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Onsoz ve Tesekkiir

Sosyal bilimlerde saha arastirmalari oldukca mesakkatli, emek ve dikkat
isteyen zorlu slreglerdir. Bunlarin Gstesinden gelmek is birligini, birlikte calismay,
tartismayi, konusmayi, yerinde ve dogru miidahalede bulunabilmeyi, esnekligi ve
hizli ¢6zim bulmayi gerektirir. 2019'un son aylarinda baglayan ve 2020'nin ilk
aylarindan itibaren sekillenen bu arastirma projesinin, her zaman birden fazla kisinin
olaganUstl ve yaratic katkilariyla mimkiin oldugunu belirtmek gerekiyor. Bunun
yaninda hem Gaziantep Universitesi'nin hem de saha calismalarini kolaylastiran
kurumlarin destegi ve varligi da 6nemli olmaktadir.

Bu baglamda, Gaziantep Valisi Sayin Davut GUL'e, Gaziantep'teki Suriyelilere
dair verilerin elde edilmesi ve arastirma icin gerekli yasal izinlerin saglanmasi
hususunda verdikleri destek ve gdsterdikleri anlayistan dolayr mutesekkiriz.

Gaziantep Universitesi'nin bir dnceki rektérii Sayin Prof. Dr. Ali GUR, sosyoloji
ve go¢ calismalarina verdikleri 6nemi bu slrecte de gosterdiler. Gaziantep Valiligi,
International Organization for Migration (IOM), CARE International in Turkey ve Il
Go¢ idaresi ile yapilmasi gerekli olan protokollerdeki ve resmi yazismalardaki
destegini ve yardimlarini unutmamiz miimkin degil; kendilerine tesekkiiri bir borg
biliyoruz.

Gaziantep il Gog idaresi Mudurt Fatih AYNA, Suriyeli hanelere dair verilerin
temininde destek sundu. Kendisine katkilarindan dolayi tesekkiir ediyoruz.

Bu denli genis bir saha arastirmasinin gerceklestiriimesi IOM'in maddi katkis,
CARE International in Turkey'in hem maddi katkisi hem de teknik destegi olmadan
imkansiz olurdu. Her sorumuza ve sorunumuza ¢éziim getirmeye gayret eden, son
derece anlayisli, birlikte calisma ve is birligine acik, samimi insanlar olmadan bu
denli blylk bir stirecin altindan kalkmak gercekten zor olurdu. Bunun icin CARE
International in Turkey'den Sherine IBRAHIM'e, Salah HAMWI'ye, Esat AKGUL'e,
Deniz YILDIRIM'a, idil BC)REKCI'ye, Pinar CETiNKAYA'ya, Dilsah SAYLAN’a ve Helin
EREN’e minnet ve tesekkir borgluyuz.

Arastirma ekibine dogrudan dahil olmasalar da bu surecte bizi destekleyen
Doc. Dr. Mehmet BiCiCi'ye, Kemal Vural TARLANa, Dr. Semiray YUCEBAS'a, Onder
YALCIN'a, ve Emine DOGAN'a tesekkir ederiz.



Xiv

Saha calismalari, akademisyenler kadar, 6grencilerin de cok sey 6grendigi ve
deneyim  kazandigi  faaliyetlerdir. Bu  minvalde, arastirmanin  sahada
gerceklestiriimesinde ¢ok biylk katkilar sunan yiksek lisans 6grencilerimiz, Nil
OZDURDU, Esra AYDIN, Osman Tarik ONARAN, Menekse Hazan ARANCAK, Giilsena
KIRMAZ, Moges Mekonnen SHALLA, Ahd ALNAJJAR, Bisra YENTURK, Kiibra
TAMER, Eda OZCELIK, Halil ECER, Muhammed YESILGUL, Ziad ALAHMAD ve
Mehmet CiCEKLi'ye tesekkiir ediyoruz. Ayrica, soru formlarinin Arapcaya
cevrilmesinde bize yardimlarini esirgemeyen, tercimenin olabildigince anlasilir ve
dogru sonuclar elde etmeye olanak vermesi igin sirekli olarak bize geri bildirim
saglayan lisans dgrencilerimiz, Arif SERIF'e ve Muhammed Nur Hiiseyin'e, ayrica son
okumalardaki yardimlari icin Sima DABBIT ve Sevsen ELABDULLAHa ve ayni sekilde,
GO¢ Enstitlisi ve Sosyoloji Boliminde calisan ve birokratik siregleri sorunsuz
atlatmamizi saglayan Kenan BAYRAK, Giilay KINACIGIL, Mete YILDIRIM ve Elif
POLAT a tesekkir ediyoruz.

Prof. Dr. ilhan TOMANBAY'a ve SABEV Yayinlari'nin ¢cok degerli calisanlarina,
bu kitabin yayinlanmasindaki katkilarindan dolayi stikranlarimizi sunuyoruz.

Pek tabii, bu arastirmanin gerceklestiricisi ve kitaplarin yazarlar olan butin
akademisyenlere gosterdikleri katkilardan dolayi her birine ayri ayri mitesekkiriz.

Burada, bazi kisilerin isimlerini anmadan ge¢mek mimkin olmayacaktir. Dr.
Muhsin SOYUDOGAN'a, arastirmanin en basindan beri gosterdigi sabri, dzverisi,
verdigi emegi ve destegi icin minnettariz. Kimi dénemlerde, haftalar siren
fedakarligini unutmamiz mimkin degil. Doc. Dr. Reyhan ATASU TOPCUOGLU'na,
dostlugu, ekibin bir parcasi olmayi tereddit etmeden kabul etmesi, arastirmaya
kattig1 zenginlik, derinlik, verilerin yorumlanmasindaki katkilari icin mitesekkiriz. Dr.
Mustafa DOGANOGLU, Doc. Dr. Mesut YUCEBAS ve Umran ACIKGOZ'e, kitaplara
yaptiklari katkilar ve gosterdikleri dayanisma igin tesekkirlerimizi sunuyoruz.

Pek tabii, Murat KAYA, caligkanligi, samimiyeti, fedakarligi ve sabriyla bu
arastirmayr mimkin kilan kisilerin en basinda gelmektedir. Onun, uluslararasi
kurumlarla olan karmagsik yazismalardan 6grencilerle iliskilere, online goérisme
formlarinin hazirlanip uygulanmasindan grafiklerin hazirlanmasina kadar ¢ok buylk
katkilari oldu. Kendisine dostlugu, samimiyeti ve Ozverili emeginden dolayi
mutesekkiriz.

Arastirma ekibi adina

Dr. Mehmet Nuri Giltekin
Aralik 2020

Gaziantep



Giris

Turkiye'de go¢, multeciler veya Suriyeliler konulariyla ilgilenenler, 2011'den
sonra ¢ok daha farkli boyutta gerceklesen ve isleyen bir olguyla kargi karsiya
kaldiklarini, zaman ilerledikce, daha iyi anlamaya basladilar. O tarihlerde Tirkiye'ye
gecebilen Suriyelilerin glin gectikge artan sayilar, 6ncelikli ihtiyaglarini daha ¢ok 6n
planda tuttu ki bu, insani krizlerin yonetilmesi ve seyri agisindan anlagilabilir bir
durumdu. Fakat Suriyeliler meselesinde siire gectikce, onlarin hukuksal acidan
tartismali konum ve tanimlarn kadar, baska mevzular da kendini iyiden iyiye
hissettirmeye bagladi. Barinma, saglik, egitim, is ve calisma, glindelik hayat
etkilesimleri ve karsilagmalari gibi en temel hususlara dair yizlerce, belki binlerce
haber ve yorum (cogu ciddi hatalar ve onyargilarla malul) ana akim medyada ve
sosyal medya platformlarinda dolasmaya basladi. Bir kez daha ortaya cikti ki,
goécmen ve miilteciler Uzerine calisan, arastirmalar yapan veya bilimsel verilere
dayali aciklamalar icin caba sarf edenlerin en biyik sikintisi (hald) sahaya dayali
saglikli ve kapsamli verilerin azligiydi. Dolagimdaki ‘bilgi® kirintilarinin 6nemli bir
bolimd, cesitli bicimde edinilmis izlenim ve kanaatlere dayaniyordu. S6z konusu
bosluk veya gercek glindelik toplumsal hayata dair derinlikli agiklamalar, dnemli bir
stre varligini korudu ve bunlar henlz butiinlyle ortadan kalkmis da degil. Fakat
Turkiye'de zaman gectikce, sahadan elde edilen bilgilere olan ihtiya¢c da giderek
kendini belli etmeye basladi; c¢linkii s6z konusu edilen, Turkiye'nin hemen her
bdlgesinde yasayan yaklasik dort milyon insanin giindelik hayati ve icine dahil
olmaya calistiklari toplumla etkilesimleriydi. Varilan noktada, saglam ve givenilir
metodolojiye sahip saha arastirmalarinin hayati énemde veriler saglayabilecegi ve
bunun da Turkiye'nin deneyimlemekte oldugu ve sireg icinde kendini belirleyen
Suriyeliler ya da siginmaci politikalarinin anlagilmasini, idare edilmesini, hatta buna
dair gelecek projeksiyonlari yapilmasini kolaylastiracagi gorilmeye baglandi.

Aralik 2020 verilerine gore, Turkiye'de gegici koruma kapsaminda kayith 3
milyon 639 bin Suriyeli bulunuyor. Kayitli Suriyelilerin yaklasik yarisi, 0-18 yas
araligindaki cocuklardan olusuyor. Yine, kadinlari da dahil ettigimizde karsimiza
yaklasik %70 cocuklar ve kadinlardan olusan bir demografi ¢ikmaktadir. Tirkiye
ortalamasina (32,4) gore, on yas daha gen¢ (22) bir demografik oriintl séz konusu.
Daha ilgin¢ hususlardan birisi, Suriyelilerin, ¢ok kuglik bir kismi harig, nerdeyse



2

tamaminin  (%98), kentlerde yasiyor olmasidir." Bu durum, ayni zamanda,
Suriyelilerin dnemli bir boélimlnin Gaziantep'te veya Turkiye'de, kentlesme ve
multeci olmak gibi iki blyuk degisimi, birlikte deneyimledigini g&steriyor.

Yine, 2020 vyl itibariyle, Turkiye sathinda, Suriyeliler bittn illerde
bulunuyorlar. Glnimizde, Tirkiye nifusunun %4,3'G  Suriyelilerden olusuyor.
Suriye’'ye komsu sinir illerinden baslayarak belli akslardaki kentlerde, Suriyeliler
anlamli bir yogunluga erismis durumdadirlar. icisleri Bakanligi Gog idaresi Genel
Mudarliginin kayitlarina gére, istanbul'daki 517 bin Suriyeli, toplam niifusun
%3,3'Unl olusturuyor. Benzer sekilde, Hatay'daki 433 bin kisi, il ndfusunun
%26,5'ine, Sanlurfa’daki 421 bin kisi toplam niifusun %20'sine karsilik gelmektedir.
Aralik 2020 itibariyle, Tlrkiye'de Suriyelilerin toplam niifusa oraninin %5'i gectigi
iller sunlardir: Hatay (%26,5), Gaziantep (%21,7), Sanliurfa (%20), Adana (%11),
Mersin (%12), Kilis (%76), Osmaniye (%8,8), Mardin (10,5), Kayseri (%5,5), Konya
(%5) ve Bursa (%5,7).2

Demografik gergeklik bir tarafa, s6z konusu olan, milyonlarca insanin, hayata
tutunma miucadelesi ya da ayakta kalma cabalarinin anlasiimasinin gerekliligidir.
Bunun icin saha temsiliyeti glcld, glvenilir ve mimkin mertebe, genel toplumsal
oruntu icinde, go¢gmen veya millteci arastirmalari yapmak cok kritik bir mesele
haline gelmektedir. 2011'deki savas ve siddet sarmalindan Turkiye'ye siginan
ylizbinlerce insanin barinma, givenlik ve gida sorunlarinin aciliyeti, glinimuzde
yerini, uyum, haklar, hukuki statiler, egitim, saglk, birlikte yasama, etkilesim gibi
konulara birakmis durumda. Dolayisiyla, s6z konusu Suriyeli nifusun toplumsal,
kalturel, ekonomik ve siyasi acidan ele alinirken daha iyi anlasiimasi icin sahadan
elde edilen glcll, saglam ve guvenilir verilere ihtiya¢ oldugu muhakkaktir.

Arastirma sahasi ve metodoloji

Saha arastirmasinin yapildigi Gaziantep'te, 2020 rakamlarina gore, il bazinda,
450 bin 611 kayith Suriyeli gegici koruma kapsaminda bulunmaktadir. Bu da
Gaziantep'in, toplam il nifusunun beste birinden fazla sayida Suriyeli icin yeni bir ev
ve yeni hayat alani oldugunu gosteriyor. Gaziantep Buylksehir Belediyesi'nin Mart
2020'de, ilde Suriyelilere goturilen hizmetlerin anlatildigi sunumunda, il genelindeki
Suriyelilerin dagiliminda bazi yogunlasmalar dikkati cekmektedir. Yaklagik yarim
milyon Suriyelinin belli bagli bazi ilge ve merkezlerde yogunlastigi goriliyor. Araban,

Thttps://multeciler.org.tr/turkiyedeki-suriyeli-sayisi/ Erisim: 30.12.2020

2https://www.goc.gov.tr/gecici-koruma5638; https://data.tuik.gov.tr/Bulten/Index?p=Adrese-Dayal%C4%B1-
N%C3%BCfus-Kay%C4%B1t-Sistemi-Sonu%C3%A71ar%C4%B1-2019-33705&dil=1 Erigim: 30.12.2020
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Karkamis, Oguzeli, Yavuzeli ve Nurdag ilcelerinde Suriyelilerin toplam nifusu,
Gaziantep il bazindaki kayith Suriyelilerin  %4'G  civarindadir. Dolayisiyla,
Gaziantep'teki (battn il sathi) Suriyelilerin %96's1, Nizip, islahiye, Sehitkamil ve
Sahinbey ilce sinirlarinda yasamaktadir. Metropol Sehitkamil ve Sahinbey
ilcelerinden uzak mesafedeki islahiye, ildeki Suriyelilerin %4'lUnu barindirirken Nizip,
%11'ine ev sahipligi yapiyor. Geriye kalan yaklasik %80'lik oran, metropol iki ilcede
yogunlasmaktadir. Sehitkamil ilcesinde 103 bin Suriyeli (%23) bulunurken,
Tirkiye'nin de en bliyik ilcelerinden birisi olan Sahinbey'de, yaklasik 262 bin (%58)
kisi bulunuyor. Her iki ilgede, Gaziantep il bazindaki kayith Suriyelilerin %80'ininden
fazlasi yagamaktadir. Fakat burada, demografik yogunluk meselesinde, dikkat ¢eken
esas unsurlardan birisi, ilcelerin, il genelinden bagimsiz olarak nifuslari ve sahip
olduklari kayitl Suriyeli oranlaridir. Burada da oldukca ilging bir dagilim s6z konusu
olmaktadir. Ornegin, il genelindeki Suriyelilerin toplam %4'e yakinin yasadig
Araban'da %6, Nurdagi'nda %14, Karkamis'ta %45, Yavuzeli'nde %2 oraninda, ilce
bazl Suriyeli nifus yasamaktadir. Ayni sekilde, ilce nifusuna oran, Nizip'te %36,
Oguzeli'nde %15, islahiye'de %26, Sehitkamil'de %13 ve Sahinbey'de %29'dur.?

2019 wyilinin son aylarinda, bu arastirmanin genel hatlari konusulmaya
baslandiginda, asil gayelerden birisi, Gaziantep Universitesi Sosyoloji Bélimiinin
2017'nin Aralk ayinda gerceklestirdigi Gaziantep’teki Suriyeliler baslikli saha
arastirmasinin izinde yol alarak, Suriyelilerin mevcut durumunun yaninda,
Gazianteplilerle olan etkilesimlerini de anlamaya odaklanmakti. Bunun igin ilk
hedeflerden birisi, 2017'de merkez Sahinbey ve Sehitkamil ilcelerindeki 129
mahalleden 1824 haneyle, 79 soruluk basili anket formlariyla yapilan gériismelerin
hem sahasinin hem de igeriginin genisletiimesi oldu. Diger amaglardan birisi de
2017'den gliniimize kadar, go¢gmenlik veya miiltecilik gibi son derece dinamik bir
toplumsal olgunun, Gaziantep gibi her bakimdan ¢ok dinamik bir kentteki, son Ug
yilik durumuna tekrar bakmakti. Degisen ya da degismeyen hususlarin yaninda,
sahadan yeni ve farkli sorularla elde edilecek verilerin bize, 6zelde Gaziantep,
genelde Turkiye'deki Suriyelilerin durumuna dair bir 6riinti ortaya koyacagi
ongorusuyle hareket edildi. Bu minvalde, bu tirden biyik bir saha ¢alismasina fon
saglanmasi igin cesitli kurumlarla gorismeler yapildi. Gaziantep Valiligi, Gaziantep il
Goc idaresi, Gaziantep Universitesi Rektérliigli, UN IOM (Birlesmis Milletler
Uluslararasi Géc Orgiitil) ve CARE International in Turkey gibi kurumlarla
arastirmanin  ¢esitli  safhalarinin  desteklenmesi icin  gorismeler yritalda.
Nihayetinde Gaziantep Valiligi ve Gaziantep il Gog¢ idaresi'nin yasal sireglerdeki

3 https://www.goc.gov.tr/gecici-koruma5638; http://www.gaziantep.gov.tr/ilcelerimiz Erisim: 30.12.2020
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kolaylastirici destekleri, Gaziantep Universitesi RektorlGgiinin tesvikleri ve CARE
International in Turkey ve IOM'in maddi fonlariyla, proje 2020'nin basinda
resmilesti. Projede, 2018 arastirmasini gerceklestiren Gaziantep Universitesi
Sosyoloji Bolimu 6gretim Uyelerinin blylk bir boliminin yaninda, Gaziantep
Universitesi Géc  Enstitisi'nden {¢ akademik personel ve Hacettepe
Universitesi'nden bir 6gretim Gyesi gérev aldi.

Gaziantep Universitesi Rektorliigli, IOM ve CARE International in Turkey
arasindaki mutabakatlarin resmilesmesinden sonra Ocak-Subat 2020'deki iki aylik
strede, sorular, arastirmanin kapsami, metodolojisi ve uygulanacak goérisme
teknikleri ve araglarina karar verildi. Mart ayinin ilk haftasinda, arastirmada gorev
alacak gorismecilerin listesi kesinlestirildi ve 10 Mart 2020'de o6grencilerle ilk
toplanti yapildi. Gorev alacaklari mahalleler dagitildi. Fakat, Mart ayinin ortalarinda
baslayan KOVID-19 tedbirleri ve sokaga cikma yasaklar, arastirmanin saha
calismalarinin ertelenmesini ve yeni tedbirler alinmasini zorunlu kildi. Maske ve
dezenfektanlar icin yeniden IOM ve CARE International in Turkey ile gdrismeler
yapildi. Bu yonde ek tedbirler ve uyarilarla saha ¢alismasi icin uygun zaman dilimi
beklendi. Ve nihayetinde, 22 Haziran — 13 Temmuz 2020 arasinda 175 mahalledeki
saha gorlismeleri tamamlandi. Saha calismasi boyunca, goriismecilerin ve gorisllen
kisilerin saghgina maksimum dlzeyde dikkat edilmis, her goriisme igin yeni maske
ve eldiven zorunlulugunun yaninda, her gorisulen kisiye de maske, eldiven ve
temizlik kiti verilmistir. Gorismeler, mumkin mertebe kalabalik olmayan
ortamlarda, glindliz, sokakta, daire veya evin girisinde yapilmaya gayret edilmistir.
Sahadan verilerinin tamamlandigi 13 Temmuz 2020'den sonra analiz safhasina
gegilmistir.

—

Elinizdeki arastirmanin U¢ boyutu ya da bolimi bulunuyor. Birincisi,
Gaziantep'teki Suriyelilerin Ug yil sonra, bu kez daha ¢ok mahalle ve daha genis bir
orneklem ve soru setiyle genel orlintisini ortaya koymaktir. ikincisi, Suriyelilerin
ikamet ettigi yasadigi mahallelerdeki Gazianteplilerin genel sosyo-ekonomik
panoramasini ortaya ¢ikarip Suriyeliler meselesine nasil yaklastiklarini anlamaya
calismak. ﬂgiincijsii, bitin zorluklarina ragmen, Suriyeli ve Gazianteplilerin
glindelik hayat karsilasmalarina, etkilesimlere, uyum ve birlikte yasam deneyimlerine
ve buna dair tutumlara odaklaniyor. Dolayisiyla, g ayr kitaptan olusan bu rapor,
ayni saha arastirmasinin farkli vechelerinin degerlendiriimesinden meydana
gelmektedir ve pekala, ayr ayn ele alinabilecegi gibi, birlikte de okunup
degerlendirilebilir.
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Bu arastirma Ornekleminin birinci bolimini, Gaziantep Valiligi il Gog
idaresinden elde edilen hane bilgileri dahilindeki Gaziantep'teki Suriyeliler
olusturmaktadir. Sehitkamil ve Sahinbey merkez ilcelerinde Suriyelilerin kayith
oldugu hane bilgisinin temin edilmesinden sonra, 6rneklem ve arastirmanin
ylUrutilecegi mahalleler netlestirilmistir. Elde edilen resmi verilere gore, Sahinbey
ilcesindeki 174 mahallede toplam 31626 ve Sehitkamil’'deki 126 mahallede toplam
12401 Suriyeli hane yasamaktadir. Bdylece, Gaziantep'teki iki metropol ilgenin 300
mabhallesindeki toplam Suriyeli hanelerin sayisi yaklasik 44 bindir. Kayitli hanelerin
%5'ine karsilik gelen ve muhtemel hata paylarini da iceren 2300 hane hedefi icin her
iki ilcedeki 180 mahalleden, kayitli hane yogunluguna gore, tesadlfi Srneklem
yoluyla mahaller segildi. Fakat saha calismasi, COVID-19 dénemindeki bazi
karantina dénemlerine denk gelmesinden dolayi, 6rneklemde bulunan Sam, Nesimi,
Kirazlibahge, Biylkpinar, Hacikamber mahallelerine gidilememistir. Dolayisiyla hem
Suriyeliler hem de Gazianteplilerle gorismeleri iceren bu arastirma 174 farkl
mahallede gergeklestirilmistir. Sosyo-ekonomik acgidan bu mahallelere benzer
yerlesim vyerleri arastirma kapsaminda oldugundan bu yerlerdeki goriismeler
yapilamamis, dolayisiyla gorustilen ve gecerli olarak degerlendirilen Suriyeli hane
sayisi 2280 olarak kalmistir. Fakat bu sayl da kayith hanelerin %5’'ine karsilik
geldiginden Suriyeli hanelerde planlanan gorisme hedeflerine ulagiimistir. S6z
konusu 2280 gorismenin 1659'u Sahinbey ilgesinin 107 farkli mahallesinden ve
621'i Sehitkamil ilcesinin 67 mahallesinden elde edilmistir.

Bu saha arastirmasinin ikinci bélimuna olusturan Gaziantepliler ayagi da ayni
mahallelerde yakin 6rneklem sayisiyla uygulanmistir. Bunun temel nedeni, glindelik
hayatta ayni fiziki mekanlarda, ayni mahallelerde ve benzer sosyal etkilesim
streglerine dahil olan Gaziantepliler ve Suriyelilere dair genel bir oriinti ortaya
koymak ve karsilasmalara daha yakindan bakmaktir. Bu kapsamda ayni mahalleler
ve sokaklarda gundelik hayati paylasan 2300 Gaziantepli haneyle gorisme
ongorulmus fakat yukarida zikredilen sebeplerden dolayr 174 mahalleden toplam
2258 gecerli hane gorismesi gerceklestirilmistir. Gegerli 2258 gortismenin 1645'i
Sahinbey ilcesinin farkli 106 mahallesinden ve 613U Sehitkamil'deki 63 mahalleden
elde edilmistir. Dikkat edilecegi lzere, burada asil hedef, Gaziantepli hanelerin
%5'ine gitmek degil, Suriyeli hanelerle yapilan goriisme sayisina yakin goriisme
gerceklestirmektir. Suriyeliler ve Gazianteplilerle yapilan gorismeler ayni mahalle,
hatta bazi durumlarda ayni sokakta gercgeklestirilmistir. Bununla, etkilesim ve
toplumsal iliski boyutlarina daha yakindan bakmak mimkiin olacakti. Dolayisiyla,
burada gorusilen Gaziantepliler, Gaziantep'in tamamini temsilden uzaktir. Fakat
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yine de bir cogunlugu temsil ettigi muhakkaktir. Clinkl resmi kayitlarin mahalle
dagihmlar, bize, Suriyelilerin Gaziantep'te (de) sosyo-ekonomik acidan yoksul ve
disuk gelirli mahallelerde daha yogun olarak yasadiklarini gdstermektedir.
Dolayisiyla Gaziantepliler 6rnekleminin, daha ¢ok Suriyelilerle ayni sosyal ve fiziki
mekanlari paylasanlar kapsadigi ve sinifsal bir kesiti ya da karsilasmayi icerdigi
soylenebilir. Zira, politik, ideolojik, iktisadi ve kiltirel etki acisindan daha glcli
mahallelerde daha az kayitli Suriyeli hanenin olmasi da meselenin sinifsal boyutunu
daha net ortaya koymaktadir.

Arastirmanin lglincii bolimi, giindelik hayattaki etkilesim, sosyal iliskiler,
tutumlar, beklentiler ve toplumsal uyum dinamikleri izerinde yogunlasiyor. Her iki
gorisme formuna, o6zellikle giindelik hayattaki etkilesimleri, kargilagmalari ve
tutumlari icerecek sorular eklendi. Dolayisiyla Uglinci kitap, Gaziantepliler ve
Suriyelilere ayri bir formda sorulmus sorulardan degil, her iki soru demetine gomali
olan soru ve cevaplardan olusmaktadir.

Butlin gorismelerin soru formlar Suriyeliler icin Arapca ve Gaziantepliler icin
Tirkce hazirlanmistir. Gortsmeler elektronik ortamdaki yazilim yardimiyla (Kobo
Toolbox) yapilmis ve bu yaziimdaki cografi bilgi sistemiyle mahalledeki pozisyonlar
haritaya islenmistir. Arastirma, 15 akademik personelin danismanhginda, 9'u kadin
6's1 erkek toplam 15 lisansistu 6grencisi takim lideri ve 37'si kadin 34'G erkek 71
gorusmeci Ogrenciyle gergeklestirilmistir. 71 gorlsmecinin 36 tanesi Arapga
biliyordu. Online yazihmda sahada uygulanmak Uzere Suriyeliler igin farkl
seceneklere sahip 486, Gaziantepliler icin 413 soru bulunuyordu.

Bu noktada, son olarak, sunu tekrar vurgulamakta yarar vardir: Bu arastirma
ve akabindeki g kitap, Suriyelilerin mevcut genel 6rintisi ve gindelik hayat
iligkileri kadar, kenarindan, ceperinden dahil olmaya calistiklari toplumsal hayatin
diger aktorleriyle karsilasmalarina odaklanan ve sinifsal bir kesit sunmaya calisan
calismalardir. Cogunlukla yoksul, dustk-orta gelirli veya alt sosyo-ekonomik
kesimlerin (6rneklemin istatistiki zorunlulugu ve metodolojisi geregi) agirlikta oldugu
bir sinifsal arastirmanin ortaya c¢ikmigs olmasi, en basta 6ngorilen amag degil,
arastirmanin sonunda sekillenen bir sosyal gercekliktir.
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Hane & Niifus

Suriyeli Gortct 79,0 Anlasarak 21,0

Gaziantepli Gorucl 79,8 Anlasarak 20,2

Sekil 1: Evlilik Karan

Suriyeli Akraba 42,2 Akraba Degil 57,8

Gaziantepli Akraba 41,9 Akraba Degil 58,1
Sekil 2: Esin Akrabalik Durumu

Yukaridaki iki grafikte gorildigu Uzere, iki toplumda da evlilik sekli aynidir:
Gorucl usull evlilik yiksektir. SUphesiz, akrabalik iliskileri, bireylerin egitim seviyesi,
evlenme yasi ve sosyo-ekonomik yapi gibi bircok faktér, evlilik kararini
sekillendirmektedir. Oyle ki, esle akrabalik oranlarina bakildiginda hem Suriyelilerin
hem de Gazianteplilerin oranlari arasinda benzerlik vardir. Arastirmamizda, esiyle
akraba olanlarin orani (%42), Turkiye ortalamasinin (%23,2) ustiinde oldugu halde
Glineydogu Anadolu Bolgesi'nin ortalamasiyla (%42,6) neredeyse aynidir. Bu yiksek
ve benzer oranlar, yoksulluk ve egitime ulasmadaki zorluklarla ilgilidir. Akraba
evlilikleri, Tirkiye genelinde, egitim seviyesi ortaokul ve dncesine gittikge artmakta,
alt-orta ve en alt sosyo-ekonomik gruplarda yogunlagsmaktadir (TAYA, 2016: 52).4

Ote yandan, bu yiiksek oranlar, ayni mahallede yasayan iki topluluk icin,
multecilik ve yoksulluk kosullarinda, aile ve kan baglarinin éneminin arttigini ve
gruplarin esas dayanisma ve paylasim aglarinin kendi icine kapali hale geldigini
gOstermektedir.

4 Aile Calisma ve Sosyal Hizmetler Bakanhg), T.C. (2016) Tirkiye Aile Yapisi Arastirmas. Ankara: Yayin
Matbaacilik.
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Suriyeli Tek Esli 92,9 sli 7,1
Gaziantepli Tek Esli 97,7 ok Esli 2,3

Sekil 3: Cokeslilik

Her iki toplumda da ¢ok eslilik oranlari arasinda ¢ok buytk bir fark yoktur.
Ancak yine de Suriyeliler arasinda bu oran daha fazladir. Bu farkin, daha ziyade, iki
toplumun modernlesme deneyimlerinden ve Suriye ve Turkiye'de evlilikle ilgili yasa
farkhihgindan kaynaklandigi sdylenebilir.

Gaziantepli  ====- Suriyeli

1-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35+

Sekil 4: Evlilik Siiresi

Bosanan veya esini kaybedenlerin orani Gaziantepliler arasinda daha fazla
olmasina ragmen, ortalama evlilik streleri Suriyeliler icin 16,4 yil, Gaziantepliler icin
24,7 yildir. Uzun sureli evliliklerin Gaziantepliler arasinda daha yaygin olmasi savas
sonrasi donemde Suriyelilerin daha fazla oranda evlenmesiyle alakali oldugu gibi
yash niifusun Gaziantepli 6rnekleminde daha fazla temsil edilmesiyle alakal oldugu
anlasiimaktadir.
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Gaziantepli  ====- Suriyeli

%

13-17 18-22 23-27 28-32 33-37 38-42
Anne olma yasi

Sekil 5: ilk Annelik Yas1

Kadinlarin ilk ¢ocuk dogruma o&riintlisii, her iki toplumda da benzerdir.
Suriyelilerde, ilk annelik yasi ortalama 20,8 iken, bu ortalama Gazianteplilerde
20,6'dir. Cocuk yasta erken evliliklere bagli olarak, 17 yas ve oncesi annelikte,
Suriyelilerde oran yaklasik %19, Gazianteplilerde bundan yaklasik %3 kadar daha
fazladir. Diger bir fark ise annelik yas araliginda gorlilmektedir. Gaziantepli
kadinlarin ilk cocuk dogurmasi buyik bir oranda (%61) 18-22 yas arasinda

gerceklesirken bu yas araliginda Suriyelilerde anne olma orani yaklasik %7 daha
disuktar.

Gaziantepli
----- Suriyeli
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 ve
daha
Hanedeki Kisi S.
anedeki Kisi Sayisi fazla

Sekil 6: Hane Biiyiikliigii
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Gazianteplilerin ve Suriyelilerin hane basina disen ortalama nufuslari
karsilastirildiginda sayilar, Turkiye ortalamasinin (3,35) Uzerinde cikmaktadir. Bu
arastirmada, Gaziantepliler icin ortalama hane buyukligu 4,4 kisiyken, Suriyeliler
icin 5,9 kisi olarak hesaplanmistir. 5'ten fazla kisinin yasadigi Suriyeli hanelerin sayisi
Gazianteplilere gore daha fazladir. Gaziantep, tek ¢ekirdek aile hane halkinin en
yaygin oldugu Uguincd ildir.s

Suriyeli Yok 87,5 Var 12,5

Gaziantepli Yok 93,1 Var ¥j

Sekil 7: Hanede Engelli Birey Varlig:

En az bir engelli bireyin oldugu hane orani Gazianteplilerde %6,9'iken;
Suriyelilerde %12,5'tir.

> TUIK, istatistiklerle Aile, 2019 https://tuikweb.tuik.gov.tr/PreHaberBultenleri.do?id=33730 Erisim: 13.11.2021
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Gaziantepli Suriyeli

M Calisan ™ Calismayan

Sekil 8: Ucretli Bir iste Calisma Durumu

Gorusulen Suriyelilerin %62'si  halihazirda, Gaziantep'te calismamaktadir.
Kadinlarin isglici piyasasina katil(@)mamalari, oranin bu denli ylksek olmasinin en
temel sebebidir. Zira bu arastirma kapsaminda gortsme gerceklestirilen Suriyeli
katilimcilarin %52'si kadindir ve bu kadin katiimcilar icerisinde %87 gibi yiksek bir
oranin Ucretli bir iste calismadigi gorilmektedir. NGfusun gengligi, hane biyukluga
ve ortalama ¢ocuk sayisi (4,5) dustntldiglnde, kadinlarin bakim ytkimliltklerinin
agir oldugu aciktir. ilaveten, pek cok kadinin Suriye’de de bir calisma deneyimi
olmamistir.

