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ABSTRACT

Simultaneous triangulation of mixed models was used in this study, which aimed to
identify pre-service teachers' perceptions of social distance toward Armenians,
Syrians, and Africans and the reasons for these perceptions. The survey model was
used in the quantitative dimension of the study, and the case study design was used
in the qualitative dimension. The study sample consisted of 357 preservice teachers
from various programs and grade levels who were continuing their undergraduate
education. The Social Distance Scale developed by Bogardus (1925) and an open-
ended questionnaire were used to collect the data. Descriptive analysis was used to
analyze qualitative data. As a result of the study, Syrians, followed by Armenians
and Africans, were found to be the communities to which the pre-service teachers
felt the most social distance. When the participants' justifications for the perceived
social distance were analyzed, it was found that the perceived threat they felt from
communities different from themselves was effective in creating social distance. The
results of the study reveal that the scope and content of undergraduate teacher
training programs should be revised in terms of respect for diversity.
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Faculty of Education Students' Perceptions of Social Distance towards Different National Identities

Introduction

Belonging to social groups is one of the most practical consequences of being a social being. The
communities we join, sometimes at birth and sometimes through socialization processes, lead to the
formation of social identities based on the roles we play and take seriously over time (Bilgin, 2007).
The communities we feel we belong to influence our attitudes and behaviors, and we become “us”
with the people we share the same social identity with (Snow, 2001; Snow et al., 2005). Because
identities based on domains of belonging such as ethnicity, nation, or religion are the product of a
long historical process (Mellucci, 1995), the sense of "we" they create among their members is much
stronger than other social identities. Therefore, unlike other social identities, these identities are
categorized as "collective identities" (Yazici, 2016).

Collective identities often manifest themselves as the demand of some communities to assert and
emphasize their differences from others (Bilgin, 2007). Therefore, while collective identities create
unity among those who share the common references on which they are based, they also create a
difference from those who do not share these references and declare them as “the other” (Yazic,
2016). The concept of the other plays an important role in constructing identities because human
beings always need the other to construct their self (Ozdemir & Akdag, 2023). If identity is a
mechanism for establishing sameness or identity, this sameness can be understood by drawing the
boundaries of differences (Aktay & Kizilkaya, 2014). Each individual or community remembers the
characteristics of its identity when it encounters these boundaries (Pamuk, 2014). While this
recollection brings along a sense of ownership (Yazici, 2016), the individual inevitably forms a group
belonging (Ozdemir & Akdag, 2023). Therefore, identity (us) and difference (the other) become
successive steps in the process of identity formation (Aktay & Kizilkaya, 2014).

In a sense, even though we owe the construction of our own identity to it, the other in this
relationship is the party to whom we attribute negative images that we do not deem appropriate for
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ourselves (Bestepe, 2021). While “us” represents goodness, righteousness, virtue, trust,
trustworthiness, greatness, order, solidarity, common past, and future, the other often symbolizes
evil, insecurity, separation, separatism, turmoil, and unrest (Pamuk, 2014). Thus, our stereotypes
about the other are formed and maintained. Stereotypes are mental structures that carry fixed,
oversimplified, and generalized positive or negative characteristics towards members of a
community (Tutkun & Kog, 2008). Through stereotypes, all members of a community are made the
same, and labels and stigmas are created by ignoring people's individual characteristics (Cayur,

2012).

Stereotypes in our minds about a community may cause us to have a negative and dogmatic opinion
against all members of that community or any member of that community that we do not know at
all, which can be defined as prejudice (Bilgin, 1994). In cases where prejudices become practical and
turn into behaviors, discrimination is in question (Goregenli, 2012). While the concepts of
stereotypes, prejudice, and discrimination enable us to make sense of the relationship between us
and the other, one of the important definitions that express the experience of living together with
differences at the simplest level is “social distance” (San & Akyigit, 2021).

Social distance is "used to describe the situation in which individuals and social groups have weak
and limited social relations with each other despite physically living together in the same space"
(Yildirimalp & Erdogan, 2019, p. 346). In other words, social distance refers to the lack of openness
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to relationships of varying intensity with individuals or groups that are perceived to be outside the
social category (race, ethnicity, nation, religious community, class, etc.) to which one feels one
belongs or the lack of acceptance of their existence (Bozkur et al., 2020). In this regard, the concept
of social distance indicates the distance at which different communities are willing to draw the
boundaries of privacy (Marshall, 1999).

In the content represented by the concept of social distance, the relationship between an individual
and an individual or an individual and a group is treated on the basis of closeness and distance.
While closeness expresses sympathy towards the other community or the person considered to be a
member of that community, distance corresponds to antipathy (Yildirimalp & Erdogan, 2019). In
fact, social distance is inversely proportional to tolerance towards people and groups that are
perceived as others. The more social distance a person maintains towards others, the lower the level
of tolerance or sympathy toward these others (Eser & Uygur, 2019). Therefore, social distance makes
individuals ready to discriminate against others (Giirkaynak Cuhadar, 2012).

The phenomenon of social distance was first introduced by Bogardus, who analyzed the relations
between ethnic and social classes in America (Marshall, 1999). With the Social Distance Scale he
developed, Bogardus analyzed the willingness of different ethnic communities or races to
communicate with each other in the private and public spheres and wanted to show to what extent
and in the context of which issues prejudice is revealed (San & Akyigit, 2021). In the scale he
developed, Bogardus evaluated this willingness to communicate on the basis of social relationships
such as being neighbors, friends, and getting married, and revealed that prejudice against certain
communities creates a high level of discomfort in such social relationships (Eser & Uygur, 2019). At
the end of his social distancing research, he argued that “as minority groups approach majority
groups, majority groups try to keep minority groups at a certain distance and prevent real contact
between ethnicities” (Bozkur et al., 2020, p. 383).

With the Social Distance Scale he developed, Bogardus pioneered a research tradition in prejudice
studies based on race, nationality, and religion, which still yields similar results today (Bozkur et al.,
2020; Eser & Uygur, 2019; Karsli, 2013). Following in the footsteps of this research tradition, the
current study attempts to investigate the prejudices of participants from the majority culture
towards different national identities through their perceptions of social distance. For this purpose,
social distance perceptions about Armenians (historical others), Syrians (current others), and people
of African descent (potential others), which are considered to represent three different other
categories of national identity, were analyzed.

It is known that the first relations between Turks and Armenians, which we can explain with a long
historical process, started with the Seljuk Empire (ince, 2016). During the Ottoman period,
Armenians, who were among the non-Muslim subjects of the state, became an element of the millet
system, which was institutionalized during the reign of Sultan Mehmet the Conqueror and derived
its source from Islamic law (Giiler, 2000). During the classical period of the Ottoman Empire, the
relationship between the state and the Armenian community was established on a religious basis,
and the Patriarchate was recognized as the legal representative of the Armenian community. During
the Tanzimat period, as in the case of other non-Muslim elements, the Armenians were treated on
the basis of legal equality and were recognized as Ottoman citizens (Kaya, 2005). The Treaty of
Lausanne determined the status of Armenians in the Republican period, and they were recognized
as a minority (Oran, 2010).
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The tension in Turkish-Armenian relations, which turned into a mutual conflict in the later years of
the Ottoman Empire and reached its peak with the deportation decision in 1915, continued in the
Republican period due to reasons such as the Wealth Tax, the 6-7 September Events and the actions
of the ASALA terrorist organization (Akm, 2006; Timur, 2001). The genocide debates, which also
captured international public opinion from time to time, have caused the tension in Turkish-
Armenian relations to continue to the present day. On the other hand, due to the marginalizing
language and discourses used about Armenians in history writing and teaching in Turkey (Yazici,
2019), Armenians are still the unchanging other of Turkish national identity (Danzikyan, 2014).

Apart from Armenians, Syrians are another identity in a relationship of otherness with Turkish
national identity. Compared to Armenians, Syrians have become the other in terms of Turkish
national identity quite recently. Firstly, in 2011, a group of 252 Syrians entered Turkey due to the
civil war in their country, and this group, which was thought to have immigrated “temporarily”,
was “hosted” in Hatay. However, as the civil war in Syria continued with increasing intensity, the
number of those seeking refuge in Turkey increased rapidly (Eser & Uygur, 2019). Since Law No.
6458, which regulates refugee status in Turkey today, only recognizes those from European
countries as refugees, the legal status of Syrians in Turkey has been the subject of considerable
debate. In order to eliminate this uncertainty, following a number of legal arrangements between
2012 and 2013, the Temporary Protection Regulation published on October 22, 2014, established the
“temporary protection” status for Syrians in Turkey, which is widely used today (Topal, 2015).

Although the intensity of the civil war in Syria has decreased, the reluctance of Syrians under
temporary protection status to return to their country (Erdogan, 2021) has brought along a concern
that they will become permanent in Turkey (Bozkur et al., 2020). This concern reduces the social
acceptance of Syrians (Yildirimalp et al., 2017) and leads to them being alienated (Eski et al., 2023).

Compared to Armenians and Syrians, Africans do not yet directly constitute an other for Turkish
national identity, but they have a significant potential in this regard. It is known that the first
relations between Turks and Africans date back to the ninth century (Firat, 2007). During the
Ottoman Empire period, there was a continuous institutional relationship that focused more on the
north of the African continent. However, with the establishment of the republic, relations with Africa
remained limited due to Westernization policies (Tepeciklioglu, 2012). In 1998, diplomatic and
economic relations between Turkey and Africa started to develop with the adoption of the Action
Plan for Opening to Africa and the effective implementation of this plan since 2002. With these
mutually developing relations, there has been a significant increase in the number of Africans
migrating to Turkey (Tepeciklioglu, 2019).

Although we do not have official data, it is possible to state that the number of Africans in Turkey
is not as high as Syrians. However, with the gradual increase in the number of foreign students since
2005, when the Council of Higher Education started to focus on internationalization policy in higher
education, there has been a significant increase in the number of African students in Turkey (Simsek,
2022). As of 2023, approximately 60 thousand of the 301,694 foreign students enrolled in higher
education institutions in Turkey are African students (YOK, 2023). Research shows that the different
linguistic and cultural characteristics of African students pave the way for them to be seen as the
other (Demirhan, 2017), and that they are sometimes discriminated against by other students
(Yardimcioglu et al., 2017). These results show that although Africans are not a widely accepted
other of Turkish national identity today, they have such potential for the near future.
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As can be seen, identities that are in a relationship of otherness with the Turkish national identity
may be subjected to discrimination to different degrees and in different ways. Attributing negative
characteristics to the other, which is a complementary element of identities (Aktay & Kizilkaya,
2014), is very common even today, when democracy and human rights are developing (Parlak,
2015). In order to solve this problem, which threatens the requirements of democratic social life and
the culture of living together (Yazici, 2020), without turning into a social conflict and to reduce the
social distance between different communities, many institutions, especially education, have
important responsibilities. However, educational institutions, which are theoretically expected to
reduce or even eliminate attitudes related to prejudice and discrimination, can be a source of
increasing social distance between differences, even in democratic societies. This study aims to
reveal the social distance of pre-service teachers - who are expected to emphasize the culture of
tolerance and coexistence as practitioners of educational systems and thus remove the barriers to
communication opportunities between differences - towards different national identities and the
reasons for this.

Methods

Research Design

In this study, which aims to reveal pre-service teachers' perceptions of social distance toward
Armenians, Syrians, and Africans and the reasons for these perceptions, simultaneous triangulation
of mixed models was used. In mixed models, quantitative and qualitative research methods are used
together. In a simultaneous triangulation design, quantitative and qualitative data are collected and
analyzed together at the same time. Although data analysis is done separately in both methods, the
results obtained are interpreted together (Creswell, 2003).

