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Introduction

Turkish migration to European
countries can be considered as the
second phase of Republican Tur-
key’s migration history. It mobi-
lised very large numbers of people
since in-migrations of the period
following the First World War
(1914-18) and the War of Inde-
pendence(1919-22). Germany, ob-
viously, hasasignificant rolewith-
in thismigration regime of the last
forty years(1961-2001). Sincethe
bilateral agreement allowing hun-
dreds of thousands of Turkish la-
bourers’ entry into Germany were
signed with this country in 1961.
Thus the beginning of the Europe-
an Turkswas marked.

Today, migration from Turkey
to Europe, especially to Germany,
constituted the largest non-EU im-
migrant minority in Western Eu-
rope during the second half of the
century. This study provides are-
assessment of Turkish migration
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to Germany with aparticular focus
on the context and composition
based on immigrant narratives.
Ethnic and political aspects in-
cluding the terror of the clashesin
South East Turkey during the last
two decades of the last century,
and the coincidence with the rise
of the fortress Europe policies are
addressed. Mining the narratives
of Turkishimmigrantsin Germany,
this study reveads some unre-
searched motivations of Turkish
migratory regime.

Conceptualy, | resign from the
idea of separation of different
types of migration and consider all
sorts of movements as migration
without excluding for instance
asylum seekers, or refugees. Apart
fromthat, this study complieswith
mainstream approachesof interna-
tional migration conceptualisa
tion.

The data used in this study
comesfrom 34in-depthinterviews
conducted amongimmigrant Turk-
ishcitizensin Cologne, Germany in
1999. The analysisalso refersto a
nation wide survey data conduct-
edinTurkey in1996, Turkish Inter-
national Migration Survey (Ayhan
etd., 2000).

There is no homogeneous
Turkish migratory regime due to
impacts of ethnically oriented
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flows. Utilisation of an ongoing
ethnic conflict may causeasignifi-
cant shift in international migra-
tion flows. And it is not necessari-
ly due to immediate protection
need from persecution as in the
case of Turkish asylum migration.
In such a shift in flows, more im-
portant role has been played by
migration regulations because as
long as the other ways of migra-
tion closed or tightened peoplein-
tends to use some other means
wherever and whenever is possi-
ble. Finally, transnational social
networksgainsmoreimportancein
international migration processes
as they facilitate and maintain a
broad range of migration flows.
Dynamics of international mi-
gration in Europe has remarkably
changed in recent decades. De-
spite the collapse of the Soviet
system did not generate an enor-
mous influx from the Eastern Eu-
rope after as expected, it has wid-
ened the permeable borders of EU.
The policies of " Fortress Europe’
eventually made their best and re-
duced legal migration. However,
people who want or are forced to
migrate till follow their pursuits.
Migration to Europe is a never-
ending story. Another contributo-
ry factor is the ageing of popula
tion in Europe, which serves for
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the perpetuation of migration. Re-
cently Germany begantoimport I T
professionals though they could
not manage to fill initial quota of
120,000. TheUnited Kingdom firm-
ly manifesting its policies against
asylum migration but by the year
2000, it became the country with
the highest asylum seeker applica-
tions. The Southern border of Eu-
rope, open to Africa and the Mid-
dleEast have becomemorevulner-
able and attracted moreillegal mi-
grants at the shores.

Therewasan estimated 750,000
illega residents in Germany by
2000 (FSOG, 2000). Thelargeimmi-
grant stock in Germany enables
those "illegal” people to find a
shelter in the country along with
their relativesand friends. It would
not be entirely wrong to assume
that a reasonable proportion of
these were Turkish citizens. This
paper focuses on the flows from
Turkey to Germany with regard to
the shifts in its composition. In
this regard, asylum migration re-
quiresaspecial attention, asit pro-
vides a basis for clandestine mi-
gration. Theimpact of ethnic con-
flict is highlighted in this study
with regard to its facilitating and
changing effect on Turkish inter-
national migratory regime.