Ote yandan, Gaziantepliler, Suriyelilere gére, daha yiiksek oranda (%76,5)
calisma yasamina katilmaktadirlar. Ancak, Gaziantepliler agisindan da is ve calisma
iliskileri baglaminda cinsiyet énemli bir etkendir. Zira bu calisma kapsaminda
gorisitlen Gaziantepli katiimcilarin %61,7'si kadindir ve bu kadinlarin %93,3'U
calismamaktadir. Suriyeli ve Gaziantepli kadinlarin Gcretli is yasamina dahil
ol(@dmamasi, bu alanin erkeklerle 6zdeslestirildigi kultirel baglamla dogrudan
iliskilidir.
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Sekil 9: Gaziantep’te Yapilan Isin Niteligi

is ve calisma durumu verilerine gére, bugiin Gaziantep'te yasayan Suriyeliler,
Suriye'deyken orta-alt siniflara mensuptur; ancak yine de asagi bir sosyal mobilite
s6z konusudur. Gazianteplilerin giincel is ve calisma bicimleri, Suriyelilerin heniiz
Suriye'de yasadiklari donemdekine benzer bir tablo arz etmektedir. Arastirmaya
gore, Gaziantepliler de blylk olclide orta-alt siniflara mensuptur. Bu durum, heniiz
bir "karsilasma” gerceklesmeden 6nce, su anda ayni mahallelerde yasayan Suriyeli
ve Gazianteplilerin benzer bir sosyo-ekonomik profile sahip oldugu anlamina
gelmektedir.

Suriyelilerin, Gaziantep’e geldikten sonraki calisma durumunda ise bazi
onemli farklar ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. Maasli ¢alisan oranlari iki dénem icin de birbirine
yakin kalirken, yevmiyeli calisan sayisinin 6nemli dlclide arttigi, is yeri sahibi olan
(isveren ve kendi hesabina calisan) kesimin (Suriye'deyken yaklasik %35) ise ciddi
bir sekilde azaldigi gozlemlenmektedir (Gaziantep'te yaklasik %20). Bu durum,
Suriyelilerin Gaziantep’e geldikten sonra yoksullastiklarinin ve statl kaybettiklerinin
bir gdstergesi olarak okunabilir. Ote yandan, Gaziantep'te kiiciik sanayi Uretimi
oldukca geliskin olmakla birlikte, bdlge ve sehir ekonomisinde énemli bir ekonomik
glctar. Suriyelileri inceledigimiz kitabimizda da belirttigimiz Gzere, Suriyelilerle
birlikte zanaat ve manifaktlir agisindan degerli bir emegin de Tirkiye'ye geldigini
soylemek mimkuinddr.

Suriye'deyken, Ucretli bir iste calisanlarin yarisi, zanaatkar ve teknisyendir.
2020'de Gaziantep'te calisan Suriyelilerin yine yarisi, bu sekilde calismaktadir.
Suriyelilerle birlikte gelen zanaat ve mesleki becerilerin, Gaziantep'te Uretime
basariyla kanalize edildigi anlasiimaktadir. Bu, kent ekonomisi acisindan net fayda
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unsurudur. Ote yandan, daha dnce profesyonel islerde calisanlar icin Gaziantep'te
bu isler s6z konusu olmamis ve de niteliksiz islerde calisanlarin orani artmistir.
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Sekil 10: Ucretli Bir iste Calisamama Nedenleri

Ucretli bir iste calismanin éniindeki en énemli engel ailedeki cocuk, yasl ve
bakima muhtag fertlerin bakimidir. Ozellikle, kadinlarin mustarip oldugu bu engelin,
her iki toplumda da benzer bir oranda oldugu gorilmektedir. Kadinlar igin bir diger
engel, aile ya da kocanin izin vermemesidir. Ancak bu tiirden baskilarin, Suriyeler
arasinda daha yaygin oldugu gorilmektedir.

Erkekler acisindan en blylk neden, calisacak bir isin olmamasidir. O ylzden,
is aradigini séyleyenlerin dnemli bir cogunlugu erkeklerdir. Bu ihtiyacin Suriyelilerce
daha fazla hissedildigi net bir sekilde gorilebilmektedir. Bunu destekleyen bir baska
veri ise c¢alismaya ihtiyaci olmamasindan dolayi, calismayanlarin oranidir.
Gazianteplilerde bu oran Suriyelilerin yaklasik 3,5 katidir.
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Sekil 11: is Aramada Gegen Siire

Calisamama nedeni olarak is aradigini belirten Suriyelilerin buytk bir
¢ogunlugu icin is arama suresi 1 ile 5 ay arasindadir. Gazianteplilerin cogunlugu igin
bu sire, 6 aydan fazla siirmektedir. Dolayisiyla, Gazianteplilerin is bulma streleri,
Suriyelilerden daha uzundur. Bu durumun, gé¢menler agisindan is bulup ¢alismanin,
daha "yakicl” bir sorun olmasiyla ilgili oldugu sdylenebilir.
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Sekil 12: Hanede Calisan Kisi Sayis1

Kimsenin Ucretli bir iste calismadigi hanelerin orani, Suriyelilere kiyasla
Gaziantepliler icin daha yuksektir. Bu oranlar, Suriyeliler icin %5,3 iken,
Gaziantepliler icin %14,7 seklindedir. iki kisinin calistigi hane sayisi, Suriyeliler
arasinda %27,5'e cikarken Gaziantepliler icin %17,1’e dismektedir. U¢ kisinin
calistigi hane orani Suriyelilerde %8,2, Gazianteplilerde %3,7'dir. Bu rakamlarin iki
grup arasinda farklilasmasinda, Suriyelilerin daha fazla is olanagina sahip oldugu
anlami ¢tkmamalidir; zira, Suriyelilerin yogun olarak enformel sektorde is ve calisma
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imkani bulabildikleri ve daha dustk Ucret aldiklari asagidaki veriler tarafindan
desteklenmektedir. Dolayisiyla bu durum, ayni hanede yasayan birden fazla
Suriyelinin ¢alismak zorunda olmasiyla ilgilidir.
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Sekil 13: Ucretli Bir iste Calisma Diizeni

Gaziantepliler icerisinde, diizenli olarak calisanlarin orani, Suriyelilere kiyasla,
daha fazladir. Buna karsilik, dlzensiz ve/veya mevsimlik isci olarak calisanlarin
oranlari, Suriyelilerde daha yuksektir. Bu veriler, Gazianteplilerin, daha duzenli ve
strekli islerde calistigini buna karsilik, Suriyelilerin yeni geldikleri bu kentte,
hayatlarini idame ettirmek adina, gecici veya dlzensiz is imkanlari bulabildiklerini
g6stermektedir. Ozellikle, Suriyelilerin gelisiyle olusan amele pazarlar, Suriyeli
onemli bir kesimin dulzensiz ¢alisma kosullarini yansitmasi agisindan anilmaya
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Sekil 14: Haftada Calisilan Giin Sayis1

degerdir.

Suriyelilerin ve Gazianteplilerin haftada calistigi glin sayisi, ortalama 6 gline
karsilik gelmektedir. Calisilan glin sayisi bakimindan Suriyelilerin de Gaziantepliler
kadar isgiict piyasasina dahil olduklari gérilmektedir.
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Sekil 15: Giinliik Olarak Ucretli Bir iste Calisilan Siire

Gunluk calisma saatleri, Gaziantepliler ve Suriyeliler agisindan, farklilik arz
etmektedir. Suriyeliler, Gazianteplilere kiyasla daha uzun saatler calismaktadir.
Ozellikle, 11 saatten fazla calisma orani Suriyelilerde daha yiksektir. 11 saat, s
Kanunu'nda belirtilen glinliik calisma surresinin maksimum degerini temsil ettigi igin,
bir kriter gorevi gérmektedir. Suriyeliler arasinda, maksimum degeri asan saatlerde
cahsanlarin orani, Gazianteplilerden daha fazladir. Dolayisiyla Suriyelilerin, gorece,

daha agir kosullarda calistiklari sdylenebilir.
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Sekil 16: Aylikli Olmayan islerde Caligan Suriyeli-Gaziantepli Dagilim1

Aylikli olmayan islerde calisan Suriyelilerin orani (%80) Gazianteplilerden
(%20) daha fazladir. Bu, enformel sektorde, Suriyelilerin daha fazla galistigini ortaya
koymaktadir. Suriyeliler buylk bir oranda (%60), haftalik Ucretle ¢alismaktadir.
Kuguk olcekli Ureticiler ya da bakkal, kasap gibi esnaf calisanlarin, Gcretlerini haftalik
olarak aldigi dusunuldigiinde, Suriyelilerin blylk bir oranda bu tlr isletmelerde is
bulduklarini soyleyebiliriz. Gaziantepliler ise daha ¢ok glindelik islerde (%40)
calismaktadir. Parca basi (lcret usull islerde calisan Suriyelilerin  orani,
Gazianteplilerin oranindan cok daha fazladir. Ozellikle ayakkabi ve tekstil
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sektoriiniin evde parca basi is olanaklarn sagladigi bilinmektedir. Son olarak,
dlzensiz Ucretli islerde calisan Gazianteplilerin orani Suriyelilerden daha fazla
¢ikmaktadir. Bu tarz Ucret diizeni daha ¢ok tamir, bakim, nakliyat, hamallik gibi isleri
kapsamaktadir.
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Sekil 17: Hanelerin Ortalama Aylik Gelir-Gideri

Suriyelilerle Gazianteplilerin, belirtmis olduklar aylik ortalama giderleri
arasinda, buyulk bir fark gorilmemektedir. Bu da arastirmanin yirtildigi sahada,
Suriyeli ve Gazianteplilerin, sosyo-ekonomik anlamda birbirlerine yakin durduklarini
sOyleme imkani vermektedir. Ancak, asgari Ucret ya da asgari lcretin altinda gelir
beyan edenlerin orani, Suriyelerde %58'iken, Gazianteplilerde %39'dur. Buna gore,
Suriyelilerin  6nemli bir kesiminin achk sinirnin (2406 TL) altinda yasadigi
gorulebilmektedir. Yine yoksulluk sinirinin (7.838 TL)® Gzerinde harcama yapabilen
Gaziantepli hane sayisi Suriyeli hanelerden az da olsa ylksektir.

insanlarin glindelik hayatlarini strdirebilmeleri icin, istisnai bazi kisa
donemler harig, giderlerinin tzerinde bir gelir elde etmeleri gerekir. Bu arastirmada,
Suriyelilerin giderinin daha fazla ¢ikmasi bu anlamda tutarli gibi gérinmese de
bunun altindaki nedenin alinan yardimlar oldugunu tahmin edebiliriz. Clinku gelirini
sifir olarak gdsteren bircok insanin yardim aldigini belirtmesi, bu yardimlarin
gelirden sayilmadigini gostermektedir.

6 Turk-is Konfederasyonu, Temmuz 2020 verileri. http://www.turkis.org.tr/TEMMUZ-2020-ACLIK-VE-
YOKSULLUK-SINIRI-d428750 Erigim: 25.11.2020
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Sekil 18: Hanenin Odemekte En Cok Zorlandig1 Giderler

Hanenin, 6demekte en ¢ok zorlandigi kalemler karsilastirildiginda, her iki
toplumun da elektrik, su ve gaz gibi faturalar 6demekte zorlandiklarini belirttikleri
gorilmektedir. Ote yandan, Suriyeliler, ev kirasi ve aidat gibi masraflari édemekte
Gazianteplilere gore daha fazla zorlandiklarini belirtmislerdir. Gaziantepliler ise gida
masraflarint  6ddemekte,  Suriyelilere nazaran, daha fazla zorlandiklarini
vurgulamaktadir. Daha saglksiz ve ucuz gidalara erisimin, Gaziantep kosullarinda
ucuz ev kiralamaya nazaran kolay oldugu g6z Oninde bulunduruldugunda,
Suriyeliler acisindan, gida kalemi, barinma masraflarinin gerisine dismektedir.
Suriyelilerin dagitilan gida yardimlarina ulasma imkanlarinin bulunmasi da bu
sekilde bir sonuca neden olabilmektedir.
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Suriyeli Var 50,4 Yok 49,6

Gaziantepli Var 61,4 Yok 38,6

Sekil 19: Gazianteplilerin Bor¢luluk Durumu

Gazianteplilerle karsilastirildiginda, borcu olan Suriyelilerin daha az oldugu
gorilmektedir. Bu farkliligin en temel nedeni, asagidaki grafikte de gorilebildigi
gibi, banka kredileridir. Suriyelilerin, banka kredilerinden yaralanma sanslarinin daha
dislk olmasi, onlarin borg¢luluk durumunu da asagi cekmektedir.
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Sekil 20: Bor¢lu Olunan Kisi ya da Kurumlar

Borglanilan kisiler agisindan hem Gaziantepliler hem de Suriyeliler arasinda,
en ¢ok borg istenen kisilerin basinda akrabalar gelmektedir. Borg alinan kisi ya da
kurumlar arasinda, iki toplum icin en dikkat ¢ekici noktayr banka olusturmaktadir.
Suriyelilerin Gazianteplilere gore bankalardan kredi al(a)madiklari anlasiimaktadir.
Bu durumda, go¢menlik ya da miultecilik kosullarinda, akrabalik ve hemserilik
dayanismasinin 6n plana ciktigi gorilmektedir.
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Turkiyeli Tanidik 14,1

Suriyeli Suriyeli Tanidik 85,9
Gaziantepli Turkiyeli Tanidik 97,4

Suriyeli Tanidik 2,6

Sekil 21: Bor¢lanilan Tanidiklar

Tanidik olarak addedilen kisilere borclanma, Suriyelilerde daha fazladir. Bu
tanidiklarin -~ 6nemli  bir  kismi Suriyeliyken, Gaziantepli tanidiklara da
azimsanmayacak bir oranda, borglandiklari gériilmektedir. Suriyelilerin, Gaziantepli
hi¢ samimi arkadasi olup olmadigina yonelik soruya, %30 gibi bir oranda, olumlu
cevap verdigi duslnuldiginde, bu oranin dnemli 6lctiide borglanma gibi glivene
dayali bir iliski bicimini icerdigi soncuna varilabilir.

Var 1,4
Suriyeli Yok 98,6

Gaziantepli Var 29,3 Yok 70,7
Sekil 22: Kredi Kart1 Sahipligi

Suriyelilerde kredi karti sahipligi yok denecek kadar azdir. Gazianteplilerde bu
oran Ugte bire yaklassa da Turkiye ortalamasinin cok altindadir. Yine de en ¢ok
bor¢lu olunan kurumlarin basinda bankalarin gelmesinin en dnemli nedenlerinden
birisinin, kullanilan kredi kartlari oldugu, COVID-19 siirecinde temassiz alisveris ve
internet alisverisinin tercih edilmesinin bunu daha da pekistirdigi muhakkaktir.
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Sekil 23: Hanelerin Telefon Sahipligi

Suriyelilerde, hemen hemen her evde, akilli telefon oldugu goérilmektedir.
Gazianteplilerde hig akilli telefon olmayan aile sayisi, Suriyelilerden daha fazladir. Bu
oranin altinda yatan nedenlerden biri, Suriyelilerin hem Suriye'deki ve/veya
dinyanin doért bir yanina dadilmis arkadas ve akrabalarina ulasmak hem de
ulkeleriyle ilgili haberleri kendi dillerinde takip edebilmek icin internet erisimine
Gazianteplilere kiyasla daha fazla ihtiya¢ duyuyor olmasi olabilir.
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Sekil 24: Hanelerde Calisir Durumdaki Elektrikli/Elektronik Esya

Suriyelilerde, evin temel gerecleri olarak degerlendirebilecegimiz buzdolab,
¢amasir makinesi, televizyon gibi esyalarin buylk oranda mevcut oldugunu
goriyoruz. Daha liks olarak siniflandirabilecedimiz bilgisayar, bulasik makinesi,
tablet gibi esyalarin orani digerlerinden keskin bir sekilde farklilagsmaktadir.

Gazianteplilerin evlerinde, temel ihtiya¢ olarak adlandirabilecegimiz esyalarin
hemen hemen her evde bulundugunu sdyleyebiliriz. Bunun yani sira, bulasik
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makinesi gibi liks olarak degerlendirebilecegimiz ev esyasinin da oldukca yaygin
kullanimi dikkat cekicidir. Bulasik makinesi, bilgisayar ve tablete sahip olma oranlari
Gazianteplilerde daha yuksektir. Birincil ve zaruri olmayan bu ug elektrikli ev
esyasina Gazianteplilerin Suriyelilere nazaran daha yiksek oranlarda sahip
olmasinin, her iki taraf arasindaki ekonomik sermaye farkliigina bagh tiketim
aliskanliklariyla ilgili oldugu da soylenebilir; fakat daha belirleyici olan etkenin,
"multeci olmaktan kaynakli olarak Suriyelilerin daha dikkatli harcama yapmak
zorunda olmalan” oldugu sdylenebilir. Nitekim her iki topluluga ait hanelerin gelir
orani ve hane halki sayisi dustnildiglinde Suriyeli hanelerin daha dikkatli bir
harcama stratejisine ydnelmesi anlasilabilir bir egilim olacaktir.

Suriyeli  [VETSMPS| Yok 85,9

Gaziantepli Var 38,9 Yok 61,1

Sekil 25: Motorlu Arag¢ Sahipligi

Motorlu arag sahipliginde Suriyelilerin orani, Gazianteplilerin yarisindan daha
azdir. Gaziantepli hanelerin %39 gibi bir kisminda, en az bir ara¢ varken,
Suriyelilerde bu oran %14 civarindadir. Bunun en bulyik nedenlerinden birisi,
mevcut gelir disikligli ve Suriyelilerin motorlu arag icin yeterli birikimde
bulunamamalari ya da birikimlerinin olmamasidir. Zira, gé¢menler ve miilteciler bir
tarafa, yerlilerin de motorlu tasit sahipligi icin ciddi bir birikime ihtiyaclar acikken,
arag sahipliginin Suriyelilerde dlsik ¢ikmasi, sasirtici bir sonug degildir, agiklanabilir
bir durumdur.
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Sekil 26: Sahip Olunan Motorlu Arag

Sahip olunan motorlu tasit tipinde, binek otomobillerin dnemli bir oran teskil
ettikleri gorulebilmektedir. Gaziantepli hanelerin %32,42'sinde, en az bir otomobil
bulunmaktadir. Bu oran, Suriyelilerde %9 kadardir. Diger arag tirlerinde bu denli
blyuk bir farkin olmamasi, motorlu tasitlarin yasam konforundan ziyade daha ¢ok is
icin kullanildigini gdstermektedir. Motosikletin tercih edilmesi, anlasilabilecegi
Uzere, daha ucuz olmasindan kaynaklanmaktadir.
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Sekil 27: Giinliik Aligveris Mekani Tercihi
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Saha calismasinin  yiritildigd mahallelerin  sosyo-ekonomik dizeyleri,
glindelik hayat iliskilerinin benzer gizgilere sahip olmasinin en biylk nedenlerinden
biri olarak gosterilebilir. Hem Suriyeliler hem Gaziantepliler, alisveris konusunda,
ayni  mahallelerde benzer davranis Orlntilerine sahip goriinmektedirler.
Suriyelilerin, daha ¢ok Suriyeli bakkallar ve semt pazarlari gibi daha uygun fiyat ve
vadelerle alisveris yapilan mekanlara yonelmesi ve Suriye kiltirtine 6zgl Urinlerin
tedarikinin s6z konusu yerlerden saglanmasi, grafikteki oranlari daha anlasilir
kilmaktadir. Suriyelilerin, Gazianteplilere gore, ulusal zincir siipermarketlerden daha
az alisveris yapmalarinin birincil nedeni, kredi karti sahipliginin yok denecek kadar
az olmasiyla (%1) iliskili olabilir. Zira, mahallelerdeki geleneksel bakkal ve semt
pazarlarinda veresiye alisveris ve/veya pazarlik yapilabilmesi ile belli saatlerde
ozellikle pazar yerlerinde Uriin fiyatlarinin asagi cekilmesi, bu oranlarin ortaya
¢tkmasinda etkili olmaktadir. Bir diger husus da 6zellikle, Gaziantep'te, Suriyelilerin
Uretimden tiketime kadar, az da olsa, kendi dagitim zincirini ve piyasasini yaratmis
olmasidir. Enformel pazarda Uretilen ve ucuz gida maddelerinin benzer yollari takip
ederek mahallelerdeki bakkallara ulasmasi hem ekonomik retim ve dagitimla hem
de kiltarle ilgili bir gercekligi glindemde tutar.
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Sekil 28: Nakdi Yardimlardan istifade Etme

Herhangi bir kurum ya da kisiden para destedi alan Suriyeli oran,
Gazianteplilerin yaklasik ¢ katidir. Daha 6nce yardim alip yardimlar kesilenler de
g6z oOninde bulunduruldugunda, Suriyeli hanelerin  yaklasik  %35'inin
Gazianteplilerin ise %21'inin bu yardimlardan yararlanmis oldugu gorilmektedir.
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Nakdi Ayni Herhangi Bir yardim

Almayan

Sekil 29: Yardim Tiirii

Gerek parasal gerekse de esya ve gida gibi yardimlardan (ayni ve nakdi
yardim) istifade etme durumlarina bakildiginda, Suriyeli hanelerin, %49 gibi bir
orani, Gazianteplilerin ise %24,4'U, bir ya da birden fazla yardimdan istifade etmistir.

Suriyelilere ve Gazianteplilere sosyal yardim ve hizmet goétirilmesi tamamen
ayri kurumsallasmalar iginde uygulanmaktadir. Suriyelilerin hemen hepsi Kizilay'dan
destek alirken Gaziantepliler icin bu konudaki basvuru mercii, Sosyal Yardimlasma
ve Dayanisma Vakiflaridir. Bunun ana nedeni, merkezi bir kurum olan Kizilay'in,
Suriyelilere yonelik sosyal yardim ve hizmetlerden sorumlu “ana” kurulus olarak
yetkilendirilmesidir. Ancak, yardimlar, bireylerin kurumlarla iliskilendigi ana
kanallarin basinda gelmektedir ve egitim ve saglik sistemleri basta olmak Uzere,
icinde bulunulan topluluk ici iliskilerin gelistirilmesine yodnelik sosyal hizmet
sistemlerine de ulasmada kilit bir roldedir. Hem haklar temelinde ortaklasmanin
artmasi hem de seffaflik ve birlikte bir seyler yaparak topluluk ici uyumun
saglanmasi icin sosyal yardim ve hizmetlerin ortak cati altinda sunulmasi, etkili bir
yol olabilir.
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Gida Kémur Saglik Egitim Ev esyasi Diger

Sekil 30: Nakdi Olmayan Yardimlarin Dagilimi
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Parasal olmayan yardim kategorisinde, Suriyelilerin, en ¢ok yararlandigi
kalemlerin, saglik ve egitim oldugu gortlmektedir. Bu kalemlerde, Gazianteplilerin
orani ¢ok dusik gorinmektedir. Bunun temel nedeni, bu tir yardimlarin
Gazianteplilerce yardimdan sayilmamasi olabilir. Zira, Yesil Kart uygulamasinin,
saghk ve ilag ihtiyaclarini kendisi karsilayamayan Tirkiye Cumhuriyeti
vatandaslarinin ¢ogunu kapsadigini biliyoruz. Haneler icin esas onemli yardim
kalemleri olan gida ve kdmdir yardimlarinda, Suriyelilerin Gazianteplilerden cok
daha az yardim alabildikleri ortaya cikmaktadir.
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Sekil 31: Gaziantep'te Yasanilan Farkli Mahalle Sayis1

Gaziantep'teki Suriyeli gd¢menlerin sehir ici hareketliligini inceledigimizde,
%60 kadarinin, kentte hi¢ mahalle degistirmedigini gorebiliriz. Gazianteplilerde ise
bu oran, %30'dur. Ancak, Suriyeliler icin, Gaziantep'te yasama deneyimi en fazla 10
yildir. Dolayisiyla, Gazianteplilerin daha fazla mahalle degistirmis olmasi beklenen
bir sonugtur. Go¢men gruplarin mobilitesinin daha dusik, yerlesme, is bulma ve
iskan seceneklerinin daha kisith olmasinin, bu durumun olusmasinda 6nemli bir
faktor oldugu soylenebilir.
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Sekil 32: Gaziantep'te Yasanilan Farkli Ev Sayis1
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Gaziantep'teki Gaziantepliler ile Suriyeli gé¢menlerin, kentsel mekanda
hareketliligine dair farkliliklarinin en net gézlemlenebilir semasi, yasanilan konut
sayisinda kendini gdstermektedir. Gazianteplilerin %55'i, iki ve daha az ev
degistirmisken, bu sayl Suriyeli gdc¢cmenler icin %65'tir. Mahalle degistirme
oranlariyla karsilastirildiginda Suriyelilerin ev degistirme oranlarinin daha fazla
oldugu gorilebilmektedir. Mahalle degistirme, hanenin ekonomik refah seviyesiyle
daha yakindan alakaliyken, ev degistirmenin, ayni mahalle igcinde gergeklesmesi
farkl bireysel, toplumsal ve ekonomik faktorle alakali olabilmektedir. Arastirma
strecindeki saha deneyimlerinden, Suriyelilerin daha ¢ok konutun fiziksel sartlarinin
kot olmasi, kira sorunlari gibi nedenlerden dolayi ev degistirdigi anlasiimaktadir.
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Sekil 33: Konut Miilkiyet Durumu

Suriyeli gdo¢menlerin ezici ¢cogunlugu, kirada oturmaktadir. Gazianteplilerde
ise bu durum, Tirkiye genelindeki konut sahipligi 6riintisiini takip etmektedir ve
orneklem nifusunun %59'u ev sahibiyken, %38'i ise kirada oturmaktadir. Miilk
sahipligi, gocmenlerin kente entegrasyonu agisindan en 6nemli esiklerden birini
teskil etmektedir.
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Sekil 34: Konut Kiras1

Suriyeli gérismecilerin ortalama kira gideri 615 TL, Gazianteplilerin ortalama
kira gideri 669 TL'dir. Gazianteplilerin ve Suriyeli gdé¢menlerin, kamuoyunda dile
getirilen kira oranlarindaki farklilik kanaatlerinin aksine kira seviyeleri son derece
benzerdir. Bu nedenle, denebilir ki konut kiralarindaki artis yalnizca bir toplulugu
degil — yani yalnizca Suriyelileri degil- konut piyasasindaki tim bireyleri etkilemistir.
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Sekil 35: Konut Oda Sayis1
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Gaziantepliler, konut buyukligiu acisindan, Suriyeli gd¢menlerden daha
avantajli gérinmektedirler. Orneklemimizin Gaziantepliler kisminda, %60'1 (i¢ odali
konutlarda yasarken, bu oran, Suriyeli go¢menler icin %44'tlr. Suriyeli gé¢cmenlerin,
iki ve daha az odal evlerde yasama orani %35 iken, bu oran, Gaziantepliler icin
%23'tur.

Isinma sistemi yok .003'1 W Suriyeli
, B Gaziantepli
Kima 5
| 11
Elekirikli Soba BN 43
| N
M st

Merkezi Isinma (Kalorifer) . 27

Maltiz/Mangal - 55

Dogal Bi | Kombi -
ogalgaz (Bireysel Kombl) ' iy 3,
.o, I 736

Sekil 36: Hanelerin Isinma Bicimi

Suriyeli go¢menlerin ve Gazianteplilerin yasadiklar konutlarda ortak nokta,
basat I1sinma tertibatinin soba olmasidir. Suriyeli gorismecilerin %74'G sobayla
isindiklarini ifade ederken, Gazianteplilerde de bu oran %67 ile gayet yakin takip
etmektedir. Ote yandan Suriyeli géc¢menlerin sadece %15'i bireysel kombili
dogalgaz kullanmaktayken, bu oran Gaziantepliler igin %30 olarak, go¢gmenlerin iki
katidir. Sehirde dogalgaz kullanimi hizla yayilirken, hanelerin ciddi bir kisminin hala
kati yakitl soba kullandigi gercegdi, kentsel mekandaki sosyo-ekonomik ayrismaya
(ve ayrica hava kirliliginin devamina) dair nemli bir gosterge niteligindedir.
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Sekil 37: Disarida En Sik Gidilen Mekan

Her iki toplumda da dis mekéan deneyimleri konusunda, parklarin 6n plana
ciktigr gorilmektedir. Parklarin sadece Suriyeliler icin degil, ayni zamanda
Gaziantepliler icin de bir sosyallesme mekani oldugunu séylemek mimkiindir. iki
toplulugun dis mekan deneyimleri birbirine benzemektedir. Suriyeliler ile
Gazianteplilerin bu konudaki tutumlarn benzer olsa da bazi farklar da goze
carpmaktadir.  Ornegin, Suriyeliler icin dis mekan deneyimi aligveris merkezli
gerceklesirken, Gazianteplilerde akraba ve tanidik ziyaretlerinin bir miktar 6ne
¢ktigi gorilmektedir. Bu durumun, Suriyelilerin akraba ve tanidiklarini daha az
ziyaret ettiklerini gdstermekten cok, bu tir sosyallesme bigimlerinin de park gibi dis
mekanlarda gerceklestigine isaret ettigi soylenebilir.
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Sekil 38: Kadinlarin Giin icerisinde En Cok Vakit Harcadig Etkinlik

Sekilde, Suriyeli ve Gaziantepli kadinlar, siradan bir giinde en ¢ok vakit
harcadigi etkinlikleri belirtmislerdir. Her iki toplumda da kadinlarin, benzer sekilde,
ev odakl etkinlikleri gergeklestirdikleri gorilmektedir. Sliphesiz, bu benzerlikte,
kadinlarin istihdam rakamlarinin disik olmasinda, ev isi ve bakim emegi gibi
alanlardan sorumlu tutulmalarinin buyik bir payr vardir. Bitin bu benzerlige
ragmen, Gaziantepli kadinlarin “cocuk/yasl/hasta bakimi” icin Suriyeli kadinlardan
daha az zaman ayirdiklari gorilmektedir. Bu farkta, Gaziantepli kadinlarin kurumsal
bakim hizmetlerine daha fazla erisim imkanlarina sahip olmalarinin etkisi oldugu
sdylenebilir. Ote yandan, Suriyelilerin, gé¢ ederken birlikte geldikleri yash ve
hastalarin bakimlariyla ilgileniyor olmalarinin da bu cevaplardaki yasli/hasta bakimi
oranlarinin ylksekligini agiklayan bir etken oldugu soylenebilir.

Genel anlamda, kadinlarin ev disinda herhangi bir etkinlige her giin vakit
ayirmamalari dikkat ¢ekicidir. Bu durum, kadinlarin mahalle icinde de ¢ok sik disari
¢kmadigini, cekirdek aile cevresi disinda pek sosyallesmedigine isaret etmektedir.
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Sekil 39: Gaziantep'te Karsilasilan Sorunlar

Gaziantepliler, issizligi, kentte karsilasilan en énemli sorun olarak gorirken,
Gaziantep'te yasayan Suriyeliler, dil sorununu 6n plana cikarmaktadir. iki toplulugun
birbirinin diline hakim olmamasi ve O6zellikle Gazianteplilerin yabanci bir dil
bilmemesi, Suriyelilerin glnlik hayatta iletisim sorunlariyla karsilasmasina neden
olmus gortiinmektedir. Arastirmanin bulgularina gore, Suriyeliler igin ikinci dnemli
sorun ise issizliktir. Bu oran, Gazianteplilerin endiseleriyle uyumluluk icerisindedir.
Hemen hemen her iki toplumun Uyeleri de benzer oranlarda, kentteki issizlikten
endise etmektedir. Ote yandan, giivenlik sorunu Gaziantepliler icin dnemli bir baska
sorun kaynagiyken, ayni sorun, Suriyelilerde dikkat cekici bir bicimde, asadi siralarda
kalmaktadir. Ayrica Suriyeliler icin bir diger sorun kaynadi da ayrimciliktir. Kentte
karsilasilan sorunlarla ilgili olarak, Suriyeliler ve Gaziantepliler, issizlik konusunda
ortak bir endiseye sahipken; dil, glivenlik ve ayrimcilik gibi sorunlar konusunda
birbirlerinden ayrigsmaktadirlar. Ayrimciligi bir sorun olarak gérme, Suriyelilerde
glvenlik sorunun 6niline gegmektedir.

KK+
147 352 404
Gemaneplier -_ _-
suryeller -_ _-

KK+
122 ,8 41 9 9.8

Sekil 40: Arada Bir Disartya Cay/Kahve Igmeye Giderim
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Sekil 41: Arada Bir Disarida Arkadaslarimizla Toplaniriz

Her iki toplulugun sosyallesme oriintllerinde biytk bir farkhhk goze
carpmamaktadir. Hem Gazianteplilerin hem de Suriyelilerin dis mekanlarda
deneyimledigi sosyallesme oranlari birbirine yakindir. Saha arastirmasinin benzer
sosyo-ekonomik mahallelerde yiirittldigu dikkate alindiginda, bu sonuglar, her iki
grubun cok farkh niteliklere sahip olmadigini da gostermektedir. Zira, Gaziantep
Ozelinde, Suriyeliler icin basindan beri dile getirdigimiz ‘ayni sosyo-kultirel
karsilagmalar’ meselesinin burada da karsimiza ciktigini goriyoruz.