The survey model was used in the quantitative phase of the study. The survey model is a study that
represents a data collection process to determine certain characteristics of a group (Biiytikoztiirk et
al., 2012). In the qualitative phase of the study, the case study model was used. The case study is a
research model that allows for an in-depth investigation of the subject and how the factors
influencing the relevant situation affect each other in a holistic way (Yildirim & Simsek, 2011). In
this study, the survey model was used to identify pre-service teachers' perceptions of social distance,
while the case study was used to identify the reasons for this perception.

Population and Sample

The compliance of this study with ethical principles was approved by Tokat Gaziosmanpasa
University Social and Human Sciences Ethics Committee (28.01.2022 dated, Session: 02, Decision:
02). While the population of the study consists of pre-service teachers, the sample group consists of
357 pre-service teachers from different departments and grade levels attending the faculty of
education of a university in the Central Black Sea Region and determined by purposeful sampling
method. 264 of the participants were female, and 92 were male. 153 of them are studying in the
Department of Classroom Teaching, 92 in the Department of Social Studies Teaching, 57 in the
Department of Elementary Mathematics Teaching, and 55 in the Department of Psychological
Counseling and Guidance. 94 of them were first-year students, 109 were second-year students, 35
were third-year students, and 119 were fourth-year students. Thus, the study sample was aimed at
including participants of different genders, programs, and grade levels. In the study, the real names
of the participants were not used, and codes such as S1, 52, and S3... were used.
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Data Collection Tools

In the quantitative phase of the study, the Social Distance Scale (SDS) developed by Bogardus (1925)
was used as a data collection tool. The SDS aims to reveal the degree of acceptance of a group by
other groups (Hosgoriir, 1997). The items in the scale are systematically ordered from the tendency
to adopt a very close social relationship to the tendency to avoid a social relationship (Hidirgil, 2020).
High scores on the scale indicate the desire to be at a distance from the relevant community, while
low scores correspond to the desire to be at a close distance. The seven items in the scale were
expressed negatively, and the participants were asked to answer five-point Likert-type statements
indicating a degree for each item. Cronbach's Alpha reliability coefficients of the items answered for
these identities: Armenian .93, Syrian .96, African .93. In the qualitative phase of the research, the
participants were asked to write down the identity they felt the most distant from, along with the
reasons for this.

Data Analysis

In the analysis of the quantitative data obtained in the research process, descriptive statistics,
ANOVA test for the differentiation of social distance by program type, and Pearson correlation
analysis for examining the relationship between social distance and class level were used. SPSS 23.0
software was used in these analyses. Descriptive analysis was used to analyze the qualitative data.
In descriptive analysis, the data obtained during the research process are described systematically
and clearly. Then, the described data are explained, interpreted, and some conclusions are reached
by establishing cause-effect relationships (Yildirim & Simsek, 2011). In this study, the participants'
justifications for the identity they felt most distant from were thematized and presented in tables,
and these themes were explained by including direct quotations from the participants' responses.

Findings

In the findings section of the study, first of all, descriptive statistics on three different social identities
were analyzed based on the participants' responses to the SDS, and the results were shown in Table
1.

Table 1
Descriptive Statistics for the SDS
n Minimum Maximum X Sd
Syrian 357 1.00 5.00 2.83 1.27
Armenian 357 1.00 5.00 244 1.09
African Origin 357 1.00 5.00 2.04 .93

As seen in Table 1, the mean value of the responses given to the Syrian identity is 2.83, while the
mean value for the Armenian identity is 2.44 and for the African identity is 2.04. In this case, for the
participants, the Syrian identity represents the farthest social distance, while the African identity
indicates the closest social distance.

The participants were asked the open-ended question “Explain which of these identities you feel the most
distant from yourself and why”. The answers given by the participants to this question coincide with
the quantitative findings of the research. 144 participants stated that they felt Syrians, 117
participants stated Armenians, and 13 participants stated Africans as the most distant identity. The
reasons for this perceived distance are thematized and presented in Table 2.
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Table 2
Participants’ Justifications for the Social Distance They Perceive Towards These Identities
Main Themes Sub Themes Participants f
Syrians Granted rights S2, 59, S10, S16, S40, S50, S54, S59, S78, S110, S164, 5179, 31
S181, S184, S7, S19, S73, S157, S192, S208, S223, 5230,
5269, 5295, S301, S302, S314, S12, S44, 5235, S260
Fleeing from war S2, 53, 544, 593, 5127, S128, S137, S164, 5194, S208, S235, 18
5260, S294, S314, S280, S340, S328, S337
Public order problems S8, S22, S30, S41, S52, S54, S68, S181, S184, S188, 5227, 18
5103, S137, S170, S266, 5289, 5294 S388,
Increasing numbers S22, 525, 555, 5141, S144, S184, S198, S204, S206, 5224, 14
5255, 5274, S161, S200
Cultural difference S39, S46, S105, S110, S113, S181, S243, S244, 5279, 5293, 14
S300, S350, S1, S270
Economic reasons S18, 524, S84, S144, S181, S200, S289, S290, 5294, S340 12
S334, S32, S219
Intentions not to go back S32, S34, S36, 540, S41, S54, S55, S61, S118, 5217 S216 11
Their ingratitude S22, 5122, S187, S188, S328, S337 6
Sovereignty concerns S224, 5334, 5242, S118 570, S71 6
Prejudice 5178 1
Armenians Atrocities committed S47, S58, S72, 573, S75, S82, S83, S86, S89, 590, S98, S107, 25
5180, S207, S245, 5249, 5292, 5299, S308, S309, S313 S331,
S337, S340, S345
Historical reasons 5169, S196, S210, S212, S218, 5229, 5233, 5239, S261, 23
5283, S312, S315, S316, S317, S322, S336, S339, S352,
5348, S355, S87, 5245, S330
Genocide allegations S11, S13, S56, S136, S153, S182, S183, S195, S207, S292, 18
5298, S301, S302, S303, S309, 5328, S347, S353
Betrayal S4, 583, 594, S112, S14, S171, S180, S346, S271, S5, S175, 14
5228, S122
Riots 518, S64, S65, S180, S207, S284 6
Political problems S30, S57, S104, S145, 5222, 5245 6
Azerbaijan 545, 5286, S313, 5284, S291, S238 6
Hostility 5329, 5330, S347 3
Land claims 5108, S136 2
Religious reasons 5119, S143 2
Media 129 1
Asala S86 1
Lack of Acquaintance 528 1
Africans Cultural difference S23, 5163, 5225, 5227, S278 5
Physical appearance 576, 5199, S277 3
Shyness 517, 523 2
Language S74 1
Bad memories S264 1
Fear S17 1
Distant Concern of assimilation S111, S152 2
towards all Historical S97, S323 2
Culture S106, S124 2
Racism 520 1
Not distant Humanity S63, S67, S131, S123, S142, S146, S150, S151, S376, S166, 13
towards any 5205, 5272 5357
Pattern of behavior S77, 5287 2
Personality 5174, 5250 2
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As seen in Table 2, it is understood from the number of recurring themes that students are more
distant towards Syrian and Armenian identities. Looking at Table 2, it is seen that a small number
of pre-service teachers do not feel distant towards any identity, and on the contrary, there are
participants who feel distant towards all of them.

The most recurring theme regarding the Syrian identity that the participants felt the most distant
from was “the granted rights.” S179, one of the participants, expressed his thoughts on the subject
of “granted rights” as follows: “... they are placed in the country as immigrants and have more rights
than us... they are financially supported a lot and given a lot of rights in terms of education, which
is marginalizing us and spoiling them”. According to S50, “the rights granted to them in my country,
which are sometimes not even granted to us, make us prejudiced against them.

Another recurring theme regarding the Syrian identity of the participants is “fleeing from the war”.
593, one of the participants, emphasized the consequences of this situation by saying, “I feel distant
because Syrians left their country and did not fight there and made me a refugee in my country... ...I
want them to go away”. 544, one of the participants, emphasized the importance of fighting for their
country by saying, “...they leave the war in their country and live a better life in Turkey than Turkish
citizens, with exceptions. I would prefer to fight in my own country” and drew attention to the
importance of fighting for one's country.

Regarding the theme of “cultural difference” created for the Syrian identity, S350 stated, “... I feel
distant from my own environment in terms of personality, customs and traditions”, while
participant 546, who emphasized a different cultural dimension, stated, “...although we have some
problems, most of the Armenian and Greek population in Turkey are connected to the country with
citizenship ties... Syrians... are a community that cannot be integrated, most of whom do not fit into
the country and our culture” and mentioned that there are sharp cultural lines.

One of the recurring themes related to Syrian identity was “their increasing number”. Towards this
theme, but also emphasizing the theme of “intentions not to go back”, S55 stated, “...there are more
Syrians than Turks in some regions, their numbers are much higher than they should be... although
they live on the border of deprivation, they breed a lot... they have settled here permanently, and
this disturbs me”.

532, one of the participants related to the theme of “intentions not to go back”, which is another
recurring theme related to Syrian identity, expressed his thoughts as “they have been here for years,
although the shortness of the guest is acceptable, and the order and welfare level of the country is
deteriorating because of them” by touching upon the reflections in different dimensions. S118 drew
attention to the concern by saying, “...today, Syrian citizens have really occupied our country...”.

Another recurring theme related to Syrian identity was identified as “economic reasons”. 5294
expressed their concerns about this issue by stating that “...while we have difficulty in giving jobs
even to our own people, having them is a problem for our country, and a solution should be found
urgently”. One of the participants, S181, emphasized that “employers hire Syrians rather than their

7

own citizens because they receive lower salaries...” and drew attention to the opportunism of
employers on this issue. Again, related to this theme, S334 emphasized that “Armenians and Greeks
are Turkish citizens, they have a historical background. They work and pay taxes, but Syrians are

the scourge of the whole world as refugees”, referring to the other identities in question.
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Another theme that draws attention to the Syrian identity is “public order problems”. S266, one of
the participants related to this theme, expressed their discomfort on this issue with the statement,
“not most of them, of course, because they both live in my country and harm women in my
country...”. The statement of participant S54, who mentioned a different dimension in the formation
of their attitudes, as “... we see harassment and rape incidents in the news, coming from a foreign
country and doing these things in our country and disrupting the order... it seems wrong to me”
reveals the effect of the media on the attitude they form.

One of the noteworthy themes regarding Syrian identity was “sovereignty concerns”. Regarding
this theme, 5242 expressed their current concerns by saying, “...I feel quite distant because I feel the
environment I live in has been taken over by them”, while 5224 said, “I feel distant from Syrians
right now, their presence in our country sometimes more than us disturbs me. It must be the concern
that the sovereignty may change”, and in parallel, S334 mentioned their concerns for the future with
the statement ”... they will almost declare their independence here, I want them to get out of my
country...”.

Among the participants who “emphasized prejudice” about Syrians, S178 stated;

I feel distant from Syrians. Yes, sometimes this is a bad thing, and I think I am prejudiced, but
considering the current situation and agenda of the country, I don't want to like them... Yes,
we will be teachers. I may have students from Syria or from a different nationality, and I will
never discriminate because the child is not aware of anything...

With the above statements, the dilemma experienced by the participant on this issue while
expressing his/her professional thoughts is noticeable.

