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Abstract

Keywords

This study is conducted to identify teachers’ views towards European Union
(EU). Considering that our teachers, who will raise the future generations and
guide our future, will convey their own thoughts to their students and affect
them, the teachers' views on this issue are considered important. In data
collection and analysis stages, survey method among qualitative research method
patterns is applied. Participants of this study consist of 60 teachers in primary
and secondary schools under the Ministry of National Education in Kirsehir city
centre in 2018-2019 academic year. To collect data to determine teachers’ views,
semi-structured interview questions with seven open-ended questions designed
by researchers are asked. Content analysis is adopted for data analysis of
obtained data. Data are compared, classified and quantified with content
analysis. With descriptive analysis, direct quotes are included in the study to
clarify analysis. Based on the findings obtained from teachers’ survey item
answers, it can be seen that Turkish citizens have lost their belief for full-
membership as all participants answered “No” to the question whether Turkey
will be accepted to EU as full-member due to religion, economic, political and
cultural difference, voting tactics and prejudice against Turkey. Teachers’ views
show that EU member states perceive Turkey as underdeveloped, barbarian and a
country that does not meet EU criteria with Islamophobic perspective. 40% of
teachers expressed that Turkey should be included in EU for higher life quality
and sensitivity towards laws and human rights.
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Introduction

After World War 1l, the European countries made great efforts to compensate for the
economic crisis and destruction. In addition to the economic and social crises, the increased authority
and power of the United States of America and the Soviet Union led to the union of European states in
financial and political terms. The common goal was to ensure peace in Europe and increase the
political power and relationships between European countries by laying the foundations of economic,
military, and political organization (Paksoy & Kilig, 2013). In this regard, the European Coal and Steel
Community (ECSC), which is of critical importance for the European Union (EU), was established in
1951 with Germany, France, Italy, the Netherlands, Luxembourg, and Belgium. The European
Economic Community (EEC) was founded in 1957, primarily to promote economic cooperation and
permanent peace in Europe (Bozkurt, 2018). The community was called the European Community
(EC) on July 1, 1967, and finally has been called European Union (EU) with the Maastricht Treaty on
November 1, 1993 (Uysal, 2001).

There are 28 members of the European Union. The economic, political, and social relations
between the EU and Turkey began in 1959 (Ozdemir and Ciftlik¢i, 2015). Nevertheless, the coup in
1960 led to negative consequences in the relations with the union. Following the Ankara Agreement
between the EEC and Turkey signed on September 12, 1963, the relations gained a new dimension.
The judicial process between the European Union and Turkey began with the Ankara Agreement
(ilgin, 2014). In December 1968, the Association Council initiated the access procedures for Turkey.
The Additional Protocol was adopted in November 1970 and implemented in 1973 (Karluk, 2007;
cited in Firinc, 2013). Turkey applied for full membership and access to the European Union on April
14, 1987. However, the Association Council decided against the membership negotiations and
proposed to complete the customs union. In 1995, Turkey and the European Union attempted to
establish the Customs Union, and it entered into force on January 1, 1996 (Sefil Sever, 2009). Turkey's
candidacy was officially approved at the Helsinki summit on 10-11 December 1999. Thus, ongoing
accession negotiations of 40 years have become a concrete reality, and the full membership
negotiations between the EU and Turkey started on October 3, 2005. Since 2005, Turkey has regularly
participated in EU meetings and submit progress reports every year. Turkey established the Ministry
of the European Union in 2011 to coordinate the progress and developments, which proves his
determination to conduct negotiations (DTP 2004). A Presidential Government System was adopted in
Turkey following the election on June 24, 2018, and the Ministry of EU was called the EU Presidency.
The Ministry of Foreign Affairs still carries out EU membership. Except for a few political and
economic problems, it is notable that Turkey is still in pursuit of integration with the European Union
and undertakes particular responsibilities for access to the EU (Ozdemir and Ciftlik¢i, 2015).

According to the literature about Turkish people's opinions on the EU, the participants
generally have positive opinions about the EU (Sen, 2005; Akdemir, 2017). However, some studies
stressed the negative views about the EU membership (Elgiin & Tillman, 2007; Senyuva, 2009; Oran,
Hiirsoy, Senuzun and Yiicel 2010; Ercan, 2012; Yazgan & Aktas, 2012; Karakuzu, Aktoprak, Erk and
Limon, 2015; Efe and Kemahli, 2016; Bozkurt, 2018).

The study results revealed that Turkish people’s opinions and beliefs regarding Turkey's
access to the EU have changed over time. The reasons for the changes in opinions include the
extended wait for membership- over 60 years-, the acceptance of some countries that applied for
membership after Turkey, EU’s biased approach despite the legislation of the necessary standards and
reforms, and EU’s noncommittal attitudes towards the Armenian and Cyprus Crisis despite the
collaborative attempts of Turkey.