Suriyeli Evet 84,5 Hayir 15,5

Gaziantepli Evet 26,0 Hayir 74,0

Sekil 42: Suriye ile flgili Gelismeleri Takip Durumu

Suriye'deki gelismeleri takip etme Suriyeliler arasinda yayginken,
Gazianteplilerin konuya ilgisi oldukca dislktur. Bu sonug ¢ok sasirtici olmasa da
zaman icinde Suriyeliler arasinda, Suriye'deki duruma ilginin azaldigini
soyleyebiliyoruz. 2018 arastirmasinda,” Suriye'deki gelismeleri takip etmeyen
Suriyelilerin oraninin %11,5'ken bugin bu oran %15,'5'e ¢ikmistir. Buna gore,
Suriyeliler arasinda, son U¢ yilda, Suriye'deki olaylara duyarsizligin %4 oraninda
arttigi gorilmektedir. Bunun bir nedeninin, Suriye'deki savasin blylk bir oranda
sontiimlenmis de olsa, belirsizligini korumaya devam etmesi oldugu sdylenebilir.
Diger taraftan, Suriyelilerin, kendi Ulkelerindeki bahsedilen belirsizligin de etkisiyle
enerjilerini “burada” kurduklari yeni yasama daha fazla harcadiklari sonucu da
cikartilabilir.

7 Glltekin, M.N,, Giritlioglu, i., Karadas, Y., Soyudogan, M., Leyla Kuzuy, S., Gulhan, S.T., Doganoglu, M., Utanir, A,
Aslan, C., incetahtaci, N. (2018) Gaziantep'teki Suriyeliler. Uyum, Beklentiler ve Zorluklar (Ozet Rapor),
Gaziantep: Gaziantep Universitesi Yayinlari. Bundan sonra, 2018 arastirmasi olarak zikredilecektir.
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Sekil 43: Insanlarin Ulkelerinin Giindemini Takip Kanallart

Gorusulen Suriyeliler, kendi (Ulkeleriyle ilgili haberleri, daha cok sosyal
medyadan takip ederken, Gaziantepliler Turkiye giindemini takip icin ilk secenek
olarak televizyonu tercih etmektedir. Sosyal medyanin Suriyeliler acisindan énemli
bir medya olarak gorilmesi, sosyal medyanin alternatif haber aglarina ulasma
imkani tanimasiyla ilgilidir. Zira, sosyal medya diinya Uzerindeki gelismelerin daha
kolay bir sekilde takip edilebilmesini saglayabilmektedir. Diger yandan, Suriyeliler
icin televizyon da hala onemli iletisim araclarindan biridir. Suriyelilerin %51,4'0,
kendi Ulkelerindeki olaylari televizyondan takip ettiklerini belirtmektedir.
Gaziantepliler icin ise sosyal medyaya yonelim ile televizyon arasinda 6nemli bir
fark bulunmaktadir. Gaziantepliler, kendi (Ulkelerindeki olaylari blyltk 6lglde
televizyondan takip etmektedir (%88,2). Ote yandan, Suriyelilerin, tanidiklardan
glindemi takip etmek veya Suriye'deki gelismelerle ilgilenmeyi kesmek gibi, medya
organlarina yonelik glvensizligi ifade edebilecek iletisim tercihlerinde bulunduklari
gorilmektedir. Yazili basinin ise her iki kesim icin de oldukca dustik bir ilgiye sahip
olmasi dikkat cekici diger bir sonugtur.

Gazianteplilerin énemli bir kismi, Suriye olaylarini, kendi Ulkelerinin medya
organlarindan takip ederken, Suriyelilerinse, Suriyeli multeci olgusunun kiresel cok
boyutlulugundan dolayi, farkl Glke medyalarina yoneldikleri gorilmektedir. Ancak
bu farkhhk, cografi yakinlkla sinirlidir. Suriyeliler, 6zellikle, Suriye, Arap ve Tirkiye
medyasini takip ettiklerini belirtmislerdir. Gazianteplilerin ise sadece Turkiye
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merkezli medyaya yonelmeleri, olaylara farkl llke perspektiflerinden faydalanarak
bakamadiklarini gdstermektedir. Batili medya kaynaklar ise her iki kesim icin de
ilgiye deger gorilmemektedir. Bu yonelimlerin dil, cografi ilgi (yakinhk) ve bilinen
medya kanallarina aliskanlhkla veya ideolojik ve kiltlrel yatkinliklarla iliskisi
bulunabilir.
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Sekil 44: Egitim Durumu

Katihmcilarin =~ egitim  durumlarina  bakildiginda,  Suriyelilere  kiyasla,
Gaziantepliler arasinda okullasma daha fazladir. Okullasma baglaminda, cinsiyetler
arasindaki farklar, Gazianteplilerde daha keskindir. Erkekler arasinda, herhangi bir
okula kayit olmamis ya da ilkokulu bitirememislerin orani %7 civarindayken,
kadinlar arasinda %21,7'dir. Suriyeli erkeklerde bu oranlar %Z24,5, kadinlarda
%35,6'dir. Gaziantepliler arasinda okula gitmemis kadinlarin orani erkeklerin 3 kati
kadarken, Suriyelilerde bu oran 1,5 kattir. Mezun olanlarin oraninda yine Suriyeliler
arasinda cinsiyet farki daha azdir. Bu da Suriye’'deki okullasma oranlarinin daha
geride olmasina ragmen kadinlarin egitime dahil edilmesi konusunda Suriye'deki
egitim sisteminin daha basarili oldugunu géstermektedir.
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Sekil 45: Hi¢ Okula Gitmemis Kisilerin Okur-Yazarlik Durumu
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Hi¢ okula gitmemis insanlarin okuma yazma bilip bilmediklerini g&steren bu
grafikte, cinsiyetler arasi farkin Gaziantepliler arasinda daha fazla oldugu ortaya
¢ilkmaktadir. Gaziantepliler arasinda erkeklerin okuryazarligi kadinlarin 2,2 katiyken;
Suriyeliler arasinda bu fark 1,7 kattir. Bu da her iki toplum arasinda, kadinin egitimi
konusunda, 6nemli bir kilturel farkliligin oldugunu géstermektedir.
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Sekil 46: Hanedeki Cocuklarin Okullagsmasi

Buradaki ¢ocuk kavrami, belli bir yasin altinda olanlari degil, hanede yasayan
resit cocuklari da kapsamaktadir. Bu ylzden, 6grenci olmayanlar arasinda, belli bir
okulu bitirmis ya da okul cagina gelmemis ¢ocuklarin da bulundugunu belirtmekte
yarar var. Buna gore Suriyeliler arasinda kiz ve oglan ¢ocuklarinin okullasmasi ayni
orandayken, Gaziantepliler arasinda, oglan c¢ocuk okullasmasi daha az
gorunmektedir. Her iki gruptaki kadin okullasmalari da ayni olduguna gore, genel
olarak tim bekéar cocuklar arasinda %52 gibi bir 6grenci nifusunun oldugu

soylenebilir. Ancak, Gaziantepli oglan ¢ocuklar arasinda bu oran, genel tablodan
ayriksi bir sekilde %49,8'dir.
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Sekil 47: COVID-19'la Ilgili Bilgi Alma Kanallar1

Her iki kesimin de COVID-19'la ilgili bilgilenme kanallari, genel medya
yonelimleriyle uyum icerisindedir. Suriyeliler, bu konuda da daha ¢ok sosyal medya
ve televizyona yodnelirken Gaziantepliler, salginla ilgili bilgileri, blylk oranda
televizyondan almaktadir. Gazianteplilerin, sadece, yaklasik %27'si, sosyal medyaya
yonelirken, Suriyelilerin %61'i sosyal medyayi bilgi kaynagi olarak kullanmaktadir.
Suriyeliler, sosyal medyayl Gazianteplilerden daha fazla kullanmaktadirlar. Bunda
"yabanci” olunan bir Ulkede sosyal medyanin daha islevsel ve daha kolay bir
“erisim” araci olmasinin etkili oldugu aciktir. iki kesim arasindaki bir diger énemli
fark ise Suriyelilerin, Gazianteplilere gore, arkadas ve tanidiklardan bilgi almaya
daha fazla yonelmeleridir. Bunda, glvenilir iletisim aginin tanidik ve belirli bir
topluluga Uye olmakla sekillenmesine neden olan miltecilik veya siginma
durumunun etkili oldugu soylenebilir. Aile saglik merkezlerinden bilgi konusunda
yararlanma ise Gazianteplilerde, gérece, daha yaygindir.
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Suriyeli Degismedi 73,1 Degisti 26,9
Gaziantepli Degismedi 87,7 Degisti  #&

Sekil 48: Su An Ucretli Bir iste Calisanlarin COVID-19 Oncesindeki Ayni iste
Calisma Durumlan

Gogmenler, genelde, enformel islerde calistigi icin, COVID-19 slrecinde
%27'sinin isini degistirmesi sasirtici degildir. COVID-19 surecinde, isten cikarilma ya
da Ucretsiz izin verilmesi, Suriyeli go¢menlerde Gazianteplilere gére daha fazla
olmustur.

Dig . M Suriyeli B Gaziantepli
9 I 70 Y P

Kronik hastaligindan
dolayi rapolu sayildi

Gegici olarak isten

cikarildi ,
Calisma saatleri . 2,5
uzadi B s

Ucretli izin verildi = 6 2’4

Ocretsiz iin veriicn R a1
I 218
Isinde degisikiix NG 42,0
omadi |1, ;: o

Sekil 49: COVID-19 Oncesinde de Ayni iste Calisanlarin is Durumlarindaki
Diizenlemeler

Orneklemin, COVID-19 siirecindeki emek piyasasiyla ilgili sorularina cevap
veren Suriyeli go¢gmen 609 kisinin %42'si, stirecte calisma durumunda bir degisiklik
olmadigini belirtmistir. Ote yandan, Gaziantepliler arasinda, licretsiz izin cok daha
distk bir orandadir (%24). Yerlesiklik ve kurumsal haklara sahip olmak, bdylesi
durumlarda dogal olarak birtakim farklar yaratabilmektedir. Ornegin Gaziantepli
calisanlar arasinda kronik hastaliklarindan dolayi rapor alabilmis olanlar, Suriyeli
go¢menlerin on katindan daha fazladir.
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Sekil 50: is Yerlerinde COVID-19'a Yonelik Alinan Onlemler

COVID-19 slrecinde, is yerinde alinan &nlemlere iliskin  soruya,
Gazianteplilerin ve Suriyelilerin genel olarak benzer cevaplarn verdikleri
gorilmektedir. Ornegin, maske takma, el dezenfektani kullanma ve mesafeli calisma
onlemlerinin belirli oranlarda gergeklestigi gorilebilmektedir. Ancak bazi nlans
farkhhklari, Suriyelilerin calistigi isyerleriyle, Gazianteplilerin calstigr isyerleri
arasindaki farki géstermektedir. Ornegin, Suriyeliler isyerlerinin diizenli dezenfekte
edildigini daha az bir oranda ifade etmektedirler. El dezenfektani yine Suriyelilerin
calistigi isyerlerinde daha az oranda kullanilmaktadir. Bunun yerine, Suriyelilerin
cahstigi isyerlerinde, daha masrafsiz olan mesafeli calisma biciminin biraz daha
yaygin oldugu gorilmektedir. Tablo verileri, genel olarak Suriyelilerin, COVID-19
kapsaminda alinan 6nlemlere, biraz daha az uyulan bir ¢alisma ortaminda
calistiklarini gostermektedir.
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Evlilik

Akrabalari Turkiyelilerle Evli Suriyeliler JaVaubsy Hayir 82,9
Akrabalari Suriyelilerle Evli Gaziantepliler  J=VEH X4 Hayir 87,4

Sekil 51: Suriyeli-Tiirkiyeli Evlilikleri

Yukaridaki grafiklerde goruldigu gibi, aile ve akrabalari arasinda Suriyeli
biriyle evlenen Gazianteplilerin orani %12,6 olarak gorilirken; ayni oran, Suriyeliler
icin, %17,1 seklindedir. Oranlar arasindaki farkliligin bir nedeni, daha fazla ya da
daha siki akrabalik iliskilerine sahip Suriyelilerin, akrabalarinin evlilik durumundan
daha cok haberdar olmasi ve de ayni 6rnege referansin, Suriyeliler arasinda daha
cok tekrarlamamasiyla alakali olabilir. Asagidaki tabloda, Suriyelilerin daha fazla
kuzen sayisi belirtmeleri bununla alakalidir. ikincisi, bu yapilan evlilikler, Gaziantep
iciyle sinirh olmadigi icin Gaziantepli olmayanlarla yapilan evliliklerden
kaynaklanmis olabilir. Uglinciisii de Suriyelilerin iliskiyi 6n plana cikarma cabasina
karsilik Gazianteplilerin iliskisizligi daha c¢ok 6n plana ¢ikarma istegiyle alakah
olabilir.

Tablo 1: Suriyelilerle Gaziantepliler Arasinda Yapilan Evlilikler

o Evlilik yapan Evlilik yapan
GOVU§:|eer2cee);?k'”"k Suriyeliler Gaziantepliler Toplam
Kadin Erkek Kadin Erkek
Kuzeni 117 41 11 74 243
Kardesi 66 29 19 68 182
Esinin Kardesi 40 9 9 37 95
Cocugu 33 5 2 10 50
Torunu 4 - - 5 9
Toplam 260 84 41 194 579
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Akrabalari ya da aile lyeleri arasinda, diger toplumdan kisilerle evlilik yapmig
olanlara, kimlerin evlilik yaptigi sorulmustur. Tabloda gorildigi lzere, Suriyeliler
daha fazla akraba sayisi vermektedir. Bunun yaninda, Suriyelilerde, 6teki grupla evli
olan kadin sayisi daha fazlayken, Gazianteplilerde erkekler daha fazladir.

Turkiyelilerle Evli Suriyeliler Kadin 75,6 Erkek 24,4

Suriyelilerle Evli Gaziantepliler [(€le/lamuiA! Erkek 82,6

Sekil 52: Suriyelilerle Gaziantepliler Arasinda Yapilan Evliliklerde Cinsiyet
Dagilimi1

Suriyelilerle Gazianteplilerin beyanlari, iki grup arasindaki evliliklerin dortte
Ucliniin Gaziantepli erkekler ve Suriyeli kadinlar arasinda oldugunu gdstermektedir.
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Sekil 53: Diger gruptan Samimi Olunan Arkadas Orani

Sokaktaki tesadifi karsilasmalar veya mecburi iliskilere kiyasla arkadaslk,
toplumsal iliskilerde gorece daha gonulli ve yakin bir iliski bicimine karsilik
gelmektedir. Suriyelilerle bu tlrden iliskiler gelistir(e)medigini ifade eden
Gazianteplilerin orani, %73 gibi bir ¢cogunluga karsilik gelmektedir. Ote yandan,
Gazianteplilerle arkadaslik kur(a)mayan Suriyelilerin orani, yaklasik olarak, %70'tir.
Arkadaslik kurmayi basaranlarin oranlarina gore, Gaziantepliler icerisinde, %14'Gnun
sadece bir Suriyeli arkadasi varken, daha fazla arkadasl olanlarin orani %12,9'dur.
Suriyelilerin ayni soruya yanitinda Suriyelilerin %11,7'sinin bir arkadasi, %18,7'sinin
daha fazla arkadasi oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Dolayisiyla, iki toplum arasinda
toplumsal temasin diisiik bir diizeyde saglanabildigi gorilmektedir. Ote yandan,
arkadaslik olarak lanse edilen iliskilerin cogunun, is ya da baska vesilelerle zorunlu
olarak bir arada olmayi da ifade edebildigi de g6z dniinde bulunduruldugunda, s6z
konusu temas diizeyinin daha da distk oldugu séylenebilir.

Burada, U¢ noktanin altini cizmekte yarar var: Birincisi, bu tablodan ortaya
¢tkan manzara, toplumlarin zaman icinde birbirinden uzaklastigidir. 2018
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arastirmasinda, Gaziantepli bir arkadasi olmadigini ifade eden Suriyeli orani, %49,3
iken, birden fazla Gaziantepli arkadasi oldugunu belirtenlerin orani %38,5'tir.
Gaziantepli bir arkadasi olmayanlarin orani, radikal bir sekilde artarken, o6zellikle,
birden fazla arkadasi oldugunu séyleyenlerin orani ayni sekilde dismustdr.

ikinci bir nokta, her iki toplumun sundugu sonuclar birbirine yakin olsa da
Suriyelilerdeki iliskisizlik durumu, Gazianteplilerdeki iliskisizlik durumundan daha
fazladir. Ayni mahallelerde yapilan arastirmanin sonuclarinda bu farkin ¢ikmasi, her
iki grubun, kendi toplumlari icerisinde bir iliskiye donik istegi gosterebilir. Ancak,
Gazianteplilerin diistik orani igin, kentte yasayan Suriyelilerin, kent niifusunun dortte
birini olusturdugu akilda tutulmalidir.

Uclincii olarak, cinsiyetler arasindaki farklara baktigimizda, her iki toplumda
da kadinlarin, arkadaslk kurma oraninin erkeklerden dislk oldugu goérilmustar.
Bunun en biylik sebebi olarak, erkeklerin kadinlara kiyasla daha ¢ok is hayatinda ve
kamusal hayatta olmalari g&sterilebilir.
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Sekil 54: Dostluk Kuran Suriyeli ve Gazianteplilerin En Cok Goriistiikleri
Mekanlar

Diger gruptan, en az bir samimi arkadasi oldugunu sdyleyen Gaziantepli ve
Suriyelerin, birbiriyle gorusirken tercih ettikleri mekanlarin basinda kendi evlerinin
geliyor olmasi dikkate degerdir. Gorlisme yeri olarak evi tercih ediyor olmak,
nispeten, daha gonulli ve samimi iligkilerin bir géstergesidir. Dolayisiyla, bu durum,
kiicik bir kesim tarafindan, ev gibi mahrem bir alanin kapisinin, davetle veya
gonulli bir sekilde calinarak, samimi iligkiler kurulabildigini de gosteriyor.
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Uyum ve entegrasyon hususunda, Uzerinde dikkatle durulmasi gereken
sonuglarin bir kismi hem Gazianteplilerin hem de Suriyelilerin, arkadashk kurma
oranlarinda sakli gibi durmaktadir. Clinkii henliz bir Gaziantepli arkadasi olmayan
Suriyelilerin "bir Gaziantepliyle yakin arkadas olmak isterim” &nermesine, yine
kararsizlar dagitildiginda, %60'a yakin oranda olumlu yaklasmalari &nemli ve
anlamlidir. Belki de bu 6nermenin devami olarak okunabilecek giindelik hayat
karsilasmalarinda “Sokakta Gaziantepliler bana iyi davranir” diyen Suriyelilerin
oraninin, %11'lik kararsizlar dagitiimadan bile, %73 oraninda olmasi mevcut
etkilesim beklentisi ve gelecekteki uyum politikalar acisindan énemli bir veridir.
CUnkd ayni dnermenin muadili olarak “Bir Suriyeliyle yakin arkadas olmak isterim”
diyen Gazianteplilerin orani %17 iken ayni oranda kararsizlarin olmasi dikkat
cekicidir. Fakat asil Gzerinde durulmasi gereken nokta, Gazianteplilerin %65'inin bir
Suriyeliyle yakin arkadashk kurmak istememesidir. Suriyelilerde yiiksek arkadashk
kurma istegiyle Gazianteplilerin ayni oranda olumsuz yaklasim oranlari, sonraki
uyum ve icerme politikalari agisindan takip edilmesi gereken izlekler hakkinda fikir
de vermektedir. Clinkli sokakta, Suriyelilere iyi davranis oranlarinin ¢ok yliksek
oldugu bir sosyal ortamda arkadaslik kurmaya karsi bunca mesafe, ancak, etkilesim
ve icerme eksikligiyle aciklanabilecek bir durumdur.
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Komsuluk
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Sekil 55: Gaziantepli-Suriyeli Komsulugu

%70 civarinda Gaziantepli katilimci, Suriyeli komsulara sahip oldugunu
belirtmistir. Buna karsin Suriyelilerin %82'si, Gaziantepli komsulara sahip olduklarini
vurgulamistir. Bu sonug, Suriyelilerin, kentin belirli mahallelerinde yogunlasmasina
ragmen, bu mahallelerin birer getto 6zelligi arz etmedigini gostermektedir. Nitekim,
bu mabhallelerde, Gaziantepliler ve Suriyeliler yan yana yasamaktadir. Ote yandan,
Suriyelilerin daha fazla komsu orani belirtmesi, kuskusuz, Gazianteplilerin sayisal
¢ogunluguyla alakalidir. Agustos 2020 istatistiklerine gore, Gaziantep il genelinde,
yaklasik olarak %21 oraninda Suriyeli yasamaktadir.?

Suriyelilere Goére Evet 41,7 Hayir 58,3
Gazianteplilere Gore Evet 27,9 Hayir 72,1

Sekil 56: Suriyelilerin Gaziantepli Komsularina Yemek Gondermesi

8 https://www.goc.gov.tr/gecici-korumamiz-altindaki-suriyeliler Erisim: 29.09.2020
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Suriyelilere Goére Evet 42,2 Hayir 57,8

Gazianteplilere Gore Evet 35,5 Hayir 64,5

Sekil 57: Gazianteplilerin Suriyeli Komsuya Yemek Gondermesi

Komsuluk, fiziki yakinhgin 6tesinde, cesitli bag kurma stratejilerini igerir.
Komsularin birbirine yemek gdéndermesi, Gaziantep’te komsuluk pratiklerinin en
onemlilerinden birisidir. Gaziantepli komsularin birbirine yemek génderme orani
%86 oraninda cikarken, Suriyelilerin birbirine yemek géndermesi %63 civarinda
¢tkmaktadir. Bu durum, Suriyelilerin komsuluk iligkilerinin, Gazianteplilerden daha
farkh bicimde sekillendiginin bir gostergesi olabilir.

iki grubun birbirine yemek géndermesine gelince, Gazianteplilerin %35,5',
Suriyeli komsularina yemek gdénderdiklerini, %30'u ise Suriyeli komsularinin
kendilerine yemek gonderdigini belirtmistir. Suriyeliler ise %42 oraninda,
Gaziantepli komsulariyla yemek aligverisi yaptiklarini beyan etmislerdir. iki grubun
beyanindaki temel fark, komsu sayilarinin farkliigindan da kaynaklaniyor olabilir.
Nitekim, Suriyeliler, 6nceki grafiklerde goérildigu gibi, daha fazla Gaziantepli
komsuya sahip olduklarini belirtmislerdir.

Grafiklerden de anlasilacag! gibi, Gaziantep'te var olan yemek alip verme
kdltirintn icine Suriyeli komsu ayni oranda dahil edilmemektedir. Suriyelilere
yemek gonderme oraninin, onlardan yemek alma oranlarina goére yiiksek olmasinin,
Ozellikle, go¢ slrecinin basinda, Gazianteplilerin Suriyeli gd¢menlere yaptidi
yardimlardan kaynaklandigi séylenebilir.
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Suriyeli Evet 67,3 Hayir 32,7

Gazaintepli Evet 72,8 Hayir 27,2

Sekil 58: Gazianteplilerin ve Suriyelilerin Kendi i¢cinde Komsu Ziyaretleri

Komsular arasi ev ziyaretleri, kisiler arasinda strdirilen daha samimi bir
iliskinin varhgina dayanir. Bu anlamda, ev ziyaretleri, yemek degis tokusu ya da
taziyeye katilma gibi, daha ¢ok sosyal normlarin belirledigi iliskilerden farkhdir.
Gazianteplilerin, kendi aralarinda komsuluk iliskilerini 6nemli bir oranda
strdirdiklerini gorebiliyoruz. Suriyelilerin komsuluk iliskileri biraz daha zayif olsa
da ¢ok biytk bir fark yoktur.

Suriyeli Evet 28,0 Hayir 72,0

Gaziantepli Evet 184 Hayir 81,6

Sekil 59: Gazianteplilerin ve Suriyelilerin Karsilikl1 Komsu Ziyaretleri

Gaziantepliler ve Suriyeliler arasindaki karsilikli ev ziyaretlerine bakildiginda,
Suriyeli komsusunu ziyaret ettigini belirten Gaziantepli orani %18,4 iken, Gaziantepli
komsusunu ziyaret ettigini belirten Suriyeli orani %28'dir. Bu figir, kendi iclerindeki
iliskilerin aksine birbirleri arasinda ytzeysel bir iliskilerinin oldugunu ve temas
noktalarinin azligini ortaya koymaktadir.






Kiiltiirel Temaslar

Suriyelilerin Yerli Restoran

. . Evet 43,0 Hayir 57,0
Deneyimlemesi

Gazianteplilerin Suriyeli

Restoran Deneyimlemesi VA e FRRL g

Sekil 60: Gaziantepli ve Suriyelilerin Birbirlerinin Restoranlarina Gitmesi

Gaziantepli katihmcilar arasinda, Suriyeli restoranina gidenlerin orani %24
civarindayken; Turk restoranlarina giden Suriyeli orani %43'tlr. Her iki tarafin diger
tarafin  restoranina gitmeme gerekceleri farkli  olabilmektedir. Ornegin,
Gazianteplilerin, Suriyeli lokantalarina gitmemesinin en dnemli nedeni ényargiyken,
Suriyelilerde en 6nemli neden daha ¢ok ekonomik gibi durmaktadir.

Evinde Gaziantep Yemekleri Pisiren
. Evet 23,4 Hayir 76,6
Suriyeliler
Evinde Suriye Yemekleri Pisiren
Gaziantepliler
Evet 2,9

Sekil 61: Gaziantepli ve Suriyelilerin Birbirinin Mutfagini Deneyimlemesi

Gaziantepli katilimcilarin %2,9 gibi ¢ok clizi bir orani, evde Suriye mutfagina
0zgl yemekler pisirdiklerini belirtmistir. Bu oranin bdylesine disik olmasinin
nedeni olarak, Gaziantepliler icin yemek kimliginin oturmus ve katilasmis bir
niteliginin olmasi ve bireylerin yemek aliskanliklari adina muhafazakér bir tutuma
sahip olmalarini sayabiliriz. Ancak, Suriyeli yemeklerine karsi bir ényarginin oldugu
da bir gergektir. Suriyeliler arasinda Tirkiye mutfagina 6zgli yemek pisirenlerin
orani %23,4 olarak bulunmustur. Toplumsal yasamda yemek kimliginin ve buna
dayali pratiklerin ve tercihlerin degisimi uzun slreclere dayanabilmektedir. Bu
durum hem Gaziantepliler hem de gdcmenler igin gegerli olabilmektedir. Sonug
olarak, Suriyelilerin, Gaziantep mutfagina karsi daha acik oldugu, Gazianteplilerin
ise mesafe koymayi daha cok tercih ettikleri gérilebilmektedir.
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Ayrimcilik
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Sekil 62: En Cok Ayrimciliga Ugranan Yerler

Her iki toplumda da ayrimciligin en ¢ok deneyimlendigi ya da hissedildigi
mekanlar sokaklardir. Ancak, Suriyeliler arasinda, sokada isaret edenlerin orani,
Gazianteplilerin iki katidir. Azinlik ve gé¢men bir kitle olan Suriyelilerin, her yerde
daha fazla dislaniyor gozikmesi sasirtici degildir. Ancak hastane, belediye, emniyet
gibi kamu kurumlarinda Gaziantepliler de dislandiklarini belirtmislerdir.
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Sekil 63: Hangi Nedenlerle Ayrimciliga Ugradiginizi Diisiiniiyorsunuz?
(Suriyeliler)

Gorusmeye katillan Suriyeliler, ayrimcilik tirl olarak “ekonomik durum”,
“etnik kimlik” ve “cinsiyet” gibi faktorlere dayali ayrimcilikla karsilastiklarini
bildirmislerdir. Kuskusuz, bu faktorlerin, giindelik hayatta cok farkli bicimlerde, ic ice
gectigini ifade etmek gerekir. Bununla birlikte, kadinlarin istihdam rakamlari ve
istihdami  etkileyen nedenler dikkate alindiginda cinsiyetin, ayrimcilk
kaynaklarindan biri oldugu aciktir.
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Sekil 64: Suriyelilere iliskin Olumsuz iceriklerin En Cok Goriildiigii Medya
Tiirleri
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Hem Gaziantepliler hem de Suriyeliler, Suriyelilerle ilgili olumsuz iceriklerle
daha ¢ok sosyal medyada karsilastiklarini sdylemektedirler. Bu oran, Suriyelilerde
onemli Olc¢lide daha fazladir. Gaziantepliler, televizyonu da bu tir iceriklerin
uretildigi mecra olarak tanimlamislardir. Suriyeliler ise, Gazianteplilerden cok daha
az bir dlizeyde (%26,7) televizyonu, olumsuz iceriklerin Uretildigi bir iletisim araci

olarak gérmektedir.
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Sekil 65: Sosyal Medyada Suriyelilerle ilgili Olumsuz Yorumlar Karsisindaki
Tutum

Sosyal medyada, Suriyelilere iliskin olumsuz iceriklere gdsterilen tepkiler, her
iki toplumun da pasif bir tutum sergilediginin bir gostergesidir. Ancak, Suriyelilerin
yorum yazmak ve sikayette bulunmak gibi yonelimlerde bulunmasi, bu yéndeki
iceriklere tepki gosterdiklerine de isaret etmektedir. Gazianteplilerde ise, bu tir
tepkiler, oldukca disik seviyede seyretmektedir. Bu durum, Gazianteplilerin
Suriyelilere iliskin olumsuz medya iceriklerine blylk olctide tepkisiz kaldiklarini
gOstermektedir.
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TUTUMLAR
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Onyargilar, Dislanma & Uyum

Baska bir llkeye gitmek _ 15,4 = Suriyeli M Gaziantepli
isterim - 8,0

Turkiye'de baska bir sehre - 7,2

gitmek isterim _ 20,6

i 7.4
Gaziantep'te kalmak isterim
I,

Sekil 66: Uygun Sartlar Altinda Suriye'ye Dénme Istegi

Her iki toplumun da Gaziantep'te yasamlarini siirdiirme arzusu benzerdir.
Suriyelilerin %77'si Suriye'ye donme imkani bulunmadidi bir durumda Gaziantep'te
kalmaya sicak bakarken, Gazianteplilerin ise %71,4'U Gaziantep'te yasamaya devam
etmek istemektedir. iki toplum arasinda farklilasan durum ise sudur: Gaziantep'te
yasamak istemeyen Suriyelilerin Tirkiye'deki baska bir sehirde yasama tercihi %7'de
kalirken, bu oran Gazianteplilerde %20,7'dir. Baska bir tlke tercihi konusunda da iki
toplulugun oranlari birbirinden anlaml bir derecede farklidir. Bu oranlar, Suriyeliler
icin %15 iken, Gazianteplilerde %8'dir.

K KK+

10 3 27 3 114 43 5
Gozianteptier -_ _-
surbvetler -_ _-

KK+
7,2 534 14,6

Sekil 67: Sokakta kizzmin diger gruptan olan (Gaziantepli, Suriyeli) komsu
cocuklariyla oynamasina sicak bakarim
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K KK+

26 8 131 43 3
Gozanteplier -_ _-
suretler .- -

KK+
15 5 7, 582 14,5

Sekil 68: Sokakta oglumun diger gruptan olan komsu ¢ocuklarla oynamasina
sicak bakarim

K K+ KK+
72 07

473 361 838
KK+
320

K
193 261 13,2

Sekil 69: Kizzmin diger gruptan biriyle evlenmesine sicak bakarim

KK+
28,6

16 3 10 9 41 0
Gazianteplier -- __
surbvetler __ _-

K KK+
172 4,5 13,1 360 93

Sekil 70: Oglumun diger gruptan biriyle evlenmesine sicak bakarim

K
13,6 337

KK+
245 249
Gezanteptier __ I
suryeller - __
394

K KK+
91 121 15,2 242

Sekil 71: Cocuklarimin diger gruptan bir arkadas1 olmasini isterim

K K+ KK+
16,8 15,6

25 3 40 3
Goranteplier __ -I
surbvetler -_ _-

K KK+
61 18 16,5 457 9,9

Sekil 72: Diger gruptan biriyle yakin arkadas olmak isterim
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Yukarida siralanan grafiklerle, her gruptan katilimcinin diger grupla iliski
kurma istekleri olclilmeye calisilmistir. Suriyeliler, cocuklarinin sokakta, Gaziantepli
ailelerin cocuklariyla oynamasini oldukca sicak bakarken, Gaziantepli aileler buna
¢ok az bir oranda sicak bakmaktadir. Suriyeli goérismeciler icin hem kiz hem oglan
cocuklarinin  Gaziantepli ¢ocuklarla oynamasina sicak bakmasi, uygun kosullar
olustugunda Suriyelilerin uyum ve birlikte yasamaya daha istekli olduklarina da
isaret etmektedir.