The second most distant identity felt by the students was Armenian. When the themes created for
the Armenian identity were analyzed, it was seen that the most recurring theme was “atrocities
committed”. Regarding this theme, S309 emphasized the events in the past by expressing his
thoughts as “... we cannot forget what they did to our society in our difficult times, especially when
we listen to what they did to defenseless old people, women, and children, a fire of anger starts to
burn in people...”. S47, one of the participants who emphasized the recent history, mentioned the
effect of current events on the formation of their attitudes by saying “...because even if they do not
do the atrocities they did in history to Turkey now, they still do the same treatment to other
countries”. Again, S107, who makes a remarkable statement related to this theme, makes a hate
speech: ”...as a result of the massacres and some events that happened in the past, I hate them, if I
could, I would throw every one of them into a pit and ....”

One of the most recurring themes regarding Armenian identity was identified as “historical
reasons”. However, most of the participants did not refer to any historical period or event under this
theme and evaluated the issue superficially. Regarding this theme, S87 stated, “I feel very distant
from Armenians because my historical knowledge has taught me that I should not trust those
people”.

Another recurring theme related to Armenian identity was “genocide allegations”. 5298, one of the
participants related to this theme, criticized this situation by saying “...we sent them to safe areas by
trains. They still use this event as a so-called genocide to pity themselves to the world states”, while
one of the participants 5292 stated that “...they committed genocide against the Turkish nation and
presented it to the world public opinion by claiming otherwise... other world states surprised us by
accepting these ugly baseless black slanders...” and stated that he did not find the opinions of other
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world states on this issue correct.

Regarding the theme of “betrayal” created for the Armenian identity, 5180, one of the participants,
used the expression “...although they lived in our country for a long time, they betrayed and rebelled
by tormenting our people...”, while 514, one of the participants, made a remarkable discourse by
saying “Betrayal is in their blood”.

5298, one of the participants related to the theme of “Azerbaijan” created for the Armenian identity,
expressed their thoughts as ”...I feel distant towards Armenians because of the war they waged
against the people of Azerbaijan.” Again, 5286, one of the participants related to this theme, stated
their thoughts as ”...I do not feel any sympathy towards them as a Turk because of the Khojaly
massacre they committed against Turks.” Participant 545, who talked about his own experiences
related to this theme, drew attention to current events by saying, “...last year I personally saw the
terror they committed in Azerbaijan in Nakhchivan and Karabakh, and I have a great antipathy...”.

Another remarkable theme created for the Armenian identity is the theme of “ land claim”. 5136,
one of the participants who made interesting discourses on the theme of land claim, stated their
thoughts by saying, “... I do not tolerate the fact that they see Mount Ararat as sacred to them and
want to claim it as their own. If I wanted to erase a race, I would first want to destroy the
Armenian...”. Regarding this theme, 5108 also expressed his concerns about the future with his
statements such as “ I think that Armenians have been claiming rights to our lands from the past to
the present and that they can put their treacherous ambitions that they could not realize in the past
back into action at the first opportunity they will find...”.

One of the interesting themes created for the Armenian identity was “media”. Regarding the
“media” theme, one of the participants, 5129, mentioned the effect of the media on the formation of
their attitudes with the following statements: “...since I see videos and stories containing their point
of view towards Turks, I find it difficult to establish good relations between us”.

The most recurring theme in the participants' justifications for the social distance they perceived
towards Africans was “cultural difference”. Regarding the theme of cultural difference, 5225 stated
their thoughts as “Since they live in completely different geographies, their cultures are quite far
from us.” One of the participants, S23, drew attention to cultural and social processes by stating “I
keep myself in the background thinking that there are differences between our values and their
values. Maybe if I had the opportunity to get to know them, my opinion might change”.

One of the remarkable themes created for African identity is “physical appearance”. Regarding this
theme, 5199 stated, “...I have never had any sympathy for someone of African origin. I don't like
their physical appearance...”. Again, one of the participants, S277, drew attention to the physical
skin color by saying, “I feel distant to someone of African origin, the difference in culture and the
fact that they are black”.

S111, one of the participants who felt distant from all of these identities and had “assimilation
concerns”, said: “A society consisting of different races and nationalities is susceptible to
assimilation. The fact that there is only Turkish nation within the state of Turkey will make our state
survive.” Similarly, 520, one of the participants who felt distant from all of them, said, “I have a
racism that is not specific to a single race. It is not nice for foreigners to come and live comfortably
in my country”.
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The most recurring theme among the participants who did not feel distant from any of these
identities was “humanity.” Regarding the theme of humanity, S272 stated that “human beings do
not discriminate people.” S2 stated that “...I evaluate people according to their morals, not according
to the nationality they were raised in...”. Another participant, S77, expressed that identities are not
very important to him by saying, “...Ilook at people not by their identities but by what they do...”.

Next, a one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was conducted to reveal the differentiation of the
social distance perceived by the participants regarding their Syrian, Armenian, and African
identities according to the department, and the results have been shown in Table 3.

Table 3
Differences in Perceived Social Distance towards Syrians, Armenians, and Africans by the Department
Departments Significant Differences
N X F p (Scheffe)
Syrians Classroom Teaching 153 2.66 3.198  .024*  Social Studies Teaching
Social Studies Teaching 92 3.14 > Classroom Teaching
Mathematics Teaching 57 2.94
Guidance and 55 2.69
Psychological Counseling
Armenians Classroom Teaching 153 2.35 6.923  .000*  Social Studies Teaching
Social Studies Teaching 92 2.86 > Classroom Teaching
Mathematics Teaching 57 2.37 and GPC
Guidance and 55 1.89
Psychological Counseling
Africans Classroom Teaching 153 1.91 8.049  .000*  Social Studies Teaching
Social Studies Teaching 92 2.43 > Classroom Teaching
Mathematics Teaching 57 2.00 and GPC
Guidance and 55 1.79

Psychological Counseling

Notes. *p<.05

As seen in Table 3, the social distance perceived by the participants regarding all three identities
differed significantly by their departments. According to the Scheffe test conducted to reveal the
source of the significant difference, the social distance perceptions of pre-service teachers studying
in the social studies teaching program towards Syrians are higher than those of students studying
in the classroom teaching program. At the same time, the social distancing perceptions of social
studies teacher education students towards Armenians and Africans are higher than those of
students in the classroom teaching and guidance and psychological counseling programs.

Finally, Pearson correlation analysis was conducted to reveal the relationship between the
participants' grade level and their perceptions of social distance towards Syrian, Armenian, and
African identities. The findings as a result of the analysis have been shown in Table 4.
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Table 4

The Relationship between Participants’ Perceptions of Social Distance Regarding Syrian, Armenian, and
African Identities and Their Grade Level

Grade Level Syrians Armenians Africans
Grade Level r 1
p
Syrians r 156" 1
p .003
Armenians r 2127 520" 1
p .000 .000
Africans r 221" 474" 534" 1
p .000 .000 .000

Notes. ** p<.01

As seen in Table 4, there is a positive and significant relationship between the participants' grade
levels and the social distance they perceive towards three different identities. Accordingly, as pre-
service teachers' grade levels increase, their perceptions of social distance towards all three different
identities also increase.

Conclusion

In this study, it was sought to reveal pre-service teachers' perceptions of social distance regarding
Armenians, who are considered as the historical other; Syrians, who we can call the current other;
and Africans, who have the potential to be otherized in the near future, and the reasons for these
perceptions. Both the quantitative and qualitative results of the study show that the community that
is perceived as socially distant the most is Syrians, followed by Armenians. The least socially distant
community is Africans.

One of the striking results of the research is that Syrians have the most distant identity among the
three categories, despite the fact that they share the most common characteristics such as sharing the
same religion, close geographies, and historical past. Another interesting result of the research is
that Africans, who have the least common geographical, cultural, and historical characteristics, are
the least distant community. However, it is possible to explain these results with the integrated
threat theory, which claims that the prejudices and negative attitudes of the majority community
towards the minority community are based on the size of the threat they perceive (Stephan &
Stephan, 1996).

According to the integrated threat theory, threat perceptions underlie otherization (Arslantiirk,
2020). There are four main threats that cause individuals or society to have prejudiced attitudes
towards differences. The first of these is realistic threats. In realistic threats, majority community
members perceive that different communities pose a threat to their physical existence, resources,
political and economic power, health, safety, and job opportunities (Eser & Uygur, 2019; Ekici, 2019).
The second type of threat is symbolic threat. In this type of threat, the majority community perceives
different communities as a threat to its worldview, lifestyle, values, beliefs, attitudes, standards and
customs (Arslantiirk, 2020). The third threat is negative stereotypes. This type of threat is the belief
that outgroup members of otherized communities have negative characteristics such as laziness,
aggression, criminality, rudeness, and lying (Ekici, 2019). The fourth type of threat is defined as
intergroup anxiety. This concept refers to the anxiety that individuals experience when they come into
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contact or think that they will come into contact with people from different cultures (Stephan &
Stephan, 1985).

In the context of the qualitative data of the research, when the reasons for the social distance of the
participants towards Syrians are examined, it is seen that the themes that can be considered in the
realistic threat category, such as the rights granted, public order problems, increasing numbers, economic
reasons, intentions not to go back, and sovereignty concerns come to the fore. When we look at the reasons
for the social distance felt towards the Armenian identity, it is seen that historical reasons that have
now turned into negative stereotypes (third threat type), such as persecution, genocide allegations, and
rebellions shaped within the framework of the 1915 events are effective. On the other hand, it can be
said that the symbolic threat stemming from cultural differences, as well as intergroup concerns
stemming from physical appearance or people's hesitancy to communicate, are effective in the social
distance felt towards African identity. When the social distance perceived by the participants
towards all three identities and their justifications are evaluated together, it can be said that the type
and dimension of threat perceptions towards these identities affect the social distance they perceive.
Therefore, although Syrians are the national identity with which the participants have the most
common identity, the fact that the perceived threat is higher than other identities may have increased
the social distance felt towards Syrians. Likewise, it can be said that the low perceived threat towards
Africans, with whom the participants have the least commonality, is the reason for the low social
distance. In both cases, the difference between the number of Syrians and Africans in Turkey may
have affected the difference in the perceived threat rate.

Another interesting result obtained from the research is that as the participants' grade level
increases, the perceived social distance towards all three identities also increases. In other words,
the participants continued to socially distance themselves from all three identities during the period
they continued their education at the faculty of education. Moreover, the farthest perception of social
distance regarding these three identities belongs to social studies teacher candidates who are
expected to impart values such as respect or tolerance to differences in their students. At this point,
it is possible to direct some criticisms towards the education given to teacher candidates at the
faculties of education from the perspective of respect for or tolerance towards differences. Indeed,
in the study conducted by Yazici and Budak (2017), it was observed that the variable that has the
least effect on teacher candidates' respect for identity differences is the education they receive at the
faculties of education. However, as teacher candidates approach the graduation stage, their concerns
about the future begin to come to the forefront, and their reluctance to share their already limited
economic resources with immigrant groups such as Syrians may also be effective in increasing social
distance.

When the qualitative and quantitative results of the study were evaluated together, it was seen that
the participants could sometimes make hate speeches that included all members of the relevant
community and pushed the boundaries of prejudice and discrimination regarding the three national
identities examined. Moreover, the education they received at the faculty of education did not have
an effect of eliminating this problem; on the contrary, the social distance felt towards all three
identities increased as they continued their education. However, the participants who constituted
the study group are teacher candidates who are expected to instill in their students values such as
respect for differences, which are of vital importance for the sustainability of differences in today's
societies without turning into conflict. This situation reveals the necessity of questioning and
revising the content and scope of undergraduate programs that train teachers, especially in social
studies education, in terms of instilling values such as respect for differences or tolerance in teacher
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Ogretmen yetistiren lisans programlarinin kapsam ve igeriginin farkliliklara saygi
yoniinden yeniden gbzden gecirilmesi gerektigini ortaya koymaktadir.

