te Yunanistan ve Tiirkiye
arasinda bir “niifus miibadelesi” yapilmistir. Bolge ayrica, Ikinci Diinya Savasi sonrasinda
bolgenin mandater Fransiz ve Ingiliz devletleri tarafindan boliinmesi ve devam eden siirecte
modern Israil devletinin kurulmasiyla (1948’den bu yana siiregelen sorunun ana evresi 1964
ile 1993 arasinda yasanmustir) alevlenen Israil-Filistin toprak anlasmazhigma sahit oldu.
Liibnan I¢ Savasi (1975-1990) ile 1983’ten beridir devam eden Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti ile
PKK arasindaki savas goriildi. Irak giliglerinin Kuveyt’i isgaliyle baglayan Korfez Savast
(1990-1991) ve baglaminda Ingiltere ve diger Avrupa iilkeleri ile Amerikan birliklerinin
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bolgede konuslanmast, siirecin vuku buldugu tilkelerin halklarinca hala hissedilen yikim ve
yerinden edilmislik miras1 birakti, geride. Akabinde Afganistan I¢ Savaslar1 (1996-2001)
ve New York’taki 11 Eyliil saldirtlarindan sonra Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’nin misilleme
iddiastyla gerceklestirdigi Irak’1 (2003-2014) ve Afganistan’1 (2001-2014) istilas1 yasandi.
Ayni donemde, bolgedeki siyasetin niteligini gecici olarak degistiren Arap Bahari’na ve
birgok Kuzey Afrika rejiminin ¢okiisiine taniklik edildi. Her ne kadar tehdit altindaki
hiikiimetlerin asir1 siddet iceren tepkileri arasinda popiiler isyanlar hizla dagilsalar da, daha
sonraki baskilar daha fazla miilteci yaratti. Son olarak bolge, 2011°den beri devam eden
ve son derece yikict sonuglart bulunan Suriye Savasi’ndan mustariptir. Damgalanan ve
“yiik” gibi goriilen Suriyeliler, Iraklilar, Afganistanlilar, Liibnanlilar, Urdiinliiler, Ermeniler,
Siiryaniler, Yezidiler, Sabiiler, Filistinliler, Yemenliler, Somalililer, Eritreliler, Sudanlilar ve
diger bir¢ok halk, zorunlu gociin baskisinin altinda kalmalarinin 6tesine gegen agirliklarla
da ezildiler. Zira bu miiltecilerin insan haklar1 ihlal edildi, gogu zaman arazileri ellerinden
alind1 ve baska bir {ilkenin vatandasligina kabul edilmediler. Boylece Dogu Akdeniz, XXI.
yiizyilda zorla yerinden edilme ile es anlaml1 hale geldi.

Bolgedeki zorunlu gogiin dinamik ve karmasik dogasina yonelik olarak hazirlanan
bu 6zel sayida yer bulan anlayiglarin, yasanan insani acinin boyutuna duyarl politikalar
iiretmeye calisan karar vericilere yarar saglayacagint umuyoruz. Bu umuda binaen ve
ozellikle, ulusal ve uluslararasi hukukun belli boyutlarina kars1 gelistirdigimiz itirazin
yaninda antropologlarin mekani ve kiiltiirii anlama bigimleriyle belirledigimiz telakkiye
dayanarak yerinden edilmenin sadece psikolojik etkilerini degil ayn1 zamanda ilgili
anlatilar1 da dikkate alan yontemler sayesinde insanlarin 6zlemlerinin, motivasyonlarinin
ve basa ¢ikma mekanizmalarinin dogru kavranabilecegine ve bunun ¢dziim noktasinda
cok biyiik katki saglayacagma dair bir farkindalik olusturmak istiyoruz. Ayrica, bu
sayida yer verilen makalelerin yalnizca politikalarin olusturulmasi, korunmasi ve yeniden
tiretilmesiyle kendini kisitlamayip bunlarm yerinden edilmis niifus tizerindeki etkileriyle
deilgilenen 6grenciler ve alandaki koklii akademisyenlerin caligmalarina yardim edecegine
inantyoruz. Nihayet ¢alisma etigi ve ahlaki i¢inde zorunlu gé¢ magdurlart hakkindaki
cabalarimi adalet meselesine odaklayan tartigmalara ilham vermeyi de amagliyoruz.

Bu sayidaki tiim metinler kamu ydnetimi ve politika incelemelerinden, tarihl mirasa
yonelik arastirmalardan, etnografiden, psikososyal yaklagimlardan, ulusal ve uluslararasi
kanunlar nazarindan zorunlu gd¢iin hukuki yonlerine iliskin goriislere kadar uzanan genis
bir yelpaze igerisinde konumlandirilmistir.

Simdi, &zel sayidaki boliimlerin kapsaminda yer alan katkilarm her birini burada
kisaca sunacagim.

3 Sovyetlerin geri gekilmesi bir baslangig noktas olarak aliirsa Afgan i¢ Savaslarinin 1979 veya 1992°de basladig: da iddia edilir.
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Boliim I: Antropolojik Yaklasim

Dawn Chatty’nin makalesi, Suriyeli miiltecilerin ve Urdiin, Liibnan ile Tiirkiye’deki
miilteci kamplarinin mevcut durumunu degerlendiriyor. Calisma, Suriyeli miiltecilerin,
insani yardim uygulayicilarinin ve ev sahibi topluluklarin farkli algilarini ve taleplerini
niteliksel bir aragtirma ile inceliyor. Makalede, kosullar izin verdigi takdirde, catigma sonrasi
Suriye toplumunun yeniden biitiinlesmesine ve bigimlenmesine katkida bulunabilecek,
ev sahibi topluluklara iliskin toplumsal faktorler de ele alinmaktadir. Chatty’nin kesif
caligmasinin iki amaci vardir: Birincisi, “siirgiinde koruma” konusundaki goriis birliginin
kiiltiirel agidan hassas bir sekilde ifade edip edemeyecegini arastirmaktir; zira bu da
mutlaka kamp alaninda calisma yapmay1 gerektirmiyor. Ikincisi ise, Suriye ayaklanmast
¢oziildikten sonra ev sahibi topluluktaki koklesmis “ortak yasama girisimlerinin”
iyilestirilmis geri doniis mekanizmalarini nasil kolaylastirabilecegini arastirmaktir.

Annika Rabo, derinlemesine goriismeye dayali ¢alismasinda Suriye’nin Rakka
bolgesindeki zorunlu gog¢ hareketlerinin gegmisini ve bugliniinii konu ediniyor. DEAS’1n
toprak iddialarinin merkezinde yer alan Rakka, Asur ve Babil medeniyetlerinin ve Arap-
Islam déneminin doruk noktasina uzandig1 eski insan yerlesimlerinin kalintilar1 iizerine
kurulmustur. Niifus burada yiizyillar boyunca, goniillii veya zorunlu gog¢ hareketliligi
arasinda miitemadiyen azalip yeniden diizenlenmistir. Rabo’ya gore, Rakka eyaleti de
dahil olmak tiizere, insanlar hemen her yerde go¢ konusunda ve biitiin arka plandan
gelen insanlar1 etkileyen insan hareketliligi hakkinda goriislerini serdediyor. Insanlarn
zorunlu veya goniillii tarihsel mobilite anlatilar1 ise, ortak hafizayr ve ayni koke ait
olma anlatilarin1 yapilandirir. Rabo bu ¢ergevede su soruyu soruyor: Yillar siiren yogun
ve acimasiz c¢atigmalar bittiginde Rakka bolgesindeki insanlar igin nasil bir/hangi
gelecekten soz edilebilir? Rabo, bu soruyu cevaplamaya g¢alisirken Rakka bolgesinin
tarihinde, istikbalde bir arada yasama tecriibesini destekleyecek uzlastirici siiregleri
gelistirecek bir “materyal” olup olmadigini arastirmakla son birkag ytlizyildir bolgesel
hareket tarihini ve gergeklesen yerlesimlerin altini ¢iziyor. Rabo’nun vurguladigi bu
ilk boyut, siiphesiz, basa ¢ikma, yilmazlik ve hafiza ingas1 iizerindeki tartismalar icin
onemli bir zemine isaret ediyor.