Following the remarks on con-
ceptualisation and the data used,
the first section will examine the
historical evolution of migration
flowsfrom Turkey to Germany; the
second part will reconsider the
Turkish context with respect to its
ethnic tensions, which facilitates
emigration; the third part is going
to summarise Turkish migrationto
Germany; and thefinal sectionwill
focus on selected cases of migra-
tion from Turkey to Germany to

display patterns and mechanisms
that seems changed due to the im-
pact of ethnic conflict.

Conceptual remarks

International migration conceptu-
alisationsarestill roughandreflect
a theoretical inadegquacy due to
the non-existence of a unified the-
ory (e.g.Massey etd., 1993). How-
ever it does not necessarily mean
that we do not have enough con-
ceptual tools to investigate this
phenomenon. For instance, some
scholars also asked whether there
isaneedfor aunified theory at all?
(e.g. Faist, 2000). Thisstudy utilis-
esmainstreaminternational migra-
tion perspectives drawing upon
following premises: International
migration is a function of a series
of factorsincluding wealth differ-
entials (i.e. wages, employment,
living standards), political differ-
ences (i.e. level of democratisa
tion, ethnic and political freedoms,
discrimination), natural hazards
(i.e. earthquakes, floods, famine,
etc.) playing over the networks
(i.e.ingtitutional andindividual).

Therefore, the political and eco-
nomic context is at the heart of ex-
plaining international migration
but would be very short cut if not
supported by networks, which
werecreated by intergovernmental
relations, previous migration
flows, familial, communal and
friendship ties and also by im-
provements in telecommunica-
tions.

When one considers interna-
tional migration within a conflict
framework, then it can be under-
stood as a conflict between regu-
lating parties and migrating par-
ties. Each of them is informed
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about the possible actions of the
other to some extent. Again each
of these parties has strengths. The
migrating party has high manoeu-
vre ability due to its limited re-
sponsibility as opposed to the
huge legal and physical burdens
on the regulating party. However
each move of each party brings a
responsive move from the other.
Therefore against the fortress Eu-
rope policies to halt immigration
the migrants devel oped new strat-
egies, which were supported by
other contexts, as well. For in-
stance, power vacuum in Bosnia
led by abrutal ethnic conflict made
theregionatransit routefor almost
everyillegal migrant. Similarly, eth-
nic clashes in the East of Turkey
created an opportunity framework
for a specific group of people to
increase their migration ability,
which has been exploited by al-
most every potential migrant from
Turkey.

Data and methods

This study uses the migration bi-
ographiesillustrated in route maps
based on in-depth interviews,
which were conducted among
Turkish immigrants in Cologne,
Germany in 1999. Thesamplecom-
prises 34 cases, most of whom
them were refugees and asylum
seekers(Tablel). Togiveaprecise
picture, asub-sampleisused here,
by excluding similar cases. In the
illustrationsintra-urban residential
relocations have been ignored, as
they were very rare. However, it
needs to be underlined here in
these few cases, the intra-urban
residential relocations were basi-
cally towardsthe concentration ar-
easof Turkishimmigrants. Table1
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Table 1. Characteristics of respondents

Asylum Family

Seekers  Workers reunion Student Total
Female 8 - 3 - 11
Male 17 3 2 1 23
Secondary school
or higher education 13 1 4 1 19
No education or
Primary school 12 2 1 15
Urban origint 17 2 1 - 20
Rural origin 8 1 4 1 14
Older (35-55)? 4 - - - 4
Young (20-34) 15 3 1 1 20
Adolescent
(younger than 20) 6 - - 10
Total 25 3 1 34

summarises the profiles of re-
spondents interviewed for this
study by type of migration, age
groups, education, type of resi-
dence at origin and gender.