Es secimi, toplumun kiltiriine ve geleneklerine dair dnemli izler tasir. Ayni
zamanda, evlilik ve aile kurumu, var olan kiltiriin ve dizenin devamliigini ve
aktarimini saglamaktadir. Evliligin toplumsal iligskilerde, goérece en yakin alana
karsilik geliyor olmasi da goz ardi edilemez bir detaydir. Tim bu nitelikleriyle
beraber, evliligin hem Suriyeliler hem de Gaziantepliler agisindan, c¢ift tarafli
okumasini yapmak mimkundir. Bu baglamda, ¢ocuklarinin diger gruptan herhangi
biriyle evlilik yapmasina yonelik tutumlar, Suriyeli ve Gazianteplilere gore
farklilasmakla birlikte, her iki grup icin de ¢ocuklarin cinsiyetlerine gore, farkli bir
tutumun sergileniyor olmasi dikkat cekicidir. Bunun en buyik sebeplerinden birisi
hem Gazianteplilerin hem de Suriyelilerin, ¢ok bariz bir bicimde, agirlkli olarak
ataerkil toplumsal degerlere sahip olmasidir. Zira, ataerkilligin i¢ ve dis evlilikler
konusunda, her daim ’‘disardan’ gelin almayr 6nceledigi bilinmektedir. Baskin
olmayan kultirin Uyelerindeyse ‘gelin verme’ daha makbul bir stratejidir. Cinkd, bu
sayede evlilik gerceklestiren aileler icin, iki grubu birbirinden ayiran sinirlar
muglaklasir ve istenmese dahi ¢ok samimi iliskilere baglanir. iki grubun fertleri
arasinda gerceklesen evlilikler her gecen giin yayginlasirken, aslinda, Suriyelilerin
buna ¢ok da sicak bakmadiklar ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. ‘Cocuklarinin evliliklerine nasil
baktiklar” dnermesine, Suriyeliler ogullarinin (Gazianteplilerle evliligine) ¢ok sicak
bakmazken, kizlarinin  bu evliliklerine daha az mesafeli durmaktadirlar.
Gazianteplilerde durum ¢ok daha keskin ve oldukga ayriksidir. Gaziantepliler, dnemli
bir oranda ogullarinin Suriyeli bir kadinla evlenmesine sicak bakmaktadirlar. Ama
s6z konusu kiz ¢ocuklari olunca, neredeyse asla denilebilecek bir oranda, bu fikre
karsi cikmaktadirlar. Dolayisiyla, esitsiz toplumsal kosullarda gerceklesen evliliklerde
cinsiyet, esitsiz temelde iliskilenmenin bir disavurumu agisindan 6énemli bir etken
olabilmektedir. Burada, tipik ataerkil yapinin tezahirlerini ama ayni zamanda
agmazlarini da gérmekteyiz. Ataerkilligin, (etnik) kimligi, erkek izerinden tanimlama
egilimi bu yanitlan sekillendirmektedir. Diger grup kimliginin taninmasi anlamina
gelen iliski evlilik olunca, Gaziantepliler buna karsi c¢ikarken, Suriyeliler bunu
desteklemektedir. Gruplar arasi evlilikler, mevcut ataerkil gtg iliskilerini yeniden
uretirken, sonradan topluma dahil olan gruba da bir katilim ve uyum imkani tanir.
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KK- K- K KK+
16 62 45 403 473

Gaziantepller I- _
surefler __ _-

K KK+
180 287 124 316 93

Sekil 73: Suriyeliler Gaziantep'te ev kiralarini yiikseltti

KK- K- K KK+
12 53 39 396 50,0

Gadiantepller I. _
surbetier _ -.

K KK+
240 440 12,5 150 45

Sekil 74: Suriyeliler Gaziantep'te issizlige neden oldu

K KK+
48,1

8,0 379
Gozanteplier I- __
suretler __ .

KK+
286 429 101 135 49

Sekil 75: Suriyeliler hayat pahaliliina neden oldu

Kent ekonomisine yaptiklari katkilara ragmen® Suriyeliler, siklikla sosyo-
ekonomik sorunlarla iliskilendirilmektedir. Bu baglamda, yukaridaki birkag tutum
sorusuyla, Suriyelilere karsi kimi o6nyargilar tespit edilmeye c¢alisiimistir. Bu
onyargilarin basinda, "Suriyelilerin konut kiralarini arttirdigi” yargisi gelmektedir. Bu
yarglyl Gaziantepliler siddetle benimserken, Suriyeliler, ciliz da olsa kars
cikmaktadir. ikinci ényargi, “Suriyelilerin issizlige neden oldugudur.” Bu yargiyi,
Gaziantepliler daha da ¢ok benimserken, Suriyeliler de ciddi bir oranda karsi
¢tkmaktadir. Bu yargilar icinde “issizligi Suriyelilerin arttirdig1” yargisinin
Gazianteplilerce en ylksek oranda desteklenmesi, artan yoksullukla alakaldir. Cogu
negatif tutum da emek piyasasindaki rekabetle alakall gibi durmaktadir.

° Ornegin, Gaziantep Sanayi Odasi ve Gaziantep Ticaret Odasi'ma kayith 2.294 Suriyeli firma
bulunmaktadir (Temmuz 2020 verileri). Yine, Gaziantep Sanayi Odasi'na, Aralik 2020 itibariyle kayitli,
ayakkabidan tekstile, plastikten gidaya kadar ¢ok farkli alanlarda Uretim yapan ve istihdam yaratan 82
Suriyeli orta ve buyk olgekli isletme bulunmaktadir. (GSO Aralik 2020 verileri).
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“Suriyelilerin pahaliliga neden oldugu” yargisi, yine, Gazianteplilerce siddetle
desteklenmektedir. Suriyeliler ise, bu fikre digerlerinden daha fazla karsi
¢tkmaktadir. Bu durum, ekonomideki kot gidisatin Suriyelilere baglanmasinin diger
onyargilardan daha ¢ok onlari rahatsiz ettigi anlamina gelmektedir.

K KK+

11 4 38 9 11,8 30 0
5 9

K KK+
42 1 105 564 132

Sekil 76: Diger grubun yemeklerinden yemeyi severim

Onyargi konularindan birisi de yemeklerdir. Bircok calisma, yerlilerin Suriyeli
mutfagina 6nyargil davrandiklari, o yiizden Suriyeli yemek satan yerlerden yemek
istemediklerini ortaya koymaktadir. Burada, bu &6nyargiyr bir kez daha gormek
mumkin. Gaziantepliler, Suriye yemeklerini sevdikleri yargisini reddederken,
Suriyeliler bunu 6nemli oranda kabul etmektedir. Ancak, Suriyelilerin miltecilik
deneyimleri ve Gaziantep yemek kdiltlrinin sehirdeki gozle gorilir durumdaki
baskin karakteri burada dikkate alinmalidir.

K K+ KK+
85 10,2 15

33 7 461
surbvetier -_ _-
KK+
22 0 46 2

K
13,2

Sekil 77: Tiirkiye'deki adetler, gelenekler Suriye'dekilere benzer

K K+ KK+
9,1 83 1.2

31 5 50 0
Gaztanteplier _ _ -I
suryeller -_ _-

K KK+
111 13,0 386 83

Sekil 78: Tiirkiye'de yapilan diigiin kina gibi merasimler Suriye'dekine benzer
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K+ KK+

260 482 180
Geranteplier __ _
suryeller -_ _-
KK+

K
113 506

Sekil 79: Gaziantep'teki yemekler Suriye yemeklerine benzerdir

K K+ KK+
57 11,9 2,2

307 49 5
suretier -_ _-
KK+
17 5 53 6

K
10,9

Sekil 80: Gaziantep kiiltiirii Suriye kiiltiiriiyle benzerdir

Diger bir dnyargl seti ise, iki kiltur arasindaki benzerlik ve farkliliklarla
alakalidir. Burada, dislayan taraf, daha cok farklihgi gorirken, bu dislamadan
mustarip olan taraf, benzerligi gérmektedir. Suriyeliler, Suriye'deki geleneklerin,
mutfagin ve kiltlrin, Tirkiye'dekilere benzedigini savunurken, Gaziantepliler bunu
ciddi bir sekilde reddetmektedir. Evlenme torenleri, Suriyelilerin benzerlik
konusunda en az puanladiklari, Gazianteplilerin de en ¢ok farkli bulduklari kiltirel
ogedir. Her iki kilturid de deneyimlemis Suriyelilerin aksine, Gazianteplilerin buytk
bir cogunlugu, aslinda, Suriye kdltiriine o kadar da asina degildirler. Buna ragmen
benzerlige bu kadar mesafeli durmalari onlarin bu konuda ciddi 6nyargilar
beslediklerini gdstermektedir.

K KK+

32 8 23,0 31 1
Gozanteplier -_ _.
surbetler . _-

K KK+
43 231 137 477 1,2

Sekil 81:Son on yila kiyasla daha az ayrimciliga maruz kaliyorum
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K K+ KK+
12,8 138

133 573
Gazianteplier -_ -I
surbvetler -_ _
K KK+
1,1

10,7 360

Sekil 82: Etnik kimligimden dolay1 is bulmakta zorlaniyorum

K KK+

11,5

11 0 529 18 2
suretler -_ _.
K KK+

266

122 436 134

Sekil 83:Giindelik yasam i¢cinde ayrimciliga maruz kaliyorum

KK+

K
486 19,5

KK- K-
28 16,0 13,0
Gaziantepller I- _
surbvetler -_ _
K KK+
132

149 114 324

Sekil 84: Ayrimciliga maruz kaldigimda tartisirim

KK K- KK+
50 5 194

17,1
Gemaneptier . - _
Suryelter __ _.
K KK+
27 6

259 275 134

Sekil 85:Ayrimciliga maruz kaldigimda gerekli yerlere sikayet ederim

K KK+

33 2 13,9 37 6

Gazianteplier -_ _-
sureller __ _.

K KK+

176 10,6 325 42

Sekil 86: Buradaki haklarimin ¢ogunu biliyorum
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Suriyeliler, Turkiye'deki haklarini bilip bilmediklerine yoénelik &nermeye,
c¢ogunlukla, olumsuz vyanit vermiglerdir. Buna karsin, bu soru karsisinda
Gazianteplilerin tepkisi daha pozitif olsa da bilenlerle bilmeyenler, birbirine yakin
oranda c¢ikmistir. Bu ylzden, Gazianteplilerin, bu konuda kararsiz kaldiklarini
soyleyebiliriz. Bir Suriyeli icin bu sorunun cevabi daha nettir. Nitekim milteci
statlsiine alinmayan, vatandaslik prosedirlerinin  tam olarak neye gore
belirlendigini bilmeyen Suriyeli icin, haklarini bilmedigini iddia etmek ¢ok sasirtici
degildir. Ancak, bu énermenin Gaziantepliler igin ne anlam ifade ettigi muglaktir.
‘Haklarini bilmek’ durumu Gaziantepliler icin ¢cok daha genis kapsaml oldudu igin,
iki toplumun puanlari arasinda kiyaslama yapmak anlamli degildir.

Suriyelilerin daha net bir sekilde kabul ettikleri bir konu, ilk geldikleri zamana
kiyasla kendilerine daha az ayrimcilik yapildigini hissettikleridir. Basina yansiyan
haberlerden de Gaziantep'te Suriyeliler ve Gaziantepliler arasinda yasanan
toplumsal gerginlige yol acan kimi olaylarin, son bir iki yilda daha az goérilmeye
baslandigi fark edilebilmektedir. Gazianteplilerin, Suriyelilerin kentte bulundugu
doénemi kapsayan bir sire icerisinde, kendilerinin ne kadar ayrimciliga ugradigi
konusunda kararsiz kaldiklari sdylenebilir. Bu kararsizlik durumuyla ilgili
Gazianteplilerin, ekonomik sikintilari ve Suriyelilerin varliginin vermis oldugu
hosnutsuzlugu kastettikleri konusunda tahmin yiritilebilir. Ozellikle, her firsatta
yoksullugun ve Suriyelilere yonelik rahatsizhdini dile getiren kesimlerin, bu orani
etkiledigi  sdylenebilir. Ozellikle, ulusal/uluslararasi derneklerce ve devletce
Suriyelilere yapilan ayni ve nakdi yardimlar, Gazianteplilerin “kendilerinin
dislandigini hissetme” oranlarin bu sekilde ¢cikmasinda etkili olmus olabilir.

“Etnik kimlikten dolayi is bulmakta zorlandiklar” fikrini Gaziantepliler dnemli
bir oranda reddederken, Suriyeliler ¢cok az bir oranda da olsa kabul etmektedir.
Ucuz is glct kaynagi olmalarindan dolayi, is bulma konusunda, ¢ok olmasa da
oOzellikle Gcret konusunda, ayrimciiga maruz kaldiklarini baska bir proje vesilesiyle
ylz ylize goristigumuz Suriyeliler cok sik bir sekilde ifade etmektedir.®

"Gundelik yasam icinde ayrimcliga maruz kaldigina” dair beyani,
Gaziantepliler daha fazla olmak Uzere, her iki grup da reddetmektedir. Burada,
Suriyelilerin bundan 6nceki ilk iki 6nermenin sonugclarinda tartisilan durumlarindan
oturd, onermeyi bu sekilde yorumladiklari sdylenebilir. Glndelik konusmalarda
ayrimciligi dile getiren Suriyeliler, bunu, dogrudan bu tarz bir ankete yansitmamayi
tercih etmektedirler.

1 Giltekin ve Doganoglu (Ed.)(2020), Gaziantep'teki Suriyeliler: Basarn Hikayeleri. Gaziantep: Gaziantep
Universitesi Yayinlari.
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Bu sorunun devaminda, go¢menle yerli arasindaki farklilik daha keskin bir
sekilde ortaya konmaktadir. “Ayrimciliga maruz kaldiginda gerekli yerlere sikayet
edebilecegini” soyleyen Suriyeli ¢ok azdir. Cogunluk, bunu yapmayacagini
sOylemektedir. Haklarini bilmeyen bir gé¢men icin bu konuda bir sikayetin ise
yaraylp yaramayacagindan emin olamamasi, bu ylzden belki de basini daha da
belaya sokabilecedi endisesi, sikdyet etmemeyi, onun icin daha iyi bir strateji haline
getiriyor olabilir. Ote yandan, haklar hakkinda daha net olan bir Gaziantepliyse
sikdyet konusunda daha nettir. Bu yiizden de dnemli bir cogunluk, gerekli yerlere
sikdyet etme fikrini desteklemistir.

"Ayrimciliga maruz kaldiginda tartisabilecegini” ifade eden Suriyeli orani,
dogal olarak Gazianteplilere gore daha azdir. Ama genel olarak bu ¢ok buyik bir
fark degildir. Gaziantepliler, bu konuda da oldukca nettirler. Hatta, ayrimcilik
durumunda “ayrimcilik yapanlarla tartismaya girme”, onu “gerekli yerlere sikayet
etmeden” daha fazla desteklenmistir.

K KK+

12 7 25 5 16,7 37 6
Gazianteplier -_ _-
surbvetler ._ _-

K KK+
ss 215 174 478 75

Sekil 87:Gelecegim konusunda umutluyum

K KK+

19 6 38 5 12,7 25 0
Gezianteptier __ _.
survetier . _-
528

K KK+
41 161 15,6 114

Sekil 88:Son on yila kiyasla gelecekle ilgili daha az kaygi duyuyorum

KK- K- KK+
6,9 11,6 608 16,4

Gasiantepliler - - _
suryeller I. _-

KK- K- K KK+
20 46 38 738 15,8

Sekil 89: Yasadigim mahalleden memnunum
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KK K- KK+
11,9 15,9

63 7
Geranteplier . - _ -
suryeller - _ -

KK+
68 136 9,4 589 114

Sekil 90: Mahallemizde kendimizi evimizde gibi hissederiz

KK- K- K KK+
6,7 12,7 555 17,0

Gadiantepller -- _
surbvetler I- _-

K KK+
30 102 10,7 675 87

Sekil 91: Gaziantep’te yasamak bana kendimi mutlu hissettiriyor

K KK+

17 7 22,0 47 3
Gozanteptier -_ _.
suretier -_ _-
21 3

K KK+
12,2 495 97

Sekil 92: Diger gruptaki (Gaziantepli veya Suriyeli) bireyler, ilk geldigim
zamana gore bana daha iyi davraniyor

KK K- K KK+
16,0 21,1 51 1

Gaziantepller .- _
survetler I- _-

K KK+
23 129 11,5 583 15,0

Sekil 93: Sokakta diger gruptaki (Gaziantepli veya Suriyeli) bireyler bana iyi
davranir

Suriyeliler, genel anlamda, “sokakta Gazianteplilerin kendilerine iyi
davrandigini” belirtmektedir. Ancak, bu oran, Gaziantepliler arasinda daha azdir. Bu
su anlama gelir: Gaziantepliler Sokakta Suriyelilerden énemli bir oranda rahatsiz
olsa da bu rahatsizlik Suriyelilere ¢cok yansitiimamaktadir. Her iki toplum arasindaki
iliskilerin zamanla daha iyilestigi, cok kuvvetli olmasa da herkesin kabul ettigi bir
seydir. Suriyelilerin bu sonuclari, ayrimciliga son zamanlarda daha az maruz
kaldiklari gorusleriyle tutarlidir.
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Gaziantep'te yasamaktan her iki taraf benzer oranlarda mutludur. “Yasadig
mahalleden memnuniyet” Suriyelilerde &nemli bir oranda daha fazladir. Bu,
Suriyelilerin dustk beklentisiyle alakali olabilecedi gibi, mahalle ve komsuluk
iliskileri diizeyinde, mahallenin sorunsuz bir alan olduguyla da ilgili olabilir. Zira,
mabhalleyi, kendi evi gibi hissetme derecesi, mahallenin verdigi o memnuniyet
derecesinin ¢ok asadisinda kalirken, Gazianteplilerin bu konudaki memnuniyet
derecesinin de asagisinda olmaktadir. Ancak, halen gogln etkilerini derinden
hisseden bir toplum icin, ‘ev’ kavraminin farkli anlamlar tasiyacagini tahmin etmek
zor degildir. Sonuglarin pozitif yonli olmasi hasebiyle buradan cikarilacak sonug,
her iki toplum igin de mahallenin korunakli bir mekan ve alan olmaya devam
etmekte oldugudur.

Gaziantepliler, son on yila kiyasla, gelecekle ilgili kaygilarinin arttigini
sOylemektedirler. Buna karsin Suriyelilerin, ilk geldikleri zamana kiyasla, gelecekle
ilgili kaygilari ¢ok daha disUktlr. Burada, iki faktdrin altini ¢cizmek gerekir. Son
yillardaki ekonomik durgunluk ve Suriyelilerin varligi, Gazianteplileri karamsar
yaparken, cok kotlu kosullar atlatabilmis Suriyeliler icin durum, daha pozitif
hissedilmektedir. Suriyeliler icin goc¢lin travmatik etkilerinin zamanla azalmasi, yeni
sosyal ortama adaptasyon saglamalari ve belirli bir calisma ortamina kavusmalariyla,
daha stabil bir yasam strdirmeleri gelecege dair hissettikleri kaygiyr azaltmistir.

Son olarak, “gelecekle ilgili umutlarini derecelendirmeleri” istendiginde
Gazianteplilerin kararsiz, Suriyelilerinse umutlu oldugu sdylenebilir. Burada
gelecekle ne kastedildigi de 6nemlidir. Zira, Suriyelilerin biyuk bir ¢cogunlugu
ulkelerine donmek istemektedir. Suriye'de savasin siddetinin azalmasinin bu iyimser
tavri énemli ¢lglide belirledigi muhakkaktir. Obur taraftan, sirf dénemeyeceklerini
dislinen varsa bile, bazi iglerin eskiye oranla daha rayina girdigi muhakkaktir.
Gazianteplilerle evlilik tzerinden akrabalik kuran insanlarin sayisi artarken, okula
gidenler, buradaki bir okuldan mezun olan, is yeri agan, vatandashk alan Suriyeliler
her gecen giin artmaktadir. Bu da Suriyelilerin icindeki umudu daha cok
artirmaktadir. Oyle ki, kamusal alanlarda ve komsuluk iliskilerinde, heniiz tam
anlamiyla sorunsuz bir dizen oldugunu soyleyemesek de Gaziantepli ve
Suriyelilerin problemler icermesine ragmen, bir etkilesim icine girdikleri, Suriyelilerin
kosullarinin  Gaziantepliler tarafindan daha iyi degerlendirmeye baslandigini,
ayrimcilik ve gelecek kaygisi gibi toplumsal iliskileri ciddi manada etkileyen
durumlarda, anlamli bir azalmanin gerceklesmesi gelecege dair umutlari arttirmis
olabilir.
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Egitim

KK- K- K KK+
08 4,0 40 26,9

surbvetier I- __

Gaziantepliler

KK+
3 o 6 1 8,1 53 4 29,5
Sekil 94: Kizzmin Tiirkiye'de okumasini isterim
KK- K- K KK+
07 26 45 61 0 31,3

Gaziantepliler

surbetier |. __

KK+

O 9 41 5,8 564 328
Sekil 95: Oglumun Tiirkiye'de okumasini isterim

KK- K- KK+

05 37 24 63 9 29,5

Gaziantepller . _
surbvetier II __

KK- KK+
10 3,3 55 0 377

Sekil 96: Cocuklarim okula gitmeyi seviyorlar

KK K KK+
31,6

0,6 669

Gaziantepliler

suvetler . __
K- KK+
0 7 57 5,8 61 3 26,6

Sekil 97: Cocuklarim okulda 6gretmenleriyle iyi anlasir.
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K KK+
257

1.0 708
Gozanteplier I __
suretler I. _-

KK+
2 2 5 2 7,2 703 152

Sekil 98: Cocuklarim okulda diger gruptan (Gaziantepli veya Suriyeli) olan
arkadaslariyla iyi anlasir.

KK- K- K KK+
14 42 22 634 28,9

Gaziantepller I. _

KK+
0 7 4 7 5,4 67 7 21,6

Suriyeliler

Sekil 99: Okulda bir sorun olursa okul yénetiminden yardim isterim

KK- K- K KK+
18 90 59 7 234

Goranteplier I- _
surbvetler ._ _-

K KK+
37 233 16,3 451 11,6

Sekil 100: Okulda bir sorun olursa diger gruptaki (Gaziantepli veya Suriyeli)
velilerden yardim isterim

KK- K- K KK+
29 112 56 7 24,5

Gaziantepller I- _
suretier -_ _

K KK+
137 42 5 129

Sekil 101: Okulda bir sorun olursa okul aile birliginden yardim isterim

Gaziantep'teki Suriyeli nifusun egitim firsatlarindan yararlanma orani, giin
gectikce artmaktadir. Suriyelilerin ilk geldikleri zamanlarda kurulan Gegici Egitim
Merkezleri (GEM) yani Suriyelilere yonelik mufredatla ve Arapga egitim veren
kurumlar, bir zaman sonra kapatiimis ve Suriyeli cocuklarin biyik bir cogunlugunun
devlet ve 6zel okullara kaydolmasi gerceklesmistir. Kisilerin, egitim ve okula devam
durumlarinin uyuma ve topluma katki boyutu bir yana, egitim kurumlarinin
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Gaziantepli ve Suriyeli nifus arasinda bir karsilasma ve etkilesim firsati yaratmis
olmasi da kayda degerdir.

"Cocuklarinin  okudugu okulda bir sorun olunca kimden yardim
isteyeceklerine” dair soruda hem Gaziantepliler hem de Suriyeliler, en az okul aile
birligini ve diger velileri isaret etmislerdir. Fakat bu seceneklerde, Suriyelilerle
Gaziantepliler arasindaki fark ¢ok biyuktlr. Gaziantepliler, bu iki grubu daha ¢ok
muhatap alirken, Suriyeliler daha az muhatap gérmektedirler. Ogretmenler ve okul
yonetiminin muhatap alinmasi ise her iki grupta da oldukca yiksektir. Suriyelilerden
farkl olarak Gaziantepliler, cocuklarinin 6gretmenlerini okul yénetiminden daha ¢ok
muhatap alma egilimi gdstermislerdir.

Her iki grup da 6nemli bir oranda ¢ocuklarinin 6gretmenleriyle iyi anlastigini
soylemektedir. Ancak, Suriyelilerin bu konuda verdikleri puan yaklasik 11 puan daha
azdir. Ve yine, her iki grup da okulda kendi ¢ocuklarinin kendi grubundaki diger
cocuklarla yiiksek oranda iyi anlastiklarini belirtmektedirler. Ancak, Suriyeli
cocuklarin birbirleriyle yaklasik 14 puan daha az oranda anlastiklari ortaya
¢tkmaktadir. Esas konu ise, Suriyeli cocuklarla Gaziantepli ¢ocuklar arasinda
yeterince kaynasma olup olmadigidir. Suriyeli ailelerde, kendi c¢ocuklar ile
Gaziantepli ailelerin ¢ocuklari her ne kadar kendi c¢ocuklarinin birbiriyle
anlasmasindan daha az olsa da yine de ylksektir. Ancak, Gaziantepli ailelere gore
ise cok azdir. Bu kadar biyik bir farkin ¢ikmasinin bircok nedeni olabilir. Birincisi,
her zaman Suriyeli katimcilar Gazianteplilerden daha fazla bir oranda iligkilerin iyi
oldugunu belirtmektedirler. Yani, bu "iyi olma” halini, Suriyeliler daha fazla 6n plana
¢tkarma egiliminde olabilirlerken; Gaziantepliler, kot olma” halini, daha fazla 6n
plana cikarma egiliminde olabilmektedirler. ikincisi, Suriyeli cocuklar, okulda
yasadiklari sorunlar yeterince ebeveynlerine anlatmiyor olabilirler. Uctinciisi, yerli
ailelerin ¢ocuklari Suriyeli ¢cocuklarin olumsuz davraniglarini daha yliksek bir oranda
ebeveynlerine anlatmaktadirlar. Her hallkarda bu puanlar entegrasyon ve
bltlnlesme agisindan, gelecek kusaklarin roliin bir kez daha ortaya koymaktadir.

Suriyeli ¢ocuklarla anlasma disinda, her konuda daha yiksek puanlar veren
Gaziantepli aileler, konu c¢ocuklarinin, “okullarini sevip sevmedikleri” olunca,
Suriyelilerden daha az puan vermislerdir. Oysa, bu durumda, ¢ocuklarinin okullarini
daha cok sevdiklerini s6ylemeleri beklenirdi.

Tidm bu gorislerden sonra “cocuklarinin Turkiye'deki okullarda okumasindan
memnun olup olmadiklarina” déniik soruya, séz konusu oglan c¢ocuk olunca,
birbirine yakin ve yiksek puanlar vermislerdir. Ancak, kizlarin okumasina verilen
puan o kadar yiksek dedgildir. Suriyelilerin, kizlarin okumasi konusunda daha
cekingen davrandiklari gérilebilmektedir.
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KK- K- K KK+
02 18 59 687 234

Gozanteplier I _
suryeller -- _-
KK+
575

KK- K- K
68 97 1838

Sekil 102: Okuldaki diger gruptan (Gaziantepli, Suriyeli) olan velilerle iyi
anlasirim

Cocuklarin kendi aralarindaki iliskilerden farkli olarak, veliler arasinda ilging
oruntuler ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. Gaziantepli veliler, beklenecegi gibi, diger Gaziantepli
velilerle daha iyi iliskilere sahip oldugunu soylerken, Suriyelilerle iligkileri konusunda
kararsiz kalmaktadirlar. Bu, ne olumlu ne de olumsuz, Suriyelilerle etkilesime
girmediklerini gostermektedir. Ancak, bu kararsizlik halinin, yeni sosyal iliskilere ve
etkilesimlere agik kapi biraktigi da sdylenebilir.
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Kadin & Toplumsal Cinsiyet

04
Suriyeli kadinlarin benimle konusma bicimi |- -
94 m Suriyeli
Suriyeli kadinlarin fiziksel miidahalesinden ll ?’f
' B Gaziantepli
Suriyeli erkeklerin fiziksel miidahalesinden II ;z
Gaziantepli kadinlarin fiziksel miidahalesinden II 110'9
Suriyeli erkeklerin benimle konusma bicimi I-2'555
Gaziantepli erkeklerin fiziksel midahalesinden = 2471
. B s
Suriyeli kadinlarin bakisi .
. ! M s
SUrIyelI erkeklerin bak|§| _ 503
Gaziantepli erkeklerin benimle konusma bigimi = 1133(')5
o e o e .
I s

Gaziantepli kadinlarin benimle konusma bigimi -

Gaziantepli kadinlarin bakisi _ 158

Sekil 103: Kadinlarin Kentte Rahatsizlik Duydugu Durumlar

Yukaridaki grafikte ortaya ¢ikan en anlamli farklilik, Gaziantepli kadinlar, daha
cok erkeklerin tavir ve davranislarindan rahatsiz olurken, Suriyeli kadinlarin en cok
rahatsiz olduklari hususun, Gaziantepli kadinlarin tavir ve davranislari olmasidir.
Gerek Suriyeli kadinlar ve gerekse Gaziantepli kadinlar, Gaziantepli erkeklerin
bakislarini Suriyeli erkelerin bakislarindan daha rahatsiz edici bulmaktadirlar. Ancak
Suriyeli kadinlarin, Suriyeli erkeklilerin bakisindan rahatsiz olmasi, Gaziantepli
kadinlarin rahatsizlik seviyesinin ¢ok altindandir.
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KK- K- K KK+
08 37 31 741 18,3

Gaziantepller |. _
suretler |- __

KK+
6,6 8,8 63 7 20,0

Sekil 104: Cocuklarimin okulunda kendimi bir kadin olarak rahat hissederim

KK+
17,7

79 697
suretier .- __

KK+
9,8 9,4 58 3 184

Sekil 105: Hastane veya ASM’de kendimi bir kadin olarak rahat hissederim

KK- K- K KK+
18 64 43 72 5 15,0

Gaziantepller I- _
suretler I- _-

K KK+
7,2 11,7 638 15,7

Sekil 106: Diger gruptan (Gaziantepli veya Suriyeli) bireylerin isyerlerinde
(Market, Manav, Kafe, vb.) kendimi bir kadin olarak rahat hissederim

KK+
133

87 67 7
Gozanteplier l- _-
suretier I. __
KK- K
59 9

K KK+
1253 130 20,6

Sekil 107: AVM'de kendimi bir kadin olarak rahat hissederim

KK- K- KK+
49 11,2 651 151

Gazianteplier .- _
surbvetler .- _-

KK+
7,4 9,4 63 2 16,4

Sekil 108: Mahallemde kendimi bir kadin olarak rahat hissederim
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KK- K- K KK+
24 117 689 10,2

Gaziantepller I- _
suyeller I- _-

KK+
18 100 8,8 644 14,9

Sekil 109: Pazarda kendimi bir kadin olarak rahat hissederim

K KK+

16 4 40 3 18,6 21 3
Suyeller I- __

KK+
8,1 ,7 580 24,7

Sekil 110: Sehir merkezinde kendimi bir kadin olarak rahat hissederim

Kadinlarin, kendilerini hangi mahallede ne kadar rahat hissettiklerini dlgmeyi
hedefleyen tutum sorular, Gaziantepliler cocuklarinin okulunda, hastanelerde,
Gaziantepli veya Suriyeli esnafa ait isyerlerinde veya Suriyelilerin isyerlerinde Suriyeli
kadinlara gore kendilerini daha rahat hissederken, Suriyeli kadinlarin, sehir
merkezinde, AVM'lerde, mahallesinde ve pazarda Gaziantepli kadinlara oranla
kendilerini daha rahat hissettikleri gorilmektedir. Burada, birka¢ noktanin altini
cizmek gerekir: Birincisi, Suriyeli kadinlarin kendilerini en rahat hissettikleri sehir
merkezi, Gaziantepli kadinlarin ¢ok fazla rahatsiz hissettikleri mekanlardir. Diger bir
nokta, Suriyeli kadinlarin kendilerini en az rahat hissettikleri hastaneler,
Gazianteplilerin siklikla kendilerine haksizlik edildiklerini diistiindiikleri mekanlardir.
Hastanelerdeki atmosferin, iki grup arasinda gerilmelere yol actigini, bu yizden de
Suriyeli kadinlarin en az rahat hissettikleri alanlar olduklarini sdyleyebiliriz. Diger
yandan, Suriyeli kadinlarin, kendilerini ylksek oranda rahat hissettigi yerler olan
AVMler de sunduklari goérece steril, hareket ve bulunma anlaminda esitleyici
Ozellikleri nedeniyle sasirtict olmamaktadir. Burada, dnemi buyitk olan diger bir
durumsa, mahallede kadinlarin  kendilerini rahat hissetmeleridir. Ozellikle
zamanlarinin ¢ogunu evlerinde dolayisiyla mahallede geciren kadinlar icin mahalle,
korunakli bir alan sunmaktadir. Ayrica, mahalle memnuniyeti ve komsuluk iliskileri
de bu veriyi destekler niteliktedir. Son olarak, toplamda kadinlarin en ¢ok rahat
etikleri mekanin, ¢cocuklarinin okullari oldugu sdylenebilmektedir.
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KK- K- K KK+
16 60 54 674 19,6

Gaziantepller I- _
surveler -_ _-

KK+
9,6 48 3 16,0

Sekil 111: Bir kadin olarak Tiirkiye'de kendimi Suriye'de oldugumdan/Suriyeli
Kadinlardan daha 6zgiir hissediyorum.