Son olarak Sam’daki Yermuk Kampi’nda ve Sam’in 20 kilometre giineyindeki Han
Eshieh Kampi’nda dogup biiyiliyen insanlarla sozlii tarih kayitlarina dayali bir ¢alisma
yirliten Mette Lundsfryd, 2012-2014 yillar1 arasinda Suriye’den Liibnan’a kagan
Filistinlilerin sinir gegme deneyimlerine odaklanmistir. Calismasi, 6znelerarasi yazarlik
yoluyla zorunlu yerinden edilmis ii¢ neslin 6znel hafizayr nasil etkiledigini ve 67
yildir devam eden bir “felaketin” nasil yansidigint gosteriyor. Bir sozlii tarih yaklagimi
uygulayan Lundsfryd, Suriye cografyasinin giivenli bolgeye erisimin her daim nadir ya
da reddedilen bir durum oldugu “kontrol noktalar1 diinyas1” dedigi sinirlar agi haline
geldigini belirtiyor. Lundsfryd’in ¢aligmasi, geleneksel sinir kavramlarini tartisip lizerine
yeniden diisiinmemizi ve kisisel Suriye’den ka¢gma hatiralariin kolektif kdkiinii kazima,
yerinden etme ve yilmazlik anilarini birbirine bagladigini bilmemizi sagliyor.
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Boliim II: Tarihsel Yaklasim

Ella Fratantuono makalesinde bir baska Onemli soruya cevap ariyor: Gogmenler,
ornegin, devlet merkezli ¢oziimler i¢in ne zaman elverigli bir toplumsal mesele kabul
edilirler? Bu dogrultuda 6ne ¢ikan tecriibe; XIX. yiizyilin ikinci yarisinda bir yanda Kuzey
Kafkasya ve Kirrm’da Rus Imparatorlugu’ndan kagan, diger yanda Balkanlarda milliyetgi
miicadeleler yiiziinden yerinden edilen milyonlarca Miisliiman’in Osmanli topraklarima gog
etmesiyle yaganmustir. Bilindigi gibi XIX. yiizyilin ortalarinda Osmanli imparatorlugu’na
akan miilteciler, ne devletin baska yerlerden kagan biiyiik gruplarla ilk karsilasmasidir ne
de devletin giivenlik icraatlarina olanak taniyan ilk “niifus politikas1” girisimidir. Ancak
5 Ocak 1860°’ta Muhacirin Komisyonu kuruluncaya kadar gégmen idaresi i¢in bagimsiz
bir kurum da mevcut degildir. Peki, XIX. yiizy1l miiltecileri bir “¢6ziime” esas olacak bir
“sorun” niteligine nasil sahip oldular? Fratantuono’nun makalesi, go¢men yerlesimiyle
ilgili devlet stratejilerini ve ideallerini degerlendirmek {izere Osmanl Imparatorlugu’ndaki
goemen idaresinin tarihini ele aliyor. Bu arka planin olusturulmasi, miilteciler ile devlet
arasindaki iliskiyi anlamamiza katki saglayacaktir. Bunu da devlet gorevlilerinin belirtikleri
sekliyle Osmanlt kurumunun eksikliklerini, yeni gelenler ile devlet gorevlileri arasindaki
miizakerelerin sartlarini koyan gog rejimlerini incelemek yoluyla yapacaktir.

Matthew Goldman ise makalesinde, 1858 yilinda Osmanli Imparatorlugu tarafindan
baslatilan ilk biiylik tapu kadastro modernizasyonu projesinden, Diinya Bankasi tarafindan
finanse edilmis ve son donemde tamamlanmis tapu kadastro modernizasyonu projesine (2008-
2013) degin gecen siire igerisindeki arazi miilkiyeti giivensizliginin zorunlu gog tizerindeki
etkisini ve Giineydogu Anadolu’daki geri doniis imkanlarmi inceliyor. Goldman Tiirk
basinindan derledigi birtakim haberlerle arazi miilkiyet haklarinin yonetilmesine iligkin bu son
girigimlerin, “eski sorun” engeline takildigin1 gosteriyor. Arazi uzlasmazliklarini ¢oziimsiiz
birakmak, Tirkiye ve miittefik unsurlart ile PKK gibi silahli gruplar arasindaki ¢atismanin
siddetlenmesine yartyor. Catismalar sebebiyle yerinden edilmis olup geri donmeye tesebbiis
edenler, yeni yerlesimcilerin kendilerine ait eski topraklarda hak iddia etmeleri ve genelde de
devletten bunun yasal iznini edinmeleriyle karsilagmakta ve arazi anlagmazliklarinin ¢éziimii
icin hukuk sistemine bagvurmak yerine ¢ogunlukla siddet kullanmay: tercih etmektedirler.
Bugiin pamuk ipligine bagli bir barisin veya kontrollii siddetin oldugu diisiiniildiigiinde bolgede
catismay1 koriikleyecek parlama noktalari yaratmanin ne kadar riskli olacagi da asikardir.
Goldman, mevcut tapu kadastro stirecini iyilestirmek, toplumsal baris1 ve yerinden edilmis
kisilerin haklarmi korumaya matuf bir dizi genel 6neriyle makalesini sonlandirmaktadir.

Boliim IIT: Hukuk, Politika ve Politik Yaklasimlar

Umut Korkut, makalesinde kapali bir miilteci kabul diizeninden segici agik bir miilteci
kabul diizenine evrilme siireci dogrultusunda Suriye miilteci krizinin Tiirkiye nin siginma
rejiminin yonetimini ve gelisimini nasil etkiledigini inceliyor. Korkut’un makalesi,
Tiirkiye miilteci kabul diizeninin kapali bir sistemden segici agik bir sisteme doniismesinin
resmi kurumlar tarafindan degil de, miilteci krizi ile ilgilenen kamu gorevlilerince
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yaygin sekilde paylasilan sdylemlere ve diisiince riintiilerine dayali oldugu ile basliyor.
Miiteakiben makale, Tiirk hitkiimetinin Suriyelilere kiyasla diger miilteci gruplarina
nasil davrandigini ve Tiirklerin miiltecilere yaptig1 insani yardimlarinin miiltecinin hangi
milletten olmasia gore nasil kapsamli ve comert olabildigini analiz ediyor. Korkut
makalesinin odagina 2011°den beri devam eden Suriye’deki i¢ savasin yol agtigi ve siirecin
tamamina damgasint vuran Suriye miilteci krizini almakla birlikte, Tiirk hiikimetinin
Suriyeli miiltecilere nispetle diger zorunlu gd¢ unsurlarina/magdurlarina karst aldigi
insani durusun kapsamini da ayrintilariyla anlatiyor. Bu ¢ercevede Suriyelilerin alimini,
Suriye krizinden 6nce gelen ve bu kriz esnasinda Tiirkiye’de bulunan diger miilteci
gruplarla ve ISID’in bolgedeki saldirilart yiiziinden 2014 yilinin yaz ve giiz donemlerinde
g6¢ edenlerle de kiyashiyor. Korkut, s6z konusu gruplarin kabul edilmesindeki ¢esitliligi
detaylandirirken tilkede sayilari kabaran Suriyeli siginmacilara yonelik hiikiimetin ve
kamuoyunun tutumlari arasindaki tutarsizligim altin1 da ustalikla ¢iziyor.