Sampling method employed in
the fieldwork was snow balling. It
started with initial contacts made
through personal relationsand im-
migrant associations and then
continued with the references of
initial respondents. In order to
avoidfromthefallacy of interview-
ing people with similar back-
grounds, a selective strategy was
also followed to reach as much di-
versity as possible. For this aim,
second persons introduced by the
first oneswere only approached to
reach the third or fourth persons.
Thusitisaimedtogo asfar aspos-
siblefromtheinitia contact.

An interview agenda was ad-
ministered toinitiateand framethe
narratives of respondents. A "tell
me about...” (Vaenting, 1997)
technique was used to avoid di-
recting questions. Apart from
some basic demographic and so-
cio-economic information which

were collected through aten-ques-
tion check-list, theinterview agen-
da was shaped by three basic are-
asinvestigating the process of mi-
gration: Socio-economic condi-
tions, interaction with the ethnic
conflict, perceptionsof discrimina-
tion.

Besides, in this study, some
statistical sources and literature
are consulted. One of them is the
Turkish International Migration
Survey (European Commission,
2000), which comprises a data
about 1500 households and 700
migrants. Although it does not use
a nation wide representative sam-
ple, still provides a basic idea
about migration trends of Turkey
for the ten years period of 1986 to
1995. Also Turkish State I nstitute
of Statistics (SIS) sources were
used to describe the broader con-
text.

The subjective analysis of the
interviews s presented herein the
formof routemaps, whichindicate
the pathways and mechanisms
along with the patterns. To avoid
redundancy, only few examples

11

are presented here to represent the
diversity of cases. However, they
adequately highlight the shifts in
migration patterns and mecha-
nisms. Finaly, it must be noted
herethat all namesappearedinthis
text are pseudonyms for securing
anonymity and have no relation
with any real personality.

The Turkish context

The context is one of the most sig-
nificant factorsdeterminingmigra-
tion systems. Building blocks of
the Turkish context can be catego-
rised as follows: an international
migratory regime since the early
1960s; political turbulencewithin-
terruptions by several military in-
terventions, an ongoing ethnic
tension reached at the level of
armed clashes during the last two
decades, and problems of eco-
nomic development, unemploy-
ment, andinflation.

Following the bilateral labour
recruitment agreements with sev-
eral Western European countries
intheearly 1960s, amassmigration
from Turkey to Europe occurred
and total Turkish immigrant stock
in Western Europe exceeded three
million in forty years (European
Commission, 2000; I¢duygu and
Sirkeci, 1999; Abadan-Unat, 1995).
Considering therecent trends of il-
legal migration trends in recent
years, one may add another half a
million to that recorded figures of
Turkish migrants abroad.

Turkish migration to Europe
can be studied in four consecutive
periods since 1960: &) labour mi-
gration by bilateral recruitment
agreements, 1960-1973; b) family
reunification period, from 1973 to
the early 1980s; c) asylum seeker
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Figure 1. Turkish Emigration per annum by destination, 1960-1995°. Source: I¢duygu and Sirkeci (1998 and
1999); Gitmez (1983); Gokdere (1978).

migration, from 1980 to the early
1990s; clandestinemigration, from
the early 1990s until today. This
periodisation is also informed
about changes in regulations over
international migration in Europe.
For instance shift in 1973 was
mainly dueto policiestohaltimmi-
gration as aresult of oil crisesand
in response to the legislation of
family reunion. The marking event
for theshiftin 1980 wasthemilitary
intervention in Turkey, which
forced more than two hundred
thousands of politically affiliated
peopleandtheir familiestofledthe
country. Therise of armed clashes
between the PKK and the Turkish
Army caused a second flow of
asylum seekers from 1984 on-
wards. Thiswasaccompanied by a
policy shift in Europe towards
tightening the rules of admittance
to prevent asylum migration. Then
the last phase started and illega
migration remained asthe only (or
easier) way to reach the European

welfarezone. However, these peri-
ods can not be taken as rigid
zones, as they reflect general
types of migration. There has al-
waysbeen amixture of several dif-
ferent types in each period.