Suriyeli kadinlarin cogu, “Turkiye'ye geldikten sonra statililerinde herhangi bir
degisiklik olup olmadigina” yonelik soruya kendilerinin Turkiye'de Suriye'dekinden
daha 6zglr olduklarini sdylemektedir. Bu, Turkiye'deki cinsiyet rejiminin Suriyeli
kadinlari da olumlu yénde etkiledigini gostermektedir. Gaziantepli kadinlar ise ¢ok
daha yuksek bir oranda, kendilerinin Suriyeli kadinlardan daha 6zgir olduklarini
distinmektedirler.

kK- K- K KK+
23 59 56 62 3 239

Gadiantepller I. _
surveler I- __

KK+
7,9 8,3 59 0 22,4

Sekil 112: Tiirkiye'de erkeklerle kadinlar Suriye'ye gore daha esittir (kadinlara
soruldu)

KK- K- K KK+
09 47 65 62 5 254

Gaziantepller |. _
surveler I- __

KK+
1 1 6 2 7,9 64 8 20,0

Sekil 113: Tiirkiye'de erkeklerle kadinlar Suriye'ye gore daha esittir (erkeklere
soruldu)

KK K- K KK+
12 09 47 2 50,5

Gaziantepller I __

KK+
07 29 64 548 353

Suriyeliler

Sekil 114: Kadinlar iiniversiteye gidip meslek sahibi olmalidir (kadinlara gére)
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KK- K- K KK+
09 58 50 58 2 30,1

Gaziantepller |. _
surveler l- __

KK+
36 116 8,1 588 18,0

Sekil 115: Kadinlar iiniversiteye gidip meslek sahibi olmalidir (erkeklere gore)

KK K- K KK+
35 27 568 36,5

Gaziantepliler

suretler - __
K- KK+
79 74 55 5 28,7

Sekil 116: Kadinlar erkeklerle esit haklara sahip olmalidir (kadinlara gore)

kK- K- KK+
13 108 5, 56 2 263

Gaziantepller I- _
surveler I- _-

KK+
18 125 8,8 609 16,1

Sekil 117: Kadinlar erkeklerle esit haklara sahip olmalidir (erkeklere gore)

KK+
19,7

17 6 49 2
Gezianieptier - _ _ _
surveler I. __

KK+
10 42 6,2 559 328

Sekil 118: Kadinlar ¢alismak i¢in eslerinden izin almalidir (kadinlara gore)

KK+
223

3 4 12 7 54 0
Gazianteplier l - _ _
sureller . _ _

KK+
04 36 45 628 28,7

Sekil 119: Kadinlar calismak i¢cin eslerinden izin almalidir (erkeklere soruldu)
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Cinsiyet temelli bazi yargilarin soruldugu bu iki grafikte, Suriyeli erkek ve
kadinlarin reaksiyonlariyla Gaziantepli erkek ve kadinlarin ayni yargiya dair
reaksiyonlari karsilastiriilmaktadir. Her iki grupta da kadinlar, esitlige dair yargilar
daha cok desteklemektedirler. Suriyeli kadinlarda daha az olmak Uzere, her iki
toplumun kadinlari da erkeklerinden daha yiiksek bir oranda kadinlarin Gniversiteyi
okumasina ¢ok 6nem atfetmektedirler. Ayni konuda erkekler arasinda énemli bir
fark bulunmaktadir. Gaziantepli erkekler, kadinlar kadar olmasa da bu fikri
desteklerken, Suriyeli erkeklerin destegi cok daha azdir.

Turkiye'de cinsiyetler arasi esitligin Suriye'dekine oranla, daha fazla oldugu
fikrini herkes kabul etmektedir. Gaziantepli kadinlar, bu esitligin oldugunu daha ¢ok
dile getirirken, Gaziantepli ve Suriyeli erkekler bu fikre birbirine yakin oranlarda
katilmaktadir. Bu fikre en az inananlar ise, Suriyeli kadinlardir.

Kadinlarin erkeklerle esit haklara sahip olmasi gerektigi fikrini Gaziantepli
kadinlar ciddi bir oranda desteklerken, Suriyeli kadinlarda bu oran %52 goreli daha
azdir. Erkekler bu fikre kadinlar kadar destek vermezken, Suriyeli erkeklerde destek
oldukca azalmaktadir.

Kadinlarin, calismak icin eslerinden izin istemeleri gerektigi fikri hem Suriyeli
kadinlarca hem de Suriyeli erkeklerce %60'a yakin bir oranda desteklenmektedir. Bu
durum, Suriye kultirinde cinsiyet rollerine dair kati bir normun varligina isaret
etmektedir. Ote yandan, Gaziantepli kadinlar, bu fikri desteklese de bu destek
yaklasik Suriyeli kadinlarin yarisi oranindadir. Bu anlamda, Gaziantepli kadinlarin
Suriyeli kadinlara oranla kendi 6zgurliklerine daha duyarl olduklari séylenebilir.

KK- K- K KK+
15 64 34 630 257

Gadiantepller I- _
surbetler |- __

KK+
7,3 8,0 64 7 19,2

Sekil 120: Evdeki kararlar1 erkekler ve kadinlar birlikte almalidir

KK+

WS 3 50 8 21 7
Gozanteplier -_ _.

KK+
18 0 33 9 9,9 30 9

Sekil 121: Esimin hane disinda ¢alismasina sicak bakarim
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KK- K- K K+ KK+
173

52,6 6,7 16,6 6,8
Gemaneplier - -
suryeller __ _l
KK K+

K KK+

K-
223 38,1 10,1 263 33

Sekil 122: Esimin Gaziantep'te hane disinda ¢alismasina sicak bakarim

Kadinlarin, erkeklerle esit haklara sahip olmasi gerektigine dair destedi,
evdeki kararlar kadin ve erkegin birlikte almasi gerektigi fikrinde de gorebiliyoruz.
Bu konuda, Suriyeli erkeklerle Gaziantepli erkeklerin goriist birbirine daha yakindir.
Eslerinin hane disinda calismasi ya da baska bir sehirde calismasi fikrini her iki

grubun erkekleri de reddetmekle birlikte, Gaziantepli erkekler bunu daha yiksek bir
oranda yapmaktadir.
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Komsuluk
KK K- K KK+
16 19 69 0 22,6

Gerantepler .I _
surbvetler I. __

KK+
‘IB 39 4,5 710 188

Sekil 123: Diger gruptaki (Suriyeli veya Gaziantepli) komsularimla iletisimim
iyidir

KK- K- K KK+
13 102 18 63 0 23,7

Gaziantepller I- _
surbvetier .- __

KK+
9,9 ,1 59 7 19,1

Sekil 124: Diger gruptaki (Suriyeli veya Gaziantepli) komsularimin diigiinlerine
giderim

KK- K- K KK+
08 46 13 677 255

o T O —

KK+
7,2 6, 61 6 222

Gaziantepliler

Sekil 125: Diger gruptaki (Suriyeli veya Gaziantepli) komsularimin
cenazesine/taziyesine giderim

KK+
1 1 4 53 1 20 !
Gazlanteplier -_ _-
. -_ -

KK+
109 273 100 456

Sekil 126: Diger gruptaki (Suriyeli veya Gaziantepli) komsularimdan ihtiyacim
oldugu zaman hali, battaniye, koltuk gibi ev esyalarindan isterim
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KK+
16,7

21 2 55 7
Gozanteplier ._ _-
suryetler -_ _

K KK+
105 1,7 469

Sekil 127: Diger gruptaki (Suriyeli veya Gaziantepli) komsularimdan evde
kalmadig1 zaman sebze, meyve, bakliyat, seker, cay gibi gidalar1 isterim

Gaziantep'teki komsuluk kiltlrG ile Gaziantep'te yasayan Suriyelilerin
komsuluk kiltirinin karsilastinldigi bu grafiklerde, iki toplum arasindaki komsuluk
kaltirindeki farkhlklar ve benzerlikler gorilebilmektedir. Samimi  komsuluk
iliskilerindeki en 6nemli noktalardan birisi, ihtiya¢ durumunda komsudan bir sey
istemektir. Gaziantepliler, mutfakta bir sey eksik oldugunda, komsularindan daha
rahat bir sekilde isteyebiliyorken, Suriyeliler bu konuda daha mesafelidir. Bu
anlamda, iki kiltir arasindaki farklilik oldukca fazladir. S6z konusu lazim olan hali ya
da battaniye gibi bir ev esyasi oldujunda, komsudan isteme meselesine
Gaziantepliler oldukca karsiyken Suriyeliler daha agiktir. Ancak Suriyelilerde genel
anlamda komsularindan bir sey istemek, istenilen sey fark etmeksizin, diistiktur.

Her iki toplumda da komsunun yasina ve dugunine katilma onemli bir
komsuluk pratigidir. Yasa istirak etme iki toplumda da digiine gitmekten daha
onemli kabul edilmektedir. Her iki durumda da Gaziantepliler bu iliskilere
Suriyelilerden daha fazla 6nem vermektedir.

Bu kadar farkliiga ragmen, komsuluk iliskilerinin nasil oldugu sorusuna
benzer ve yiiksek oranlarda iyi oldugu iddia edilmektedir.

Yukaridaki sorularin aynisi, bu sefer, diger grupla olan komsuluk iliskilerini
dlgmek icin kullanildiginda, sonuglar dramatik bir sekilde degismektedir. Ornegin,
Gaziantepliler, kendi komsularindan mutfak ihtiyaclarini ¢ok rahat bir sekilde
isteyebiliyorken, s6z konusu Suriyeli komsusu olunca, ondan bir sey istemek ¢ok zor
gibi gorinmektedir. Zaten ev esyasi istemeye karsi olan Gaziantepliler, bunu
Suriyelilerden istemeye daha da fazla karsi olduklari gérilmektedir. Bu durum,
Otekilestirme pratigiyle alakali olabilecegi gibi zaten muhta¢ durumda oldugu
varsayilan olan Suriyelilerden beklentinin olmamasiyla da alakali olabilir. Ancak, ayni
olumsuz tavrin, Suriyeliler icin de gecerli oldugunu gérmekteyiz. Suriyelilerin, kendi
aralarindaki sinirl paylasimlarinin Gazianteplilerle yapilmadigi ortaya c¢ikmaktadir.
Yine de bir Suriyelinin bir Gaziantepliden bir sey istemesinin daha olasi oldugu
gorulmektedir.
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Gaziantep kultliriinde, komsunun diigun ve yaslarina katilma 6nemli olsa da
Suriyelileri yas ve duglinlerine istemedikleri ortaya c¢ikmaktadir. Suriyelilerin ise,
kendi arlarindaki katiimdan daha az olsa da Gaziantepli komsularinin bu
toplantilarina katilmaya istekli olduklari gorilmektedir. Burada, Gazianteplilerin
dislayici tutumlari gorilebilmektedir.

Son olarak, diger grupla komsuluk iliskilerinin durumu soruldugunda,
Suriyeler, %37,4 gibi yiksek bir puanla iyi olarak degerlendirirken, Gaziantepliler,
sadece %5,8 puanla iyi demektedir. Buna ek olarak, yine benzer bir soruda
Suriyeliler Gaziantepli komsularla komsuluk iliskilerinin zamanla daha iyi (%36)
oldugunu ifade etmektedirler.
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Ekonomi

K KK+

46 8 120 27 8
Gazianteptier - _ _ .
survetier - _ -

KK+
121 373 9,9 31 3 9.3

Sekil 128: Is tecriilbem eksik oldugu i¢in is bulmakta zorlaniyorum

K KK+

42 1 127 30 4
Gertantepller -_ _-
suyeller -_ _-
KK+

12 7 9,6 34 3

Sekil 129: Egitimim yetersiz oldugu i¢in is bulmakta zorlaniyorum

K K+ KK+
19,6 16,2

12 9 48 9
Gazianteplier -_ -I
surbvetier __ -I
24 6

K KK+
137 144 2,5

Sekil 130: Resmi kurumlar is olanaklarimi gelistirmemde bana yardimar olur

Dil bariyeri, sosyal yasami oldugu gibi, calisma yasamini da ciddi bir sekilde
sekteye ugratmaktadir. Yukaridaki grafikler, Suriyelilerin, Turkce bilmedikleri igin, is
bulmakta 6nemli bir oranda zorlandiklarini g&stermektedir. “Egitim ve tecriibe
yetersizliginin is bulma 6niinde engel olusturdugu” fikri, her iki grup tarafindan ciliz
da olsa reddedilirken, Gaziantepliler arasinda daha fazla, Suriyeliler arasinda daha
az bir oranda reddedilmektedir. Her iki grubun daha fazla reddettikleri goris ise,
"Turkiye'deki resmi kuruluslarin islerini kurmalarinda ya da gelistirmelerinde
kendilerine yardim ettigidir.” Diger bir ifadeyle, is kurma ve gelistirmede devletin
yeterince destek vermemesi, en ¢ok sikayet edilen konu olmaktadir.
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KK- K- K KK+
23 108 45 5 36,6

Gazlanteplier I- _
suyeller I- __

KK+
7,5 2, 341 52,7

Sekil 131: Yardimlar olmadan ailemin yasamin siirdiirmesi zordur

KK+

223 371 296
suretier __ .

KK+
22 7 38 5 9,0 24 4

Sekil 132: Gegen ay rahat bir sekilde ge¢cindim

K KK+

24 7 39 0 24 7
Gozanteplier __ _.
suretler -- _-

KK+
1 102 509 144

Sekil 133: Ekonomik anlamda son on yila gore daha iyi durumdayim

Suriyelilerin ¢ok buylUk bir kesimi, ailesinin, Suriye'deki ekonomik refah
diizeyinin simdikinden daha iyi oldugunu sdylemektedir. Cogu, burada neredeyse,
sifirdan baslayan Suriyeliler icin, ilk geldikleri doneme goére, ekonomik durumlarinin
iyilesme kaydettigini iddia edenler daha fazlayken, benzer bir oranla Gaziantepliler,
durumlarinin son on yilda daha kétilestigini sdylemektedirler. Suriyeliler igin biraz
daha fazla olmak Uzere, gegim sikintisi her iki grup icin de benzer oranlara sahiptir.
Gecen ay rahat gecindigini sdyleyenler oldukga azdir. Bu yizden de toplumda cok
ciddi bir yardim bagimliligi olmus durumda. Her iki taraf da ciddi bir oranda
yardimlar olmadan ayakta kalamayacaklarini ifade etmektedirler. Dogal olarak,
Suriyelilerin bu konudaki magduriyeti biraz daha fazla goériinmektedir.
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Sonug ve Degerlendirme

Toplumsal uyumu (kohezyon) mercek altina aldigimiz bu raporumuzda,
Gaziantep'teki Suriyeliler ve Gazianteplilerin durumunu karsilastirdigimiz ve iki
topluluk arasindaki karsilasmalari ve algilari inceledigimiz dnemli verileri derledik.
Bu raporumuz, politik ve insani bir amac olarak, uyum konusunda da arti ve eksileri
gOsteren 6nemli ipuclari sunmaktadir.

Karsilasmalara ve glncel bir arada yasama halindeki yakinlasma ve
gerilimlere dair veriler toplayabilmek igin, Suriyelilerin Gaziantep'te yogun olarak
oturdugu mahallere odaklandik. Boylece, sahanin gercekligi, bizi, prekarya ve isgi
siniflarin yasadigi mahallelere gotirdu. Calismamizin bu sinirhlidi, bir anlamda,
gogmenler/muilteciler ve yerlesikler arasinda, belirli bir sinifin icindeki iliskileri
inceledigimiz bir veri seti Uretmemizi saglamistir. Bu durum, Suriyelilerle ilgili
yapilan cesitli nicel calismalar, sinifsal eksene pek yer vermegi igin, calismamiza ayri
bir 6zglnlik katmaktadir. Sonucta, kuglk girisimcilerin ve is¢i ve prekarya
siniflarinin ya da orta-alt ve alt sosyoekonomik gruplarin bir arada yasama
deneyimine mahalle 6l¢eginde odaklanan bir calisma Urettik.

Raporumuz, Suriyeliler ile Gaziantepliler karsilastirmalarinda, yerel ve gé¢men
topluluk arasinda sinifici ve kulturlerarasi belirgin ortakliklar ve benzerlikler
bulundugunu goéstermektedir: Ornegin, emek kalifikasyonu, caligilan isler, aile
formasyonu ve toplumsal cinsiyet kaliplarinda benzerlikler bulunmaktadir.
Nihayetinde, raporumuz, séz konusu sinifi¢i ve kultlrlerarasi belirgin ortakliklar ve
benzerliklerin iki topluluk arasinda hem yakinlastirici hem de uzaklastirici faktorler
olarak, dinamik bir sekilde calistigini sergilemektedir. Bu da bize, uyum ve birlikte
yasamin, basitce, topluluklararasi ortakliklara indirgenemeyecegini bir kere daha
gOstermektedir.

Karsilastirmalar

Hane formasyonu agisindan, iki toplulukta da ortalama hanehalki
Gaziantepliler icin 4,4 kisi, Suriyeliler icin 59 Tirkiye ortalamasinin (3,35)
Uzerindedir. Her iki grubun da aile kurma yontemleri, yaklasik %80 goriicl usull ve
hem Suriye hem Turkiye genel ortalamalarini asan bir bicimde, %42 oraninda
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akraba evliligi bicimindedir. Egitim ve sosyoekonomik durumun dismesiyle
yogunlasan akraba evlilikleri, ayni mahallede yasayan iki topluluk icin, multecilik ve
yoksulluk kosullarinda, aile ve kan baglarinin énemini arttirarak sirddrilmesini
saglayan ve gruplarin esas dayanisma ve paylasim aglarini kendi icine kapayan bir
dinamiktir.

Hane formasyonu icinde, hak temelli yaklasim ve toplumsal cinsiyet esitligi
acisindan en olumsuz durum, egitim ve calisma hakkina ulasmayi, kadinlar
agisindan, imkansiz hale getiren erken evlilikler ve bunun neticesindeki, 17 yas ve
oncesi annelikte, Suriyelilerde oran yaklasik %19 Gaziantepliler de %16'dir. Yine bu
minvalde, isglici pazarina katilimda toplumsal cinsiyete dayali ayrim, her iki
toplulukta da yogun bigimde islemektedir. Kadinlarin onda dokuzu, isglicti pazarina
katil(@ymamaktadir. Bunun baglica nedenini, hanedeki evisi ve bakim yikimlaligi
ve kocalarinin ¢alismalarina izin vermemesi olarak bildirmislerdir. Uyum politikalari
disindlirken, hak temelli yaklagim ve toplumsal cinsiyet esitligi odaklarina &zel
onem verilmesi gerekmektedir.

isglici pazarina katilanlarin ezici cogunlugunu olusturan erkeklerdir.
Gaziantepli erkeklerin, halihazirda yapiklari islerin niteligi ile mahallelerindeki
Suriyelilerin Suriye'deyken yaptiklari islerin niteligi ve bu niteliklerin dagilimlar ¢ok
benzerdir. Bu benzerlik, heniiz topluluklararasi “karsilasma” gerceklesmeden &nce,
su anda, ayni mahallelerde yasayan Suriyeli ve Gazianteplilerin, benzer bir sosyo-
ekonomik profile sahip oldugu anlamina gelmektedir.

Gaziantep'te kuglUk sanayii Uretimi oldukca geliskin ve bdlge ve sehir
ekonomisinde Onemli bir glgctur. Suriyelileri inceledigimiz raporumuzda da
belirttigimiz Uzere, Suriyelilerle birlikte gelen zanaatkarlik ve manifaktir agisindan
degerli bir emek s6z konusudur. Suriye'deyken, Ucretli bir iste calisanlarin yarisi,
zanaatkar ve teknisyendir. 2020'de, Gaziantep'te calisan Suriyelilerin yine yarisi, bu
sekilde calismaktadir. Suriyelilerle birlikte gelen zanaat ve mesleki becerilerin,
Gaziantep'te, Uretime basariyla kanalize edildigi anlasilmaktadir. Bu, kent ekonomisi
acisindan net bir fayda unsurudur. Ote yandan, daha énce profesyonel islerde
calisanlar icin, Gaziantep'te bu isler s6z konusu olmamis ve de niteliksiz islerde
calisanlarin orani artmistir.

Isglicii pazarina entegrasyon soz konusu olsa da her iki grup icin de istihdam
kalitesinin artinlmasi ciddi bir ihtiyactir. isglici pazarina katilimda Suriyeliler,
Gazianteplilere gore, is arama siiresi bakimindan daha sansl gériinmektedir. Ote
yandan, Suriyelilerin glnlik calisma saatleri ve sigortasiz calisma oranlar,
ortalamada, Gazianteplilerden daha yiksektir. ilaveten, Suriyelilerin ortalama
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gelirleri de Gazianteplilere goére, daha dusik ve bu gelirle gecinmesi gereken
hanehalki da daha kalabaliktir.

Durum, calisan yoksullarin ve ailelerinin bir arada yasamasidir; ancak
Suriyeliler daha dezavantajli durumdadir. Hanenin 6demekte en cok zorlandigi
kalemlerin basinda, faturalar gelmektedir. Suriyeliler, ev kirasi ve aidat gibi
masraflart 0demekte, Gazianteplilere gore, daha fazla zorlandiklarini belirtmislerdir.
Gaziantepliler ise, gida masraflarini 6demekte Suriyelilere nazaran daha fazla
zorlandiklarini vurgulamaktadir. Daha sagliksiz ve ucuz gidalara erisim, Gaziantep
kosullarinda, ucuz ev kiralamaya nazaran daha kolaydir. Suriyeliler agisindan, gida
kalemi, barinma masraflarinin gerisine diismektedir.

Gazianteplilerin %60", Suriyelilerin yarisi borcludur. Gazianteplilerin %60’
bankaya borcludur. Hemen hepsi, burada, milksiz ve kirada olan ve epeycesi
kayitsiz calisan Suriyeliler icin, bor¢ almak s6z konusu oldugunda, banka bir secenek
olamamakta ve akrabalik ve hemserilik dayanismasi 6n plana c¢ikmaktadir; onlar,
sadece bu agda borclanabilmektedir.

Suriyelilerin, Gazianteplilere gore, ulusal zincir slipermarketlerden daha az
alisveris yapmalarinin birincil nedeni, kredi karti sahipliginin, yok denecek kadar az
olmasiyla (%1) iliskili olabilir. Zira, mahallelerdeki geleneksel bakkal ve semt
pazarlari, veresiye alisveris yapma veya pazarlik yapma ile belli saatlerde, 6zellikle,
pazar yerlerinde, Uriin fiyatlarinin asadi ¢cekilmesi de bu oranlarin ortaya ¢ikmasinda
etkili olmaktadir. Bir diger husus da Ozellikle Gaziantep'te, Suriyelilerin demografik
yogunlugunun da etkisiyle, ayni nifusun Uretimden tiketime kadar az da olsa,
kendi dagitim zincirini ve piyasasini yaratmis olmasidir. Suriye’'ye 6zgli olan ve
olmayan pek ¢ok gida maddesinin, go¢gmen aglar icinde Uretimi ve mahallelerdeki
bakkallara dek dagitimi, hem ekonomik hem kdiltirel baglari canh tutmaktadir.

Suriyelilere ve Gazianteplilere sosyal yardim ve hizmet gotirilmesi, tamamen
ayri kurumsallasmalar icinde uygulamaktadir. Suriyelilerin hemen hepsi, Kizilay'dan
destek alirken, Gaziantepliler icin bu konudaki basvuru mercii, Sosyal Yardimlagsma
ve Dayanisma Vakiflari’dir. Bunun ana nedeni, merkezi bir kurum olan Kizilay'in,
Suriyelilere yonelik sosyal yardim ve hizmetlerden, ana sorumlu kurulus olarak
yetkilendirilmesidir. Ancak, yardimlar, bireylerin kurumlarla iliskilendigi ana
kanallarin basinda gelmektedir ve egitim ve saglik sistemleri basta olmak Uzere,
icinde bulunulan topluluk igi iliskilerin gelistiriimesine yonelik sosyal hizmet
sistemlerine ulasmada da kilit bir roldedir. Hem haklar temelinde ortaklasmanin
artmasi hem de seffaflik ve birlikte bir seyler yaparak topluluk i¢i uyumun
saglanmasi igin, sosyal yardim ve hizmetlerin ortak ¢ati altinda sunulmasi etkin bir
yol olabilir.
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Hane halki ortalama buyukligu 5,9 kisi olan Suriyelilerin, aylik ortalama geliri
2280 TL iken, 4,4 ortalama hane bytkligiine sahip Gazianteplilerde bu deger 2841
TL'dir. Onemli bir kesim, aclik sininnin altinda yasamaktadir. Suriyeliler, nesnel
olarak, daha kalabalik ailelerde, daha az gelirle gecinmek durumundadirlar. Bu
durum, hem barinma kosullarina hem de 6znel yoksulluk algisina yansimaktadir.
Suriyelilerin yarisi, Gazianteplilerin ise Ugte biri, kendilerini, yoksul ve yardima
muhtag olarak tanimlamaktadirlar. Suriyeliler icin daha agir olmakla birlikte, iki grup
icin de yoksulluk ana ortak noktadir. Her iki grup agisindan da yoksulluk oranlarinin
ylksek, ancak, yardimlara ulagsimin buna gore diistik olmasi, rekabet ve gerilimlere
zemin hazirlayabilir.

COVID-19 pandemisi sureci, bu gerilimlerin artmasini saglayacak etkilere
sahiptir. COVID-19 surecinde, pek c¢ok isyerinde isciler isten cikartiimis ya da
Ucretsiz izin verilmistir. Genelde, enformel islerde calisan Suriyeli isciler, bu tir isten
cikarmalardan, Gazianteplilere gore, daha fazla etkilenmistir. ilaveten, pandemi
strecinin ve artan yoksullugun, okullasma ve toplumsal cinsiyet esitsizligi alanindaki
etkilerinin yakin zamanda 6lcllmesi ilgili politikalarin gelistirilebilmesi igin
gereklidir.

Her iki kesimin de COVID-19 ile ilgili bilgilenme kanallari genel medya
yonelimleri ile uyum icerisindedir. Suriyeliler, bu konuda da daha ¢ok sosyal medya
ve televizyona yoOnelirken, Gaziantepliler, salginla ilgili blyik oranda televizyondan
bilgi almaktadir. Gerek pandemiden cikista saglik ve bilgilendirme gerekse uyum
politikalari  cercevesinde, kilturlerarasi bilgilendirme c¢alismalarinda medya
kullanimlari dikkate alinabilir.

Temaslar ve mesafeler

Bulgularimiza gore, iki grup arasindaki temaslar ve mesafelerin pratik edildigi
ana alanlar igyerleri, okullar ve mabhallelerdir. Her (i¢ alandaki pratiklerde de
toplumsal cinsiyet esitsizlikleri oldukca belirleyicidir.

iki toplulugun birbirine olan temaslarinda is yasami ve egitim, ana mecralar
olarak belirmektedir. Erkeklerin ve azalan bicimde c¢ocuklarin katilabildigi bu
mecralara, kadinlar katil(a)miyorlar. Kadinlar, ev disinda herhangi bir etkinlige her
glin vakit ayir(@)miyorlar. Kadinlar, mahalle icinde dahi, sik disari ¢itkmiyor, ¢ekirdek
aile cevresi disinda, pek sosyalles(e)miyorlar. Ev sahibi toplumla iletisim
kurabilecekleri ya da sosyallesebilcecekleri alan mahalledir. Ancak, komsuluk
iliskileri de her giine yayilmis degildir. iki grup arasi komsuluk iliskileri, gecen iki
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yilda yavasca artsa da az ve karsilikli gériismeden ziyade yemek génderme agirlikli,
yani uzun sureli, yliz ylze temas ve sohbet icermiyor. Komsu ziyaretlerinin orani
lUcte birden azdir.

Mahalle, temaslar kadar, sosyal mesafelerin siirekli uygulandigi ana alan
olmanin yaninda, hem kentsel mekan kullanimi hem aile formasyonu hem de
arkadaslik ve komsuluk iliskileri gibi, cok farkli dinamikleri de icinde barindiriyor.

Mahalle ici kentsel alan kullanimda ortak orlntiler vardir. Parklar, hem
Suriyelilerin hem de Gazianteplilerin disarda en sik vakit gecirdikleri alanlardir.
Ozellikle, pandemi sonrasi siirecte, parklar, uyuma yonelik cesitli sosyal hizmetlerin
kaynastirma calismalarini yapilmasi igin, stratejik mekanlar olarak belirmektedir.

Aile formasyonlari ve kan baglari, mahalle igin, yakinliklarin kurucu 6gesi
durumundadir. G6¢men ve yerlesik gruplar genelde kendi aralarinda evienmektedir.
Ancak, akrabalar arasinda, Suriyeli-Gaziantepli evlilikleri var mi sorusuna verilen
yanitlara gore, iki grup arasinda, karsilikl evliliklerin oldukca az oldugunu
goruyoruz. Olanlar da genelde, Gaziantepli erkeklerin, Suriyeli kadinlarla evlenmesi
seklinde gerceklesmektedir.  Gruplararasi evliliklerin  azhgi, Suriyeliler ve
Gaziantepliler arasindaki sosyal mesafenin (hala) biyik olduguna isaret etmektedir.
Ote yandan, her iki grup icinde de akraba evlilikleri ve es seciminde, bireyden
ziyade, aile buyuklerinin belirleyiciligi yaygindir ve her iki topluluktaki birbirine
benzeyen bu gelenekselci tutumlar da kilturlerarasi evlilikleri zorlastiracak ortak bir
egilimdir.

Karsilikli arkadasliklarda, son iki yilda, bir azalma s6z konusu. 2018
arastirmasinda, Gaziantepli arkadasi olmadigini ifade eden Suriyeli orani %49,3 iken,
birden fazla Gaziantepli arkadasi oldugunu belirtenlerin orani %38,5'tir. Ancak bu
arastirmada Suriyelilerin  %70'i samimi olduklar bir Gaziantepli olmadigini
belirtmistir. Gazianteplilerdeyse bu oran %73'dir. Uyum ve entegrasyon hususunda,
Uzerinde dikkatle durulmasi gereken sonuclarin bir kismi hem Gazianteplilerin hem
de Suriyelilerin, arkadaslik kurma oranlarinda sakli gibi durmaktadir. Clinkl, hentiz
bir Gaziantepli arkadasi olmayan Suriyelilerin “bir Gaziantepliyle yakin arkadas
olmak isterim” onermesine, yine kararsizlar dagitildiginda, %60" yakin oranda
olumlu yaklagmalari dnemli ve anlamlidir. Belki de bu 6nermenin devami olarak
okunabilecek gtindelik hayat karsilasmalarinda “Sokakta Gaziantepliler bana iyi
davranir” diyen Suriyelilerin oraninin, %11'lik kararsizlar dagitilmadan bile, %73
oraninda olmasi, mevcut etkilesim beklentisi ve gelecekteki uyum politikalar
agisindan onemli bir veridir. Clinkd, ayni énermenin muadili olarak “Bir Suriyeliyle
yakin arkadas olmak isterim” diyen Gazianteplilerin orani %17 iken ayni oranda
kararsizlarin olmasi dikkat cekicidir. Fakat asil Uzerinde durulmasi gereken nokta,
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Gazianteplilerin %65'inin bir Suriyeliyle yakin arkadashk kurmak istememesidir.
Suriyelilerde ylksek arkadaslik kurma istegiyle, Gazianteplilerin ayni oranda
olumsuz yaklasim oranlari, sonraki uyum ve icerme politikalari agisindan, takip
edilmesi gereken izlekler hakkinda fikir de vermektedir. Clinki, sokakta, Suriyelilere
iyi davranis oranlarinin ¢ok ylksek oldugu bir sosyal ortamda, arkadaslik kurmaya
karsi bunca mesafe, ancak, etkilesim ve icerme eksikligiyle agiklanabilecek bir
durumdur.

Gaziantepli katihmcilarin %2,9 gibi ¢ok ciizi bir orani, evde Suriye mutfagina
0zgl yemekler pisirdiklerini belirtmistir. Bu oranin, bdylesine disik olmasinin
nedeni olarak, Gaziantepliler icin yemek kimliginin oturmus ve katilasmis bir
niteliginin olmasi ve bireylerin, yemek aliskanliklari adina, muhafazakar bir tutuma
sahip olmalarini sayabiliriz. Suriyeliler arasinda, Tirkiye mutfagina 6zgi yemek
pisirenlerin orani %23,4 olarak bulunmustur. Gaziantepli katilimcilar arasinda
Suriyeli restoranina gidenlerin orani %24 civarindayken; Tirk restoranlarina giden
Suriyeli orani %43'tur. Yerlilerin Suriyeli lokantalarina gitmemesinin en 6nemli
nedeni dnyargiyken, Suriyelilerde en 6nemli neden daha ¢ok yoksullukla alakalidir.

Tutumlar

Her iki grubun, birbirine karsi olan tutumlari, hem olumlu hem olumsuzluk
bazen de hiyerarsik algilar iceren dinamik olgulardir. Her iki topluluk da kenti
benimsemis goérinmektedir; c¢ogunluk, Gaziantep'te yasamlarini sirdirme
arzusundadir. Gaziantep'te yasamaktan her iki taraf yiksek oranlarda mutludur.
Ancak, mutluluk yaninda, yoksulluk ve ayrimcilik etrafinda sekillen endiseler de
vardir. Kentte karsilasilan sorunlari, Gaziantepliler, issizlik, glivenlik ve ayrimcilik
olarak tanimlarken Suriyeliler, dil, issizlik ve ayrimciligi 6n plana almiglardir.