Lena Karamanidou, kolektif gé¢ deneyimlerini uyaran bir alani, siyasi sdylem alanmni,
ozellikle de Yununistan’da yasamaya iliskin parlamento tartismalarini sdylem analizi
yontemiyle masayayatirtyor. Gog ve siginma hakkindaki sekiz farkli yasaylailgili parlamentoda
yapilan yirmi tartismay elestirel sdylem analiziyle ele alarak siyasi aktorlerin siginma ve
g0¢ politikalarini mesrulagtirmak veya gayrimesrulastirmak kasdiyla iilke i¢ine go¢ ve/veya
zorunlu go¢ deneyimini nasil kullandiklarini inceliyor. Nihayetinde Karamanidou, tipki
Irlandalilarm go¢ sdylemlerinde gecen benzer go¢ deneyimlerinin analizinde gosterildigi gibi
kolektif go¢ deneyimlerine atifta bulunmanin sadece daha genis bir hosgorii veya kapsayicilik
iddiasinda bulunmak i¢in degil ayni zamanda daha biiyiik bir dislama ve “bizi” yani ev sahibi
toplumu olumlu anlamda resmetmek i¢in de kullanildigini gésteriyor.

Georgiana Turculet, makalesinde, Suriye krizi kapsaminda devletlerin miiltecileri
geldikleri bolge dahilinde tutmak amaciyla aldiklari 6nlemlerin, “tasarlanmis bdlgecilik”
olgusunun tipik bir rnegi oldugunu ileri stirmektedir. Turculet’in goérlisiine gore biitiin bu
onlemler, miiltecilerin yagsamlari lizerinde dogrudan, kendi vatandaslar1 {izerinde ise dolayli
yoldan olumsuz etkilere sahiptir. Turculet’in normatif analizinin sonucunda, insani krizle
ugrasan devletlerin miiltecilerin ¢ikarlarma aykir icraatlariyla aslinda (potansiyel olarak)
kendi vatandaslarinin aleyhine davrandiklarina ikna edilmelerinin gerektigi gortiniirlik
kazaniyor. Zira bu tiir politikalar genelde “miilteci krizinin” gegici oldugunu kabul eden
ve bu siireci yanlis yonlendiren bir varsaymmi izlemektedir. Nitekim g¢alismada, kisa
vadeli politik hedeflere ve bu baglamdaki politikalara dncelik veren devletlerin “miilteci
konusunu” krizin biiylikligiine uygun ve gergekgi bir sekilde degerlendirmekten uzak
olmalarinin muhtemelen bu siireci daha da bozucu bir islev gorecegi uyarisi da yapiliyor.

Bu boliimde son olarak Hannibal Travis, zorunlu gé¢ meselesini hukuksal agidan
ele aliyor. Bu kapsamda 1915 Doénemi’nin Ermeni ve Siiryanilerini, 1930’lu, 1980’li
ve 1990’11 yillarm Kiirt ve Siiryanilerini, 1974-2014 aras: siirecin de Kuzey Kibris’taki
Stiryani ve Yezidilerini karsilastirtyor. Travis’in makalesi, savas zamanlarinin soykirimci
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niyet uygulamalarima yonelik hukuki yaklasimi ve ulusal giivenlige yonelik diger
tehditleri irdelemektedir. Bu cercevede caligmasinda ceza mahkemelerinin katliam,
tecaviiz, zorla siirgiin, bolge bombardimani ve miilkten yoksun birakmaya ait kanitlar
inceleyerek soykirimci niyeti nasil analiz ettiklerini tartisir. Gergekten de BM Giivenlik
Konseyi, 1993 yilinda Bosna’daki, 1999 yilinda Kosova’daki mezalimleri goriistirken
Yugoslav yoneticilerin ulusal giivenlik esasli savunulariyla karsi karsiya kaldiginda sik
sik Miisliiman miiltecilerin Yugoslav saldirilarindan kagmalarina atif yaparak uluslararasi
mahkemelerin soykirim kovusturmalarina referans vermistir.

BM Genel Kurulu, Yugoslavya’nin protestolarina ragmen Bosna’daki etnik temizligi
soykirim kabul edip siddetle kinayarak miiltecilerin dramini vurgulamistir. Bu kapsamda
bilimsel c¢alismalar, soykirimci niyet ve kontrgerilla harekat: ya da diger savunmaci
catismalar1 birbirleri ile zorunlu olarak bagdasmayan unsurlar seklinde gdrmezler.
Hannibal, ¢alismasini, 1993 yilindaki Bosnali miiltecilerin dramini ve Bosnali Sirplarin
ve Yugoslav kuvvetlerinin o yil soykirimdan dolay1 kinanmalarini, 2014 yilinda ISID’in
yol actig1 Siiryani ve Yezidi miilteci drami ile mukayese ederek sonuclandirir.

Boliim IV: Psikolojik Yaklasim

Onver A. Cetrez ile Valerie DeMarinis, ortak makalelerinde, zorunlu gdgiin psikolojik
boyutunun yaninda Tiirkiye’deki Hiristiyan Suriyeli miiltecilere yonelik calisirken somut
olarak karsilastiklar: kirillgan niifus igerisinde arastirma yapmanin etik sorunlarini eylem
aragtirmastyla ele aliyorlar. Caligmalarmin odaginda Istanbul’daki Qnushyo Faaliyet
Merkezine devam eden miilteciler yer almaktadir. Bu merkez arastirmacilarin, dnemli
figlirlerin ve miiltecilerin destekleriyle gelistirilen giivenli bir cennettir.

Caligmalarinda miilteciler, savastan ve catigmadan uzak giivenli bir cennete ulagsma
cabasindaki kirilgan figiirler seklinde sunulmaktadirlar. Ornegin, vatanlari ile zorunlu
olarak gdcenlerin pek cok saglik sorunu yasamalarina yol acan yerlestikleri yerdeki
hayali vatanlar1 arasinda, tabiri caizse gitgide agirlasan bir belirsizlige atfen arafta sikisip
kalmis bir halde bulunuyorlar. Suriye’de halen devam eden uzun savas ve Tiirkiye’deki
Suriyelilerin sinirdaki siiregen durumlari onlarin zihinsel ve bedensel sagligini tehlikeye
atmakta; ozellikle fiziksel aciyi, algilanan diistik ruh saghigini ve diistik benlik saygisini
kotiilestirmektedir. Bununla birlikte ¢alismada, ¢ogu miiltecinin ig¢inde yasadigi zorlu
kosullara ragmen yiiksek bir yilmazlik diizeyi sergiledigi; ailesini, toplulugunu ve
kiiltiiriinii yasamsal anlam kaynaklarina doniistiirerek sagliga eristiren bir yol olusturmaya
ugrastigl da vurgulanmaktadir. Sonuglari itibartyla muhatap kalinan zorluklarla baga
cikmak icin siklikla kullanilan farkli stratejilerin, yani dinin veya diger anlam veren
sistemlerin, ayni inanct ve/veya umudu paylagan benzer durumdaki diger kisilerle bir
toplumsallik bilinci olusturmada da iglev gosterecegi agiktir.