Turkish migration trends have
also changed remarkably during
the 1980s and the 1990s. On the
one hand, it was a response to
tightening immigration controlsin
Europe, whichmadeillegal migra-
tion very common. On the other
hand, what was unique to the
Turkish case was the ethno-politi-
cal context facilitating asylum mi-
gration in the last two decades of
the last century. Nevertheless the
impacts of ethnic tension arising
from the existence of alarge Kurd-
ish population in Turkey can not
be restrained into a twenty years
period which seems always have
had some influence over the Turk-
ishmigratory regime.

This study investigated Turk-
ish migration to Germany with a
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specific focus on the ethnic fac-
tors. The narratives of Turkishim-
migrants with Kurdish origin dis-
play astrong relationship between
migration and ethnic motivations
throughout the last forty years.

Migration from Turkey
to Germany: from guest
workers to asylum seekers

Turkish emigration of thelast forty
years was responsive to the
changesin global labour markets.
When the labour export opportu-
nities ended in Western Europe,
new destinations appeared as
Australia and Arab countries.
Then, migration to Arab countries
declined and former Eastern bloc
countries opened up their doors
for Turkishimmigrants(SeeFigure
1). Migration to both Arab coun-
triesand former Eastern bloc coun-
trieswere mainly male dominated,
project based flows of labourers
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Table 2. Immigration to Germany, 1950s to 1990s

Foreign Population

Asylum Applications

(000s) % of total Total Totalto  Turkeyto

Turkish Total  Turkish Total From Turkey Germany Germany
1955 484.8 10 8085 105480 249675 45640
1960 686.2 12 8590 192939 648318 90500
1970 4692 29765 08 49 9193 100909 1,016,902 68,891
1975 10771 40896 18 67 94 25909 127210 19,118
1980 14624 44533 24 72 95 41370 166,950 33,750
1985 14004 43789 23 71 96 38260 149,160 31,730
1990 16946 53425 27 84 97 32830 151,690 25,940
1997 21074 74190 24 85 98 21,027 98644 11,754
1998 21102 73085 26 89 99 19,610 95100 9,094
1999 20536 73361 25 89 ‘00 19,000 7899 8970

Sources: UNHCR, 1998; 1999 and 2001; FSOG, 2000; European Commission, 1999;
Council of Europe, 1998; IGC, 1998; Eurostat, 1996; Martin, 1994; Blotevogel et al., 1993.

unlike the flows to Western Eu-
rope and Australia which entailed
more family migration and long
term settlement prospects (I¢duy-
guand Sirkeci, 1998).

However, within Turkishmigra-
tory regime, Germany hasbeenthe
major destination for all types of
migrants. Even after two decades
of halting labour recruitment from
Turkey there were still an annual
100,000 Turkish citizensmigrating
to Germany, and creating about
30,000 surplusimmigrantsper year
(European Commission, 2000;
Icduygu and Sirkeci, 1999). Onthe
other hand, many Turkish citizens
who have lived in Germany for
decades or who were born in Ger-
many or who were married to Ger-
man citizens have obtained Ger-
man  citizenship.  Therefore
throughout the second half of the
1990s, we have arelatively stable
Turkishimmigrant stock in Germa:
ny according to official statistics
(SeeTable2.).

Thismigration history iselabo-
rated below with respect totherel-
evance of ethnic aspects, which
might have played a significant

role in due course. The excerpts
from immigrant narratives are to
highlight specific features in-
volved in each period.