Mahallede, birlikte olmaya yonelik tutumlarda, Suriyeliler goreli olarak, daha
olumludur. Bunu, cocuklarin birlikte oynamasi ve gelecekte evlenmeleriyle ilgili
sorular acikca gostermektedir. Suriyeliler, cocuklarinin, sokakta Gaziantepli ailelerin
cocuklariyla oynamasina oldukca sicak bakarken, Gaziantepli aileler buna cok az bir
oranda sicak bakmaktadir. Suriyeli gortsmeciler icin hem kiz hem oglan
cocuklarinin Gaziantepli cocuklarla oynamasina sicak bakmasi, uygun kosullar
olustugunda Suriyelilerin, uyum ve birlikte yasama karsi istekli olduklarina da isaret
etmektedir. Cocuklarinin, diger gruptan herhangi biriyle evlilik yapmasina yonelik
tutumlar, Suriyeli ve Gazianteplilere gore farklilasmakla birlikte, her iki grup igin de
cocuklarin cinsiyetlerine gore, farkl bir tutumun sergileniyor olmasi dikkat cekicidir.
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Cocuklarinin evliliklerine nasil baktiklari Snermesine, Suriyeliler, ogullarinin evliligine
cok sicak bakmazken, kizlarinin bu evliliklerine daha az mesafeli durmaktadirlar.
Gazianteplilerde durum cok daha keskin ve birbirinden oldukca ayriksidir.

Gazianteplilerin, Suriyelilere doénik bir takim ayrimc yargilan da soz
konusudur. Bu yargilarin basinda, Suriyelilerin konut kiralarini arttigi gelmektedir.
ikinci ®nyargi, Suriyelilerin issizlige neden oldugudur. Suriyelilerin pahaliiga neden
oldugu yargisi, yine, Gazianteplilerce siddetle desteklenmektedir.

Diger bir 6nyargl seti ise, iki kiltlr arasindaki benzerlik ve farkhhklarla
alakalidir. Burada dislayan taraf, daha c¢ok farkliligi goriirken, bu dislamadan
mustarip olan taraf, benzerligi goérmekte ya da 6ne ¢ikarmaktadir. Suriyeliler,
Suriye'deki geleneklerin, mutfagin ve kuiltirtn, Tirkiye'dekilere benzedigini
savunurken, Gaziantepliler, bunu, ciddi bir sekilde reddetmektedir. Gazianteplilerin
bilyuk bir cogunlugu, aslinda, Suriye kiltlriine o kadar da asina olmadiklarini da
belirtmek gerekiyor.

Onyargilar yikmak kadar, ényargilarin eyleme déniismesini engellemek icin,
anahtar yaklasim, hak bilincinin ve bilgisinin gelismesidir. Suriyelilerin pek ¢odu,
Gazianteplilerin ise yarisi, haklarini bilmediklerini belirtmislerdir. Acik ki, uyum
politikalarinda ve pandemi sonrasi toparlanma politikalarinda, hak temelli yaklagim
zaruridir.

Gaziantepliler, son on yila kiyasla, gelecekle ilgili kaygilarinin arttigini
soylemektedirler. Buna karsin Suriyelilerin, ilk geldikleri zamana kiyasla, gelecekle
ilgili kaygilari ¢cok daha dusuktir. Burada, iki faktorin altini gcizmek gerekir: Son
yillardaki ekonomik durgunluk ve Suriyelilerin varli§i, Gazianteplileri karamsar
yaparken, cok kotlu kosullar atlatabilmis Suriyeliler icin durum, daha pozitif
hissedilmektedir. Goguin travmatik etkilerinin zamanla azalmasi, yeni sosyal ortama
adaptasyon saglamalari ve belirli bir calisma ortamina kavusmalariyla daha stabil bir
yasam sirdlrmeleri gelecege dair hissettikleri kaygiy1 azaltmistir.

Son olarak gelecekle ilgili umutlarini derecelendirmeleri istendiginde
Gazianteplilerin kararsiz, Suriyelilerinse umutlu oldugu sdylenebilir.
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Introduction

Those interested in the subjects of migration, refugees, and Syrians in Turkey
have only recently started to understand the complexity of the phenomena that
abruptly began in 2011. At the time, the ever-increasing number of Syrians crossing
the border to Turkey merely needed introductory provisions for survival. It was an
understandable circumstance in terms of managing the humanitarian crisis.
However, as time passed, other issues began to be felt as well as their legally
controversial status and relevant definitions. Hundreds, perhaps thousands of news
and commentaries (many of them laden by serious mistakes and prejudices) on the
most fundamental issues such as housing, health, education, work, everyday life
interactions, and encounters began to circulate mainstream media and on social
media platforms. Once again, it became apparent that the most significant problem
of those who study, conduct research, and engage in efforts for developing
scientific data on immigrants and refugees was, and still is, the lack of healthy and
comprehensive data derived from the actual field. A significant rate of the
fragments of "information" in circulation was based on various forms of biased
impressions and opinions. The void in question, or the lack of in-depth
explanations of everyday social life, has existed for a significant period, and these
have not yet been eliminated. However, as time goes by in Turkey, the need for the
information obtained from the field began to manifest itself increasingly since what
is at stake here is that the daily lives of the nearly four million people living in
almost every region of Turkey and the interactions with the community they are
trying to be integrated into. At that point, it became clear that field studies with
concrete and reliable survey data could provide vital information. Furthermore,
these studies could facilitate the understanding and management of the migration
issue and carry the potential to create plans regarding these matters for Turkey's
experiences and Syrians who determine their own or refugee policies.

According to data retrieved on December 2020, there are 3 million and 639
thousand Syrian in Turkey registered under the temporary protection status. Of
those registered Syrian Refugees, approximately a half consisted of children from 0
to 18 years old. Additionally, when females are included, demographic data that
consists of roughly 70% of children and females emerges. According to the mean
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age of Turkey, which is 32.4, a demographic pattern that is ten years younger (22)
comes to question. Another interesting matter is that, except for a tiny section of
Syrian Refugees, almost all of them (98%) live in cities'. At the same time, this
circumstance indicates that a substantial part of Syrians both in Gaziantep and
Turkey experience two major changes at the same time, which are urbanization and
being refugee.

Additionally, as of 2020, in the surface area of Turkey, Syrians have been
present in every city of Turkey. 4.3% of the population in Turkey consists of Syrian
Refugees. Starting from the neighboring cities of Syria, Syrians have reached
significant densities in the towns on particular axes. According to the records of the
Directorate General of Migration Management of the Ministry of Interior, 517
thousand Syrian in istanbul comprises 3.3% of the total population. Similarly, 433
thousand individuals in Hatay comprise 26.5% of the city population, while 421
thousand individuals in Sanliurfa comprise 20% of the total population. As of
December 2020, the cities where the ratio of Syrian Refugees to total population in
Turkey has surpassed 5% have been Hatay (26.5%), Gaziantep (21.7%), Sanlurfa
(20%), Adana (11%), Mersin (12%), Kilis (76%), Osmaniye (8.8%), Mardin (10.5%),
Kayseri (5.5%), Konya (5%), and Bursa (5.7%).?

Besides the demographical realities, the matter is the necessity to
understand the effort of millions of people to hold onto life and survive. Thus, it is
critical to conduct studies, which investigate immigrants and refugees, with strong
field representation, reliable and inside the general social pattern as much as
possible. Today, the urgency of the shelter, safety, and food problems of thousands
of people, who took refuge in Turkey escaping from the war and violence spiral in
2011, has replaced with matters such as adaptation, rights, legal status, education,
health, cohabitation, and interaction. Therefore, it is confident that strong, concrete
and reliable data obtained from the field is necessary in order to better understand
the Syrian population in social, cultural, economic, and political terms.

Field of The Survey Study and Methodology

In Gaziantep, where the survey is conducted, 450 thousand 611 Syrian with
temporary protection status live in the city according to the data of 2020. It

1 https://multeciler.org.tr/turkiyedeki-suriyeli-sayisi/ Access: 30.12.2020

2 https://www.goc.gov.tr/gecici-koruma5638; https://data.tuik.gov.tr/Bulten/Index?p=Adrese-Dayal%C4%B1-
N%C3%BCfus-Kay%C4%B1t-Sistemi-Sonu%C3%A71ar%C4%B1-2019-33705&dil=1 Access: 30.12.2020
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indicates that Gaziantep has become a new field of homes and lives for Syrian
Refugees, who are more than 5% of the city's total population. In the presentation
of Gaziantep Metropolitan Municipality, which explained the services provided for
Syrian Refugees in the city in March 2020, specific concentrations in the
distributions of Syrian Refugees drew attention. It was observed that approximately
half a million Syrian were concentrated in certain districts and centers. The total
population of Syrian Refugees in the districts of Araban, Karkamis, Oguzeli,
Yavuzeli, and Nurdagi corresponds to 4% of the Syrian Refugees who are registered
in the city of Gaziantep. Therefore, in Gaziantep (considering the whole surface
area), 96% of the Syrian Refugees have lived within the district borders of Nizip,
islahiye, Sehitkamil, and Sahinbey. islahiye, which is far away from the metropolitan
districts, Sehitkamil and Sahinbey, includes 4% of the Syrian Refugees in the city
while Nizip houses 11% of them. The remaining 80% are concentrated in the two
metropolitan districts. In the districts of Sehitkamil, 103 thousand Syrian Refugees
(23%) are located while more than approximately 262 thousand (58%) Syrians live
in Sahinbey, which is one of the largest districts in Turkey. More than 80% of the
Syrian Refugees, registered in Gaziantep, live in both districts. However, in terms of
demographic concentration here, one of the significant issues is that the
populations of the districts independent of the city and the ratios of registered
Syrians. At this point, a rather remarkable distribution is present. For example,
approximately 4% of the Syrian population in the city is distributed to districts as
6% in Araban, 14% in Nurdagi, 45% in Karkamis, 2% in Yavuzeli based on the
populations of each district. Similarly, the ratio according to the district population
is 36% in Nizip, 15% in Oguzeli, 26% in islahiye, 13% in Sehitkamil, and 29% in
Sahinbey. 3

In the last months of 2019, when the main framework of this study was
discussed, one of the main aims was to focus on understanding the current
circumstances of Syrian Refugees as well as their interactions with the host
community in Gaziantep by following the footsteps of the field study titled "Syrians
in Gaziantep," which was conducted in December 2017 by the Department of
Sociology at Gaziantep University. One of the first aims to achieve this was to
extend both the field and content of the interviews conducted in 2017 with 1824
households from 129 neighborhoods in two central districts, which are Sahinbey
and Sehitkamil, with printed questionnaire forms consisting 79 questions. Another
aim was to reexamine the status of the extremely dynamic social phenomena, as

3 https://www.goc.gov.tr/gecici-koruma5638; http://www.gaziantep.gov.tr/ilcelerimiz Access: 30.12.2020
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such being an immigrant or a refugee, in a rather vibrant city in every aspect, like
Gaziantep, in the last three years since 2017. It was set off with the vision that the
data obtained from the field with novel and different questions would present us
with a pattern regarding the circumstances of Syrian Refugees broadly in Turkey
and especially in Gaziantep, in addition to changing or stable circumstances. In this
manner, interviews were conducted with various institutions to fund such a large-
scale field study. Conducted interviews were with Gaziantep Governorship,
Gaziantep Provincial Directorate of Migration Management, the Rectorate of
Gaziantep University, United Nations International Organization for Migration (UN
IOM), and CARE International in Turkey for their support in various phases of the
study. Eventually, the project became official in early 2020 with the facilitating
support of Gaziantep Governorship and Gaziantep Provincial Directorate of
Migration Management in legal processes, encouragements of the Rectorate of
Gaziantep University's, and the financial funds of CARE International in Turkey and
IOM. In addition to a significant part of the academics in the Sociology Department
at Gaziantep University, who carried out the research in 2018, three academic
personnel in the Institute of Migration at Gaziantep University and one faculty
member from Hacettepe University took part on the project.

After the agreement between the Rectorate of Gaziantep University, IOM,
and CARE International in Turkey became official, within the two months between
January and February 2020, the questions, framework of the study, methodology,
and the techniques and tools of the interview to be conducted were decided. In the
first week of March, the interviewers' list that would take assignments in the study
was finalized, and the first meeting was conducted with the students on March 10,
2020. The assigned neighborhoods were distributed. However, the precautions of
COVID-19 and curfews that started in mid-March made it an obligation to
postpone the fieldwork of the study and take new precautions. IOM and CARE
International in Turkey were contacted again for masks and disinfectants.
Accordingly, the suitable period for the field study was awaited with additional
precautions and warnings. Finally, the field studies in 175 neighborhoods were
completed between June 22 and July 13, 2020. During the field study, maximum
attention was paid to the health of the interviewers and respondents. Each
interview was conducted with obligatory masks and gloves and all respondents
were given masks, gloves, and cleaning kits. All interviews were conducted in
uncrowded environments, in the daytime, and at the entrance of flats or houses as
much as possible. When the data collection from the field was completed on July
13, 2020, the analysis phase was initiated.
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The current study covers three dimensions or sections. The first section
covers the revealing of the general pattern of Syrian Refugees in Gaziantep three
years later, now with more neighborhoods and a more comprehensive sample and
set of questions. The second section covers the revealing of the socioeconomic
panorama of the host community resided in neighborhoods where Syrian Refugees
also lived and to understand how they approach the Syrian issue. The third section
focuses on the experiences the Syrian Refugees and host community residing in
Gaziantep in their daily encounters and interactions, cohesion, and coexistence and
attitudes toward this despite all the difficulties. Therefore, this report, which
consists of three separate books, comprises evaluations of the same field study in
different aspects. It may be discussed separately or very well be interpreted and
evaluated altogether.

The first section of the sample of this study consisted of Syrian Refugees
whose household information was obtained from the Gaziantep Provincial
Directorate of Migration Management. After the information about the households
of the Syrian Refugees in the central districts of Sehitkamil and Sahinbey was
obtained, the neighborhoods on which the sample and the neighborhoods in
which the research would be conducted were clarified. According to the official
data that were received, a total of 31,626 Syrian lives in 174 neighborhoods in
Sahinbey, while a total of 12,401 Syrian lives in 126 neighborhoods in Sehitkamil.
Accordingly, the approximate number of total Syrian households in 300 areas of
central districts in Gaziantep was 44.000. Target of 2300 households, corresponding
to the 5% of the registered households, and including the possible error margin,
the neighborhoods were chosen with the random sampling method according to
the density of the registered households among 180 neighborhoods in both
districts. However, because the field study coincided with the quarantine periods in
the COVID-19 pandemic, the neighborhoods of Sam, Nesimi, Kirazlibahge,
Buylkpinar, and Hacikamber, could not be accessed. Therefore, this study,
including interviews with both the Syrian Refugees and host community in
Gaziantep, was conducted in 174 different neighborhoods. Even though the
interviews in these neighborhoods could not be performed, the number of Syrian
Refugees’ households interviewed and considered as valid remained 2280 since the
study already covers the socioeconomically similar settlement to the
neighborhoods. The target number of interviews with Syrian Refugees’ households
were met because this number corresponds to 5% of the registered households.
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1,659 of the 2,280 interviews were conducted in 107 different neighborhoods of
Sahinbey while 621 were conducted in 67 neighborhoods of Sehitkamil.

The second section of this study, which covered the host community in
Gaziantep, was also conducted in the same neighborhoods with similar sample
numbers. The main reason for that was to reveal a general pattern for host
community and Syrian Refugees sharing the same neighborhoods and similar social
interaction processes and to look at the encounters closely. In this context, it was
predicted to conduct 2300 interviews with Gaziantep households who share the
daily lives in streets; however, 2258 valid household interviews were conducted in
174 neighborhoods due to the reasons mentioned above. Of the 2258 valid
interviews, 1645 were obtained from 106 different neighborhoods of Sahinbey
while 613 were obtained from 63 neighborhoods of Sehitkamil. As will be noted,
the main goal here is not to go to 5% of Gaziantep households but to have
interviews close to the number of interviews with Syrian households. Interviews
with Syrian Refugees and host community in Gaziantep took place in the same
district and even in the same street in some cases. With this, it would be possible to
look at the dimensions of interaction and social relations. Therefore, the people of
Gaziantep interviewed here are far from representing the whole of Gaziantep.
However, it indeed represents a majority. The neighborhood distribution of official
records shows that Syrian Refugees live more densely in socioeconomically poor
and low-income neighborhoods in Gaziantep. Therefore, the sample of host
community mainly includes those who share the same social and physical spaces
with Syrian Refugees and a specific class or encounters. There are fewer registered
Syrian households in neighborhoods with more substantial political, ideological,
economic, and cultural influence, which reveals the class dimension of the issue
more clearly.

The third section of the study focuses on interactions in daily life, social
relations, attitudes, expectations, and social cohesion dynamics. Questions about
interactions, encounters, and attitudes in everyday life were added to both
interview forms. Therefore, the third book consists of questions and answers
embedded in both sets of questions, not the questions asked to host community
and Syrian Refugees in a separate form.

The questionnaires of all interviews were prepared in Arabic for Syrian
Refugees and Turkish for host community residing Gaziantep. Interviews were
conducted with the help of software (Kobo Toolbox). The software mapped the
actual locations of respondents in the neighborhood with the geographical
information system in this software. The survey has been carried out under the
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supervision of 15 academic staff, with a total of 15 graduate student team leader —
nine female, six males - and 71 interviewers who are students, out of which 37 were
female and 34 males. 36 of the 71 interviewers knew Arabic. In the online software
to be used in the field, there were 486 questions with various options for Syrian
Refugees and 413 questions for host community.

Finally, it would be beneficial to emphasize that this study and the following
three books focus on the current general pattern of Syrian Refugees and their daily
life relations, as well as their encounters with other agents of social life in which
they try to be involved and attempts to present a class section. The emergence of a
class research that mostly consists people from poor low-middle income or lower
socioeconomic segments (due to the statistical necessity and methodology of the
sample) was not the intended purpose in the first place; rather, it is a social reality
that was shaped at the end of the study.
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Household & Population

Companionate

Syrians Arranged 79,0 210

Companionate

Gaziantep Res Arranged 79,8 202

Figure 1: Marriage Decision

Syrians Kin 42,2 Non-kin 57,8

Gaziantep Res Kin 41,9 Non-kin 58,1

Figure 2: Kinship Status of the Spouse

In the two charts above, the marriage type is the same in both communities:
the rate of arranged marriage is high. Undoubtedly, many factors, such as kinship
relations, education level of individuals, marriage age, and socioeconomic status,
shape marriage decisions. Concerning the rate of kinship with a spouse, there is a
similarity between the Syrian Refugees and host community’s rates. In our study,
the rate of relatives with their spouses (42%) is almost equal to the average of the
South-eastern Anatolia Region (42.6%). However, it is above the average in Turkey
(23.2%)%. These high and similar rates are related to poverty and difficulties in
access to education. Kinship marriages in Turkey gradually increase as the
education level decreases to secondary school and below, and this kind of marriage
intensifies in lower-middle and lower socioeconomic groups.

On the other hand, these high rates are dynamics in terms of the increase in
the importance given to family and blood ties by two communities living in the
same neighborhood in poverty and/or as a refugee and about the occurrence of

4 Ministry of Family and Social Policies (2016). Research on Family Structure in Turkey, p. 52. Access: 30.12.2020
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main solidarity and sharing networks to be closed to people outside of their
communities.

Polygamous

Gaziantep Res Monogynous 97,7 53

Syrian Monogynous 92,9 Polyg;;nous

Figure 3: Polygamy

There is not a significant difference between the rates of polygamy in both
communities. However, the rate is still higher among the Syrian Refugees. It can be
said that this difference is due mainly to the modernization experiences of these
two communities and the difference in marriage laws in Syria and Turkey.

— (Gaziantep Res = 006w e e Syrian

%

1-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35+

Figure 4: Duration of Marriage

Although those who divorced or lost their spouses are higher among the
host community, the average duration of marriage is 16.4 years for the Syrian
Refugees and 24.7 years for the host community. Long-term marriages are more
common among the host community because both Syrians marry more in the post-
war period and the elderly population in the host community sample was
represented more.
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Figure 5: Age of First Maternity

The pattern of women's first childbirth is similar in both communities. While
the average age of first-time maternity for the Syrian Refugees is 20.8, this average
is 20.6 for the host community. Due to early marriages at childhood, maternity at
the age of 17 and younger is approximately 19% for the Syrians whereas this rate is
around 3 percent higher for Gaziantep locals. Another difference is seen in the age
range of maternity. While a significant rate (61%) of women from Gaziantep have
their first child between the ages of 18 and 22, this rate is roughly 7 percent lower
for the Syrian women in the same age group.

e— Gaziantep Res.

————— Syrians

il T O

Number of people living in the same household

Figure 6: Household Size

When the host community members and the Syrian Refugees' average
household population is compared, the numbers are above the average in Turkey
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(3.35).° In this study, the average household size for the host community members
is 4.4 persons, while it is calculated as 5.9 for the Syrian Refugees. The number of
Syrian households in which more than five persons live is higher than the host
community’ households. Gaziantep is the third city where the single nuclear family
household is the most common.

Yes

Syrian No 87,5 125

Yes
6,9

Gaziantep Res No 93,1

Figure 7: Households with Disabled Individual

The rate of households with at least one disabled individual is 6.9% for the
host community members and 12.5% for the Syrian Refugees.

> https://tuikweb.tuik.gov.tr/PreHaberBultenleri.do?id=33730 Access: 21.09.2020
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Socioeconomic Status
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Figure 8: Paid Work Status

62% of the Syrian Refugees interviewed do not currently work in Gaziantep.
The main reason why the rate is so high is that women do not (cannot) participate
in the labor market. 52% of the Syrian participants interviewed within the scope of
this survey are women, and it is seen that a high rate of 87% of these female
participants does not have a paid work. Considering the population is young,
household size, and the average number of children (4.5), it is obvious that
women's responsibilities are heavy. Also, many women did not have any work
experience in Syria.

On the other hand, the host community members participate in working life
at a higher rate (76.5%) than the Syrian Refugees. However, gender is an essential
factor in terms of work and employment relations for Gaziantep locals. 61.7% of the
participants from interviewed within the scope of this study are women, and 93.3%
of these women do not work. The absence of Syrian and Gaziantep women in paid
work is directly related to the cultural context in which working life is identified with
men.
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Figure 9: Type of Work in Gaziantep

According to the work and employment data, the Syrian Refugees living in
Gaziantep today belonged to the middle-lower classes in Syria; nevertheless, there
is still downward social mobility. The current job and working types of the host
community members are similar to those of Syrians’ living in Syria. According to the
research, the host community members also belong mainly to the middle-lower
class. This means that the Syrian Refugees and Gaziantep locals now living in the
same neighborhoods have a similar socioeconomic profile before an “encounter”
occurs.

There have arisen some significant differences in the work status of the
Syrian Refugees after they arrived in Gaziantep. While the rate of salaried
employees has remained close to each other in both periods, it is observed that the
number of casual employees has increased significantly and the number of
business owners (employers and self-employed) (about 35% while in Syria) has
decreased considerably (about 20% in Gaziantep). This situation can be interpreted
as an indicator that the Syrians have become impoverished and lost their status
after arriving at Gaziantep.

On the other hand, production in small-scale industries in Gaziantep is
considerably developed, and it is an essential economic power in the economy of
the region and city. As we mentioned in our book in which we examined the Syrian
Refugees, there is valuable labor in terms of craftsmanship and manufacture
brought along by them. Half of those having a paid work while in Syria are
craftsmen and technicians. Half of the Syrian Refugees working in Gaziantep in
2020 work in this way again. It is understood that the craft and vocational skills
brought along by them are successfully channeled into production in Gaziantep.
This is a net benefit for the city economy. On the other hand, these jobs have not
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been in question in Gaziantep for those who previously had professional jobs, and
the rate of those having unqualified jobs has increased.
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Figure 10: Reasons for Failure at Having a Paid Work

The most significant obstacle to having a paid work is the care of children,
the elderly, and individuals in need of care in the family. It is seen that this obstacle,
from which especially women suffer, is at a similar rate in both communities.
Another obstacle for women is that the family or husband who does not allow.
However, this kind of pressure appears to be more common among the Syrian
Refugees.

The biggest reason for men is that there is no job to work. Therefore, the
majority of those who say they are looking for a job are men. It can be seen that
the need for a job is felt more by the Syrian Refugees. Another data supporting this
finding is the rate of those who do not work because they do not need to work.
This rate is approximately 3.5 times higher for the host community members than
for the Syrian Refugees.
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Figure 11: Duration of Job Search

For the most Syrian Refugees stating search for a job as a reason for not
working, the duration of job search is between 1 and 5 months. For the majority of
the host community members, this period lasts more than six months. Therefore,
Gaziantep locals have longer job search periods than the Syrian Refugees. It can be
claimed that this situation results from the fact that finding and having a job is a
more "vital” problem for immigrants.
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Figure 12: Number of Persons Employed per Household

The rate of households in which no one has a paid work is higher for the
host community members than for the Syrian Refugees. While the rate is 5.3% for
the Syrians, it is 14.7% for Gaziantep locals. Whereas the number of households in
which two people work increases to 27.5% for the Syrian Refugees, it decreases to
17.1% for the host community members. The rate of households in which three
people work is 8.2% for the Syrians and 3.7% for Gaziantep locals. The
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differentiation of these numbers between the two groups should not mean that the
Syrian Refugees have more job opportunities because the data below support that
the Syrians can find jobs and work in the informal sector and receive lower wages.
Therefore, this situation is based on the fact that more than one Syrian Refugee
living in the same household has to work.
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Figure 13: Employment Pattern in a Paid Work

The rate of those regularly working for the host community members is
higher compared to the Syrian Refugees. On the other hand, the rate of those
working as irregular and/or seasonal workers is higher for the Syrian respondents.
These data show that Gaziantep locals work in more regular and permanent jobs. In
contrast, the Syrian participants can find temporary or irregular job opportunities to
sustain their lives in this new city. Unskilled labor markets, which are formed
especially with the arrival of the Syrian Refugees, are worth noting in terms of
reflecting the unstable work conditions of a significant group of Syrian
respondents.
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Figure 14: Number of Work Days per Week
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The number of days that the Syrian Refugees and host community members
work per week corresponds to 6 days on average. In terms of the number of work
days, it is seen that the Syrian Refugees are also included in the labor market as
much as Gaziantep locals have been.
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Figure 15: Work Hours in a Paid Work per Day

Daily work hours are different for the host community members and the
Syrian Refugees. The Syrian participants work longer hours compared to Gaziantep
locals. The rate of working more than 11 hours is higher, especially for the Syrian
Refugees. Working 11 hours is a criterion as it represents the maximum value of the
Labor Law's daily working time. The rate of the Syrian Refugees who have work
hours exceeding the maximum value is higher than the rate for the host community
members. Therefore, it can be said that the Syrian participants work in relatively
more tiring conditions.
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Figure 16: Distribution of Syrian Refugees and Host Community Members in
Unsalaried Work

The rate of the Syrian Refugees having unsalaried jobs (80%) is more than
that of the host community members (20%). This reveals that the Syrian
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participants work more in the informal sector. A significant rate of the Syrian
Refugees (60%) work on a weekly wage. Considering that small-scale producers or
shopkeepers, such as grocery stores or butchers, receive their wages weekly, we
can say that the Syrian respondents mostly find jobs in such businesses. As for the
host community members in Gaziantep, they work mostly in daily employment
(40%). The Syrian Refugees’ rate of piecework in which they are paid a fixed rate
per unit produced is much higher than that of Gaziantep locals. It is known that
especially the shoe and textile industry provides piecework opportunities at home.
Finally, the rate of the host community members having irregularly paid jobs is
higher than that of the Syrians participants. This type of wage scheme mainly
covers jobs requiring repair, maintenance, transport, and portage.
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Figure 17: Average Monthly Income and Expense of Households

There is not a significant difference between the average monthly expenses
stated by the Syrian Refugees and the host community members. This finding
allows us to say that socioeconomic conditions of the Syrians and Gaziantep locals
are similar to each other in the neighborhoods where the survey was conducted.
However, while the rate of those declaring an income on or below the minimum
salary is 58% for the Syrian respondents, it is 39% among the host community
members. Accordingly, it can be seen that a significant number of the Syrian
Refugees have income below the hunger limit (2,406 TL). Again, the number of
Gaziantep households that can spend above the poverty limit (7,838 TL)® is slightly
higher than that of Syrian households. To continue their daily lives, they need to
earn money above their expenses apart from some exceptional short periods.
Although the expenses of the Syrian Refugees seem higher than their income, and
it can be evaluated as inconsistent, we can estimate that the underlying reason is

6 TURK-is, http://www.turkis.org.tr/TEMMUZ-2020-ACLIK-VE-YOKSULLUK-SINIRI-d428750 Access: 21.09.2020



126

the assistance they receive because many people stating that they have no income

and receive aids shows us that they do not count the assistance as income.
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Figure 18: The Most Important Household Expense Items

When the items that households have the most difficulties affording are
compared, both communities stated that they had difficulty paying bills such as
electricity, water, and gas bills. On the other hand, the Syrian Refugees indicated
that they had more difficulty paying expenses such as house rent and maintenance
fees compared to the host community members. In comparison with the Syrian
participants, Gaziantep locals emphasized that they had more difficulty in paying
their food expenses. Considering access to unhealthy and cheaper food is easier
than renting an affordable house in Gaziantep conditions, the food item falls
behind the shelter costs for the Syrian Refugees. This result may also be derived
from the fact that the Syrian respondents have access to food supports.
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Syrian Yes 50,4 No 49,6
Gaziantep Res Yes 61,4 No 38,6

Figure 19: Monetary Debt of Host Community Members in Gaziantep

Compared to the host community members, it is seen that the Syrian
Refugees with debt are less in number. The main reason for this difference is bank
loans, as can be seen in the chart below. The lower chance of the Syrian
participants to benefit from bank loans decreases their indebtedness.
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Figure 20: The Source Owed

Relatives are the people most frequently asked for money by both host
community members and the Syrian Refugees. The most striking difference among
lenders lies in the banking institutions. It is understood that the Syrian Refugees do
not (cannot) get loans from banks compared to Gaziantep locals. In this case, it is
seen that kinship and citizenship solidarity take place in immigration or refugee
situations.
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Figure 21: Borrowing from Acquaintances

The Syrian Refugees are more likely to borrow money from people regarded
as acquaintances. While a significant proportion of these acquaintances are Syrians,
it is seen that they are also indebted to acquaintances from Gaziantep at a
considerable rate. Considering 30% of the Syrian Refugees responded positively to
the question of whether they have any sincere friends from Gaziantep, it can be
concluded that this rate reveals a relationship based on trust even in the matter of

borrowing.
Syrian Yes 1,4 No 98,6
Gaziantep Res Yes 29,3 No 70,7

Figure 22: Credit Card Ownership

Credit card use among the Syrian Refugees is almost non-exist. Although this
rate for the host community members is close to one-third, it is far below the
average in Turkey. Nevertheless, one of the most important reasons for banks to be
at the top of the most indebted institutions is credit cards. Additionally, the
preference for contactless payment and internet shopping in the COVID-19 process
has impacted this situation.
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Figure 23: Phone Ownership in Households

It is seen that there is a smartphone in almost every household of the Syrian
Refugees. The number of the host community’s households with no smartphones is
higher than that of Syrian households. One of the underlying reasons for this rate
may be that the Syrian Refugees need internet access more than the host
community members to contact their friends and relatives both in Syria and/or
worldwide and follow the news about their country in their language.

N ps o H
o © o ,c;~ B Gaziantep Res
g o 3
0 @ o) M Syrian
N~
~
o
o
o
<
<o}
— 58]
oy
N
Q
N~
«Q ®
wn — <
. d
| [ ]
Fridge TV Washing  Dishwasher Oven Computer / None
Machine Tablet

Figure 24: Working Electronic Devices in Households

We see that the Syrian Refugees substantially have appliances, which can be
regarded as the basic equipment of a house, such as fridges, washing machines,
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and televisions. The rate of devices, which we can classify as more luxurious, such as
computers, dishwashers, and tablets, differs sharply.

We can say that there are items that can be considered as basic needs in
almost every house when it comes to the host community members. Besides, the
widespread use of household appliances such as dishwashers, which we can
consider as a luxury, is remarkable. The rate of having a dishwasher, computer, and
tablet are higher among Gaziantep locals. It can also be said that the higher rates
of the host community members having these three non-essential electrical
household appliances compared to the Syrian Refugees are related to consumption
habits of both sides based on the difference in their financial capital; however, it
can be stated that the more determining factor is that “The Syrian Refugees have to
spend more carefully due to being a refugee.” Considering both the income rate of
two communities and the household sizes, it would be understandable the reason
why the Syrian households choose a more careful spending strategy.