J. Eduardo Chemin, makalesinde “korku faktori” dedigi hususu ve bunun, arastirma
verilerinin analizini ve uygulanmasini nasil etkiledigini anlatiyor. Chemin, makalesinde
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Tiirkiye’deki Suriyeli miiltecilere yonelik yaptig1 ¢ok disiplinli ¢alismasinin bulgularini
paylasmaktadir. Bu c¢alisma ozellikle Dogu Akdeniz’deki Suriyeliler i¢in 6nemli iki
biiyilik yerlesim yeri olan Mersin’de ve Adana’da yasayan miiltecileri konu almaktadir.
Chemin’in asil amaci, yerinden edilmis kigilerin géce zorlanma travmasi ile nasil basa
¢iktiklarini ve bu yoldaki tecriibelerini; yilmazlik duygusunu nasil gelistirdiklerini, dinin
basa ¢ikma stratejileri gelistirmede nasil bir rolii oldugunu ortaya ¢ikarmaktir. Chemin,
zorunlu goge dair gerceklestirdigi arastirma esnasinda, veri toplamanin gerceklestigi
baglamla ilisik bir¢ok giicliikle karsilastigindan zorunlu géciin ontolojisine odaklanmanin
Otesine gecip (aragtirma bulgulari) epistemolojik yoniine agirlik vermeye (bu ornekte
metodolojik giicliikler) mecbur kalmistir. Dolayisiyla da “hiper ugucu” ya da istikrarsiz
politik baglamlar kapsaminda bdylesi arastirmalar yiiriitmeye iliskin risk ve etik durumlari
iceren zorunlu goc¢ analizleri de calismaya dahil edilmistir.

Son makalede ise, Akar Tamer Aker ile Esra Isik, Tiirkiye’de zorunlu yerinden edilme
konusundaki arastirmalarla ilgili metodolojik giicliikleri tartigmaktadir. Adi gegen yazarlar,
son yirmi yilda Tirkiye’de psikolojik saglik alaninda ¢alisan uzmanlarm, yerinden edilme
ve go¢ caligmalara dair iki 6nemli metodolojik giicliikle karsilagtigini iddia etmektedir.
Bu giicliiklerin ilki kendi iilkesinde yerinden edilen Kiirtlerle, ikincisi ise Tiirkiye’ye
yonelen Suriyeli miilteci hareketiyle ilgilidir. Her iki olgunun da kendine 6zgii 6zellikleri
vardir ve bunlar arastirma ve miidahale noktasinda farkli giicliikler icermektedir. Aker ve
Isik, ¢aligmalarinda zorunlu yerinden edilmenin sadece politik, hukuki ve sosyoekonomik
sonuglart olmadigini, bunlarin yaninda yerinden edilmis kisilerin bedensel ve psikolojik
sagliklar tizerinde olumsuz etkileri bulundugunu da dile getirmektedir.

J. Eduardo Chemin
Say1 Editorii
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Editorial

Past and Present Amongst Refugees in the Eastern
Mediterranean: Conceptual and Methodological

Challenges in the Study of Forced Migration

The Age of the Exile?

If we were to describe the times in which we live in a single sentence, how would
we phrase it? For Vladimiro Ariel Dorfman, the eminent Argentinian-Chilean-American
professor of literature and human rights activist, that sentence would be: “We live in the age
of the refugee, the age of the exile.” Indeed, any person reading the news today would find
it difficult to dispute Dorfman’s claim. It is certainly true that in our time, a large number
of people migrate, not because they want to, but because they are forced to do so. Uprooted
by poverty, wars, and repression, they risk their lives to escape destitution and persecution.
Many end up in refugee camps or in the slums of sprawling cities. Some lucky few will find
a better life in an affluent country. All, in their different ways, are at the mercy of economic
and political forces beyond their control. As we approach the second decade of the twenty-
first century, gruesome images of drowned adults and children washed away onto European
shores have become common front-pagers in newspapers and television channels. The
inability, and often unwillingness, of governments both in Europe and elsewhere to respond
to the “refugee crisis” in a humane manner is not only obvious, but also disheartening.
Hence, the need to find sustainable, long-term solutions to forced migration has never been
more urgent.

The phenomenon of forced migration is a broad problem with many dimensions. Forced
migration can be described as “internal” when it displaces people within national borders,
or “external” when forcing people out of their own country.! Forced migration may be
the result of natural disasters, such as floods, droughts, or hurricanes that are intensified
by the effects of climate-change. It can also occur because of geophysical phenomena,

1 Researchers generally tend to use the term IDPs (internally displaced people) when displaced people have not
crossed a national border and “refugee” or “asylum seeker” if they cross an international border.
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such as earthquakes, tsunamis, or volcanic activity, or by biological factors, such as
pandemics of such incurable diseases as Ebola. Yet, forced migration often has man-
made causes, such as political instability, social and economic inequality, civil wars, and
military interventions sprouting not only from contentions over natural resources, but also
from differences between minorities and majorities as well as opposing views concerning
territory or ideology (including religious and national). The recent case between Kurds and
Assyrians in Iraq or Kurds and Yazidi being a good example of such disputes.

Still, the distinctions between voluntary and involuntary migration as well as between
migration for economic reasons and forced displacement linked to political persecution or
armed conflict are blurred and often controversial (Schuster, 2015; Yarris & Castafieda,
2015). This is because contemporary migration flows entail economic and socio-political
inequalities, both of which contribute to migration’s causality, and among all types of cross-
border movements, “forced migration” is surely the most unsettling. For these reasons,
while acknowledging that man-made causes may also refer to man’s indirectly and partially
producing conditions for displacement, in this issue, we isolate the scope of inquiry to a
narrower range of causes (hereafter, man-made direct causes), such as war and conflict.

There are many definitions of forced migration. For example, Bartram, Poros, and
Monforte (2014) define it as a type of movement that “results from some sort of compulsion
or threat to well-being or survival, emerging in conditions ranging from violent conflict
to severe economic hardship” (p. 69). However, when conceptualizing forced migration,
the difficulty is in determining what counts as compulsion. Many migration scholars no
longer believe that a conventional dichotomy between economic migrants and refugees,
for example, is cogent or persuasive (Bartram et al., 2014).

At the center of the issue of forced migration is the character we call the “refugee.”
In its broadest connotation, the term “refugee” refers to “individuals who have left their
country in the belief that they cannot or should not return to it in the near future, although
they might hope to do so if conditions permit” (Thielemann, 2006, p. 4). Most such
definitions rely on the legal definition of refugees® as written in the 1951 United Nations
multilateral treaty Convention Relating to the Status of Refugees (Article 1, section A,
paragraph 2: 14), which defines a refugee as someone who

...owing to well-founded fear of being persecuted for reasons of race, religion, nationality,
membership of a particular social group or political opinion, is outside the country of
his nationality and is unable or, owing to such fear, is unwilling to avail himself of the
protection of that country; or who, not having a nationality and being outside the country of
his former habitual residence as a result of such events, is unable or, owing to such fear, is
unwilling to return to it (UNHCR, n.d).