The First Phase: 1960-1973

Although Turkish migrationto Eu-
ropehasbegun before 1960 at indi-
vidual level, the beginning of the
mass migration was the late 1961,
whenabilateral labour recruitment
agreement was signed between
Turkey and Germany (Abadan-
Unat, 1995). In 1965, only 7 per
cent of those emigrants were from
Eastern Turkey where population
was dominantly Kurdish speak-
ing.* In the following years this
proportion wasrevolving around 8
per cent. With an exceptional 10
percent in 1967, which was possi-
bly due to two main reasons; the
Keban Dam project® and a major
earthquake(inVarto)® inthe heart-
land of Eastern Turkey. Because of
the Dam and earthquake, people
fromtheseareasweregivenpriori-
ty if they prefer to go abroad for
work instead of settling down in
anywhereelsein Turkey.
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One of my respondents, Mr.
Huseyin Aksu had heard about re-
cruitment by Germany during his
military serviceandtherewasapri-
ority for their region due to the
Keban Dam, which caused a sig-
nificant displacement of villagesin
thearea:

| heard about Germany when |
wasinthe Army. At that time, | de-
cided to go. When | returned home
and worked in forestry for few
years. Government gave us a
chance to go abroad because of
Keban Dam. It is said that who
wants to go abroad will be given
priority and who doesn't want
will be allocated a house and a
farmland. Then in 1970, | cameto
Istanbul and after the health ex-
amination come to here [Co-
logne], to Ford factory.

His route map below was familiar
with many otherswho left their vil-
lagesintheremote areas of Anato-
lian plateau and went to Germany
as guest workers after health
checksby therecruitment officein
Istanbul during the 1960s. Mr. HU-
seyin Aksu was born in the town
of Cemi®kezek in the province of
Tunceliin1946. Heismarried with
5 children, three of whom are Ger-
man citizen and other two live in
Turkey. Similar priority wasgiven
to those who suffered from the
earthquake in another Eastern
town, Varto. Thesetwo areashave
always been among the provinces
with the highest emigration rates
throughout the history of Turkish
migrationto Europe.

However until theend of 1970s,
emigrationratesremainedrelative-
ly low in other provinces of East-
ern Anatolia (See Map 1). Com-
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Map 1. Proportion of emigrants, by province, 1970. Source: Sirkeci,
2000.

pared to rates higher than 4 per-
cent in the Central and Western
provinces, it was less than 2 per
cent in the Eastern provinces in
1970, when still 50 percent of emi-
grantswerefromtheWest (Gitmez,
1983).

At the end of this period, there
were about 800,000 Turkish citi-
zens comprising guest workers
and their families in Germany.
Among this first group of immi-
grants, Turkish citizens of Kurd-
ish origin are expected to be quite
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few, as the emigration rates were
very low in the areas where they
inhabited; possibly about 60,000.
The underlined feature here is the
distinct initiation of migration for
Turkish Kurds: emigration trig-
gered by aDam and an earthquake.

The Second Phase:
1973-1980

Dueto the low participation rate of
Kurdish speaking peoplein the ear-
lier phases of international migra-
tion from Turkey, there were il
very few people out of Eastern
provincesamong thefamily reunifi-
cation emigrants of the 1970s. Until
1980 the emigration from Eastern
Anatoliadid not breach the level of
8 per cent among total emigration
fromTurkey (Gitmez, 1983).
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Route Map 2.
Miss Derya
Gumue.

Families of those who emigrat-
edinthelate 1960sand early 1970s
have joined their husbands and fa-
thers when the situation turned
into a longer settlement abroad.
However, in the case of Kurdish
speaking actors of migration, this
rationalisation could be different.
For instance, Miss Derya Guimi® s
father was a guest worker since
1973. She and her mother joined
her father in 1977. Her story tells
that therewas morethan reunifica-
tion of thefamily:

My father came here to Colognein
1973 beforel born. When | wastwo
years old my mother had wanted to
join my father asit was almost five
years and my father didn’t know
when to return home. It was the
time of countless political killings
in Turkey. Everyday tens of people
were killed. The leftists killed the
rightists and the rightists killed the
leftists. Then they decided to move
here. Of course, it was better for the

whole family in terms of living
standards, better education, a bet-
ter life...