EU countries did not support the operations against the Fethullah Gulen terrorist organization
that attempted to stage a coup in Turkey on July 15. Turkey was a buffer zone for the Middle East
refugees, and EU countries did not assist and left Turkey alone in solving refugee problems. The
decline in economic growth in Europe has also negatively affected the Turkish people's efforts and
wishes to join the EU. This study is thought to lead the future studies considering the changing
conjuncture in recent years.
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This study aimed to determine teachers' opinions about the EU. Teachers reflect their thoughts
to students and shape the future, so their opinions about integrating with the European Union are
essential. The research is thought to contribute to future studies in the literature.

Method
Research Design

The study aimed to reveal teachers' opinions about the EU. It was a case study, and the data
were analyzed using content analysis.

Sample

The study sample consisted of 60 teachers working in primary and secondary schools
affiliated with National Education Directorate in Kirsehir in the 2018-2019 academic year.

Data Collection Tool

The data were gathered using seven semi-structured and open-ended questions prepared by the
researchers. The validity and reliability of the interview form were ensured through consultations with
two geography experts and a pilot interview with four teachers. Due to an item's ambiguity, a change
was made to meet the meaning of the question.

The open-ended questions to determine the teachers' opinions about the EU are listed below:
1. Please write the first concept that comes to mind when you think of the European Union.
2. What do you think about the founding purpose of the European Union?

3. Do you think Turkey should enter the European Union? Why?

4. Do you believe that Turkey will become a full member of the European Union? Why?

5. How do you think European Union member states perceive Turkey?

6. Do you want to live in a European Union member country? Why?

7. What would change in your life if Turkey entered the European Union?

The necessary permissions were obtained from Kirgehir Provincial Directorate of National
Education and the school principals before the survey. Besides, teachers were informed about
voluntary participation in the survey.

Data Analysis

The data obtained from the interviews with teachers were analyzed using content analysis
techniques. Content analysis is performed to reveal and conceptualize the phenomenon. It includes
five stages: coding the data, finding themes, categorizing codes and themes, defining and interpreting
the findings (Yildirnm & Simsek, 2016). Comparisons and classifications quantified the data in content
analysis. The researcher attempted to clarify the analysis process through direct quotations. The
coding of participant teachers was described as T.1, T.2, ..., T.60 and presented in the findings section.

Two researchers coded the data. The interrater reliability was tested using the formula
Reliability = Consensus / Consensus + Disagreement x 100 (Miles & Huberman, 1994). In the
formula, consensus referred to the same codes expressed by the researchers, and disagreement implied
how the researchers used different codes. Those codings were then compared, and the analysis results
showed that the percentage of agreement was .90, which proved the reliability as it was over 70%
(Sencan, 2005).
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Findings

This section includes the findings and interpretations of the research sub-problems.

Findings and Interpretations of the First Sub-Problem

Table 1 demonstrates the frequency and percentage distribution of teachers’ answers to the
item, “Please write the first concept that comes to mind when you think of the European Union?"

Table 1 Teachers' opinions about the primary concepts that come to mind about the EU

Concepts f % Concepts f %
Christian union 9 15.0 Religion 1 1.7
Common currency 7 11.6 Capitalism 1 1.7
Economic union 7 11.6 Dream 1 1.7
European countries 5 8.3 Disharmony 1 1.7
Political union 4 6.6 Islamophobia 1 1.7
Development 4 6.6 Racism 1 1.7
Justice 3 5.0 Double standard 1 1.7
Community 3 5.0 Twelve stars 1 1.7
Free movement 3 5.0 Stealing 1 1.7
Unnecessary 2 3.3 English 1 1.7
Freedom 2 3.3 Discrimination 1 1.7

The primary concepts that participant teachers expressed about the EU included Christian
union 15% (f: 9), common currency 11.6% (f: 7), economic union 11.6% (f: 7), European countries
8.3% (f: 5), political union 6.6% (f: 4), development 6.6% (f: 4), justice 5% (f: 3), community 5% (f:
3), free movement 5% (f: 3), unnecessary 3.3% (f: 2), freedom 3.3% (f: 2), religion 1.7% (f: 1),
capitalism 1.7% (f: 1), dream 1.7% (f: 1), disharmony 1.7% (f: 1), Islamophobia 1.7% (f: 1), racism
1.7% (f: 1), double standards 1.7% (f: 1), twelve stars 1.7% (f: 1), stealing 1.7% (f: 1), English 1.7%

(f: 1), and discrimination 1.7% (f: 1).

