Research Proposal

1. Introduction

The right to define ‘security’ has long been in the monopoly of the military in Turkey. Traditionally, it is the military that has defined the security needs and interests in Turkey, and is considered to be sole provider and guarantor of security. There has been a strong ‘fetishism’
 with a statist and military-focused concept of security in the country. It has been near impossible to openly criticise security policies of the state let alone engaging in a public discussion on the meaning of security in Turkey. Even at the elite level, there has rarely been an open discussion in the country on ‘security’. 

In such a context, it has been difficult for civil society actors (and society in general) to consider the security domain as one they can or should engage with. There is little evidence of explicit debates on traditional conceptions of national security, or indeed articulation of alternative security concerns. Further, in the supposedly democratic and open academic sphere, the handful of research projects that do seek to approach security issues using critical perspectives are either ignored or marginalised. The mainstream realist thinking on security has dominated both the theory and practice of security in Turkey. Both security practitioners and theorists have turned a blind eye to the different security demands of various segments of the society. On the other hand, scholars such as Pinar Bilgin and Umit Cizre who have used critical approaches to detect oft-ignored insecurities and security demands within Turkish society tend to argue that civil society in Turkey is ‘weak’ and rather ‘silent’, and that it has, to a large extent, internalised the hegemonic understandings and practices of security that are promoted by the state.
 For example, in the words of Pinar Bilgin ‘civil society in Turkey is a product of the ‘national security project’ of the state establishment and, therefore, does not always constitute an escape from prevailing understandings of security.’
 Similarly, Umit Cizre argued for an ‘ideological and structural hegemony of Turkey's military-led secular establishment’ in Turkey’s society.

In the proposed research project, I seek to argue that the various voices within civil society on security are downgraded, and the meaning of ‘silences’ is misinterpreted and/or not critically analysed in Turkey.  It is hard to deny the potential of the societal sphere for the construction and dissemination of counter-hegemonic practices of and ideas on security. I would contend that, in the case of Turkey, there is not a total absence of alternative thinking on security in civil society. The existence of such thinking became more visible after the acceptance of Turkey as an official candidate for accession to the European Union (EU) in 1999. Turkey’s EU bid has provided the strongest impetus and an appropriate context for the crystallisation and articulation of alternative ways of understanding security.

2. Background

The research I have conducted for my doctoral thesis provides an excellent springboard for the proposed project.  My doctoral research presents a snapshot of civil society in Turkey during this crucial political transformation process induced by the EU integration. It draws a picture of the multiplicity of voices on security that exist within civil society. Based on the assumption of the Welsh School Critical Security Studies that ‘security is a derivative concept’
, my current research is an enquiry into the politics of defining what it means to be secure and insecure in Turkey. It captures the existence and particularities of both the traditional understandings of security and also of the ‘alternative’, ‘critical’ and/or ‘non-traditional’ perceptions of security within civil society in Turkey. In my doctoral thesis, I focus primarily on the powerful voices within civil society which use the security language and which represent various different security conceptualisations (such as traditional, neo-liberal and emancipatory understandings of security). My main case studies are three powerful think-tanks i.e. Centre for Eurasian Strategic Studies (ASAM), Economic Policy Research Foundation (TEPAV), and Turkish Economic and Social Studies Foundation (TESEV). I am currently writing up my thesis using data from my completed field work that included semi-structured interviews with 40 security scholars and practitioners. 

My doctoral thesis is a contribution both to the critical security studies literature as well as scholarship on civil society and security in Turkey. Further, it has opened up new areas for research for me. I am deeply interested in exploring the security conceptualisations, demands and insecurities of less privileged, less powerful and marginalised groups in society.  

3. Research Plan

The research I propose to conduct under the Small Grants Programme of Global Consortium on Security Transformation builds on two elements of my doctoral research: critical security studies as the theoretical background; and, my empirical analysis of the work of TESEV. In presenting an alternative understanding of security to the statist discourse and in emphasising the importance of Security Sector Reform in Turkey, TESEV stresses an emancipatory anti-militarist individual-centric approach to security. In doing so, it represents some less privileged segments of society (such as Kurdish citizens that are disadvantaged by forced migration, women and non-Muslim minorities in Turkey) and it becomes their voice by showing their insecurities and demands on security. These findings of my doctoral research have made me interested in exploring the particular insecurities and security demands that are not powerfully voiced by various other poor and/or highly disadvantaged people(s) in Turkish society. 