Makale Tiirii
Arastirma

Makale Ge¢misi
Gonderim tarihi:
29.08.2023
Kabul tarihi:
18.11.2024

Anahtar Kelimeler

Sosyal Mesafe, Suriyeliler,
Ermeniler, Afrikalilar,
Biitiinlesik Tehdit Kurami

Atif Bilgisi: Eyice, H. 1., ve Yazici, F. (2024). Egitim fakiiltesi grencilerinin farkli ulusal kimliklere yonelik

sosyal ~mesafe algilari.  Uluslararast  Tiirk Bilimleri

https://doi.org/10.46778/goputeb.1352114

Egitim

Dergisi, 12

Sorumlu yazar: Halil Ibrahim Eyice, e-posta: halil.ibrahim.eyicel@gmail.com

1461

(3),  1447-1477.


https://doi.org/10.46778/goputeb.1352114
mailto:halil.ibrahim.eyice1@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0009-0006-2483-5194
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2121-8538
http://dx.doi.org/10.22596/2018.0302.1.13

Egitim Fakiiltesi Ogrencilerinin Farkli Ulusal Kimliklere Yénelik Sosyal Mesafe Algilari

Giris

Insanin sosyal bir varlik olmasmin en pratik sonuglarindan biri, sosyal gruplarin bir pargasi
olmasidir. Bazen dogumla birlikte bazen de sosyallesme siiregleriyle dahil oldugumuz topluluklar,
oynadigimiz ve zamanla ciddiye aldigimiz rollere dayanan sosyal kimliklerin olusumuna neden
olur (Bilgin, 2007). Kendimizi ait hissettigimiz topluluklar, tutum ve davranislarimiz: etkilerken
ayn1 sosyal kimligi paylastigimiz insanlarla “biz” haline geliriz (Snow, 2001; Snow ve digerleri,
2005). Etnisite, ulus ya da din gibi aidiyet alanlarmna dayanan kimlikler ise oldukg¢a uzun bir tarihsel
stirecin tiriinii olduklarindan (Mellucci, 1995), iiyeleri arasinda olusturduklar1 “biz” duygusu, diger
sosyal kimliklere gore cok daha giicliidiir. Bu sebeple s6z konusu kimlikler, diger sosyal
kimliklerden farkl olarak “kolektif kimlik” seklinde kategorize edilir (Yazici, 2016).

Kolektif kimlikler ¢ogunlukla, baz1 topluluklarin digerlerinden farkliliklarin1 ortaya koyma ve
vurgulama talebi olarak kendilerini gosterirler (Bilgin, 2007). Dolayisiyla kolektif kimlikler,
dayandirdiklar: ortak referanslari paylasanlar arasinda bir birliktelik olustururken, bu referanslar:
paylasmayanlar arasinda da bir farklilik yaratarak onlar1 “6teki” olarak ilan eder (Yazici, 2016).
Oteki kavrami, kimliklerin insasinda &nemli bir rol oynamaktadir. Ciinkii insan, benligini
kurgulamak icin tekine her zaman ihtiyag duyar (Ozdemir ve Akdag, 2023). Kimlik, bir aymilik
veya 0zdeslik kurma mekanizmasi ise bu aynilik, farkliliklarin sinirlarinin ¢gizilmesiyle anlagilabilir
(Aktay ve Kizilkaya, 2014). Her birey ya da topluluk, bu sinirlar ile karsilastiginda kendi kimliginin
ozelliklerini hatirlar (Pamuk, 2014). Bu hatirlama, bir sahiplenmeyi de beraberinde getirirken
(Yazici, 2016) kisi kaginilmaz olarak bir grup aidiyeti olusturur (Ozdemir ve Akdag, 2023).
Dolayisiyla 6zdeslik (biz) ve farklilik (6teki), kimliklerin olusum siirecinin birbirini takip eden
adimlar haline gelir (Aktay ve Kizilkaya, 2014).

Bir anlamda kendi kimligimizin insasin1 ona borg¢lu olsak da biz-6teki iliskisinde 6teki, kendimize
yakistirmadigimiz olumsuz imajlar1 yiikledigimiz taraftir (Bestepe, 2021). “Biz”, iyiyi, dogrulugu,
erdemi, giliveni, yliceligi, diizeni, dayanugsmay, ortak gegmisi ve gelecegi temsil ederken oteki ise
cogunlukla kotiiliigli, giivensizligi, ayriligi, boliictliigii, kargasayr ve huzursuzlugu simgeler
(Pamuk, 2014). Boylelikle tekine dair kalip yargilarimiz olusur ve stirdiiriliir. Kalip yargilar, bir
toplulugun {iyelerine yonelik sabit, asir1 basitlestirilmis ve genellestirilmis olumlu veya olumsuz
ozellikleri tasiyan zihinsel yapilardir (Tutkun ve Kog, 2008). Kalip yargilar araciligiyla bir
toplulugun biitiin tiyeleri aynilastirilir, insanlarmn bireysel 6zellikleri goz ardi edilerek etiketlemeler
ve damgalamalar olusturulur (Cayir, 2012).

Bir topluluk hakkinda zihnimizde yer alan kalip yargilar, o toplulugun biitiin {iyelerine veya hig
tanimadigimiz herhangi bir {iyesine karsi olumsuz ve dogmatik bir kanaat beslememize neden
olabilir ki bu kanaati 6nyarg1 seklinde tanimlamak miimkiindiir (Bilgin, 1994). Onyargilarin pratik
bir hal alip davranisa dontistiigli durumlarda ise ayrimcilik s6z konusudur (Goregenli, 2012). Kalip
yargl, Onyargl ve ayrimcilik kavramlari, biz ve Oteki arasindaki iliskiyi anlamlandirmamizi
saglarken farklilikla bir arada yasama deneyimini en yalin diizeyde ifade eden Onemli
tanimlamalardan biri de “sosyal mesafe”dir (San ve Akyigit, 2021).

Sosyal mesafe, “birey ve sosyal gruplarin fiziki olarak ayn1 mekanda birlikte yasamalarina ragmen
birbirleriyle sosyal olarak kurduklari iligkilerin zayif ve sinirli kalmas: durumunu tanimlamak igin
kullanilmaktadir” (Yildirimalp ve Erdogan, 2019, s. 346). Bir baska deyisle sosyal mesafe, kisinin
kendisini ait hissettigi sosyal kategorinin (1rk, etnisite, ulus, dinsel cemaat, sinif vb.) disinda gordiigii
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birey ya da gruplara yonelik gesitli yogunluktaki iliskiye ac¢ik olmama durumu veya varliklarim
kabul etmedeki eksiklige isaret eder (Bozkur ve digerleri, 2020). Bu yoniiyle sosyal mesafe kavrami
gesitli topluluklarin mahremiyet sinirlarini hangi mesafede ¢izmeye istekli olduklarini gosterir
(Marshall, 1999).

Sosyal mesafe kavraminin temsil ettigi igerikte birey-birey veya birey-grup arasindaki iligki yakinlik
ve uzaklik temelinde ele alinir. Yakinlik &teki topluluk veya o topluluga iiye oldugu diisiiniilen
kisiye kars1 sempatiyi ifade ederken, uzaklik ise antipatiye karsilik gelmektedir (Yildirimalp ve
Erdogan, 2019). Oyle ki sosyal mesafe, Steki olarak kabul edilen insanlara ve gruplara karsi hoggorii
ile ters orantilidir. Bir insan digerlerine kars1 ne kadar fazla sosyal mesafe koyarsa, s6z konusu
otekilere karsi tolerans veya sempati diizeyi o kadar az olur (Eser ve Uygur, 2019). Dolayisiyla sosyal
mesafe koymak bireyleri, 6tekilere kars1 ayrimcilik yapmaya hazir hale getirmektedir (Giirkaynak
Cuhadar, 2012).

Sosyal mesafe olgusu ilk olarak Amerika’daki etnik ve toplumsal siniflar arasindaki iligkileri
inceleyen Bogardus tarafindan ortaya konulmustur (Marshall, 1999). Bogardus, gelistirdigi Sosyal
Mesafe Olgegi ile dzel ve kamusal alanda farkli etnik topluluklarin veya irklarm, birbirleriyle
iletisime ge¢me istegini analiz ederek 6n yarginin ne diizeyde ve hangi konular baglaminda agiga
gaktigii gostermek istemistir (San ve Akyigit, 2021). Gelistirmis oldugu olgekte Bogardus, bu
iletisime ge¢me istegini komsuluk etmek, arkadaslik etmek, evlenmek gibi sosyal iligkiler temelinde
degerlendirmis ve baz1 topluluklara karsi onyargmin bu gibi sosyal iliskilerde yiiksek diizeyde
rahatsizlik yarattigini ortaya koymustur (Eser ve Uygur, 2019). Yapmis oldugu sosyal mesafe
arastirmalarinin sonunda ise “azinlik gruplarin ¢ogunluk olan gruplara yaklastik¢a ¢ogunluk
gruplarin azinlik gruplari belli bir mesafede tutmaya ve etnisiteler arasindaki gercek temas:
onlemeye ¢alistigini 6ne stirmiistiir” (Bozkur ve digerleri, 2020, s. 383).

Bogardus, gelistirdigi Sosyal Mesafe Olgegi ile 1rk, ulus ve dine dayali dnyargi ¢alismalarinda,
bugiin de benzer sonuclar ortaya koyan bir arastirma gelenegine onciiliik etmistir (Bozkur ve
digerleri, 2020; Eser ve Uygur, 2019; Karsli, 2013). Bu arastirma geleneginin izlerini takip eden
mevcut ¢alismada da ¢ogunluk kiiltiirden gelen katilimcilarin farkli ulusal kimliklere yonelik
Onyargilari, sosyal mesafe algilari izerinden incelenmeye ¢alisiimistir. Bu amagla ulusal kimligin ti¢
farkl1 6teki kategorisini temsil ettigi diistintilen Ermeniler (tarihsel 6teki), Suriyeliler (giincel 6teki)
ve Afrika kokenliler (potansiyel 6teki) ile ilgili sosyal mesafe algilar1 ele alinmistir.

Uzun bir tarihsel stiregle agiklayabilecegimiz Tiirklerle Ermeniler arasimndaki ilk iligkilerin Selguklu
Devleti ile basladigi bilinmektedir (Ince, 2016). Osmanli déneminde ise devletin gayrimiislim
tebaasindan olan Ermeniler, Fatih Sultan Mehmet zamaninda kurumsallasan ve kaynagini [slam
hukukundan alan millet sisteminin bir unsuru haline gelmislerdir (Giiler, 2000). Osmanli'nin klasik
doneminde devlet ile Ermeni toplulugu arasindaki iliski dini bir temelde kurulmus, Patriklik,
Ermeni toplumunun hukuki temsilcisi olarak kabul edilmistir. Tanzimat doneminde ise diger
gayrimiislim unsurlarda oldugu gibi hukuk esitligi temelinde hareket edilmis ve Osmanl1 vatandasi
olarak kabul edilmislerdir (Kaya, 2005). Ermenilerin Cumhuriyet dénemindeki statiisii ise Lozan
Antlagmasi ile belirlenmis ve azinlik olarak kabul edilmislerdir (Oran, 2010).