Findings and Interpretations of the Second Sub-Problem

The frequency and percentage distribution of teachers’ answers to the item "What do you

think about the founding purpose of the European Union?" are shown in Table 2.

Table 2 Teachers' opinions about the founding purpose of the EU

Themes f %
Economic, political, social integration 36 60.0
Christian unity 17 28.3
Common interests 4 6.7
Imperialism 3 5.0
Total 60 100

Among the themes regarding the founding purpose of the EU, 60% of the teachers (f: 36)
mentioned economic, political and social integration, 28.3% (f: 17) Christian unity, 6.7% (f: 4)

common interests and 5% (f: 3) imperialism.

Some of the teachers' answers to the question are as follows:

“The prosperity of the EU countries, and achieving a common attitude in economic, political

and social terms” (T.8)
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“The economic, political and social unity among the countries in the European continent”
(T.23).

"It was founded as a Christian Union" (T.26).
"It is an organization established to protect the European countries' rights” (T.38).

"EU provides a prosperous life for its nations by exploiting other nations" (T.2).

Findings and Interpretations regarding the Third Sub-Problem

The frequency and percentage distribution of teachers’ answers to the item “Do you think
Turkey should enter the European Union? Why?” are presented in Table 3.

Table 3 Teachers’ attitudes towards Turkey's integration with EU

Themes f %

For a high quality of life 21 35.0
Yes

For justice and human rights 3 5.0

Cultural differences 23 38.3
No Religious Differences 7 11.7

Prejudices against Turkey 6 10.0

Total 60 100

Among the participant teachers, 60% (f: 36) disapproved of the integration with the EU, and
only 40% (f: 24) expressed the wish to enter the EU. The reasons included achieving a high quality of
life 35% (f: 21), justice and human rights 5% (f: 3), cultural differences 38.3% (f: 23), religious
differences 11.7% (f: 7), and prejudices against Turkey 10% (f: 6).

Some of the teachers’ opinions about access to the European Union are given below:
"Turkey should enter the EU. | want to live a more developed and civilized country” (T.57).
“It should enter. I think we have no other option for economic development” (T.23).

"Yes. For the justice system, development and progress and the value given to human beings.”

(T 47).

"Turkey should not enter to EU as it is already an economically powerful country. If it joins
the European Union, it is likely to have many rights. However, it may adversely influence national
thoughts, traditions, and religion "(T.12).

"No, it should not enter. We cannot adapt in terms of cultural, social, religious beliefs and
structures, and economy "(T.60).

"No, we should not. We are Muslims, so why will we be in a Christian union? " (T.26).

"l do not think it should. I do not believe in the sincerity of the European Union. | think they
are quite prejudiced against our country and people”(T.14)

Findings and Interpretations of the Fourth Sub-Problem

Table 4 shows the frequency and percentage distribution of teachers’ answers to the item “Do
you believe that Turkey will become a full member of the European Union? Why?”
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Table 4 Teachers’ opinions about Turkey's full membership

Themes f %
Religious differences 16 26.7
Economic differences 14 23.3
No Political and cultural differences 12 20.0
Delaying tactics 11 18.3
Prejudices against Turkey 7 11.7
Total 60 100

None of the participants believed in the full membership to the EU and answered: "No" 100%
(f: 60). The reasons behind their negative responses involved religious differences 26.7% (f: 16),
economic differences 23.3% (f: 14), political and cultural differences (20%, f: 12), delaying tactics
18.3% (f: 11), and biased views of Turkey 11.7% (f: 7).

Some of the teachers' views are as follows:
"No, I do not believe in access to the EU because we are Muslim” (T.11).
"No. Because the European Union is a Christian union” (T.23).

"l do not think Turkey will be a full member of the European Union as we are not an
economically stable country. Besides, the high rate of population and refugees in Turkey are
disadvantages for the European Union economy. Although Turkey is a secular country, the high
population of Muslims is another significant obstacle for Turkey in access to the EU"(T.30).

"l do not believe in full membership. Turkish culture is different from European culture, and |
think the Islamic values are not compatible with the values of Europe™(T.9).

"No. | do not think that Turkey will become a permanent member of the European Union,
especially after the long wait of 60 years"(T.60).

"No. Europe's attitudes towards Turkey are ambivalent and ambiguous"(T.13).

Findings and Interpretations of the Fifth Sub-Problem

The frequency and percentage distribution of teachers’ answers to the item "How do you think
European Union member states perceive Turkey?” are given in Table 5 below.