Gaziantep Res Yes 38,9 No 61,1

Syrian Yes 14,1 No 85,9

Figure 25: Motor Vehicle Ownership

The rate of the Syrian Refugees possessing motor vehicles is less than half of
the host community members. While 39% of Gaziantep locals’ households have at
least one vehicle, this rate is around 14% for the Syrian participants. The main
reason for this rate for the Syrians is the vehicles brought from Syria. As it is known,
these vehicles, previously with Syrian plates, have been integrated into the
domestic system by the decisions taken.
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Figure 26: Type of Owned Motor Vehicle

It can be seen that cars constitute a significant rate of the motor vehicle type
owned. 32.42% of the host community’'s households own at least one car. This rate
is around 9% for the Syrian Refugees. The absence of such a big difference in the
ownership of other vehicle types shows that motor vehicles are used more for work
than life comfort. As can be understood, the motorcycle is preferred because it is
cheaper.
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Figure 27: Frequently Preferred Places for Daily Shopping

The socioeconomic levels of the neighborhoods where the field study was
conducted can be shown as one of the biggest reasons why the daily life relations
are similar. Both the Syrian Refugees and host community members in the same
neighborhood seem to have similar behavioral patterns regarding shopping. The
rates in the chart can be interpreted as the fact that the Syrian Refugees tend to
shop in Syrian grocery stores and neighborhood markets where they can shop at
more affordable prices and terms and find the products unique to Syrian culture.
The very few rates (1%) of credit card ownership may explain the primary reason
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why the Syrian Refugees do shopping less at national chain supermarkets
compared to the host community members. These rates come from the chance of
buying on tick and/or bargaining in traditional grocery stores and markets in the
neighborhoods and the decrease in product prices at certain hours, especially in
market places. Another reason explaining these rates in question is the
demographic density of the Syrians, especially in Gaziantep, and the establishment
of their distribution chain and market from production to consumption even if it is
on a small-scale Inexpensive food produced in the informal market and sold in the
grocery stores in their neighborhoods reveals the reality about both culture and
economical production and distribution.
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Figure 28: Benefits from Cash Aids

The rate of the Syrian Refugees receiving financial aid from any institution or
person is approximately three times that of the host community members.
Considering those who received financial aid before, it is seen that about 35% and
21% of the households of Syrian Refugees and host community members
respectively have benefited from these supports.
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Figure 29: Types of Aid

Considering the benefits from aids, such as money, goods, and food, 49%
and 24.4% of the households of Syrian Refugees and host community members
respectively have benefited from one or more aid.

Social assistance and service provided for the Syrian Refugees and the host
community members are implemented by completely separate institutions. While
almost all Syrian Refugees receive support from the Turkish Red Crescent, Social
Assistance and Solidarity Foundations are the institutions to be applied for the host
community members. The main reason for this is that the Turkish Red Crescent is
authorized as the "main" institution responsible for social assistance and services
for the Syrian Refugees. However, aid is one of the main channels through which
individuals get in touch with institutions; thus, it plays a key role in reaching social
service systems, especially education and health systems, to improve intra-
community relations. Providing social assistance and services under a single roof
can be an effective way to increase partnership based on rights and achieve intra-
community integration with transparency.
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Figure 30: Types of Non-Cash Aid

It is seen that the supports from which the Syrian Refugees benefit most in
the non-cash aid category are Health and Education. The rate of the host

community members getting these supports seems to be very low. The main
reason for this may be that such supports are not regarded as aid by the host

community members. We know health care entitlements known as green cards are

issued to most who cannot pay for their health services. Compared to the citizens

from Gaziantep, the Syrian Refugees can receive much less aid for food and coal,

the main items for households.
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Figure 31: Number of Neighborhoods Resided in Gaziantep

When we examine the mobility of the Syrian Refugees within Gaziantep, we
can see that 60 percent of them have never changed the neighborhoods in the city.
As for the host community members, this rate is 30%. However, the Syrian
Refugees have been living in Gaziantep for ten years. Therefore, it is an expected
result that the host community members have changed the neighborhoods more. It
can be said that lower chances of the refugees for mobility, settlement, finding a
job, and housing is a significant factor in occurrence of this situation.
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Figure 32: Number of Houses Resided in Gaziantep

The differences between the mobility of the host community members and
Syrian Refugees within the city clearly show the number of houses lived. While the
host community members, who changed their houses once or twice before, are
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55%, it is 65% for the Syrian Refugees. Compared to the rates of changing
neighborhoods, it can be observed that the rate of the Syrian respondents
changing their houses is higher. While changing neighborhoods is more closely
related to the economic welfare of the household, changing houses in the same
neighborhood may be related to different individual, social and economic factors.
From the survey findings, it is understood that the Syrian Refugees mostly change
their houses because of the poor physical conditions and rent price of the house.
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Figure 33: House Ownership

The vast majority of the Syrian Refugees are living in rented houses. For the
host community members, this situation is similar to the resident ownership pattern
throughout Turkey, and 59% of the sample population is the resident owner, and
38% lives on rent. House ownership is one of the most important steps for the
integration of immigrants into the city.
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Figure 34: House Rental Prices
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The average rental price of the Syrian Refugees is 615 TL while it is 669 TL for
the host community members. Contrary to public opinion, the rental prices of the
host community members and Syrian Refugees are very similar. Therefore, it can be
argued that the increase in rental prices in the city in the last decade has affected
not only a single social group —the Syrian immigrants- but also all agents in a single
real estate market.
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Figure 35: Number of Rooms in the Resided House

The host community members seem more advantageous than the Syrian
Refugees in terms of house sizes. While 60% of the host community members in
our sample live in three-room houses, this rate is 44% for the Syrian Refugees.
Whereas the rate of the Syrian participants living in houses with two or fewer
rooms is 35%, this rate is 23% for the Gaziantep locals.
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Figure 36: Types of Heating in the Houses

The common point in the houses in which the Syrian Refugees and host
community members live is that the primary heating system is the stove. While 74%
of the Syrian respondents use stoves for heating, this rate is very similar for the
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host community members with 67%. On the other hand, only 15% of the Syrian
Refugees use individual boilers supplied with natural gas, whereas this rate is 30%
for the Gaziantep locals and doubles the rate for the immigrants. While natural gas
is spreading rapidly in the city, the common use of solid fuel stoves by a significant
proportion of households is an important indicator of socioeconomic segregation
(and the continuation of air pollution) in the city.
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Figure 37: Most Visited Destinations Outside

It is seen that parks are at the forefront for both communities in terms of
outdoor experiences. It is possible to say that the parks are socializing places for
the Syrian Refugees and host community members. This can reveal the similarity in
these two communities’ behavioral patterns regarding outdoor places. Also,
although the Syrian Refugees have similar behavioral patterns with the host
community members, they differ from each other at some points. For example,
while they prefer shopping malls, visits to relatives and acquaintances are common
among the Gaziantep locals. Rather than stating the Syrian Refugees visit their
relatives and acquaintances less frequently, it can be said that this type of
socialization also takes place outdoors, such as parks.
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Figure 38: Activities on Which the Women Spend Most of Their Time

The chart gives the data about the activities on which Syrian and Gaziantep
women spend the most time in a day. It is observed that women in both
communities perform home-oriented activities at similar rates. Undoubtedly, these
rates result from the lowness of female employment rates and women being held
responsible for housework and care work duties. Despite all this similarity, it is seen
that Gaziantep women spend less time on “child/elderly/sick care” compared to
Syrian women. It can be said that this difference is because Gaziantep women have
more access to institutional care services. On the other hand, it can be said that the
elderly and patients coming together with the Syrian Refugees while migrating is
also a factor explaining the highness of the rate in question.

In general, it is noteworthy that women do not spend time on any activity
outside every day. This situation reveals that women do not go out very often, even
in their neighborhood, and do not socialize much except for the nuclear family
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Figure 39: Problems Encountered in Gaziantep
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While the host community members see unemployment as the most
important problem faced in the city, language is the most significant problem for
the Syrian Refugees living in Gaziantep. It is the fact that both communities do not
know each other's languages, and especially the host community members do not
speak a foreign language. This situation seems to have caused the Syrian Refugees
to encounter communication problems in daily life. According to the findings of the
survey, the second important problem for the Refugees is unemployment. This rate
is in line with the concerns of the host community members. Almost all members of
both communities are concerned about unemployment in the city at similar rates.

On the other hand, while the security problem is another major source of
trouble for Turks, the same problem is remarkably low for the Syrians. Also, another
source of problem for the refugees is discrimination. Regarding the problems faced
in the city, while the Syrian Refugees and host community members have a
common concern about unemployment, they differ on issues such as language,
security, and discrimination. Discrimination overtakes the security problem of the
Syrian Refugees.
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Figure 40: I sometimes go out for tea/coffee
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Figure 41: We sometimes go out with friends

There is no big difference in the socialization patterns of both communities.
The rates of socializing outdoors for both the host community members and Syrian
Refugees are similar to each other. Considering that the survey was conducted in
neighborhoods with similar socioeconomic status, these results also show that both
groups do not have very different characteristics. Therefore, the “same socio-
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cultural encounters” issue of the Syrians in Gaziantep, which we have brought up
since the very beginning, is also encountered here.

Syrian Yes 84,5 No 15,5
Gaziantep Res Yes 26,0 No 74,0

Figure 42: Following the News Related to Syria

While following the news about Syria is widespread among the Syrian
Refugees, the interest of the host community members in this issue is quite low.
Although this result is not very surprising, we can say that the interest of the Syrian
participants in the situation in Syria has also decreased over time. While the rate of
the Syrian Refugees who did not follow the news related to Syria was 11.5% in our
survey in 20187, this rate has increased to 15.5% today. Therefore, it is seen that the
insensitivity of the Syrian Refugees to the events in Syria has increased by 4% in the
last three years. One reason for this is that the war in Syria remains uncertain even
though it has mostly faded. On the other hand, it can be concluded that the Syrian
Refugees spend more of their energies on the new life they have established "here"
due to the mentioned uncertainty in their own countries.
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Figure 43: Types of Media in Which the News about Their Countries Is Followed

7 Gultekin, M.N., Giritlioglu, i, Karadas, Y., Soyudogan, M., Leyla Kuzu, $., Gllhan, S.T.,, Doganoglu, M., Utanir, A,
Aslan, C., incetahtac, N. (2018) Syrians in Gaziantep: Adaptation, Expectations, and Challenges (Abstract
Report), Gaziantep: Gaziantep University Publications. Hereafter, the study will be called the 2018 study.
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While the Syrian Refugees mostly follow the news about their countries on
social media, television is the first option for the host community members to learn
about the agenda of Turkey. The use of social media for following the news is more
common among the Syrian respondents. It gives access to alternative news
networks and can make monitoring the developments all around the world easier.
On the other hand, television is still one of the important communication tools for
the Syrian Refugees. 51.4% of them state that they watch the events in their
country on TV. As for the host community members, there is an important
difference between the choice of social media and television. Gaziantep locals
follow the events in their countries mostly on television (88.2%). On the other hand,
it is seen that the Syrian Refugees have started to prefer learning about the agenda
concerning Syria from their acquaintances and stop their interest in the
developments in Syria. This situation can be interpreted as their distrust of the
media. Another remarkable result is that both communities show a very low
interest in the print media. On the other hand, not only for Gaziantep and Turkey
but also for the whole world, the phenomenon of Syrian refugees after 2011
emerges as the biggest global and first humanitarian crisis in which social media, all
kinds of visuals, the internet, social networks, and technology are involved.

While a significant rate of the host community members follows the Syrian
events on their own country's media outlets, it is observed that Syrian Refugees
turn their attention to foreign media because of the global multidimensionality of
the Syrian refugee phenomenon. However, this difference is limited by
geographical proximity. The Syrian Refugees have stated that they follow, especially
the Syrian, Arab, and Turkish media. The choice of the host community members
focusing on the Turkey-centered media shows that they cannot evaluate the events
by taking advantage of foreign perspectives. As for the Western media outlets, they
do not seem worthy of attention for both communities. These choices can be
associated with language, geographical interest (proximity), and ideological and
cultural tendencies towards known media channels.



143

Education & Schooling
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Figure 44: Educational Status

When we were considering the educational status of the respondents,
schooling is higher among the host community members compared to the Syrian
Refugees. The difference between the females' and males’ education is more
obvious for the host community members. While the rate of those who did not
enroll in any school or could not complete primary school is around 7% for males,
it is 21.7% for females. These rates are 24.5% for Syrian men and 35.6% for Syrian
women. While the rate of uneducated females among the host community
members is three times as much as males from Gaziantep, this rate is 1.5 times for
the Syrian Refugees. There is also less gender difference among the Syrian
Refugees in the rate of graduates. This shows that although the schooling rates in

Syria are lower, the education system in Syria is more successful in including
women in education.
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Figure 45: Literacy Status of Persons Who Have Never Enrolled in School

This chart shows whether people who have ever attended school can read
and write, revealing that the difference between genders is more significant among
the host community members. While the literacy rate of men from Gaziantep is 2.2
times as much as women, this difference is 1.7 times for the Syrian Refugees. This
shows that there is a significant cultural difference between these two communities
regarding women's education.

=3 N =3 =3
© =) © ©
< I < <
- = - -
c = c c
[} [} [} [}
° ° ° °
3 =1 =1 3
2 2 2 2
i L L L
c c c c
s} <} [} [}
=z z =z =z

Student 52,0
Student 49,8
Student 52,0
Student 52,0

Female Male Female Male

Gaziantep Res Syrian

Figure 46: Schooling Rate of Children

The term child here does not include those under a certain age, but all single
children lived with their families. Therefore, it is worth noting that the rates of non-
students also include children who have completed a specific school and are not at
school age. While schooling of girls and boys is at the same rate among the Syrian
Refugees, boys' schooling seems less common among the host community
members. Since the rate of women'’s schooling in both groups is the same, it can be
said that there is a student population of 52% among all single children in general.

However, this rate shows a divergence from the overall picture with 49.8% for boys
from Gaziantep.
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Figure 47: COVID-19 Information Channels

Channels from which both communities get information about COVID-19 are
compatible with general media trends. While the Syrian Refugees mostly prefer
social media and television, the host community members mostly get information
about the pandemic from television. Whereas only 27% of Gaziantep locals prefer
social media, 61% of the Syrian Refugees use social media as a source of
information. The Syrian participants use social media more than the host
community members. As social media is an easier and more functional "access"
tool in a "foreign" country, its usage is wider. Another essential difference between
the two groups is that the Syrian Refugees tend to get information from friends
and acquaintances more than the host community members. It can be said that
being a refugee or asylum seeker has an impact on this pattern because this status
causes the reliable communication network to be shaped by becoming a member
of and familiar with a specific community. Consulting family health centers to get
information is relatively more common among the host community members.

Syrian Not changed 73,1 Changed 26,9

Changed

Gaziantep R
aziantep Res Not changed 87,7 123

Figure 48: Status of Those Who Are in a Paid Work Now and the Same Job as
They Were Before COVID-19
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Since refugees generally work in informal jobs, it is not surprising that 27%
of them have changed their jobs during the COVID-19 process. During this process,
layoffs or unpaid leave have been at higher rates among the Syrian Refugees than
the host community members.
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Figure 49: Regulations on the Employment Status of Those Who Are in the Same
Job as They Were Before COVID-19

42% of the 609 Syrian Refugees responding to the labor market
questionnaire during the COVID-19 process stated that there was no change in the
employment status in this process. On the other hand, unpaid leave is much lower
among the host community members (24%). Being resident and having corporate
rights can naturally make some difference in such situations. For example, the rate
of employees from Gaziantep who were able to get medical reports for their
chronic illnesses is more than ten times the rate of the Syrian Refugees.
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Figure 50: Measures Taken Against COVID-19 in Workplaces
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It is seen that the host community members and Syrian Refugees generally
gave similar answers to the questionnaire regarding the measures taken in the
workplace during the COVID-19 process. For example, it is understood that criteria
such as wearing a mask, using hand sanitizer, and keeping distance while working
were carried out at certain levels. However, there have remained some differences
between the workplaces of Syrian Refugees and host community members. For
instance, the Syrian respondents have stated that their workplaces had been
disinfected rarely. Hand sanitizer is also used less frequently in the Syrian Refugees'
workplaces. Instead, it is observed that less costly keeping distance is somewhat
more common in the workplaces of Syrians. The chart shows that the Syrian
Refugees generally work in an environment that is slightly less compliant with the
measures taken against COVID-19.
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Marriage

Syrians whose relatives are married to a Turk Yes 17,1 No 82,9

Gaziantep Residents whose relatives are married to a Syrian ISP No 87,4

Figure 51: Syrian-Turkish Marriages

As seen in the charts above, the rate of the host community members whose
relatives are married to a Syrian is 12.6 while the rate is 17.1% for the Syrian
Refugees whose relatives are married to a Turkish citizen. One reason for this
difference may be that the Syrians, who have more or closer kinship relationships,
are more familiar with the situation. The reference to the same example is not
repeated among Syrians. This is why the Syrian Refugees indicate more cousins in
the table below. Secondly, since these rates are not limited to the marriages of
people from Gaziantep, they may have resulted from non-Gaziantep citizens'
marriages. Thirdly, these rates may be caused by the fact that the Syrian Refugees
make an effort to build relationships with the host community members whereas
Gaziantep locals desire to be less related.

Table 1: Marriages between Syrian Refugees and Host Community Members

Kinship to the Syrian Refugees Hos;cvlCommunity
respondent smbers Total

Female Male Female Male

Cousin 117 41 11 74 243

Brother 66 29 19 68 182

Wife's Brother 40 9 9 37 95

Child 33 5 2 10 50

Grandson 4 - - 5 9

Total 260 84 41 194 579
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Those whose relatives or family members are married to people from the
other community were asked who married. As seen in the table, the Syrian
Refugees’ relatives are higher in numbers. Also, while the number of women
married to a person in the other group is higher among the Syrians, the number is
higher among Gaziantep men.

Gaziantep Residents married to a Syrian Women 17,4 Men 82,6

Syrians married to a Turk Women 75,6 Men 24,4

Figure 52: Gender Distribution in Marriages between Syrian Refugees and Host
Community Members

Responses of the Syrian Refugees and host community members show that
the marriages between men from Gaziantep and Syrian women comprise three-
quarters of the marriages between the two groups.
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Figure 53: Rate of Close Friends from the Other Group

Compared to incidental encounters on the street or requisite relationships,
friendship is a relatively more voluntary and close relationship in social relations.
The rate of the host community members who stated that they did not (could not)
develop such ties with the Syrian Refugees corresponds to a majority of 73%. On
the other hand, the rate of the Syrian Refugees who could not establish friendships
with the host community members is approximately 70%. Concerning the rates of
those who succeeded in establishing friendships, 14% of the host community
members have only one Syrian friend while those with more than one Syrian friend
are 12.9%. As for the Syrian respondents, 11.7% of them have one friend from
Gaziantep, while 18.7% have more than one friend from Gaziantep. Therefore, it is
seen that social contact between the two communities can be achieved at a low
level. On the other hand, it can be said that the level of contact in question is even
lower when taking into account the fact that most of the relationships considered
as friendship can also mean being together at work or on other occasions.

It is helpful to underline three points: First, these findings reveal that these
two communities are dissociated over time. In the previous study® in 2017, 49.3% of
the Syrian Refugees stated they did not have a friend from Gaziantep, while the
rate of those who said they had more than one friend from Gaziantep was 38.5%.
Whereas the rate of those who do not have a friend from Gaziantep has increased

8 The 2018 study
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radically, especially the rate of those, who said they had more than one friend has
decreased in the same way.

The second point is that although the results obtained from both
communities are close to each other, the Syrian Refugees are more dissociated
than the host community members This difference in the survey results in the same
neighborhoods may indicate the desire of both groups for a relationship within
their societies. However, the low rate for Gaziantep locals may be explained by the
fact that the Syrians living in the city make up only a quarter of the urban
population.

Thirdly, when we look at the differences between the genders, it is seen that
in both communities, the rate of women'’s friendship is lower than men’s. The
biggest reason for this can be that there are more men in business and public life
than women.
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Figure 54: Places Syrian Refugees and Host Community Members Who Have
Friendships Mostly Meet

It is noteworthy that the host community members and Syrian Refugees,
saying they have at least one sincere friend from the other group, prefer meetings
in their own houses while meeting each other. Since the home is considered a
private space, choosing the home as the meeting place indicates relatively more
voluntary and sincere relationships. Therefore, this situation can be interpreted as
establishing friendships by some part of the community by becoming a volunteer
to invite people to their private areas.

The rates of establishing friendships for both Syrian Refugees and host
community members which give information about integration and cohesion,
needs to be considered since the Syrian Refugees have a positive attitude towards
establishing friendships at almost 60% after sharing and adding the rates of
undecided to the rates of the Syrian Refugees who do not have a friend from
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Gaziantep yet state that "l would like to be close friends with somebody from
Gaziantep.” Additionally, the rate of the Syrian Refugees who say "The host
community members on the street behave nicely to me" is 73%, even before 11%
of the undecided ones are shared. Interpreting these two rates together, perhaps
they provide essential data regarding current expectations about daily interactions
and future cohesion policies. As the equivalent of the statement above, the rate of
the host community members who say "I want to be close friends with a Syrian" is
17%, while the hesitant rate remains the same. However, the main point is that 65%
of Gaziantep locals do not want to establish close friendships with a Syrian. The
rate of desire among the Syrian Refugees to establish friendship and the negative
attitudes of the host community members towards the same issue are parallel. This
gives an idea about the themes that should be focused on in the next cohesion and
inclusion policies because the negative attitude towards establishing friendships
with the Syrians, despite the high rates of good behavior towards them on the
street, can only be explained by the lack of interaction and inclusion.
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Figure 55: Neighborhood between Host Community Members and Syrian
Refugees

Around 70% of the local respondents stated that they have Syrian neighbors.
On the other hand, 82% of the Syrian Refugees said that they have neighbors from
the host community members. This result shows that although the Syrian Refugees
are condensed in certain neighborhoods of the city, these neighborhoods do not
have the characteristics of a ghetto. Gaziantep locals and the Syrian Refugees live
side by side in these neighborhoods. On the other hand, the fact that the Syrian
participants indicate more neighbors is undoubtedly related to the numerical
majority of the host community members. According to August statistics, there are
approximately 21% of the Syrian Refugees living in Gaziantep.®

According to Syrians Yes 41,7 No 58,3
According to Gaziantep Res Yes 27,9 No 72,1

Figure 56: Syrian Refugees Sharing Food with the Host Community Neighbors

® https://multeciler.org.tr/turkiyedeki-suriyeli-sayisi/ Access: 21.09.2020
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According to Gaziantep Res Yes 35,5 No 64,5

According to Syrians Yes 42,2 No 57,8

Figure 57: Host Community Members Sharing Food with the Syrian Neighbors

Neighborhood involves a variety of bonding strategies beyond physical
proximity. Neighbors sending food to each other is one of the essential
neighborhood practices in Gaziantep. While the rate of neighbors from Gaziantep
sending food to each other is 86%, the rate of the Syrian Refugees sending food to
each other is around 63%. This situation is an indication that neighborly relations of
the Syrian respondents are shaped differently than those of Gaziantep. As the
justification for this situation, the variability of cultural codes that determine social
capital can be mentioned or a more recent reason such as poverty, resulting from
the current situation.

As for the two groups sending food to each other, 35.5% of the host
community members in Gaziantep claim that they send food to their Syrian
neighbors, while around 30% of them get food from their Syrian neighbors. For the
Syrian Refugees, almost consistently, 42% of the Syrians exchange food with their
Gaziantep neighbors. The main difference between the statement of the two
groups is due to the difference in the number of neighbors. When the neighboring
population is calculated as equal, it will be seen that 42% of the Syrian Refugees
correspond to 35% of Gaziantep locals.

As can be understood from the charts, the Syrian neighbor is not included in
the food exchange culture in Gaziantep at the same rate. It can be said that the
high rate of sending food to Syrian neigbors compared to the rate of receiving
food from them is due to the aid provided by the host community members to the
Syrian Refugees at the beginning of the immigration process. On the other hand,
the fact that the Syrian Refugees are poorer and needy also affects these results.
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Syrian Yes 67,3 No 32,7

Gaziantep Res Yes 72,8 No 27,2

Figure 58: Neighbor Visits of Host Community Members and Syrian Refugees
among Themselves

Home visits between neighbors are based on the existence of a more
intimate relationship between people. In this sense, it differs from the relationships
more determined by social norms, such as exchanging meals or participation in
condolence. We can see that the host community members maintain their
neighborly relations to a significant extent. Although the Syrian Refugees’
neighborhood relations are a bit weaker, there is no big difference.

Syrian Yes 28,0 No 72,0

Gaziantep Res Yes 18,4 No 81,6

Figure 59: Neighbor Visits between Host Community Members and Syrian
Refugees

Considering the mutual home visits between the host community members
and Syrian Refugees in Gaziantep, Gaziantep locals who stated that they visited
their Syrian neighbor was 18.4%. The rate of the Syrian Refugees who stated that
they visited their local neighbor is 28%. This figure reveals that they have a
superficial relationship with each other instead of in-group relations and few
contact points.
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Cultural Interactions

Syrians eating at local restaurant Yes 43,0 No 57,0

Gaziantep Res eating at Syrians' restaurant Yes 23,6 No 76,4

Figure 60: Host Community Members and Syrian Refugees Going to Each
Other's Restaurants

While the rate of those who go to a Syrian restaurant among the host
community members is around 24%, the rate of the Syrian Refugees going to
Turkish restaurants is 43%. The reasons for both groups not going to the other’s
restaurant may be different. For example, while prejudice is the most important
reason why locals do not go to Syrian restaurants, the most important reason for
the Syrian Refugees is more related to poverty. Syrians who eat in cheaper places
such as fast-food restaurants responded negatively to this question probably
because restaurant evokes more expensive venues.

Syrians cooking Gaziantep dishes at home Yes 23,4 No 76,6

GaZiantep fes COOking Syrian dishes “
Yes 29

Figure 61: Host Community Members and Syrian Refugees Experiencing Each
Other's Cuisine

A very low rate of the participants from Gaziantep, 9%, stated that they cook
dishes specific to Syrian cuisine. This is that the food identity for the host
community members in Gaziantep is settled and solidified and that individuals have
a conservative attitude towards their eating habits. However, it is a fact that there is
a prejudice against Syrian food. Among the Syrian Refugees, the rate of those who
cook a meal specific to Turkish cuisine is 23.4%. The change of food identity and
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the practices and preferences based on this in social life can be based on long
processes. This situation can be valid for both locals and immigrants. As a result, it
can be seen that the Syrian Refugees are more open to the local cuisine, and
Gaziantep locals prefer to distance themselves more. This means that barriers to
social cohesion are not sufficiently overcome.
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Discrimination
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Figure 62: Places the Most Discrimination Seen

In both societies, places where discrimination is experienced or felt most are
the streets. However, those who point to the streets among the Syrian Refugees are
twice the host community members in Gaziantep. It is not surprising that Syrians,
who are refugees and in the minority, seem more excluded everywhere. However, it
is surprising that Gaziantep locals claim to be more excluded in public institutions
such as hospitals, municipality buildings, and police stations.
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Figure 63: For what reasons do you think you have been discriminated? (Syrian
Refugees)

The respondents stated that they faced discrimination based on factors such

as "economic status,” "ethnic identity," and "gender." Undoubtedly, it should be
stated that these factors are intertwined in daily life in very different ways. However,
considering the employment figures of women and the factors affecting

employment, it is clear that gender is one of the sources of discrimination.
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Figure 64: Types of Media in Which Negative Content Regarding Syrian
Refugees is Most Common

Both host community members in Gaziantep and Syrian Refugees say that
they encounter negative content about Syrians, mostly on social media. This rate is
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significantly higher for the Syrian respondents. Gaziantep locals have defined
television as the medium where such content is produced. On the other hand, the
Syrian Refugees, compared to the host community members, see television as a
means of communication where the negative content is produced at a much lower
level (26.7%).
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Figure 65: Reactions to Negative News and Comments about Syrian Refugees on
Social Media

No reaction to negative content regarding Syrians on social media indicates
both societies' passive attitudes. However, the tendencies of the Syrian Refugees,
such as writing comments and filing a complaint, also indicate that they react to
such content. Among the host community members, such reactions are at a very
low level. It shows that Gaziantep locals remain largely unresponsive to negative
media content about Syrians.
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Prejudices, Exclusion & Cohesion
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Figure 66: Willingness to Return to Syria under Suitable Conditions

The desire of both communities to live in Gaziantep is similar. At the same
time, 77% of the Syrian Refugees prefer to stay in Gaziantep in a situation where
they do not have the opportunity to return to Syria; 71.4% of the host community
members want to continue living in Gaziantep. The situation that differs between
the two communities is as follows: While the preference of the Syrian Refugees,
who do not want to live in Gaziantep, to live in another city in Turkey remains at
7%, this rate is 20.7% for Gaziantep locals. Regarding the preference for another
country, the rates of the two communities differ significantly from each other.
These rates are 15% for the Syrian participants and 8% for the host community
members.
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Figure 67: I welcome my daughter to play with neighbor’s children (Host
Community Member, Syrian Refugee) on the street
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Figure 68: I welcome my son to play with neighbor’s children (Host Community
Member, Syrian Refugee) on the street
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Figure 69: I welcome my daughter to marry someone from Host Community
Member/Syrian Refugee
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Figure 70: I welcome my son to marry someone from Host Community / Syrian
Refugee
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Figure 71: I want my children to have a friend Host Community/Syrian Refugee
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Figure 72: I would like to be close friends with someone from Host Community
Member/Syrian Refugee

With the figures listed above, the participant's desire to establish a
relationship with the other group was tried to be measured. While the Syrian
Refugees welcome their children to play with the children of local families on the
street, local families very slightly welcome this. For the Syrian respondents, both
girls and boys are welcomed to play with local children, indicating that the Syrian
Refugees are more willing to integrate and live together when appropriate
conditions are established.

Choosing a partner gives us important clues about the culture and traditions
of society. At the same time, the institution of marriage and family ensures the
continuity and transfer of the existing culture and social order. Moreover, it cannot
be ignored that marriage is one of the most visible and concrete relations in a
society. Considering these characterisrics related to marriages, the meaning of
marriage both for the Syrian Refugees and host community members can be
evaluated. In this context, it is noteworthy that although their attitudes towards
their children to marry someone from the opposite group differ among the Syrian
Refugees and Gaziantep locals, both groups display a different attitude towards
their daughters and sons to marry someone from the other group. One of the
biggest reasons for this is that both Gaziantep locals and the Syrians have
predominantly patriarchal social values because it is known that patriarchy always
prioritizes receiving brides from "outside" groups regarding internal and external
marriages. For members of the non-dominant culture, ‘giving a bride' is a more
acceptable strategy. As for families who have marriages in this way, the boundaries
separating the two groups become blurred, and very intimate relationships are
initiated even if they are not desired. While marriages between members of the two
groups are becoming widespread with each passing day, it is revealed that the
Syrian Refugees do not look very favorably on this. Whereas the Syrian respondents
do not look very favorably on the statement "how they view their son's marriages
with women from Gaziantep," they are more moderate for their daughters'
marriages with men from Gaziantep. Among the host community members in
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Gaziantep, the issue is much sharper and more distinct. A significant rate of
Gaziantep locals is keen on their sons marrying a Syrian woman. But when it comes
to girls, they oppose this idea strictly. Therefore, in marriages occurring in unequal
social conditions, gender can be an important factor in expressing the relationship
on an unequal basis. Here we see the manifestations of the typical patriarchal
structure and its dilemmas—patriarchy's tendency to define ethnic identity through
men shapes these responses. When the relationship that means recognizing the
identity of the opposite group is marriage, the respondents from Gaziantep oppose
this while the Syrian Refugees support it. While intergroup marriages reproduce the
existing patriarchal power relations, it also provides an opportunity for participation
and adaptation to the group later in society.
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Figure 73: Syrian Refugees increased house rental prices in Gaziantep
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Figure 74: Syrian Refugees caused unemployment in Gaziantep
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Figure 75: Syrian Refugees caused increases in the cost of living
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Despite their contribution to the urban economy,’® the Syrian Refugees are
often associated with socioeconomic problems. In this context, some prejudices
against the Syrians have been tried to be determined with a few attitude questions
above. One of these prejudices is the judgment that "Syrian Refugees have
increased the rents." While the host community members in Gaziantep strongly
adopt this judgment, the refugees themselves slightly opposed it. The second
prejudice is that "Syrian Refugees caused unemployment." While the participants
from Gaziantep are adopting this judgment more and more, the Syrian
respondents also seriously oppose it. Among these judgments, the belief that
"Syrian Refugees increased unemployment" is supported by Gaziantep locals at the
highest rate is related to the increasing poverty. Most negative attitudes also seem
to be related to competition in the labor market.

The judgment that “The Syrian Refugees caused increases in the cost of
living” is strongly supported by the host community members. The Syrian
participants, on the other hand, oppose this idea more than the others. This means
that attributing the downturn in the economy to the Syrian Refugees disturbs them
more than any other prejudice.
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Figure 76: I like eating food of the other group (Host Community Member,
Syrian Refugee)

One of the issues of prejudice is food. Many studies reveal that locals are
biased towards Syrian cuisine and therefore do not want to eat from places that sell
Syrian food. Here it is possible to see this prejudice once again. While the host
community members state that they don't like Syrian food, the Syrian Refugees
show more affection towards local food. However, the refugee experiences of
Syrians and the dominant character of Gaziantep food culture in the city should be
taken into account here.