Within that family reunification pe-
riod of international migration from
Turkey, it would not betoo difficult
to anticipate much more fellows
have went abroad due to the envi-
ronment of insecurity created by the
politica turmoil of pre-1980 military
intervention years. During this peri-
od, total Turkishimmigrant stock of
workersandfamiliesin Western Eu-
rope reached at 1,700,000, only
720,100 of who were workers sent
by official arrangements. Still very
small portion of themwerefromthe
eastern Turkey that means Kurdish
speaking citizenswerestill adispro-
portional minority among emi-
grants; not likely to be more than
150,000. Inthelast instance, the po-
litical turmoil was a major factor,
which changed the migration pat-
ternsand processesin thefollowing

period.
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The Third Phase:
1980-1990

Following the 1980 military inter-
vention in Turkey, a massive asy-
lum seeker flow from Turkey oc-
curred. Thusin thefirst half of the
decade, 105,480 asylum seekers
fled abroad while about half of
themarrivedin Germany. Thisperi-
od was also characterised by ade-
crease in Turkish immigrant stock
in Germany from 1,462,400 to
1,400,400 (lcduygu and Sirkeci,
1999). Inresponseto incentivesby
German government and specific
programs for return in collabora-
tion with Turkish government, a
reasonable number of people have
returned Turkey (Gitmez, 1983).
Although all asylum seeker mi-
gration following the coup d' etat
in 1980 was not in an ethnic char-
acter, but possibly there was a
considerable proportion of Turk-
ish Kurdish fellows among them.
Mrs. Kardelen and Mr. Murat
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Map 2. Proportion of emigrants, by province, 1990.

Mete were two of them. Mrs.
Kardelen found her way flying via
Syriaand GDR (German Democrat-
ic Republic) toHamburgwhileMr.
Murat Mete were to go through a
longer route via Greece, Albania,
Y ugoslavia, Hungary, Czechoslo-
vakia, and GDR to Leverkusen af -
ter severa years of undercover
within Turkey. In both cases, |eft
wing affiliationsof migrantsdirect-
ed their routes via East Germany
and also helped them in this re-

gard. Since 1991, it was not possi-
ble to send back anybody who
camefromtheEast Germany.

In the second half of the decade,
theethnic component wasmorevis-
ibleinthemigrationflowsfromTur-
key. Ethnic clashes in the Eastern
Turkey in 1984 sarted with the
emergence of the PKK (Kurdistan
Workers Party) as an armed group.
By 1990, Turkishimmigrant popula-
tionin Germany roseupto 1,694,600
from 1,400,000 in 1985. During the
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o - Route Map 3. Mrs.
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same period 90,500 of 192,939 asy-

|lum-seekers fled Turkey filed their
applicationsin Germany (UNHCR,
1998, 1999, and 2001).

During this period, eastern
provinces of Elazld and Tunceli
were two of the areas with highest
emigration rate in Turkey. The
most important characteristic of
these two provincesisthat majori-
ty of their population is Alevi, a
minority Muslim denomination in
Turkey, and Kurdish speaking.
Another possible decisive factor
affected migration from theregion
is the Keban Dam, which flooded
tens of villages and towns of these
two provinces. Against the devel-
opment expectations due to the
Dam, theprovinceswerestill iden-
tified with a striking underdevel-
opment and poverty in the 1990s.
For example, Tunceli hasbeenone
of the poorest areas of Turkey in
terms of GDP per capita through-
out the last forty years.

Also the mountainous areas of
the provinces had been strong-
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Route Map 4. Mrs
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holds for leftist Marxist guerrilla
movements and the PKK sincethe
early 1970s. Thereforetheareabe-
came amajor military deployment
basin for operations against these
organisations. Thus a composite
insecurity have been prevalent in
these two provinces which com-
pounded with some migration his-
tory which created migration net-
works and led more migrations
during the 1980sand 1990s. There-
fore amixture of ethnic, religious,
and economic factors was a group
of reasonsfor Turkish internation-
al migration in the last quarter of
the twentieth century.