2 An extended version of the 1951 definition was proposed during the 1984 Cartagena Convention (see
UNHCR, 2013).
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Definitions are important; however, there are some considerations that must be made
clear from the beginning and that will set the tone that resonates with the papers in this
special issue. First, instead of a binary opposition between refugees (asylum seekers) and
economic migrants, scholars of migration now perceive a continuum where compulsion
plays a greater or lesser role in migration flows depending on the circumstances. The
archetypical instance of forced migration, as Bartram etal. (2014) point out, is displacement
or refugee flows arising from violent conflicts, persecution, and/or deliberate expulsion.
Hence, the element of compulsion is obvious. However, and second, it is also important
to highlight the role of migration as a strategy and part of human development and the
cycle of life. Doing so allows us to recognize the agency of migrants and refugees. In
that way, we cease to see refugees as mere victims of a fate beyond their control, and
change our perception of them as actors responding to extremely challenging conditions
by relying on the social and cultural resources that remain under their control (Monsutti,
2010). Third, by understanding resilience among the most vulnerable populations and by
understanding what helps them to move on and regain stability and productivity in their
new lives under adverse conditions, we can learn valuable lessons about the nature of
human survival and how people overcome adversity even when all odds are against them.

For reasons that will be made clear, authors focus almost exclusively on the Eastern
Mediterranean region whilst discussing both ontological and epistemological aspects of
forced migration. That is, while their research focuses on the historical legacies of forced
migration in the region, political contexts and backgrounds, the psychological effects
of displacement on migrants and refugees, and how the law interprets the conditions
of displacement, each author reflects on the methodological aspects of studying forced
migration and the importance of questioning concepts.

Past and Present

Scholarly research is often necessarily limited to specific time periods, to strict geographic
regions, or to a given population—be it large or small. However, forced displacement is a
phenomenon that is as old as civilization itself (McNeil, 1984) and certainly not limited to
national borders or regions. Therefore, it is important to keep this broad spatial and temporal
context in mind, as this will serve to remind us that forced migration is perhaps best understood
from a multidisciplinary and multi-methodological perspective. Indeed, the multifaceted,
multidimensional global processes that may trigger forced displacement force scholars to
look beyond disciplinary boundaries when researching this topic, since this form of migration
neither is the result of simple causes, nor is it a strictly modern-day phenomenon.

Let us take the element of time as a case in point. Since antiquity, forced displacement
of large populations across vast geographies has shaped and reshaped our world. Some of
these were recorded and then recounted orally for generations before being written down,
only then to become part of the foundational myths shared by the three great monotheistic

21



religions of the world: Judaism, Christianity, and Islam. All of these religions describe in
their sacred texts how coerced displacement and long-term exile were pivotal in the shaping
of cultures and societies in the Eastern Mediterranean, the region on which we have chosen
to focus our attention in this volume. In the earlier of these texts, the Jewish TANAKH (also
known as the Hebrew Bible), we see myths and legends that clearly evoke displacement as
a core notion in the development of civilization. According to this tradition, a displeased
God forced the very first humans, Adam and Eve, out of Eden, while their son Cain became
a fugitive after having killed his own brother Abel, and being forced to flee to the land of
Nod, a place “east of Eden” (Genesis 4: 2—16). Then, Noah is forced out of his land by a
supposed natural disaster—the great flood story (Genesis 7: 2—12)—in a retelling of the Epic
of Gilgamesh. Later, Abraham, the legendary patriarch, was also forced out of Canaan as
the land experienced a great period of famine that prompted him and his family to seek
refuge in Egypt (Genesis 12: 10). Generations later, Moses, Abraham’s descendant and
the key character in the Exodus story, becomes a “refugee” after he flees Egypt with his
companions in search of the “promised land” whilst declaring, I have been a stranger in a
strange land” (Exodus 2: 22). Centuries later, when the Temple of Jerusalem was destroyed
by the Babylonian King Nebuchadnezzar, many were forced into a long exile in Babylon
where they “sat down and wept” after being “carried away captive” (Psalm 137: 2-3).
While all these narratives have a male dominated approach, a female dimension is found
in the Book of Genesis, where Hagar and her son Ishmael are forced out into the desert. A
later and similar incident occurs in the Christian New Testament when the small child Jesus,
with his mother and father, are forced to flee to Egypt, away from a vindictive emperor. In
Islamic tradition, the “Hegira” describes the migration of the Islamic prophet Muhammad
and his followers from Mecca to Yathrib in 622 (Shaikh, 2001). These narratives forged
long-standing traditions that placed forced migration and displacement at the heart of what
was to become the foundational myths of Asia Minor, the Middle East, and Europe. From
this, we can make the assertion that forced displacement is a phenomenon that resonates
throughout vast periods of history, from the Bronze Age Mesopotamia to modern-day Syria.

In the present special issue, our focus is on the modern manifestations of displacement
and as such, we begin our work in the nineteenth century, the period when global colonial
empires began to give way to a new system of governance, a system of political and economic
organization that became homogenous throughout the world after World War I: the nation-
state. As in the distant past, great numbers of people displaced by war, famine, persecution,
and either natural or environmental disasters have constantly agitated the modern world.
Indeed, as the second decade of the twenty-first century ends, hardly a day goes by without
us being made aware of those issues involving immigrants, asylum seekers, or refugees. With
the advent of modern population surveying, we now have a much better grasp of the size of
displaced populations around the globe and at a glance, these numbers are overwhelming.

According to the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) Global
Trends Report on Forced Migration, a record high 65.3 million people, or one in 113

22



persons, were displaced from their homes by conflict and persecution between 2015 and
2016 (UNHCR, 2015), a majority of which are women and children (International Rescue
Committee [IRC], 2014; Sherwood, 2014). According to the same report, Syria is the largest
source country for refugees, with a total refugee population of 4.9 million (and 7.6 million
who are internally displaced persons (IDPs henceforth) at the end of 2015, while Afghanistan
was the second-largest source country with 2.7 million refugees. Unfortunately, the signs
indicate that these numbers will continue to increase, especially because of the long and
bloody conflict in Syria and the lack of a foreseeable diplomatic resolution. According
to the International Displacement Monitoring Centre (IDMC) GRID — Global Report on
Internal Displacement — the total number of conflict-related IDPs throughout the world as of
December 2015 is 40.8 million (2016). Furthermore, another 22 million people in Asia are
currently displaced as a direct consequence of natural disasters. The estimated total figure of
IDPs around the world is 55 million, of which a significant number will never return home.
For those who do return, the average time of displacement is 17.5 years. According to the
International Red Cross and Red Crescent Federation, approximately 73 million people in the
world are, or have recently been, forced to migrate (2015). If correct, these numbers indicate
that one in one hundred individuals in the world today is either an IDP or an international
refugee. Contrary to popular perception, most refugees do not live in camps, but rather in
inner cities. In these urban environments, refugees face harsh economic hardships, including
a lack of money to pay rent, maintain children at school, or even to buy food.

Numbers can never fully convey the scale of human suffering. However, by looking
at these statistics, we learn that forced migration is a very complex problem that changes
in nature on a daily basis. It is a problem that seems to have intensified since the end of
the Cold War in 1989 (Castels, 2003). Take the recent crisis in Yemen as an illustrative
example of such complexity. The UNHCR has reported, “Nearly one in every ten persons
in Yemen is internally displaced” (or approximately 2.4 million people) as of January 31,
2016 (UNHCR, 2016). However, at the time of the publication of the report, Yemen also
hosted 267,675 registered refugees from Somalia, Ethiopia, and Syria, as well as other
minority groups from both African and Middle-Eastern countries, with 7,705 new arrivals
in February 2016 alone. To mention another case, in Sudan, more than one in ten Sudanese
were displaced in 2011, including 4.9 million IDPs.