102,294 Syrian companies have already been registered with the Gaziantep Chamber of Commerce and
Gaziantep Chamber of Commerce (July 2020 data). Additionally, 82 Syrian medium and large-scale enterprises
registered with the Gaziantep Chamber of Industry as of December 2020, producing and creating employment
in many different fields from shoes to textiles, from plastic to food. (GSO, December 2020)
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Figure 77: Customs and traditions in Turkey are similar to those in Syria
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Figure 78: Ceremonies such as weddings and henna in Turkey are similar to
those in Syria
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Figure 79: Food in Gaziantep is similar to Syrian food
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Figure 80: Gaziantep culture is similar to Syrian culture

Another set of prejudices concerns the similarities and differences between
the two cultures. Here, the one that excludes sees more difference, while the other
that opposes this exclusion sees a similarity. While the Syrian Refugees argue that
Syria's traditions, cuisine, and culture are similar to those in Turkey, the host
community members in Gaziantep seriously reject this. Marriage ceremonies are
the cultural element that the Syrian participants scored the least in terms of
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similarity, and Gaziantep locals find the most different. Unlike the Syrian Refugees
who have experienced both cultures, most the host community members are not
familiar with the Syrian culture. Despite this, they stay so distant from the similarity
that they have serious prejudices on this issue.
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Figure 81: I am less discriminated compared to the last ten years
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Figure 82: I have trouble finding a job because of my ethnic identity
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Figure 83: I am exposed to discrimination in daily life
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Figure 84: I argue when I am discriminated
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Figure 85: I report authorities in charge when I am exposed to discrimination
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Figure 86: I know most of my rights here

The Syrian participants mostly responded negatively to the statement
regarding whether they know their rights in Turkey. On the other hand, even
though the response of the host community members in Gaziantep to this question
was more positive, those who knew and those who did not come out at a similar
rate. Therefore, we can say that the Gaziantep locals are indecisive on this issue. For
a Syrian, the answer to this question is clearer. It is not surprising to claim that the
Syrians who are not accepted as refugees and do not know exactly how the
citizenship procedures are determined do not know their rights. However, the
meaning of this statement for the host community members is unclear. It is not
meant to compare the scores of the two communities since the situation of
"knowing their rights" is much broader among the participants from Gaziantep.

The Syrian respondents state more clearly that they feel less discriminated
against than when they first arrived. From the news reflected in the press, it can be
noticed that some events that caused social tension between the Syrians and the
host community members in Gaziantep have started to be seen less in the last
couple of years. It can be said that the people of Gaziantep remained indecisive
about how much discrimination they faced during the period that the Syrian
Refugees were in the city. Regarding this situation of indecision, it can be guessed
that Gaziantep locals mean the economic troubles and the discontent caused by
the presence of the Syrian Refugees. It can be said that especially those who
express their discomfort towards the Syrian Refugees and poverty at every
opportunity affect this rate. Particularly, the aid in kind and cash is given to the
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Syrian Refugees by national/international associations. The state may have been
effective in the rate of “feeling that they are excluded” of Gaziantep locals.

While the host community members strongly reject the idea that they have
difficulties finding a job because of their ethnic identity, the Syrian participants
accept it to a small extent. The Syrian respondents, whom we interviewed face to
face on the occasion of another project, frequently expressed that they are exposed
to discrimination, especially in terms of wages. However, it is not much in finding a
job due to their cheap labor force™.

Both groups reject the statement that “they are exposed to discrimination in
everyday life,” yet more so the host community members. Here, it can be said that
the Syrian participants stated in this way because of the issues discussed in the
results of the first two statements. The Syrian Refugees who expressed
discrimination in their daily conversations preferred not to reflect it directly on such
a survey.

In the continuation of this problem, the difference between immigrants and
locals is revealed more sharply. Few Syrian respondents say that “when they are
exposed to discrimination, they can report authorities in charge.” The majority say
they will not do this. For an immigrant who does not know their rights, being
unsure whether a reporting will work or not, so perhaps worrying that it could get
him in even more trouble may make it a better strategy for him not to report. On
the other hand, a citizen of Gaziantep who knows his/her rights is more certain
about the reporting. Therefore, a significant majority supported the idea of
reporting where necessary.

The Syrian participants who state that “they can dispute when they are
exposed to discrimination” is naturally less than Gaziantep locals. But overall, this is
not a huge difference. The host community members in Gaziantep are also very
certain about this issue. In fact, in the event of discrimination, “getting into
arguments with the discriminating parties” was further encouraged without
"reporting where necessary.”

" Giltekin ve Doganoglu (Ed.)(2020), Gaziantep'teki Suriyeliler: Basarn Hikayeleri Gaziantep: Gaziantep
Universitesi Yayinlari.
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Figure 87: I am hopeful about my future
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Figure 88: I am less concerned about the future compared to the last ten years
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Figure 89: I am glad about the neighborhood where I live
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Figure 90: We feel at home in our neighborhood
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Figure 91: Living in Gaziantep makes me feel happy
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Figure 92: Individuals from Host Community/Syrian Refugee behave me better
compared to the first time I arrived
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Figure 93: Individuals from Host Community / Syrian Refugee behave well on
the street

The Syrian respondents generally state that "The host community members
in Gaziantep behave them well on the street." However, this rate is less among
Gaziantep locals. Although the respondents from Gaziantep are disturbed by the
Syrian Refugees on the streets to a significant extent, this disturbance is not
reflected on the Syrians. It is something that everyone agrees, although not
strongly that the relations between the two communities have improved over time.
These results of the Syrian participants’ responses are consistent with their view
that they have experienced less discrimination recently.

Both parties are happy to live in Gaziantep at similar rates. "Satisfaction with
their neighborhood” is significantly higher for the Syrians respondents. This may be
related to their low expectations or the fact that the neighborhood is a problem-
free area at the level of neighborhood and neighborhood relations. While the
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degree of feeling the neighborhood is like their home is far below the satisfaction
level of the neighborhood, it is also below the satisfaction level of the host
community members on this issue. However, it is not difficult to guess that the
concept of 'home' will have different meanings for a society that still deeply feels
the effects of immigration. As the results are positive, the conclusion to be drawn
here is that the neighborhood continues to be a sheltered place and space for both
communities.

The host community members in Gaziantep say that their concerns about the
future have increased compared to the last decade. However, the Syrian
participants are much less worried about the future compared to when they first
arrived. Two factors should be underlined here. While the economic recession and
the presence of the Syrian Refugees in recent years made Gaziantep locals
pessimistic, the situation is felt more positive by the Syrians who have survived very
bad conditions. The fact that the traumatic effects of immigration diminish over
time for the Syrian Refugees, their adaptation to the new social environment, and
having a more stable working environment have reduced their anxiety about the
future.

Finally, when analyzed "rate of their hopes for the future," it can be said that
the host community members in Gaziantep are indecisive while the Syrian Refugees
are hopeful. What is meant by the future is also important here because most of
the Syrians want to return to their country. The decrease in the violence of the war
in Syria certainly determined this optimistic attitude to a great extent. On the other
hand, even if anyone thinks that they will not return, some works are certainly on
the right track compared to the past. While the number of people related to
Gaziantep through marriage increases, the number of the Syrian participants who
attend school, graduate from a school, open a business and obtain citizenship is
increasing day by day. This increases their hope even more. Although it cannot be
said that there is a completely smooth order in public spaces and neighborhood
relations, the host community members and the Syrian Refugees have interacted
despite some problems, the conditions of the Syrians have started to be evaluated
better by the citizens of Gaziantep, and there have been a meaningful decrease in
situations such as discrimination and concerns for the future, which affect social
relations. Therefore, the realization of these situations may have increased hopes
for the future.
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Figure 94: I would like my daughter to study in Turkey
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Figure 95: I would like my son to study in Turkey
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Figure 97: My children get along well with their teachers at school
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Figure 98: My children get along well with their friends in the other group (Host
Community Member, Syrian Refugee) at school
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Figure 99: I seek help from the school administration if there is a problem at
school
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Figure 100: I seek help from parents from Host Community/Syrian Refugee if
there is a problem at school
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Figure 101: I ask for help from the parent-teacher association if there is a
problem at school

The rate of the Syrian population in Gaziantep benefiting from educational
opportunities is increasing day by day. Temporary Education Centers (TECs)
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established when the Syrian Refugees first arrived, namely institutions that provide
specific curriculum and Arabic education for the Syrians were closed after a while.
The majority of the Syrian children were enrolled in public and private schools. It is
noteworthy that educational institutions have created an opportunity to encounter
and interact between the host community members and the Syrian population and
the adaptation and contribution to society thanks to the education and attendance
of the people.

In the question of "who they will ask for help if there is a problem at the
school their children attend,” both host community members and Syrian
respondents pointed at least the parent-teacher association and other parents.
However, the difference between the Syrian participants and Gaziantep locals in
these options is huge. While the participants from Gaziantep address these two
groups more, the Syrian Refugees address less. Dealing with teachers and school
management is quite high in both groups. Unlike the Syrian Refugees, Gaziantep
locals tend to approach their children's teachers from the school administration
more.

Both groups say that their children get along well with their teachers to a
significant extent. However, the Syrian participants score about 11 points less on
this issue. Additionally, both groups state that their children at school get along
very well with other children in their group. However, it turns out that Syrian
children get along well with each other approximately 14 points less. The main
issue is whether there is enough cohesion between Syrian children and local
children. The Syrian families’ children and the children of local families get along
well less than other Syrian children, but the rate is still higher. However, it is very
few compared to families from Gaziantep. There could be many reasons for such a
big difference. First, the Syrian respondents always state that their relations with
locals are better, on the otherhand Gaziantep locals state less positive relations
with Syrians. While the Syrian participants may emphasize this “well-being” more,
the host community members may emphasize the "badness" more. Second, Syrian
children may not adequately explain their problems at school to their parents.
Third, children of local families are more likely to tell their parents about the
negative behavior of Syrian children. In any case, these scores once again
demonstrate the role of future generations in terms of integration and integration.

The families from Gaziantep, who scored higher in all subjects except for
dealing with Syrian children, scored less than the Syrian Refugees when it came to
whether their children liked their school or not. However, in this case, their children
were expected to say they liked their school more.
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After all these views, they gave close and high scores to the question of
"whether their children are satisfied with their education at schools in Turkey” when
it comes to the boys in question. However, the score given to girls' education is not

that high. It can be observed that the Syrian Refugees are more timid about girls'
education.
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Figure 102: I get along well with parents from Host Community/Syrian Refugee
at school

Interesting patterns emerge among parents, unlike the relationships among
children. While local parents say that they have better relations with other local
parents, as expected, they remain indecisive about their relations with the Syrian
Refugees. This shows neither positive nor negative interactions with the Syrians.
However, it can be said that this state of instability leaves an open the door to new
social relationships and interactions.
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Women & Gender
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Figure 103: Situations in the City that Women Feel Disturbed

The most significant difference that emerges in the figure above is that while
Gaziantep women are mostly disturbed by the attitudes and behaviors of men,
Syrian women are most uncomfortable with the attitude and behavior of local
women. Both Syrian women and Gaziantep women find the gaze of Gaziantep men
more disturbing than the gaze of Syrian men. However, the fact that Syrian women
are uncomfortable with the gaze of Syrian men is far below the level of discomfort
of Gaziantep women.
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Figure 104: As a woman, I feel comfortable at my children's school
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Figure 105: As a woman, I feel comfortable in a hospital or FHC

SD D ub
1,864 43 725 150

Gaziantep Res I- _

Figure 106: As a woman, I feel comfortable in the workplaces of individuals of
Host Community/Syrian Refugee (Supermarket, Greengrocer, Cafe, etc.)
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Figure 107: As a woman, I feel comfortable in malls
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Figure 108: As a woman, I feel comfortable in my neighborhood
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Figure 109: As a woman, I feel comfortable in the market
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Figure 110: As a woman, I feel comfortable in the city center

To the attitude questions aiming to measure how much comfort women feel
in what place, women from Gaziantep, compared to Syrian women, answered that
they felt more comfortable at their children's school, in hospitals, and in workplaces
belonging to Gaziantep locals or the Syrians. At the same time, it is seen that Syrian
women feel more comfortable in the city center, shopping malls, neighborhood,
and market than women from Gaziantep. A few points need to be underlined here:
First, the city center where Syrian women feel most comfortable is where Gaziantep
women feel very uncomfortable. Another point is that the hospitals where Syrian
women feel the least comfortable are the places where the host community
members often think they are not treated equal. We can say that the atmosphere in
the hospitals caused tension between the two groups, so they are the areas where
Syrian women feel least comfortable. On the other hand, attitudes towards
shopping malls, which are places where Syrian women feel very comfortable, are
not surprising because shopping malls relatively sterile and equalizing features in
terms of movement and presence. Another issue that is important here is that
women feel comfortable in their neighborhoods. This might be thanks to the
characteristics of neighborhoods that render them sheltered areas, especially for
women who spend most of their time in their homes and therefore in the
neighborhood. Also, neighborhood satisfaction and neighborhood relations
support this data. Finally, it can be said that the most comfortable place for women
is the schools of their children.
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Figure 111: As a woman, I feel freer in Turkey than Syrian Women /I was in
Syria

Most Syrian women respond to whether there is any change in their status
after coming to Turkey as they are freer in Turkey than in Syria. This shows that the
gender regime in Turkey has also positively affected Syrian women. Gaziantep
women, on the other hand, at a much higher rate, think that they are freer than
Syrian women.
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Figure 112: Men and women are more equal in Turkey than in Syria (for women)
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Figure 113: Men and women are equal in Turkey than in Syria (for men)
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Figure 114: Women should go to university and have a profession (for women)
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Figure 115: Women should go to university and have a profession (for men)
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Figure 116: Women should have equal rights with men (for women)
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Figure 117: Women should have equal rights with men (for men)
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Figure 118: Women should get permission from their husbands to work (for
women)
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Figure 119: Women should get permission from their husbands to work (for
men)

In these two graphs, where some gender-based judgments are asked, Syrian
men's and women's responses are compared to the host community members'’
responses to the same judgment. In both groups, women are more supportive of
judgments underlining gender equality. A higher rate of women in both
communities attaches great importance to university education, with a higher rate
of women than men, especially among Syrian women. There is a significant
difference between men on the same issue. At the same time, Gaziantep men
support this idea, although not as much as women, Syrian men have much less
support.

Everyone accepts the idea that gender equality is higher in Turkey than in
Syria. While Gaziantep women express this equality more, Gaziantep and Syrian
men agree with this idea at close rates. Syrian women are the least likely to believe
in this idea.

While Gaziantep women strongly support the idea that women should have
equal rights with men, this ratio is 52%, relatively less, for Syrian women. While men
do not support this idea as much as women, support for Syrian men decreases
considerably.

The proposal of ‘'women should seek permission from their husbands to
work' is supported by both Syrian women and Syrian men at a rate of close to 60%.
This indicates the existence of a strict norm regarding gender roles in Syrian
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culture. On the other hand, although Gaziantep women support this idea, this
support is approximately half of the Syrian women. In this sense, it can be said that
Gaziantep women are more sensitive to their freedom to work than Syrian women.
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Figure 120: Men and women should make decisions at home together

15 3 50 8 21 7
~ I —

180 99 309 24

Figure 121: I approve my wife to work outside the household

D

U
17 3 52 6 16 6
Geztantep Res _ _ - -
syren _ _ _ l

223 331 101 263

Figure 122: I approve my wife to work outside the household in Gaziantep

The responses to the proposal of ‘'women should have equal rights with men’
support the responses to ‘women and men should make decisions at home
together.” The views of Syrian men and men from Gaziantep are closer to each
other. Although men of both groups reject the idea that their wives work outside
the household or work in another city, Gaziantep men do this at a higher rate.
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Neighbor Relations

SDD UD
5016 19 690 226

Gaziantep Res .I _
Syran I . _ _

so D up
1839 45 710 188

Figure 123: My Relationship with my Neighbors of Host Community / Syrian
Refugee is good
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Figure 124: I go to the weddings of my neighbors of Host Community / Syrian
Refugee
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Figure 125: I go to the funeral/condolence of my neighbors of Host Community /
Syrian Refugee
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1 1 4 53 1 20 1
Goziantep Res -_ _-
syran - _ _ -

109 100 456 62

Figure 126: When I need, I want household goods, such as carpets, blankets,
sofas, from my neighbors of Host Community / Syrian Refugee

21 2 55 7 16 7
Geziantep Res ._ _-
syren - _ _

ub
105 m7 469

Figure 127: When there is none at home, I want food, such as vegetables, fruit,
legumes, sugar, and tea, from my neighbors of Host Community / Syrian
Refugee

In these figures comparing the neighborhood culture in Gaziantep with the
neighborhood culture of the Syrian Refugees living in Gaziantep, the differences
and similarities between the two communities can be seen. One of the most
important points in sincere neighborhood relationships is to ask for something
from the neighbor in case of need. While the host community members can ask
their neighbors when they need something in the kitchen, the Syrian participants
standoff more about this. In this sense, the difference between the two cultures is
enormous. When it comes to the household item such as a carpet or a blanket, the
Gaziantep locals are quite opposed to asking from the neighbor while the Syrian
respondents are more open. However, for the Syrian Refugees, the rate of asking
for something from their neighbors, regardless of what is necessary, is relatively
low.

In both communities, participating in the neighbor's mourning and the
wedding ceremony is an important neighborhood practice. Participation in the
mourning is considered more important than going to a wedding in both
communities. In both cases, the host community members attach more importance
to these relations than the Syrian Refugees.
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Despite all these differences, the responses are similar to how neighborhood
relations are, and it is claimed to be good at high rates.

When the same questions above are asked this time to measure
neighborhood relations with the other group (Syrian Refugees’ relationship with
the host community members and vice versa), the results vary dramatically. For
example, the host community members can easily ask for their kitchen needs from
their local neighbors, but it seems very difficult to ask from Syrian neighbors. In any
case, the host community members, who are against asking for household goods,
seem to be even more opposed to asking this from the Syrian neighbors. This
situation may be related to marginalization and the lack of expectation from Syrian
neighbors who are presumed to be in need. However, we see that the same
negative attitude is also valid for the Syrians participants. It appears that the limited
sharing of the Syrian neighbors among themselves is not seen among Gaziantep
locals. Still, it appears that a Syrian is more likely to ask for something from a
neighbor from Gaziantep.

Although it is more important to participate in the neighbor's weddings and
mourning in the Gaziantep culture, it appears that they do not want the Syrian
neighbors to attend their mourning and weddings. On the other hand, the Syrian
respondents appear to be willing to participate in these meetings of their
Gaziantep neighbors, although they are less than their own. Here, the exclusionary
attitude of the host community members can be seen more easily.

Finally, when asked about the state of neighborhood relations with the other
group, the Syrian respondents rated it “good” with a high score of 37,4, while the
host community members said “good” with only 5,8. The Syrian Refugees stated
that their neighborhood relations with their neighbors from Gaziantep became
better over time (36).
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Economy
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Figure 128: I have trouble finding a job due to the lack of work experience
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Figure 129: I have trouble finding a job due to the lack of education
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Figure 130: Government institutions help me improve my job opportunities

Language barrier seriously disrupts working life as well as social life. The
figures above show that the Syrian Refugees have significant difficulties in finding
jobs because they do not speak Turkish. While the idea that “the lack of education
and experience is an obstacle to finding a job” is denied by both groups, albeit
weakly, it is rejected more among the host community members and at a lesser
extent among the Syrian respondents. The view that both groups reject more and
more is that "government institutions in Turkey help them to establish or develop
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their businesses.” In other words, the lack of support of the state in establishing
and developing a business is the most frequently complained issue.

sD D UD
23 108 455 366

Gaziantep Res I- _
Syrian I - _ _
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Figure 131: It is difficult for my family to survive without supports
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Figure 132: I made a good living last month
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Figure 133: I am better off economically compared to the last ten years

The vast majority of the Syrian participants say that their families' economic
prosperity in Syria was better than it is now. For the Syrian Refugees, most of whom
started almost from scratch. More people claim that their economic situation has
improved in time; with a similar rate, the host community members say their
situation has worsened in the last decade. The rates of financial distress are similar
for both groups, with slightly more for the Syrians. Those who say that they made a
good living last month are very few. Therefore, there is a serious addiction to aids
in society. Both sides state that they cannot survive without substantial aids. But as
can be predicted, the Syrian Refugees seem to suffer a little bit more on this issue.
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Conclusion and Evaluation

In this report, in which we examined social cohesion, we compiled important
data by which we could compare the situation of the Syrian Refugees in Gaziantep
and the host community members and examine the encounters and perceptions
between the two communities. This report provides important clues that show the
pros and cons of cohesion as a political and humanitarian goal.

To gather data on the encounters and the convergence and tensions in the
current coexistence, we focused our research on the districts where the Syrian
Refugees live in Gaziantep. Thus, the reality of the field took us to the precariat and
working-class neighborhoods. In a sense, this limitation of our study has enabled
us to produce a data set. We examined the relationships within a particular class
among immigrants/refugees and residents. This situation adds distinct originality to
our study since various quantitative studies on the Syrian Refugees do not place
much of a class axis. Ultimately, we have produced a study that focuses on the
experience of coexistence of small entrepreneurs and the worker and precarious
classes or middle-lower and lower socioeconomic groups at the neighborhood
level.

Our report shows that in comparisons between the Syrian Refugees and the
host community members in Gaziantep, there are distinct intra-class and
intercultural similarities between the local and the immigrant community: for
example, there are similarities in labor qualification, jobs worked, family formation,
and gender patterns. Ultimately, our report demonstrates that these distinct class
and intercultural commonalities and similarities work dynamically as both
converging and diverging factors between the two communities. This shows once
again that cohesion and coexistence cannot simply be reduced to inter-communal
partnerships.

Comparisons

In terms of household size in both communities, the average is 4.4 for the
host community members, 5.9 for the Syrian Refugees, which is above the Turkey
average (3.35). Establishing a family is about 80% arranged in both groups, and
kinship marriage at a rate of 42%, exceeding the general averages for both Syria
and Turkey. Kinship marriages, which intensify with the decrease in education and
socioeconomic status, is a dynamic that ensures the maintenance of family and
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blood ties by increasing the importance of two communities living in the same
neighborhood, under conditions of refugee and poverty, and that closes the main
solidarity and sharing networks of the groups.

The most unfavorable situation in household formation regarding a rights-
based approach and gender equality is early marriages, making it impossible for
women to reach the right to education and work. Consequently, as for the rate of
motherhood at the age of 17 and younger, it is approximately 19% and 16% for
the Syrian Refugees and the host community members respectively. Again, in this
manner, gender discrimination in labor market participation runs heavily in both
communities. Nine-tenths of women cannot participate in the labor market. They
stated that the main reason for this was the duties and care obligation in the
household and the refusal of their husbands to work. When considering cohesion
policies, special attention should be paid to the rights-based approach, and gender
equality focuses.

It is men that make up the overwhelming majority of those participating in
the labor market. There is a similarity between the quality of the work done by men
from Gaziantep and the work done the Syrian Refugees in their neighborhoods
while in Syria. Also, the distribution of these qualities are very similar. This similarity
means that the Syrian Refugees and the host community members living in the
same neighborhoods had a similar socioeconomic profile before the inter-
communal "encounter" took place.

Small industry production in Gaziantep is highly developed and is an
important force in the region and city's economy. As it was stated in our report in
which the Syrian Refugees were studied, there is a valuable effort to craftsmanship
and manufacture that come with the Syrians. While in Syria, half of those having a
paid job are craftsmen and technicians. In 2020, half of the Syrian Refugees
working in Gaziantep worked in this way. It is understood that the craftsmanship
and vocational skills that come with the Syrians are successfully channeled into
production in Gaziantep. This is a clear benefit for the urban economy. On the
other hand, for those who previously worked in professional jobs, these jobs were
not in question in Gaziantep, and the rate of those working in unqualified jobs
increased.

Although there is an integration with the labor market, increasing the quality
of employment is a serious need for both groups. The Syrian Refugees appear
more fortunate in participation in the labor market than the host community
members in terms of job-seeking periods. On the other hand, the Syrian Refugees'’
daily work hours and uninsured work rates are higher than those of Gaziantep
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locals on average. Also, the average income of the Syrian Refugees is lower than
those of Gaziantep, and the households that should be living on this income are
also more crowded.

The situation is that the poor working ones and their families live together;
however, the Syrian Refugees are in a more disadvantageous position. Bills are
among the items that households have the most difficulty in paying. The Syrian
participants stated that they had more difficulty paying expenses such as house
rent and dues than the host community members. On the other hand, Gaziantep
locals emphasized that they had more difficulty paying their food expenses than
the Syrian Refugees. Access to unhealthy and cheaper food is easier than renting a
cheap house in Gaziantep conditions. For the Syrian Refugees, the food item falls
behind the costs for shelter.

60% of the host community members and half of the Syrian Refugees are in
debt. 60% of Gaziantep locals are indebted to the bank. When it comes to
borrowing for the Syrian Refugees who are propertyless, in rent, and work
unregistered, the bank is not an option. Kinship and fellow citizenship solidarity
come to the fore. They can only borrow on this network.

The primary reason why the Syrian Refugees shop less at national chain
supermarkets than Gaziantep locals may be related to the scarcity of credit card
ownership (1%). Due to the traditional grocery and neighborhood markets in the
neighborhoods, shopping on credit or making bargains and lowering product
prices at certain hours, especially in market places, are also effective in the
emergence of these rates. Another point, especially in Gaziantep, is that with the
effect of the demographic density of the Syrian Refugees, the same population has
created its distribution chain and market, albeit a little, from production to
consumption. The production of many food items that are either unique to Syria or
not within the immigrant networks and their distribution to the grocery stores in
the neighborhoods keep both economic and cultural ties alive.

While the average monthly income of the Syrian Refugees with an average
household size of 5.9 persons is 2280 TL, this amount is 2841 TL for the host
community members with an average household size of 4.4. A significant number
of people live below the hunger threshold. The Syrian Refugees, objectively, have
to live in larger families and on less income. This situation is reflected in both
accommodation conditions and subjective poverty perception. Half of the Syrian
Refugees and one-third of the host community members define themselves as
poor and in need of help. Poverty is the main common point for both groups,
although it is more severe for the Syrian Refugees. High poverty rates for both
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groups, but low access to supports, may pave the way for competition and
tensions.

The COVID-19 pandemic process has effects that will increase these tensions.
During the COVID 19 process, many workplaces were laid-off workers or gave
unpaid leave. In general, Syrian workers in informal jobs were more affected by
such layoffs than the host community members. Also, it is necessary to measure the
effects of the pandemic process and increase poverty in the field of schooling and
gender inequality shortly to develop relevant policies.

Information channels of both groups on COVID-19 are in line with general
media trends. While the Syrian Refugees mostly turn to social media and television,
the host community members in Gaziantep mostly receive information about the
pandemic mostly from television. The use of media can be considered in
intercultural information activities within the framework of health and information
and cohesion policies in the pandemic exit.

Contacts and Distances

According to our findings, the main areas where contacts and distances
between the two groups are experienced are workplaces, schools and,
neighborhoods. Gender inequalities are the determinants in experiences in all three
areas.

Business life and education appear as the main mediums in the contact
between the two communities. Women cannot participate in these channels, where
men and decreasingly children can participate. Women cannot spare time for any
activity outside of the house every day. Women do not go out often, even in the
neighborhood, and they do not socialize much, except in the nuclear family circle.
The area where they can communicate or socialize with the host community is the
neighborhood. However, neighborhood relations are not frequent. Although the
two groups' neighborhood relations have slowly increased over the past two years,
there is little and more sending meals rather than mutual conversation, not
involving prolonged face-to-face contact and conversation. The rate of neighbor
visits is less than one-third addition to being the main area where social distances
are constantly seen as much as contacts. The neighborhood also includes many
different dynamics, such as urban space, family formation, friendship, and
neighborhood relations.
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There are common patterns in the use of urban areas within the
neighborhood. Parks are the areas where both the Syrian Refugees and host
community members spend most of their time outdoors. Especially in the post-
pandemic period, parks appear as strategic places to integrate various social
services for adaptation.

Family formations and bloodlines are the constituent elements of intimacy
for the neighborhood. Immigrant and resident groups often marry among
themselves. However, according to the answers given to whether there are Syrian-
Gaziantep marriages between relatives, we see very few mutual marriages between
the two groups. What happens is usually through the marriage of men from
Gaziantep with Syrian women. The scarcity of intergroup marriages indicates that
the social distance between Syrian Refugees and the host community members is
still huge. On the other hand, kinship marriages and spouse selection are common
in both groups, and the determination of family elders rather than the individuals
themselves are common. These similar traditionalist attitudes in both communities
are common tendencies to make intercultural marriages difficult.

There has been a decrease in mutual friendships in the last two years. In the
2018 study, the Syrian Refugees who stated that they had no friends from the host
community members was 49.3%, while the rate of those who stated that they had
more than one friend from Gaziantep locals was 38.5%'2. However, in this research,
70% of the Syrian participants stated that they don't have a native friend whom
they are sincere with. In Gaziantep, this rate is 73%. In terms of cohesion and
integration, some of the results that need to be considered carefully seem to be
hidden in the rate of the friendship of both the Syrian Refugees and host
community members.

On the other hand, it is significant that nearly 60% of the Syrian Refugees
(after the undecided are distributed) who do not have a friend from the host
community members yet, state that they want to be close friends with Gaziantep
locals. The rate of Syrian participants who say "The host community members on
the street behave well to me" in daily life encounters, which can be read as a
continuation of this statement, is 73%, even before 11% of the undecided are
distributed, which is an important data in terms of current interaction expectations
and future cohesion policies. As the equivalent of the same statement, the
participiant from Gaziantep who say “I would like to be close friends with a Syrian”

2Giltekin, M. N. vd. Gaziantep ‘teki Suriyeliler: Uyum, Beklenti ve Zorluklar, 2. Baski, Gaziantep: Gaziantep
Universitesi Yayinlari, 2018, s. 40.
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is 17%, while the same rate is undecisive. However, the point that should be
emphasized is that 65% of Gaziantep locals do not want to establish close
friendships with a Syrian. The high desire of the Syrian Refugees to establish
friendship and the less moderate attitude of the host community members towards
becoming friends with the Syrians give idea about the subsequent cohesion and
inclusion policies that must be followed since in a social environment where the
rates of good behavior towards the Syrian Refugees on the street are very high, this
avoidance from making friends can only be explained by the lack of interaction and
inclusion.

Only 2.9% of the host community members in Gaziantep stated that they
cook dishes specific to Syrian cuisine at home. This rate is so low because the food
identity for Gaziantep locals has a settled and solidified character,r and individuals
have a conservative attitude for their eating habits. Among the Syrian Refugees, the
rate of those who cook a meal specific to Turkey cuisine is 23.4%. While those who
go to a Syrian restaurant among the participants from Gaziantep are around 24%,
43% of the Syrian Refugees go to Turkish restaurants. While prejudice is the most
important reason why the locals do not go to Syrian restaurants, the most
important reason for the refugees is more related to poverty.

Attitudes

Both groups' attitudes towards each other are dynamic phenomena that
include both positive and negative and sometimes hierarchical perceptions. Both
communities seem to have embraced the city, and the majority wish to continue
their lives in Gaziantep. Both parties are happy to live in Gaziantep at high rates.
However, besides happiness, there are also concerns about poverty and
discrimination. While the host community members in Gaziantep define the city's
problems like unemployment, security, and discrimination, the Syrian Refugees
have prioritized language, unemployment, and discrimination.

The Syrian Refugees are relatively more positive in their attitudes towards
being together in the neighborhood. The questions about children playing
together and getting married in the future clearly illustrate this. While the Syrian
participants approve their children to play with the children of families from
Gaziantep on the street, the host community families slightly welcome this. For the
Syrian respondents, welcoming their both girls and boys to play with the children
of the host community indicates that the Syrian Refugees are willing to adapt and
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live together when appropriate conditions are established. It is noteworthy that it is
noteworthy that although their attitudes towards their children to marry someone
from the opposite group differ among the Syrian Refugees and Gaziantep locals,
both groups display a different attitude towards their daughters and sons to marry
someone from the other group. Whereas the Syrian respondents do not look very
favorably on the statement "how they view their son's marriages with women from
Gaziantep," they are more moderate for their daughters' marriages with men from
Gaziantep. For the host community members, this situation is much sharper and
quite distinct.

The host community members in Gaziantep also have some discriminatory
judgments against the Syrian Refugees. One of these judgments is that the Syrian
Refugees increased the house rents. The second bias is that the Syrians caused
unemployment. The judgment that the Syrian Refugees caused increases in the
cost of living is again strongly supported by the host community members in
Gaziantep.

Another set of prejudices concerns the similarities and differences between
the two cultures. Here the exclusionary see more difference, while the other that
suffers from this exclusion sees or highlights the similarity. While the Syrians
Refugees argue that the traditions, cuisine, and culture in Syria are similar to those
in Turkey, the host community members seriously reject this. It should be noted
that the vast majority of Gaziantep locals are not that familiar with the Syrian
culture.

The key approach to preventing prejudices from turning into action and
overcoming prejudices is developing rights awareness and knowledge. Most of the
Syrian Refugees and half of the host community members stated that they do not
know their rights. A rights-based approach is essential in cohesion policies and
post-pandemic recovery policies.

The host community members in Gaziantep say that their concerns about the
future have increased compared to the last decade. However, the Syrians Refugees’
concerns about the future are much lower than when they first arrived. Here, two
factors should be underlined: While the economic recession and the presence of
the Syrians Refugees in recent years have made Gaziantep locals pessimistic, the
situation is felt more positive by the Syrians Refugees who have survived very bad
conditions. The traumatic effects of migration diminish over time, adapt to the new
social environment, and have a certain working environment. They lead a more
stable life, reducing their anxiety about the future.
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Finally, when analyzed the rate of their hopes for the future, it can be said
that the host community members in Gaziantep are indecisive and the Syrian
Refugees are hopeful.
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