The Fourth Phase;
1990 onwards

Effects of armed conflict were
strikingly feltin migration flowsof
the 1990s. Intensification of mili-
tary operations in the Eastern
provincesforcibly evacuated more
than 2,500 villages and internal

displacement of about 3,000,000
people of the Southeastern prov-
inces. That displacement obvious-
ly couldn’t be contained within the
borders of Turkey and eventually
caused a mass influx of asylum
seekers to Western Europe.

Over 500,000 applications for
asylum from Turkey werefiled in
Western Europe between 1985 and
2000, morethan 400,000 were after
1990. About 300,000 of them were
in Germany. Vast mgjority of asy-
lum seekers entered into Germany
via clandestine ways. Overstaying
on tourist visas and using migrant
trafficking gangs were most com-
mon ways. Apart from registered
figuresof asylum seekersand refu-
gees, large numbersof illegal resi-
dents estimated are coming from
Turkey’s Kurdish speaking popu-
lation, which is not less than a
hundred thousand.

In the field research, which is
the basis of this paper 25 of 34 re-
spondents were found asylum
seekers and refugees 23 of them

17

havearrivedin Germany after 1990.
The following route maps show
the most common onesreported in
the field research. The two com-
mon features of migration process
areshown hereasmigrant traffick-
ing and migration on fake docu-
ments.

Mrs. Ayi®e Glzel found about
traffickers in Mersin and went to
Istanbul for preparation. She spent
a week there and was provided a
fake passport with fake German
visaby paying 2,500 DM. Traffick-
ers sent her together with some-
body else, as shewasjust 16 years
old. After arrival in Frankfurt, Mrs.
Guizel appliedfor asylumat theair-
port:

| was scared of everybody. When
the plane landed, police came
into cabin and checked our pass-
ports. They didn’t understand
mine was fal se. After | stepped out
of plane, I went to police and ap-
plied for asylum. | had been said
in Istanbul by traffickers that |
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Route Map 5. Mr.
Emrah Kuzucu and
Mr. Hasan Kara.

shouldn’'t apply before passport
control. Then, they put me in a
heim (detention centre).

Mrs. Zekiye Ozcan took a longer
and tiresomeroute. Sheleft homein
Semdinli, walked over a night and
crossed the Turkish-lragi border
with her husband and two daugh-
ters. As she reported, the PKK for-
ced themto go to Germany:

The PKK asked us to come here,
otherwise we wouldn’t come. Why
should we come?... We walked
the border across over night and
the next day we walked to Syrian
border along with guerrillas.
They took us to the sea. From
there we were introduced a man
who put us into a big ship. In a
container, we sailed towards
Greece. The ship stopped at Cy-
prus but they didn’'t let us to go
out... We paid 4,000 DM for the
whole family... In Athens, we
found another trafficker and paid
3,000 for taking us to Hungary. It

was a long journey in a van. Two
days later he left us on the border
of Hungary and gave us a tele-
phone number. Thus we found our
last helper and paid 1,500 to
cross Austrian border. After two
days, at night we sailed in a small
boat with 12 othersinto Austria.

The power vacuum in the territo-
ries of Former Y ugoslavia caused
by the ethnic clashes since the ear-
ly 1990s were alucky atmosphere
for human traffickersand achance
forillegal migrantsaswell. For in-
stance, many people with Turkish
passport flew to Bosnia, which
doesn’t require visa from Turkish
citizens and from there took their
illegal and dangerous journeys to
Germany.