It is crucial to go deeper into the layers of civil society and ‘talk to’ the less powerful actors that have muted voices and represent various disadvantaged groups. I am applying for Small Grants of the Global Consortium on Security Transformation with the aim of conducting such a study of the security perceptions, mostly state-induced insecurities and security demands of poor, less powerful and/or marginalized sectors of society in Turkey. Many religious and ethnic minorities, women, children, gays and lesbians, gypsies, disabled people, refugees and others, for instance are excluded from the ‘security realm’ and disadvantaged by the state’s security policies.  Their security demands are mostly ignored and their voices are muted. Therefore, they are arguably the most disadvantaged segments of civil society due to the state’s military-centric nationalist security discourses and policies. 

I plan to conduct my research on civil society organisations which are excluded from the security realm-debates and/or cannot use the ‘security language’. At best, they are seen as actors unrelated to ‘security issues’ and, at worst, as ‘security threats’. Through the proposed research, I seek to bring together narratives of insecurities articulated by such civil society actors that function as voices of marginalised and disadvantaged segments of society. I plan to examine 10 different, mostly grassroots level non-governmental organisations. These include organisations working on issues relating to women, gays and lesbians, refugees, homeless children, disabled people, refugees, gypsies and human rights, more broadly. The names and descriptions of the specific organisations I aim to examine are as follows: 
· Amargi Women Academy is a women’s organisation which puts emphasis on ‘freedom’ for women and touches upon various insecurities experienced by women induced by patriarchy and militarism.
· Purple Roof Women’s Shelter and Foundation is a foundation that provides shelter for women experiencing domestic violence.
· KAMER Diyarbakir (Diyarbakir Women’s Centre) is a branch of the organisation of Women’s Centre that serves for (mostly Kurdish) women in Eastern Turkey by tackling with insecurities of women such as honour killings.
· Human Rights Association is an organisation that works on the human rights violations experienced by Kurdish citizens in Turkey. 
· MAZLUM-DER (Organization of Human Rights and Solidarity for Oppressed People) is a human rights organisation which in theory deals with all kinds of human rights violations including the ones experienced by non-Muslim citizens but it mostly focuses on the issue of headscarf and defends the rights of women with headscarves in Turkey.
· The Homeless Children Foundation of Turkey voices the insecurities of the street and homeless children and works to provide security for these children.
· The Site for Gypsies is the voice of various different gypsy groups in Turkey and politicizes the insecurities experienced by them.
· Association for Solidarity with Asylum Seekers and Immigrants works for making the insecurities of refugees in Turkey more visible and possibly providing solutions to these insecurities.
· Lambdaistanbul LGBT Solidarity Association focuses on heterosexism and works for eradicating all kinds of discrimination.
· The Physically Disabled Supporting Association prioritizes the problems of disabled people in Turkey and seeks to contribute to the provision of security to them.
4. Methodology and Logistic Details

The activities, and silences, of these organizations will be analysed in depth by using a variety of data collection procedures. The main method will be document analysis and conducting interviews with various representatives of the organizations. Given the nature and focus of my project, interviews are of crucial importance. Information about their different assumptions on and demands of security can be obtained through a series of carefully targeted interviews with participants in respective NGOs, especially the ones which do not produce much literature and completely lack the command of the language of ‘security’. The interviews will be semi-structured and mainly involve open-ended questions in order to get as much access as possible to the participants’ minds and meanings they attach to security. Based on preliminary findings and available resources, I might also conduct participant observation and focus group discussions.
The proposed research requires intensive fieldwork in Turkey. The organisations I plan to examine are based and/or have branches in different cities, with a number of them in Ankara, Istanbul and Diyarbakir. As per my estimation, I would need to travel over a period of at least four months for this research. I intend to be primarily based in Turkey starting from June 2009. (This is when I will also be finalising the draft of my doctoral thesis for submission.) I intend to use the grant award for local transport and accommodation expenses, particularly in places where I would not be able to rely on personal resources and networks, for instance, in the eastern parts of Turkey. The budget for the proposed project is attached.   

5. Conclusion

My interest in the proposed project emerged from the substantial research I have conducted for my doctoral thesis over the last two and a half years. There is an urgent need to seek out the width, depth, varieties and strength of ‘critical thinking’ on security. The proposed research will help identify particular experiences of insecurity as well as the meaning attached to security by those that are most disadvantaged in Turkish society. By doing so, it will help articulate security demands of these marginalised groups and contribute to the discussions on, and practices of, alternative ways of providing security to these people(s). I aim for the proposed research to be a significant part of the emerging critical voices on security that seek to transform the dominant state centric military-focused conceptualisations of security into human-centric emancipatory conceptualisations and practises of security in Turkey.
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