Osmanli Devleti'nin son doneminde artik karsilikli ¢atismaya donen ve 1915 yilindaki Tehcir
karariyla birlikte zirveye ulasan Tiirk-Ermeni iligkilerindeki gerilim Varlik Vergisi, 6-7 Eyliil
Olaylar1 ve ASALA teror orgiitiiniin eylemleri gibi nedenlerle Cumhuriyet doneminde de devam
etmistir (Akin, 2006; Timur, 2001). Zaman zaman uluslararasi kamuoyunu da mesgul eden soykirim
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tartismalari ise Tlirk-Ermeni iligkilerindeki gerilimin giiniimiize kadar ulasmasina neden olmustur.
Diger yandan Tiirkiye’deki tarih yazim ve 6gretiminde, Ermenilerle ilgili kullanilan 6tekilestirici dil
ve sOylemler nedeniyle (Yazici, 2019) Ermeniler bugiin de Tiirk ulusal kimliginin degismeyen
otekisidir (Danzikyan, 2014).

Ermeniler disinda Tiirk ulusal kimligi ile Otekilik iligkisi icinde bulunan bir diger kimlik
Suriyelilerdir. Ermenilerle karsilastirildiginda Suriyelilerin, Tiirk ulusal kimligi agisindan oOteki
konumuna gelmesi oldukca yakin bir gecmise dayanmaktadir. Ilk olarak 2011 yilinda, {ilkelerinde
yasanan i¢ savas nedeniyle 252 kisilik bir Suriyeli grup Tiirkiye’ye giris yapmis, “gegici olarak
geldigi diistiniilen” bu grup Hatay’da “misafir” edilmistir. Fakat Suriye’deki i¢ savasin siddetini
arttirarak devam etmesiyle birlikte Tiirkiye’ye siginanlarin sayist da hizli bir sekilde artis
gostermistir (Eser ve Uygur, 2019). Bugiin Tiirkiye’de miilteci olma durumunu diizenleyen 6458
sayili kanun yalnizca Avrupa iilkelerinden gelenleri miilteci olarak kabul ettiginden, Tiirkiye’'de
bulunan Suriyelilerin hukuki statiisii, nemli tartismalara konu olmustur. Bu belirsizligi ortadan
kaldirmak amaciyla 2012-2013 yillar1 arasinda yapilan bir takim yasal diizenlemelerin ardindan 22
Ekim 2014 tarihinde yayimlanan Gegici Koruma Yonetmeligi ile Tiirkiye’de bulunan Suriyeliler i¢in
bugiin yaygin olarak kullanilan “gegici koruma” statiisii olusturulmustur (Topal, 2015).

Suriye’deki i¢ savasin yogunlugunun azalmasma karsin gegici koruma statiisiinde bulunan
Suriyelilerin iilkelerine geri donme konusundaki isteksizlikleri (Erdogan, 2021), Tiirkiye’de kalic1
olacaklarina dair bir endiseyi de beraberinde getirmistir (Bozkur ve digerleri, 2020). Bu endise,
Suriyelilerin toplumsal kabuliinii azaltmakta (Yildirimalp ve digerleri, 2017) 6tekilestirmeye maruz
kalmalarma neden olmaktadir (Eski ve digerleri, 2023).

Ermeniler ve Suriyelilerle karsilastirildiginda Tiirk ulusal kimligi i¢in heniiz dogrudan bir 6teki
konumunda bulunmayan fakat bu konuda ©nemli bir potansiyel tasiyan go¢men toplulugu
Afrikalilardir. Tiirkler ile Afrikalilar arasindaki ilk iligkilerin dokuzuncu ytizyila kadar dayandig:
bilinmektedir (Firat, 2007). Osmanli Devleti doneminde ise Afrika kitasinin daha ¢ok kuzeyine
odaklanan ve siireklilik arz eden bir kurumsal iligki bi¢imi ytirtitiilmistiir. Fakat cumhuriyetin
kurulusu ile birlikte, Batililasma politikalarinin da etkisiyle Afrika ile iligskiler sirli diizeyde
kalmigtir (Tepeciklioglu, 2012). 1998 yilinda Afrika’ya Aciim Eylem Plani'nin kabul edilmesi, 2002
yilindan itibaren de bu planin etkili bir bigimde uygulanmasiyla birlikte Tiirkiye ile Afrika
arasindaki diplomatik ve ekonomik iligkiler gelismeye baglamistir. Karsilikli olarak gelisen bu
iligkilerle birlikte Tiirkiye'ye goc eden Afrikali sayisinda da ciddi bir artis olmustur (Tepeciklioglu,
2019).

Her ne kadar elimizde resmi bir veri bulunmasa da Tiirkiye’de bulunan Afrikalilarin sayisinin,
Suriyeliler kadar fazla olmadigini sdylemek miimkiindiir. Fakat YOK'iin yiiksekdgretimde
uluslararasilasma politikasina agirlik vermeye basladigi 2005 yilindan itibaren yabanci uyruklu
ogrenci sayisinin kademeli olarak artis gostermesiyle birlikte, Tiirkiye’de bulunan Afrika uyruklu
ogrencilerin sayisinda da ciddi bir artis olmustur (Simsek, 2022). 2023 yili itibariyle Tiirkiye’deki
yliksekogretim kurumlarinda kayitli 301.694 yabanci uyruklu 6grenciden yaklasik 60 bini, Afrika
uyruklu dgrencilerdir (YOK, 2023). Yapilan aragtirmalarda Afrika uyruklu dgrencilerin farkl dilsel
ve kiiltiirel 6zelliklerinin, 6teki olarak goriilmelerine zemin hazirladigl (Demirhan, 2017), zaman
zaman diger ogrenciler tarafindan ayrimciliga maruz kaldiklar1 goriilmektedir (Yardimcioglu ve
digerleri, 2017). Bu sonuglar, Afrikalilarin bugiin i¢in Tiirk ulusal kimliginin yaygin kabul goren bir
otekisi olmasa da yakin gelecek icin boyle bir potansiyel tasidigin1 gostermektedir.
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Goriildiigii tizere Tiirk ulusal kimligi ile otekilik iliskisi icinde bulunan kimlikler, farkli derece ve
sekillerde ayrimciliga maruz kalabilmektedir. Kimliklerin tamamlayict bir unsuru olan 6tekine
(Aktay ve Kizilkaya, 2014), olumsuz birtakim 6zellikler atfedilmesi, demokrasi ve insan haklarinin
gelisim gosterdigi giintimiizde bile son derece yaygindir (Parlak, 2015). Demokratik bir toplumsal
hayatin gerekliliklerini ve birlikte yasama kiltiirtinii tehdit eden bu sorunun (Yazici, 2020),
toplumsal bir catismaya doniismeden c¢oziilebilmesi ve farkli topluluklar arasindaki sosyal
mesafenin azaltilabilmesi i¢in egitim basta olmak tiizere bir¢ok kuruma Onemi sorumluluklar
diismektedir. Fakat teoride Onyarg: ve ayrimclikla ilgili tutumlar1 azaltmas: hatta ortadan
kaldirmas1 beklenen egitim kurumlari, demokratik toplumlarda bile farkliliklar arasindaki sosyal
mesafenin artmasina kaynaklik edebilmektedir. Bu calismada, egitim sistemlerinin uygulayicist
olarak, hosgorii ve birlikte yasama kiiltiiriine vurgu yapmasi, boylelikle de farkliliklar arasindaki
iletisim imkanlarmin oniindeki engelleri kaldirmas1 beklenen 6gretmen adaylarinin, farkli ulusal
kimliklere kars1 sosyal mesafeleri ve bunun gerekgelerinin ortaya konulmas: amaglanmistir.

Yontem

Aragtirmanin Modeli

Ogretmen adaylarinin Ermeniler, Suriyeliler ve Afrikalilarla ilgili sosyal mesafe algilarini ve bu
algilarin gerekgelerini ortaya koymay: amaglayan bu arastirmada karma modellerden eszamanl
i¢genleme kullanilmistir. Karma modellerde, nicel ve nitel arastirma yontemleri birlikte
kullanilmaktadir. Eszamanli tiggenleme tasariminda, nicel ve nitel veriler bir arada ve ayn1 zamanda
toplanarak analiz edilir. Veri analizi ise her iki yontemde ayr1 ayr1 yapilmasina karsin elde edilen
sonuglar bir arada yorumlanir (Creswell, 2003).

Aragtirmanin nicel boyutunda tarama modelinden yararlanilmigtir. Tarama modelleri bir grubun
belirli 6zelliklerini belirlemek amaciyla yapilan veri toplama siireglerini ifade eden arastirmalardir
(Biiytikoztiirk ve digerleri, 2012). Arastirmanin nitel boyutunda ise durum c¢alismasi modelinden
faydalanilmistir. Durum c¢alismast konunun derinligine arastirilmasi, iligkili duruma etki eden
etmenlerin birbirlerini nasil etkilediklerini biitiinciil bir sekilde arastirmamizi saglayan arastirma
modelidir (Yildirim ve Simsek, 2011). Bu arastirmada tarama modeli, 6gretmen adaylarinin sosyal
mesafe algilarini ortaya koymak amaciyla kullanilirken durum c¢alismasindan ise bu alginin
gerekgelerini belirlemek amaciyla yararlanilmustir.

Evren ve Orneklem

Bu galismanin etik kurallara uygunlugu Tokat Gaziosmanpasa Universitesi Sosyal ve Begeri Bilimler
Etik Kurulu (28.01.2022 tarih, Oturum: 02, Karar: 02) tarafindan onaylanmuistir. Arastirmanin
evrenini 6gretmen adaylar1 olustururken orneklem grubunu ise Orta Karadeniz Bolgesi'ndeki bir
iniversitenin egitim fakiiltesine devam eden ve amagli drnekleme yontemi ile belirlenen farkh
boliim ve sinif diizeylerinden 357 6gretmen aday1 olusturmaktadir. Katilimcilarin 264’ kadin, 92’si
erkektir. 153t smf 6gretmenligi, 92’si sosyal bilgiler 6gretmenligi, 57’si ilkogretim matematik
ogretmenligi, 55’1 psikolojik danisma ve rehberlik boliimiinde 6grenim gormektedir. 94’1 birinci
smif, 109'u ikinci siuf, 351 liglincti smif, 119'u dordiincii smif 6grencilerinden olusmaktadir.
Boylelikle arastirma ornekleminde farkl cinsiyet, program ve smif diizeylerinde katilimcilarin yer
almas1 amaglanmistir. Arastirmada katilimcilarin gergek isimleri kullanilmamais 01, 02, O3...
seklindeki kodlamalardan yararlanilmistir.
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Veri Toplama Araglarn

Arastirmamin nicel kisminda, veri toplama araci olarak Bogardus (1925) tarafindan gelistirilen
Sosyal Mesafe Olgegi (SMO) kullanilmigtir. SMO herhangi bir grubun diger gruplar tarafindan
benimsenme derecesini ortaya koymayi saglamaktadir (Hoggoriir, 1997). Olgekte yer alan maddeler
cok yakin bir toplumsal iligkiyi benimseme egiliminden bir toplumsal iliskiden kaginma egilimine
dogru sistematik olarak siralanmistir (Hidirgil, 2020) Olgekten alnan yiiksek puanlar, ilgili
topluluga yonelik uzak mesafede bulunma istegini ifade ederken diisiik puanlar ise yakin mesafede
bulunma istegine karsilik gelmektedir. Olgekte yer alan yedi madde olumsuz olarak ifade edilmis
ve her madde icin besli likert tiiriinde derece belirten ifadelerin katiimcilar tarafindan cevaplanmast
saglanmustir. 56z konusu kimliklere yonelik cevaplanan maddelerinin Cronbach’s Alpha giivenirlik
katsayilari: Ermeni .93, Suriyeli .96, Afrikali .93 olarak hesaplanmistir. Arastirmanin nitel boyutunda
ise katihmailara, kendilerini en uzak hissettikleri kimligi, gerekgeleri ile birlikte yazmalar: istenen
bir adet agik uglu soru yoneltilmistir.