Mr. Emrah Kuzucu and Mr.
Hasan Kara also travelled through
the former Yugodsavia but their
journeys reflect another aspect of
recent migration trends from Tur-
key. Their families were forcing
them to leave the country. This
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was the only chance to stay aive
and live better due to armed pres-
sures in the Eastern Turkey com-
ing from either sides of the clash-
es. His parents sent Mr. Hasan
Karato Izmir in order to save him
from pressures. They were afraid
of him to join the PKK and also
they were scared of police who
have aready taken him severa
times since he arrived back home
inVarto. Eventually, hisfamily has
decided to send him abroad in
1996. Therewerealready somerel-
ativesand friendsin Germany. Mr.
Karatook aflight to Hungary from
[zmir via Istanbul. From Hungary
entered into Austriaby paying 2000
DM to smugglers and then went to
Cologne to meet his cousins there.
Mr. Emrah Kuzucu was also
asked to go abroad by his family.
There had been countless raids
during the early 1990s in neigh-
bouring villages desplte the fact
that nothing happened in his vil-
lage. He utilised the context, op-
portunity framework, and took his
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chance towards Germany. Upon
arrival he applied for asylum in
1998. Henever involvedin clashes
and in the PKK activities, as their
villagewasinarelatively safearea.
He found traffickers in Istanbul
and paid 4500 DM to obtain afake
passport. Then took a bus to Bos-
nia, fromwheretraffickersbrought
himalongwith 17 othersto Germa-
ny. He spent four weeks on the
way. While trying to enter into
Austria by boat via river Danube,
they were arrested by Hungarian
police and detained for two weeks
and then they were sent back to
Croatia. The second attempt was
successful. Then he got the ticket
to Cologne, one of the largest
Turkish citiesin Europe.

Concluding Remarks

It was not by chance, most of the
respondents in this study were ar-
rivalsinthelast ten yearsand most
of them were refugees or asylum
seekers(see Table1). Thiswasthe
dominant feature of international
migrationfrom Turkey to Europein
the last two decades of Turkish
history.

This study suggests that na-
tional migratory regimesare better
to be studied in regard to different
groups according to ethnic, reli-
gious and cultural characteristics.
Then there may happen more than
onemigratory regimewithin exist-
ing migratory regimes. Migration
flows from countries with long
lasting ethnic tensions such as
Turkey should be reassessed in
this regard. Since the ethnic com-
ponents could have followed dif-
ferent pathways through out the
migration history as it is shown
herein the Turkish case.

Ethnic conflicts can be under-
stood as root causes of massive
internal and international displace-
ments but at the same time they
provide an opportunity frame for
the people of certain areas asit is
exemplified in the Turkish case
above. The role of ethnic conflict
must also be addressed in terms of
clandestine migration. Thus con-
flict areas, such asformer Yugoda
via, have played a significant role
in development of clandestine mi-
gration in Europe through the last
two decades.

Turkish history has been a his-
tory of migrationsto alarge extent
aswe said at the beginning. How-
ever, asafinal worditisto besaid
that Turkish migration history has
been studied pretty lessthan it de-
served up until now. Detailsof this
history must be revealed by in-
depth studies ignoring stereo-
types and biases contextually and
conceptually.

Notes

1 Herethetype of residence prior
to migration is considered but
transit places are not counted
asorigin.

2 Agereferstotheage of respond-
ent on the year of arrival not on
the day of interview.

3 Collinson commentson the peak
in 1973: "recruitment stop sig-
nalled a sudden upsurgein em-
igration as migrants hurried to
bring their familiesto Europebe-
fore any further restrictions
wereimposed” (1993:73).

4 For a detailed presentation of
ethnic distribution of popula-
tions by province in Turkey
please see Sirkeci (2000).
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5 Theconstruction of Keban Dam
was started by 12 June 1966 and
completedin 1974.

6 Two major earthquakes oc-
curredinVarto in 1966; thefirst
was on 7 March caused 14
deaths and the second was on
19 August caused 2396 deaths
and damage on morethan 20,000
buildings (KOERI, 2000).
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