Given this history and the current scale of forced migration around the globe, it is not
surprising that forced migration has become an important discussion topic within the social
sciences, attracting the interest of sociologists, anthropologists, geographers, economists,
political scientists, psychologists, lawyers, historians, and demographers, as well as scholars
interested in culture and the arts, not to mention policy makers (O’Reilly, 2016). Nevertheless,
and although there has been a long tradition within the humanities and social sciences of
scholarly work concerned with forced migration, it is only since the 1980’s that a more concerted
effort to define forced migration as a legitimate field of inquiry has taken place. Still, there is no
consensus on where the boundaries of the field should be (Fiddian-Qasmiyeh, Loescher, Long,
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& Sigona, 2014; Triandafyllidou, 2015). This is because the complexity of issues pertaining to
the study of forced migration and refugee studies drive scholars to reach out across disciplinary
boundaries and to use diverse methodological tools with important consequences for our
understanding of the issues involved. As such, this special issue contributes to this growing field
by casting a critical eye on how we conceptualize and study historical and contemporary cases
of displacement. We do so while simultaneously recognizing the importance of interdisciplinary
and multi-methodological perspectives in discussions of forced migration.

Concepts and Methodologies

Although the contributions in this special issue are undoubtedly concerned with
engaging in an ontological discussion, that is, the outcomes of research and the potential
consequences of our findings for policy makers, civil society, and governments more
broadly, the main focus rests on an epistemological preoccupation with concepts (i.e.,
refugees, asylum seekers, or migrants) and methodologies (how we put such concepts to
use in research) used in the study of forced migration.

Scholars who research and write on forced migration tend to spend their time studying
the meanings of concepts and definitions inbuilt in such questions as: Who is a refugee?
Who should have the right to seek asylum in another country? Should internally displaced
people be classified as “refugees?” If so, then what are their rights? When can we classify
migration as either “forced” or “voluntary?” What are the merits of such a classification
for both scholarly work and policy makers? What criteria are used to discern, for
example, an “economic migrant” from a “genuine” asylum seeker? And how appropriate,
ethical, or moral, are such differentiations? In other words, this attention to concepts
and methodologies becomes a framework through which we can discuss the outcome
of original research conducted across diverse settings ranging from mixed methodology
(quantitative and qualitative) psychosocial studies on trauma and coping, to archival
research, analyses of past and present legislation and ethnographic case studies of refugees
and asylum seekers. Authors discuss the historical legacies of forced migration in the
Eastern Mediterranean region and the experiences of modern-day refugees, the political
contexts and backgrounds that favor forced displacement, the psychological effects of
displacement on migrants and refugees, and how the law should interpret the conditions
of displacement and the case for moral responsibility. Individual contributors also
analyze other important themes, such as resilience, religion, land reform and its effects
on populations, challenges faced by mental health professionals working with displaced
people (in particular IDPs), the possibility of back migration or permanent resettlement,
and the differences between migration policies and political discourses. Others focus on
the physical and mental barriers imposed by borders, historical continuities between past
and present, and the differences between the narratives of displacement offered by those
who are displaced and by those who displace.
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Taken as a whole, our mission in putting together this special issue is two-fold. First,
we seek to better understand the practical, ethical, and epistemological challenges and
opportunities presented by research on forced migration, a field of inquiry that is fraught
with difficulties given the long-term period that it covers as well as the fluid social, cultural,
economic, and political contexts that influence it. Second, and no less important, we aim
to offer a cross-disciplinary platform to highlight ontological questions and thus bring
forth the findings of this new research. With these two aims in mind, each author was
asked to consider how we should conceptualize, approach, and work with historical and
contemporary cases involving migrants and refugees? Meanwhile, each author was also
asked to answer the following questions: 1) What is the relationship between the context and
the research outcome? 2) Are there gaps between methodology, experience, and practice,
in sum, between our available methods and the reality of forced migration? 3) How should
our methodologies value, engage with, and take into account all the complex political,
historical, cultural, economic, and social dimensions contributing to forced displacement in
the Eastern Mediterranean region?

One could argue that perhaps by asking how and where concepts originate and how
methods of inquiry more closely relate to and influence our understanding of what
we see, we will not only be better able to understand whence problems originate,
but also how to avoid them in the present and in the future. Hence, the value of the
contributions found in this anthology is based on the fact that most studies dealing
with the methodologies applied in the study of forced migration tend to focus on one
discipline and therefore offer little comparative cases between disciplines (for other
studies dealing with the problem of methodology and forced migration see Chatty,
2007; Crisp, 1999; Crush & Williams, 2001; Harrell-Bond & Voutira, 2007; Jocabsen
& Landau, 2003; Lammers, 2003; Macchiavello, 2003; MacKenzie, McDowell, &
Pittaway, 2007; McMichael, Nunn, Gilford, & Correa-Velez, 2015). Thus, a discussion
of concepts and methodologies merit scholarly attention even if these may seem at
first not necessarily or directly applicable to policy making. Undoubtedly, there is a
perceived division in the study of forced migration regarding “policy relevant” and
“policy irrelevant” research. We hope that in their own distinct ways, the contributions
found in this special issue will bring to light nuances and contextualization that will
render such dichotomy to be problematic at best. We propose that relevant concepts
and their application in the study of forced migration are a legitimate focus of inquiry
in their own right. This is because both the theoretical concepts that we as policy
makers, politicians, academics, and interpreters of the law produce and how we set
about studying and applying these concepts in the field often have important practical
consequences in the lives of displaced people. Whilst it is understandable that scholars
who study forced migration are often motivated to conduct research out of a sense of
ethical or moral responsibility or duty toward what they believe to be the injustices
inflicted by powerful agents upon people in vulnerable conditions, one should question
and reflect upon the often-conflictual relationship between theory and practice, and the
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growing pressure put on academics to produce work that can be measured in terms of
the impact their research may have on policy formation.

The Eastern Mediterranean Basin

It is evident in the title of this special issue that the purpose in producing this collection
of papers is to add to a growing body of academic work on forced migration by offering
a multidisciplinary volume focused on one region of the world that has become almost
synonymous with displacement: the Eastern Mediterranean. Although our numerous
contributors show a preoccupation with the unfolding Syrian crisis, described by
Antonio Guterres (the former United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, now
UN Secretary-General) as “the most dramatic humanitarian crisis that we [UNHCR]
have ever faced” (Chulov, 2013), this anthology looks at forced migration more broadly.
Specifically, it adopts a geographical approach by describing and discussing research
findings dealing with the historical and contemporary situation of populations living in
the wider Eastern Mediterranean basin. This approach is relevant because, clearly, there
are common, historically recurrent concerns that transcend national, ethnic, cultural,
religious, and political boundaries.

However, considering the widespread nature of the phenomenon of forced migration
(in historical terms and in the twenty-first century), a justification of why we have
decided to focus on the Eastern Mediterranean is required. During contemporary history
from the nineteenth century onward, this region has experienced various streams of
migration (immigration and emigration). This history of migration has had diverse
implications both for those who have migrated (most of whom were refugees), and for
the host societies that have sheltered them. The consequences of this movement are
still evident within cultural artifacts and memories as well as within the social contexts
of the host country. Here we see historical crimes left untreated only to re-emerge in
similar or new forms later with reverberating and multiple consequences. Actual and
pragmatic solutions tend to acquire a more permanent character, such as an ad hoc
approach to refugees. An understanding of the past offers a guide for how streams of
forced migration consolidate themselves. Indeed, the refugee traffic in the region has
affected the immediate neighborhoods in the Mediterranean, Europe, and the Caucasus,
not to mention international relations (Betts & Loescher, 2011) between countries and
organizations, such as the United Nations.