Verilerin Analizi

Arastirma siirecinde elde edilen nicel verilerin analizinde betimsel istatistikler, program tiiriine gore
sosyal mesafenin farklilasma durumu icin ANOVA testi, sosyal mesafenin smnif diizeyi ile iligkisini
ortaya koymak igin Pearson korelasyon analizi kullanilmistir. S6z konusu analizlerde SPSS 23.0
programindan yararlanilmigtir. Nitel verilerin analizi kisminda ise betimsel analiz kullanilmustir.
Betimsel analizde, arastirma siirecinde elde edilen veriler sistematik ve agik bir sekilde betimlenir.
Sonrasinda ise betimlenen veriler agiklanir, yorumlanir, neden-sonug iliskileri kurularak bir takim
sonuclara ulasilir (Yildirim ve Simsek, 2011). Bu ¢alismada da katilimcilarin, kendilerini en uzak
hissettikleri kimlige dair gerekgeleri temalastirilarak tablo haline getirilmis, katilimci cevaplarindan
dogrudan alintilara yer verilerek bu temalar aciklanmustir.

Bulgular

Aragtirmanin bulgular boliimiinde 6ncelikle katilimcilarin SMO'ye verdigi cevaplar iizerinden iig
farkli sosyal kimlige iliskin betimsel istatistikler incelenmis, elde edilen sonuclar Tablo 1’de

gosterilmistir.
Tablo 1
SMOye Iliskin Betimsel Istatistikler
n En diisiik En yiiksek X Ss
Suriyeli 357 1.00 5.00 2.83 1.27
Ermeni 357 1.00 5.00 2.44 1.09
Afrika kokenli 357 1.00 5.00 2.04 .93

Tablo 1'de goriildiigii iizere Suriyeli kimligine verilen cevaplarin ortalama degeri X =2.83 iken
Ermeni kimligine X =2.44, Afrikali kimligine 2.04’tiir. Bu durumda katihmailar igin Suriyeli kimligi,
en uzak sosyal mesafeyi temsil ederken Afrikali kimligi ise en yakin sosyal mesafeyi isaret
etmektedir.

Arastirmanin devaminda katiimcilara “Bu kimliklerden hangisini, neden kendinize en uzak hissettiginizi
aciklayimiz” seklindeki acgik uglu soru yoneltilmistir. Katilimcilarin bu soruya verdikleri cevaplar,
arastirmanin nicel bulgulariyla ortlismektedir. 144 katihmcai Suriyelileri, 117 katilimc1 Ermenileri, 13
katilimci ise Afrikalilar1 kendisine en uzak kimlik olarak hissettigini ifade etmistir. Hissedilen bu
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uzakligin gerekgeleri ise Tablo 2’de temalastirilarak betimlenmistir.

Tablo 2

Katilimeilarin Soz Konusu Kimliklere Karst Algiladiklar: Toplumsal Uzakli§a Dair Gerekgeleri

Ana Temalar Alt temalar Katilimcilar f
Suriyeliler Verilen haklar 02, 09, 010, O16, 040, 050, 054, 059, 078, 0110, O164, 0179, 31
0181, 0184, O7, 19, 073, 0157, 0192, 0208, 0223, 1230,
0269, 0295, 0301, 0302, 0314, O12, 044, , 0235, 0260
Savastan kacmalar1 02, O3, 044, 093, 0127, 0128, 0137, O164, 0194, 0208, 0235, 18
0260, 0294, 0314, 0280, O340, 0328, O337
Asayis sorunlari 08, 022, 030, 041, 052, 054, 068, 0181, 0184, 0188, 0227, 18
0103, 0137, 0170, 0266, 0289, 1294 O388,
Sayilariin gitgide 022, 025, 055, 0141, 0144, 0184, 0198, 0204, 0206, 0224, 14
artmast 0255, 0274, 0161, 0200
Kiiltiirel farklilik 039, 046, 0105, O110, 0113, 0181, 0243, 0244, 0279, 0293, 14
0300, 0350, 01, O270
Ekonomik nedenler 018, 024, 084, 0144, 0181,0200, 0289, 0290, 0294, O340 12
0334, 032, O219
Gitmek bilmemeleri 032, 034, 036, 040, 041, O54, 055, 061, 0118, 0217 O216 11
Nankoérliikleri 022, 0122, 0187, 0188, 0328, 0337 6
Egemenlik endisesi 0224, 0334, 0242, 0118 070, O71 6
Onyarg1 0178 1
Ermeniler Yapilan zuliimler 047, 058, 072, 073, 075, 082, 083, 086, 089, 090, 098, O107, 25
0180, 0207, 0245, 0249, 0292, 1299, 1308, 1309, 0313 0331,
0337, 0340, 0345
Tarihsel nedenler 0169, 0196, 0210, 0212, 0218, 0229, 1233, K239, O261, 0283, 23
0312, 0315, 0316, 0317, 0322, 0336, 0339, 0352, 0348, 0355,
087, O245, O330
Soykirim iddialari 011, 013, 056, 0136, 0153, 0182, 0183, 0195, 0207, 0292, 18
0298, 0301, ©302, O303, O309, 0328, 0347, 0353
Ihanet 04, 083, 094, 0112, 014, 0171, O180, 0346, 0271, 05, 0175, 14
0228, 0122
Isyanlar 018, 064, 065, 0180, 0207, 0284 6
Siyasi sorunlar 030, 057, 0104, 0145, 0222, 0245 6
Azerbaycan 045, 0286, 0313, 0284, 0291, 0238 6
Diismanlik 0329, 0330, 0347 3
Toprak talepleri 0108, 0136 2
Dini nedenler 0119, 0143 2
Medya 129 1
Asala 086 1
Tanismama 028 1
Afrikalhlar Kiiltiirel farklilik 023, 0163, 0225, 0227,0278 5
Fiziksel goriiniis 076, 0199, 0277 3
Cekingenlik 017,023 2
Dil 074 1
Kotii am 0264 1
Korkma O17 1
Hepsine uzak Asimile olma endisesi 0111, 0152 2
Tarihi 097, 0323 2
Kiiltiir 0106, 0124 2
Irkgilik 020 1
Higbirisine uzak Insanlik 063, 067, 0131, 0123, 0142, 0146, 0150, 0151, 0376, O166, 13
degil 0205, 0272 0357
Davranis sekli 077, 0287 2
Kisilik 0174, 0250 2
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Tablo 2’de goriildiigii tizere, 6grencilerin Suriyeli ve Ermeni kimliklere karsi daha uzak oldugu
tekrar eden tema sayilarindan anlasilmaktadir. Yine Tablo 2'ye baktigimizda 6gretmen adaylarinin
az da olsa herhangi bir kimlige yonelik uzakliginin olmadig ve tam tersi olarak, hepsine karsi uzak
hisseden katilimcilarin da oldugu goriilmektedir.

Katilimcilarin en uzak hissettigi Suriyeli kimlige yonelik en ¢ok tekrar eden tema “verilen haklar”

olmustur. “Verilen haklar” konusunda katilimeilardan O179 “ ... iilkeye g¢men olarak yerlestirilip
bizden daha fazla haklara sahip olup... maddi olarak ¢ok desteklenmeleri egitim agisindan
fazlasinca hak verilmesi bizi Gtekilestirip onlar1 sstmartmak oluyor” seklinde diistincelerini ifade
ederken, kendi haklarmin ihlali konusunda diisiincelerini belirtmistir. O50'ye gore ise “iilkem iginde
onlara tanmip bazen bize bile taninmayan haklar, onlara kars: ényargili olmamizi sagliyor”.

Katilimailarin Suriyeli kimligine yonelik oldukga fazla tekrar eden bir diger tema “savastan
kagmalari”dir. Katilimcilardan O93, “Suriyelilerin iilkelerini birakip orada savasmayip benim
iilkemde beni miilteci konumuna diisiirdiikleri i¢in uzak hissediyorum... ... gitmelerini istiyorum”
diyerek bu durumun sonuglarma deginirken katihimcilardan O44, “... {ilkelerindeki savagi birakip
Tiirkiye’de Tiirk vatandaslarindan daha iyi yasam siiriiyorlar istisnalar harig. Ben olsam kendi
iilkemde savagmayz1 tercih ederdim” diyerek iilkesi i¢in savagsmanin onemine dikkat ¢ekmistir.

Suriyeli kimligine yonelik olusturulan “kiiltiirel farklihik” temastyla ilgili O350, “... kisilik, orf, adet
olarak kendi ¢evreme uzak hissediyorum” diyerek goriislerini belirtirken, kiiltiirel anlamda farkh
bir boyuta vurgu yapan katilimc1 O46 “ ...her ne kadar bazi sorunlarimiz olsa da Tiirkiye'de
bulunan Ermeni ve Yunan niifusun ¢ogu vatandaslik bag ile tilkeye bagh ... Suriyeliler... bliytik
kismu tilkeye ve kiiltiirimiize uymayan, entegre edilemeyecek bir topluluktur” diyerek kiiltiirel
anlamda keskin ¢izgilerin olduguna deginmistir.

Suriyeli kimligine yonelik olusturulan ve sik tekrar eden temalardan birisi de “sayilarinin gitgide
artmas1” olmustur. Bu temaya yonelik O55, “... sayilart olmasi gerekenin ok iistiinde bazi
bolgelerde Tiirklerden ¢ok Suriyeliler var... yoksunluk sinirinda yasamalarina ragmen cok fazla
dirtiyorlar... kalic1 olarak buraya yerlestiler ve bu beni rahatsiz ediyor” diyerek ayni zamanda da
“gitmek bilmeme” temasma vurgu yapmuistir.

Suriyeli kimligine yonelik sik tekrar eden temalardan bir digeri olan “gitmek bilmemeleri” temasi
ile ilgili katilimcilardan O32 “misafirligin kisas1 makbul oldugu halde yillardir buradalar ve iilkenin
diizeni ve refah seviyesi onlar yiiziinden bozuluyor” seklinde diisiincelerini ifade ederken farkl

1"

boyuttaki yansimalara da deginmistir. Katiimcilardan O118 ise “...giiniimiizde de Suriyeli
vatandaslar iilkemizi gercekten isgal etmis anlamda...” diyerek konunun endise boyutuna dikkat

cekmisgtir.

Suriyeli kimligine yonelik tekrar eden temalardan bir digeri de “ekonomik nedenler” olarak

“”

belirlenmistir. Katilimcilardan 0294 bu konu ile ilgili diisiincelerini “...kendi insanimiza bile is
vermekte zorlanirken onlarin da olmasi iilkemiz igin sorun tegkil etmekte ve acilen ¢6ziim
bulunmalidir” seklinde ifade ederek bu yondeki kaygilarimi dile getirmistir. Katilimcilardan O181
ise “daha az maas aldiklari igin isverenlerin kendi vatandaslarini degil de Suriyelileri ise almasi...”
vurgusunu yaparak isverenlerin bu konudaki firsat¢iligina dikkat ¢ekmistir. Yine bu tema ile ilgili
0334 “Ermeni ve Rumlar Tiirkiye vatandasi olanlar var tarihsel bir ge¢mis var onlarda. Calisip vergi
veriyorlar ama Suriyeliler miiltecilikte tiim diinyanin bagina bela durumdalar” sdylemlerinde

bulunarak s6z konusu diger kimliklere de atifta bulunmustur.