Unfortunately, the Eastern Mediterranean has been the setting of a long stream of
unsettling conflicts that have caused deep instability in the region and that in turn have
left millions of people displaced. To mention only some of the better documented cases,
the region has been the stage for widespread massacres and destruction of villages and
cities, events which only a minority of affected persons escaped alive and which involved
Armenians, Assyrians, and other Christian minorities from what is now the Republic
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of Turkey by the Ottoman Empire (1915), and the subsequent “population exchange”
between Greece and Turkey that occurred in 1923, known as the miibadele.

The region has also experienced the still-ongoing Israeli-Palestinian territorial dispute
that was fueled by the aftermath of World War II when the region was divided by the
French and British mandates resulting in the founding of the modern state of Israel
(since 1948-the main phase being between 1964 and 1993). Next, came the Lebanese
Civil War (1975-1990) and the still-ongoing Kurdish war of independence (since 1983)
against the Republic of Turkey. The Gulf War (1990—1991) resultant from the invasion
by Iraqi forces into Kuwait and the subsequent deployment of British, other European,
and American troops to the region has left a legacy of destruction and displacement still
felt by the populations of the countries involved. Next, came the Afghan Civil Wars
(1996-2001)* and the invasions of Iraq (2003—2014) and Afghanistan (2001-2014), both
in retaliation from the United States following the September 11" attacks in New York.
During the same period, we witnessed the Arab Spring and the fall of many North African
regimes that temporarily changed the character of the politics in the region, although the
popular revolts quickly dissipated in the mist of often brutally violent responses from
the threatened governments, whilst the repression by the latter in turn resulted in even
more refugees. Finally, the region has suffered the consequences of the still-ongoing and
highly destructive Syrian civil/military war (since 2011). Stigmatized and considered
a “burden,” Syrians, Iraqis, Afghanis, Lebanese, Jordanians, Armenians, Assyrians,
Yezidis, Mandaecans, Palestinians, Yemenis, Somalians, Eritreans, Sudanese, and many
other populations have suffered the double-burden often imposed by forced migration:
they have had their human rights violated and their land often taken from them while also
not being accepted elsewhere as citizens. For these reasons, the Eastern Mediterranean
has become a synonym for forced displacement in the twenty-first century.

Given the scale of human suffering in the region, we hope the insights found in this
special issue will be useful for decision makers attempting to produce policies that
are sensitive to the dynamic and intricate nature of forced migration in the region. In
particular, by challenging certain aspects of national and international law, by paying
attention to the way anthropologists understand space and culture, and by developing an
awareness not only of the psychological effects of displacement, but of how narrative
methods of inquiry may help us better understand people’s aspirations, motivations, and
coping mechanisms. We also hope that the texts included in this issue will be useful
for students and established scholars interested in not only the way in which policy is
formed, maintained, and reproduced, but also its effects on displaced populations. Finally,
we further aim to inspire fresh discussion on the ethics of studying victims of forced
migration and on issues concerning morality and justice. Each contribution is placed

3 It could also be argued that the Afghan civil wars began in either 1979- or 1992, depending on whether it is
measured from the stand point of Soviet withdrawal.
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within broader themes, ranging from public administration and policy research, historical
legacies, ethnographies, and psychosocial approaches for the study of refugees to insights
into the juridical aspects of forced migration vis-a-vis national and international law.

In the reminder, a short description of each of the sections contained in this special issue
and a brief description of each of the contributions found within each section is presented.

Part I-The Anthropological Perspective

Dawn Chatty’s paper assesses the current situation of Syrian refugees and the refugee
camps in Jordan, Lebanon, and Turkey. She bases her analysis on a qualitative study
that has sought to explore the different perceptions and aspirations of Syria’s refugees,
humanitarian assistance practitioners, and their host communities. Her paper probes
what social factors within the host community would positively contribute, when
circumstances permit, to the reshaping and re-integration of Syrian society post—conflict.
Chatty’s exploratory study has two aims: first, to explore whether a consensual view on
“protection in exile” might be articulated in a culturally-sensitive manner, which does
not necessarily require encampment; and second, to probe how grassroots “coexistence
initiatives” within the host community might facilitate improved mechanisms for return
once the Syrian uprising has been resolved.

In her in-depth study, Annika Rabo explores the past and present of forced migratory
movements in the Raqqa province, Syria. Infamous as being central to the territorial claims
of Da’sh/ISIS today, the Raqqa province is built on and from the ruins of earlier human
settlements dating back to the Assyrian and Babylonian civilizations and to the peak of
the Arab Islamic era. Throughout the centuries, there has been intermittent depopulation
and repopulation along a continuum from forced to voluntary mobility. Rabo argues
that everywhere, including the Raqqa province, people voice opinions on migration,
and that human mobility affects people of all backgrounds. Moreover, people construct
memories and historical accounts of mobility (from forced to voluntary) and rootedness.
She then asks the question: What future is there for people in the Raqqa province after
years of intense and very brutal armed conflict? In her attempt to answer the question,
Rabo wonders if there is “material” in the history of the Raqqa province to develop
reconciliatory processes for a future co-existence whilst highlighting the regional history
of mobility and settlement over the last few centuries. The latter becomes an important
backdrop for the discussion on coping, resilience, and construction of memories.

Last, drawing primarily on oral history recordings with people born and raised in
Yarmouk Camp in Damascus and in Khan Eshieh camp 20 km south of Damascus, Mette
Lundsfryd studied the border-crossing experiences of Palestinians who had escaped
Syria into Lebanon between 2012 and 2014. Through inter-subjective authorship, her
study shows how three generations of forced displacement affect subjective memories
and reflect nearly seventy years of an on going “catastrophe”. Applying an oral history
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approach, Lundsfryd shows how the geography of Syria has become a network of borders
that she calls “a world of checkpoints,” where access to safe territory is repeatedly scarce
or denied. Her study contests and renegotiates the conventional notions of borders and
illuminates how personal memories of escaping from Syria intertwine collective memories
of uprooting, displacement, and resilience.

Part II-The Historical Perspective

In her paper, Ella Fratantuono asks yet another important question: When, for
example, do migrants become a social issue eligible for state-driven solutions? In the
second half of the nineteenth century, millions of Muslims migrated from former Ottoman
lands, fleeing an encroaching Russian Empire in the North Caucasus and Crimea, on the
one hand, and from nationalist struggles in the Balkans, on the other. This mid-nineteenth
century influx of refugees into the Ottoman Empire was neither the first time the state
had welcomed large groups fleeing from elsewhere, nor the first attempt at Ottoman
“population politics” to facilitate state security. Despite these historical precedents, an
independent institution for migrant administration did not exist until the formation of
an Ottoman migration commission on January 5, 1860. So, how did nineteenth century
refugees come “to be constructed as a ‘problem’ amenable to a ‘solution?’”” Fratantuono’s
paper explores the history of migration administration in the Ottoman Empire to evaluate
state strategies and ideals regarding migrant settlement. Establishing this background
contributes to our understanding of the relationship between the Ottoman state and the
refugees through recognizing the shortcomings of Ottoman organization as state officials
might have defined them and through providing insight into the very migration regimes
that conditioned terms of negotiation among state officials and newcomers.