1468



Halil Ibrahim Eyice * Fatih Yazici

Suriyeli kimligine yonelik dikkat ¢eken bir diger tema “asayis sorunlar1” olarak belirlenmistir. Bu
tema ile ilgili katilimcilardan 0266 “hem {ilkemde yasayip hem de iilkemdeki kadinlara zarar
verdigi i¢in cogu degil elbette...” seklindeki ifadesiyle bu konudaki rahatsizligini belirtmistir.

£“"

Tutumlarinin olugsmasmda farkli bir boyuta deginen katilimci O54'tin “... haberlerde taciz ve
tecaviiz olaylarin1 goriiyoruz disaridan bir iilkeden gelip tilkemizde bunlar1 yapmalar1 diizeni
bozmalari... bana yanhs geliyor” seklindeki ifadesi, olusturdugu tutumda medyanin etkisini gozler

oniine sermektedir.

Suriyeli kimligine yonelik dikkat ¢ceken temalardan birisi de “egemenlik endisesi” olmustur. Bu
tema ile ilgili olarak 0242 “...kendimi oldukg¢a uzak hissediyorum giinkii kendimi, yasadigim
cevreyi onlar tarafindan ele gecirilmis hissediyorum” diyerek su anki kaygilarmi dile getirirken,
0224 “Suriyelilere uzak hissettim su anda bizlerden ¢ok onlarin tilkemizde var olmasi bazen
rahatsiz ediyor. Egemenligin degisebilecegi endisesi olmali bu” demis, paralel olarak da 0334 “...
burada neredeyse kendi bagimsizliklarini ilan edecekler, tiilkemden defolup gitmelerini
istiyorum...” seklindeki ifadesiyle gelecege yonelik endiselerinden bahsetmislerdir.

Suriyeliler ile ilgili olarak “&nyargi vurgusu” yapan katilimcilardan O178;

Suriyelileri kendime uzak hissediyorum evet bu bazen kotii bir sey ve onyargili oldugumu
diistiniiyorum ama su anki iilkenin durumunu ve giindemini diisiiniince ve gbéz Oniinde
bulundurunca sevmek istemiyorum... Evet bizler 6gretmen olacagiz Suriyeli ya da farkli bir
milletten 6grencim olabilir ve asla ayrim yapmam ¢iinkii ¢ocuk bir seyin bilincine degil...

seklindeki ifadeleri ile mesleki anlamda diisiincelerini dile getirirken katilimcinin bu konuya
yonelik yasadig: ikilem de goze carpmaktadir.

Ogrencilerin ikinci olarak en uzak hissettigi kimlik Ermeniler olmustur. Ermeni kimligine yénelik
olusturulan temalar incelendiginde en ¢ok tekrar eden temanin “yapilan zuliimler” oldugu

1"

goriilmektedir. Bu tema ile ilgili O309 diisiincelerini “... bizim zor zamanlarimizda bizim
toplumumuza yaptiklarmi unutamayiz 6zellikle savunmasiz yagl, kadin, ¢ocuklara yaptiklarini
dinlerken bile insanin iginde bir 6tke atesi yanmaya bashyor...” seklinde ifade ederek geg¢miste
yasanilan olaylara vurgu yapmistir. Yakin tarihe vurgu yapan katiimcilardan O47 ise “...clinkii
tarihte yaptiklar1 zuliimleri Tiirkiye'ye simdi yapmasalar bile diger {ilkelere hala ayn1 muameleyi
yapiyorlar” diyerek tutumlarimin olusmasinda giincel olaylarin etkisinden bahsetmektedir. Yine bu
tema ile ilgili dikkat cekici bir ifadede bulunan O107, bir nefret sdyleminde bulunmaktadir:
“...gecmiste yasanilan katliam olaylar1 ve yasanan bazi olaylar neticesinde onlardan nefret

ediyorum elimde olsa onlarin her birini bir gukura atip....”

Ermeni kimligine yonelik oldukca fazla tekrar eden temalardan birisi de “tarihsel nedenler” olarak
belirlenmistir. Fakat katilimcilarin ¢ogu bu tema altinda herhangi bir tarihsel doneme ya da olaya
gonderme yapmamis, konuyu yiizeysel olarak degerlendirmistir. Bu tama ilgili olarak O87'nin
ifadesi “Ermenileri ¢ok uzak hissediyorum ¢iinkii tarihi bilgilerim o insanlara giivenmemem
gerektigini 6gretti” seklinde olmustur.

Ermeni kimligine yonelik tekrar eden temalardan bir digeri “soykirim iddialar1” olmustur. Bu tema
ile ilgili katilimcilardan O298 “...trenlerle giivenli bolgelere gonderdik. Onlar ise bu olay1 s6zde
soykirim olarak hala diinya devletlerine kendilerini acindirma igin kullaniyor.” seklindeki
ifadeleriyle bu durumu elestirirken, katilimcilardan 0292 “...Tiirk milletine soykirim yapmislardir
ve bunu diinya kamuoyuna aksini iddia ederek sunmusglardir... diger diinya devletleri bu ¢irkin ash
astar1 olmayan kara iftiralari... kabul ederek bizleri sasirtmistir.” diyerek diger diinya devletlerinin

1469



Egitim Fakiiltesi Ogrencilerinin Farkli Ulusal Kimliklere Yénelik Sosyal Mesafe Algilari

bu konu ile ilgili diistinlerini dogru bulamadigini belirtmistir.

Ermeni kimligine yonelik olusturulan “ihanet” temasi ile ilgili katiimcilardan O180 “...iilkemizde
uzun siire yasamis olmalarina ragmen ihanet edip halkimiza eziyet ederek isyan etmislerdir...”
ifadesini kullanirken katilimcilardan O14 ise “Ihanet kanlarinda var” diyerek dikkat gekici bir
soylemde bulunmustur.

Ermeni kimligine yonelik olusturulan temalardan “Azerbaycan” temasiyla ilgili katilimcilardan
0298 “...Azerbaycan halkina yaptiklari savastan miitevellit Ermenilere karst kendimi uzak
hissediyorum.” seklinde diisiincelerini ifade etmistir. Yine bu tema ile ilgili katiimcilardan 0286
diistincelerini “...Tiirklere yapmis olduklar1 Hocal1 katliam1 nedeniyle bir Tiirk olarak onlara kars1
herhangi bir sempati duymuyorum.” seklinde belirtmistir. Bu tema ile ilgili kendi deneyimlerden
bahseden katilimc1 O45 “...gegen sene Azerbaycan’da Nahcivan’'da Karabag'da yaptiklar terdrii
bizzat gérdiim ¢ok biiyiik bir antipatim var...” diyerek giincel olaylara da dikkat ¢ekmistir.

Ermeni kimligine yonelik olusturulan dikkat ¢ekici olan bir digeri “toprak talebi” temasidir. Toprak
talebi temasi ile ilgili olarak ilging sdylemlerde bulunan katiimcilardan O136 “... Agri Dagi'm
kendilerine kutsal olarak goriip sahiplenmek istemelerini hi¢ hos gormiiyorum. Eger bir irki silmek
istesem Once Ermeni... yok etmek isterdim.” diyerek diisiincelerini belirtmigtir. Bu tema ile ilgili
olarak O108 de “Ermenilerin gegmisten giiniimiize kadar topraklarimizda hak iddia etmeleri ve
bulacaklar1 ilk firsatta geg¢miste gergeklestiremedikleri hain emellerini tekrar devreye
sokabileceklerini diisiiniiyorum...” seklindeki ifadeleriyle gelecege yonelik kaygilarini belirtmistir.

Ermeni kimligine yonelik olusturulan ilging temalardan birisi de “medya” olmustur. “Medya”
temasi ile ilgili olarak katilimcilardan 0129 “...onlarin Tiirklere bakis acisini iceren videolar ve
hikayeleri gordiigtim icin birbirimiz arasinda iyi iliskiler kuracagimizi zor goriiyorum” seklindeki
ifadeleriyle tutumlarinin olusmasinda medyanin etkisine deginmistir.

Katilimcilarin Afrikalilara yonelik algiladiklar: toplumsal uzakhigin gerekgelerinde en ¢ok tekrar
eden tema “kiiltiirel farklihik” olmustur. Kiiltiirel farklilik temas: ile ilgili olarak katilimcilardan
0225 “Tamamen farkli cografyalarda yasadiklar: igin kiiltiirleri bize oldukga uzaktir.” seklinde
diistincelerini belirtmistir. Katilimcilardan O23 de “kendi degerlerimiz ile onlarin degerleri arasinda
farklar oldugunu diistinerek geri planda tutuyorum kendimi. Belki tanima imkanim olsaydu fikrim
degisebilirdi.” diyerek kiiltiirel ve sosyal siireglere dikkat cekmistir.

Afrika kokenli kimlige yonelik olusturulan dikkat cekici temalardan biri de “fiziksel goriintis”
olarak gdze carpmaktadir. Bu temaya yonelik katilimcilardan O199 “...Afrika kdkenli birisine karst
bu zamana kadar bir sempati beslemedim. Sevmiyorum fiziksel goriiniis olarak...” seklinde
goriislerini belirtmistir. Yine bu temaya y&nelik olarak katilimeilardan O277 “Afrika kékenli birisine
uzak hissederim, kiiltiir farklilig1 ve siyahi olmalar1” diyerek fiziki anlamda ten rengine dikkat
cekmisgtir.

S6z konusu kimliklerin hepsine uzak hisseden ve “asimile endigesi” olan katilimcilardan O111
“Farkli irk ve milletlerden olusan bir toplum asimile olamaya mdiisaittir. Tiirkiye devletinin
icerisinde sadece Tiirk milletinden olusmasi devletimizi baki kilacaktir.” diyerek diistincelerini ifade
emistir. Yine hepsine uzak hisseden katilimcilardan O20 “Tek bir 1rka &zel olmayan bir irkgiligim
var. Ulkemde yabancilarin gelip rahatca yasamalar1 hi¢ hos degil” soyleminde bulunmustur.

S6z konusu kimliklerden herhangi birine uzak hissetmeyen katilimcilarda en ¢ok tekrar eden tema
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“insanlik”tir. Insanlik temasina yonelik olarak; O272 “insan olan insan ayirmaz”, O2 “...yetismis
oldugu millete gore degil ahlakina gore degerlendiririm...”diyerek goriislerini ifade etmislerdir.
Katilimalardan bir digeri olan O77 davrams sekli temasiyla ilgili “...insanlara kimlikleriyle degil
yaptiklariyla bakiyorum...” diyerek kendisi igin kimliklerin ¢ok 6nemli olmadigini ifade etmistir.

Arastirmanin devaminda katihmcilarin Suriyeli, Ermeni ve Afrikali kimliklerine dair algiladiklar
toplumsal uzakligin, 6grenim gordiikleri program tiiriine gore farklilasma durumunu ortaya
koymak amaciyla tek yonlii varyans analizi (ANOVA) yapilmis, elde edilen sonuglar Tablo 3'te
gosterilmistir.

Tablo 3

Suriyeliler, Ermeniler ve Afrikalilara Kars: Algilanan Toplumsal Uzakligin, Ogrenim Gériilen Program
Tiiriine Gore Farklilasma Durumu

Program Tiirii Anlaml Farklik
N X F p Gosteren Programlar
(Scheffe)
Suriyeliler Sinuf Ogretmenligi 153 2.66 3.198  .024* Sosyal bilgiler
Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmenligi 92 3.14 o0gretmenligi>Simf
Matematik Ogretmenligi 57 2.94 ogretmenligi
Rehberlik ve Psikolojik 55 2.69
Danismanlik
Ermeniler Sinuf Ogretmenligi 153 2.35 6.923  .000* Sosyal bilgiler
Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmenligi 92 2.86 o0gretmenligi>Simf
Matematik Ogretmenligi 57 2.37 ogretmenligi ve RPD
Rehberlik ve Psikolojik 55 1.89
Danismanlik
Afrikalilar Siif Ogretmenligi 153 1.91 8.049  .000% Sosyal bilgiler
Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmenligi 92 2.43 Ogretmenligi>Sinif
Matematik Ogretmenligi 57 2.00 ogretmenligi ve RPD
Rehberlik ve Psikolojik 55 1.79
Danismanlik

Not. *p<.05

Tablo 3'te goriildiigii tizere katihimcilarin her ii¢ kimlige iliskin algiladiklar1 sosyal mesafe, 6grenim
gordiikleri programlara gore anlaml bir sekilde farklilasmaktadir. Anlamh farkliligin kaynagini
ortaya koymak amaciyla yapilan Scheffe testine gore sosyal bilgiler 6gretmenligi programinda
O0grenim goren 0gretmen adaylarmin Suriyelilere yonelik sosyal mesafe algilari, sinif 6gretmenligi
programina devam eden Ogrencilerden daha ytiiksektir. Ayn1 zamanda sosyal bilgiler 6gretmenligi
ogrencilerinin Ermeniler ve Afrikalilara yonelik algiladiklar1 sosyal mesafeleri de smif 6gretmenligi
ile rehberlik ve psikolojik danismanlik programi 6grencilerinden daha ytiksektir.

Arastirmada son olarak katiimcilarin 6grenim gordiikleri simf diizeyi ile Suriyeli, Ermeni ve
Afrikali kimliklerine yonelik sosyal mesafe algilar1 arasinda nasil bir iligki oldugunu ortaya koymak
amaciyla Pearson korelasyon analizi yapilmistir. Analiz sonucunda elde edilen bulgular Tablo 4’te
gosterilmistir.
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Tablo 4

Katilimcilarm Suriyeli, Ermeni ve Afrikali Kimliklerine Iliskin Sosyal Mesafe Algilar: Ile Simif Diizeyleri
Arasindaki Tliski

Sinif diizeyi Suriyeliler Ermeniler Afrikalilar
Sinif diizeyi r 1
P
Suriyeliler r 156" 1
p .003
Ermeniler r 2127 520" 1
) .000 .000
Afrikalilar r 221" 474" 534" 1
p .000 .000 .000
Not. ** p<.01

Tablo 4'te goriildiigii tizere katillmcilarin simif diizeyleri ile ti¢ farkli kimlige kars: algiladiklar:
sosyal mesafe arasinda pozitif yonde ve anlamli bir iliski bulunmaktadir. Buna gore 6gretmen
adaylarinin sinf diizeyleri arttikca ti¢ farkli kimligin tamamina yonelik sosyal mesafe algilar1 da
artmaktadir.

Sonug¢

Bu arastirmada O0gretmen adaylarinin tarihsel 6teki olarak kabul edilen Ermeniler, giincel oteki
olarak adlandirabilecegimiz Suriyeliler ve yakin gelecekte Otekilestirilme potansiyeli tagiyan
Afrikalilarla ilgili sosyal mesafe algilar1 ve bu algilarin gerekgeleri ortaya koyulmaya ¢alisilmistir.
Arastirmanin hem nicel hem de nitel sonuglari, en fazla toplumsal uzaklik hissedilen toplulugun
Suriyeliler oldugunu ve bu toplulugu Ermenilerin takip ettigini gostermektedir. En az toplumsal
uzaklik hissedilen topluluk ise Afrikalilardir.

Incelenen ii¢ 6teki kategorisi igerisinde ayni dini, yakin cografyalar1 ve tarihsel gegmisi paylasma
gibi nedenlerle en fazla ortaklik bulunan topluluk olmasmna ragmen, en uzak hissedilen kimligin
Suriyeliler olmasi, arastirmanin dikkat ¢eken sonuglarindan biridir. Bununla birlikte cografi,
kiiltiirel ve tarihsel olarak en az ortak 6zellik bulunan Afrikalilarin, en az mesafe hissedilen topluluk
olmasi da arastirmanin bir diger ilging sonucudur. Fakat bu sonuglari, ¢cogunluk toplulugun azinlik
topluluguna kars1 onyargi ve olumsuz tutumlariin temelinde, algiladiklar1 tehdidin boyutunun
etken oldugunu iddia eden biitiinlesik tehdit kurami ile agiklamak miimkiindiir (Stephan ve
Stephan, 1996).

Biitiinlesik tehdit kuramina gore 6tekilestirmenin temelinde tehdit algilar1 vardir (Arslantiirk, 2020).
Bireylerin ya da toplumun farkhliklara kars: 6n yargili tutumlara sahip olmasina neden olan dort
temel tehdit bulunmaktadir. Bunlardan ilki gercekg¢i tehditlerdir. Gergekgi tehditlerde ¢ogunluk
topluluk tiyeleri, farkli topluluklarin kendilerinin fiziksel varhgina, kaynaklarina, politik ve
ekonomik giicline, saghgina, giivenligine, is imkanlarina kars: tehdit olusturdugu algis1 vardir (Eser
ve Uygur, 2019; Ekici, 2019). Tkinci tehdit tipi sembolik tehdittir. Bu tehdit tipinde cogunluk topluluk,
farkli topluluklar1 diinya goriisiine, yasam bigimine, degerlerine, inanglarina, tutumlarina,
standartlarina ve toresine yonelik tehdit olarak algilamaktadir (Arslantiirk, 2020). Ugiincii tehdit
olumsuz kalip yargilardir. Bu tehdit tiirii, 6tekilestirilen topluluklarin dis grup tiyelerinin tembellik,
saldirganlik, suca meyillilik, kabalik, yalancilik gibi olumsuz 06zelliklere sahip olduklarina dair
inanglardir (Ekici, 2019). Doérdiincii tehdit tipi ise gruplar arasi kayg: olarak tanimlanmaktadir. Bu
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kavram, bireylerin farkh kiiltiirden kisilerle temasa gectiklerinde ya da temasa gececeklerini
diistindiiklerinde yasadiklar: kaygiy: ifade eder (Stephan ve Stephan, 1985).

Arastirmanin nitel verileri baglaminda katilimcilarin Suriyelilere yonelik toplumsal uzakliklarinin
gerekgeleri incelendiginde verilen haklar, asayis sorunlari, sayilarinin gitgide artmasi, ekonomik nedenler,
gitmek bilmemeleri ve egemenlik endisesi gibi gergekgi tehdit kategorisinde degerlendirebilecegimiz
temalarm on plana ¢iktig1 goriilmektedir. Ermeni kimligine karsi hissedilen sosyal mesafenin
gerekgelerine baktigimizda ise 1915 olaylari ¢ercevesinde sekillenen zuliim, soykirim iddialari, isyanlar
gibi artik olumsuz kalip yargilara (liglincii tehdit tipi) doniismiis tarihsel nedenlerin etkili oldugu
goriilmektedir. Diger yandan Afrikali kimligine kars: hissedilen sosyal mesafede ise kiiltiirel
farkliliktan kaynaklanan sembolik tehdidin yami sira fiziksel goriintisten ya da kisilerin iletisime
gecmekteki cekingenliginden kaynaklanan gruplar arasi kaygilarin etkili oldugu sdylenebilir.
Katilimailarin her ii¢ kimlige kars: algiladiklar: sosyal mesafe ve bunlarin gerekceleri bir arada
degerlendirildiginde, bu kimliklere yonelik tehdit algilarmin tiirii ve boyutunun, algiladiklari sosyal
mesafeyi etkiledigi soylenebilir. Bu nedenle katilimcilarin kimligi ile en fazla ortakligi bulunan
ulusal kimlik Suriyeliler olmasina karsin, algilanan tehdidin diger kimliklerden daha fazla olmasi,
Suriyelilere kars1 hissedilen sosyal mesafeyi artirmis olabilir. Ayni sekilde katilimailar ile ortakligin
en az oldugu Afrikalilara yonelik algilanan tehdidin diisiik olmasi da sosyal mesafenin az olmasina
neden oldugu soylenebilir. Her iki durumda da Tiirkiye’de bulunan Suriyeli ve Afrikalilarin sayisi
arasindaki farklilik, algilanan tehdit oranindaki farklilasmay1 da etkilemis olabilir.

Arastirmadan elde edilen bir diger ilging sonug, katilimcilarin sinif seviyesi arttik¢a her ti¢ kimlige
dair algiladiklar1 sosyal mesafenin de artmasidir. Yani katilimcilar, egitim fakiiltesinde 6grenim
gormeye devam ettigi siiregte, her {i¢ kimlikten sosyal olarak uzaklasmaya devam etmistir. Ustelik
s0z konusu ti¢ kimlige iliskin en uzak sosyal mesafe algisi, kendilerinden farkliliklara sayg: ya da
hoggorii gibi degerleri 6grencilerine kazandirmalar1 beklenen sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarina
aittir. Bu noktada egitim fakiiltelerinde 6gretmen adaylarina verilen egitime, farkliliklara saygi,
hosgorii ya da tolerans perspektifinden bazi elestiriler yoneltmek miimkiindiir. Nitekim Yazic1 ve
Budak (2017) tarafindan yapilan ¢alismada da 6gretmen adaylarmin kimlik farkliliklarina saygilar
iizerinde en az etkili olan degiskenin, egitim fakiiltelerinde aldiklar1 egitim oldugu goriilmiistiir.
Fakat bununla birlikte 6gretmen adaylarinin, mezuniyet asamasma yaklastikca gelecekle ilgili
kaygilarinin 6n plana ¢tkmaya baslamasi, zaten sinirli olan ekonomik kaynaklar: da Suriyeliler gibi
go¢men gruplariyla paylasma konusundaki isteksizlikleri de sosyal mesafenin artmasinda etkili
olabilir.

Arastirmanin nitel ve nicel sonuglar1 bir arada degerlendirildiginde katilimcilarin, incelenen tig
ulusal kimlikle ilgili, zaman zaman ilgili toplulugun biitiin iiyelerini kapsayan, onyargi ve
ayrimcilik smirlarini zorlayan nefret sdylemlerinde bulunabildikleri goriilmiistiir. Ustelik egitim
fakiiltesinde aldiklar1 6grenim de bu sorunu giderici bir etki yaratmamis, tam tersine dgrenim
gormeye devam ettikge her ti¢ kimlige kars1 hissedilen sosyal mesafe de artmistir. Oysaki ¢alisma
grubunu olusturan katihlmclar, mezun olduklarinda farkliliklara saygi gibi, giintimiiz
toplumlarinda farkliliklarin ¢atismaya doniismeden siirdiiriilebilmesi i¢in hayati éneme sahip
degerleri, 6grencilerine kazandirmasi beklenen 6gretmen adaylaridir. Bu durum, basta sosyal
bilgiler egitimi olmak tizere, 0gretmen yetistiren lisans programlarmnin igerik ve kapsaminin,
farkliliklara saygi, hosgorii ya da tolerans gibi degerlerin, 6gretmen adaylarinda kazandirilmas:
yoniinden yeniden sorgulanmasi ve revize edilmesi gerekliligini ortaya koymaktadir.
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