Matthew Goldman examines the impact of land tenure insecurity on forced
migration and the possibilities of return in southeast Anatolia from the first major
cadastral modernization project initiated by the Ottoman Empire in 1858 up to the
recently completed World Bank-funded cadastral modernization project (2008-2013).
He presents preliminary evidence from the Turkish press indicating that the latest attempt
to administer property rights for land faces old problems. Leaving land conflicts poorly
resolved threatens to exacerbate the on-going conflict between the Turkish state and its
allied militias and the Kurdish nationalist armed group, the PKK (Partiya Karkaren
Kurdistan, or “Workers Party of Kurdistan™). Those displaced by the conflict and who
attempt to return, often find that new tenants have claimed their old lands, often having
acquired the legal title from the state as well. Rather than entering the legal system for
help, many prefer to solve their land disputes themselves through violence. Given the
tenuous peace or controlled conflict that prevails in much of the region today, creating
flashpoints for conflict is a risky prospect. Goldman concludes with a series of general
recommendations to improve the current cadastral process and promote social peace and
the rights of displaced people.
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Part I1I-Law, Policy, and Political Perspectives

In his paper, Umut Korkaut, critically analyzes the political responses of the Turkish Republic
when faced with incursions of forced migrants from its neighboring countries. He applies the
Theory of Discursive Analysis to what he calls the “governance of forced migration”, whilst
discussing the plight of Syrians and other groups who have migrated to Turkey as a result of
conflicts in the Eastern Mediterranean region. He makes the argument that the restrictive Turkish
asylum regime, and aversive Turkish public philosophy to immigration, have led political
authorities to continuously resort to discursive rather than institutionalized means to handle the
impact of forced migration in the country, with many negative consequences for forced migrants.
He compares the reception of Syrians with other refugee groups that have been in the country
prior to and during the Syrian crisis. He also compares it with those who migrated during the
summer and autumn months of 2014 within the context of the incursions of the Islamic State in
the region. He illustrates how the Turkish humanitarian assistance to refugees, although often
selective, can be inclusive and generous depending on which nationality a refugee may hold. The
differences in the reception of these groups, also reveals the discrepancy between government
and public positions regarding the swelling numbers of Syrian refuges in the country.

Lena Karamanidou uses discourse analysis to explore one field that invokes collective
experiences of migration: that of political discourse, specifically parliamentary debates
on legislation in Greece. Drawing on the critical discourse analysis of 20 parliamentary
debates on eight different laws on migration and asylum, she examines how constructions
of the experience of emigration and forced migration are employed by political actors
to legitimize or delegitimize asylum and migration policies. She demonstrates that
references to collective migration experiences are not only employed to argue for greater
tolerance or inclusiveness—as has been suggested in a similar analysis of the use of
emigration experiences in Irish discourses of migration, but also for greater exclusion
and to represent “us,” the host society, in a positive manner.

In her paper, Georgiana Turculet argues that the Syrian case is a typical situation
of “engineered regionalism,” according to which states take proactive measures to keep
refugees in their region of origin. According to Turculet’s argument, a// such measures
have pernicious implications that not only affect the lives of refugees directly, but that
also indirectly affect the lives of the citizens of host countries. Her normative inquiry
concludes that states addressing the humanitarian crisis ought to be persuaded that by
acting against the interests of the refugees, they are also (potentially) acting against the
interests of their own citizens. For example, states prioritizing short-sighted political
goals, and therefore policies, might be more disruptive than assessing the “refugee issue”
realistically based on the magnitude of the crisis. Such policies generally follow the
underlying and misguiding assumption that the “refugee crisis” is temporary.

Lastly, Hannibal Travis explores the issue of forced migration from the perspective of
international law. He makes the argument that, since the 1980s, it has become increasingly

30



common for members of the international community to condemn as “genocide” such
policies as forcing communities to flee their homes because they are seen as a security
risk. He offers a comparison of the Armenians and Assyrians in 1915, the Kurds and
Assyrians in the 1930s and 1980s-1990s, northern Cyprus starting in 1974, and the
Assyrians and Yezidis in 2014. His work covers the law of genocidal intent during
wartime or other threats to national security. Travis also discusses how criminal tribunals
analyze genocidal intent by examining evidence of massacres, rapes, forcible deportation,
area bombardment, and deprivation of property. For instance, the Security Council,
confronted with national-security justifications for alleged atrocities in Bosnia in 1993
and Kosovo in 1999 referred the acts to international tribunals for genocide prosecutions,
often pointing to the plight of Muslim refugees from Yugoslav attacks. The UN General
Assembly, despite Yugoslavia’s protestations, harshly condemned ethnic cleansing as
genocide in Bosnia, emphasizing the plight of refugees as well. Treatise writers have
also viewed genocidal intent and counterinsurgency or other defensive warfare as not
being necessarily irreconcilable. Hannibal concludes with a comparison of the plight of
Bosnian refugees in 1993 and the condemnation of the Bosnian Serb and Yugoslav forces
for genocide in that year, with the plight of Assyrian and Yezidi refugees from the self-
proclaimed Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL) in 2014.

Part IV-The Psychosocial Perspective

In their joint study, Onver A. Cetrez and Valerie DeMarinis use action research to
describe the psychological dimension of forced migration as well as the ethical challenges
in research among vulnerable populations in their quantitative research of Syrian Christian
refugees in Turkey. They focus their work on refugees attending the Qnushyo activity
center, in Istanbul, a safe heaven developed through the joint collaboration of researchers,
refugees and other concerned individuals.

They describe how refugees often find themselves in a vulnerable position as they
attempt to reach a safe heaven, away from war and conflict. For instance, the ever-
increasing uncertainty associated with an unsettled existence, between what was their
home and an imagined home in resettlement brings a variety of health-related risks for
those who are forced to migrate. The long drawn war in Syria and the resultant protracted
liminal status of Syrians in Turkey often jeopardizes their mental and physical health
whilst exacerbating physical pain and causing low levels of mental health and self-
esteem. Still, despite these challenging conditions, many refugees also show high levels
of resilience often drawn from what the authors describe as “health-sustaining resources”,
such as family, community, and culture, all of which become eventual sources of meaning-
making. Different strategies are often used to cope with the challenges of an unsettled life
and to form a sense of community with those in a similar situation and who share similar
beliefs and hopes as a result of their religious or other meaning-giving system.
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In the same vein, my own paper, describes what I call the “fear factor” and how it
influences the implementation and analysis of research data. In my paper, I explore the
findings of a multidisciplinary study of Syrian refugees in Turkey. I am particularly
concerned with the population of refugees living in Mersin and Adana — two major
destinations for Syrians in the East Mediterranean. My original aim was to learn how
displaced people experienced and coped with the trauma of being forced to emigrate,
how they built resilience and, given their overtly religious background, whether religion
had any role in helping them build coping strategies. As my research encountered many
difficulties associated with the context in which the data collection took place, I was
forced to go beyond a focus on the ontology of forced migration (that is, the research
findings) and to give weight to the epistemological aspect (in this case the methodological
challenges) in the study of forced migration, including the ethics, and the risks involved in
conducting research of this type within the context of “hyper-fluid” or unsettled political
contexts.

Finally, Akar Tamer Aker and Esra Isik, discuss the methodological challenges
regarding forced displacement studies in Turkey. They argue that Turkish mental health
professionals have faced two major methodological challenges concerning displacement
and migration studies in the last two decades. The first refers to internal displacement in
Turkey, mainly the Kurdish population. The second relates to the movement of Syrian
refugees to that same country. Both movements have their own characteristics whilst
presenting different research and intervention difficulties different research and intervention
difficulties. For Aker and Isik, forced displacement carries not only political, legal, and
socio-economic implications and ramifications, but they also affect the physical and
psychological health of those who are displaced.

J. Eduardo Chemin
Guest Editor
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