Table 5 Teachers’ views on the EU countries' perceptions of Turkey

Themes f %
Prejudice and discrimination against Muslims (Islamophobia) 19 31.7
Underdeveloped 17 28.3
Barbarian 12 20.0
Not meeting EU criteria 12 20.0
Total 60 100

Of the participant teachers, 31, 7% (f: 19) thought that European countries were prejudiced
and discriminate against Muslims (Islamophobia); others emphasized the perceptions such as
underdeveloped 28.3% (f: 17), barbarian 20% (f: 12), and unable to meet the EU demands 20% (f: 12).

Some of the teachers' views on how European states perceive Turkey are presented below.
"Muslim and terrorist" (T. 2).
"Since we are a Muslim country, they would not even think to get access to the EU" (T.8).

"They consider Turkey a mediocre country in terms of the legal and economic system and
human rights. Some countries consider Turkey puritan due to Islam. Also, the per capita incomes in
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Turkey must be quite funny for them. They know that Turkey cannot contribute to the EU
financially."(T.28).

“I think they perceive Turkey as an underdeveloped, powerless and troublesome country.
However, they are also afraid and cautious due to our glorious history "(T.46).

"According to the EU states, Turkey is a barbarian country" (T.4).

"Many European countries do not want Turkey to be a member of the European Union. They
think Turkey is not developed enough for the European Union "(T.5).

Findings and Interpretations on the Sixth Sub-Problem

The frequency and percentage distribution of teachers’ answers to the question if they want to
live in an EU member country are presented in Table 6.

Table 6 Teachers' opinions about living in an EU member country

Themes f %

A modern life 20 33.3
Yes ] -

An independent and fair life 6 10.0

The desire to live only in Turkey 24 40.0
No

Cultural differences 10 16.7

Total 60 100

It was found that 43.3% (f: 26) of the teachers answered “Yes," and 56.7% (f: 34) “No” to live
in an EU member country. The reasons for preferring to live in a European country included the desire
to have a modern 33.3% (f: 20) and independent and fair life 10% (f: 6). On the contrary, the
participants who did not want to live in a European country emphasized the cultural differences 16.7%
(f: 10) and stated that they did not want to live anywhere else except Turkey 40% (f: 24).

Some of the teachers' opinions about living in a European country are as follows:
"Yes, I want to live there for a developed, fair, and contemporary life” (T.56).

"Yes. | trust the justice system in the EU countries. Also, |1 would like to live in a financially
and socially developed system” (T.27).

"Yes. | want to live in a country where rules and laws are fair and just, and they do not change
from person to person "(T.47).

"No, | do not want to live anywhere else except Turkey. | love my country. Of course, there are
many issues that we criticize and problems that we want to solve. Nevertheless, I do not want to live in
a different country "(T.28).

"If it were Turkey, yes, | would want to live in a European country. Otherwise, | do not want to
live anywhere else except my homeland "(T.59).

"It would be a big mistake to see the European Union as the only solution and option. I would
not want to live in a European Union country. When a nation loses its customs, traditions, religion,
and culture, it loses everything. | would not want to raise my child in European culture "(T.34).

Findings and Interpretations of the Seventh Sub-Problem

Table 7 shows the frequency and percentage distribution of teachers’ answers to the item
“What would change in your life if Turkey entered the European Union?”
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Table 7 Teachers' opinions about the possible effects of integration with the EU on their lives

Themes f %

High quality of life 26 43.3
Positive -

Freedom of expression 9 15.0

Nothing will change 18 30.0
Negative .

Concerns about cultural assimilation 7 11.7

Total 60 100

In the case of an EU membership, 58.3% (f: 35) of the participants expressed positive thoughts
about the possible changes in their life, while % 41.7 (f: 25) communicated negative thoughts. The
underlying reasons for the positive answers included high quality of life 43.3% (f: 26) and freedom of
expression 15% (f: 9). However, 30% (f: 18) thought nothing would change, and 11.7% (f: 7)
emphasized cultural assimilation concerns.

Some of the teachers' views on possible positive and negative changes are as follows:
"| think we will have a better life quality" (T.15).

"I think it will be economically beneficial, provide a sense of protection”(T.7).

"I think there would be an improvement in my democratic rights" (T.44).

"I don’t have any hope that something would change" (T.2).

"The union has already collapsed, so I don’t believe that it would bring positive change. In
fact, it would result in negative outcomes "(T.8).

"If we enter the European Union, we will be exposed to their impositions, and our religion,
language, ethnicity, moral, cultural and social life will all change due to the assimilation™ (T.53).

Discussion, Conclusion, and Implications

The study aimed to determine teachers' opinions about the EU, considering the cyclical
changes in recent years, and used a survey, including semi-structured questions. The participants’
answers were discussed below.

First of all, the participant teachers were asked to note down the primary concepts that came to
their mind when they thought about the EU. The analysis results revealed 22 different concepts in
those answers. The frequently repeated concepts by the participants involved Christian Union,
common currency, economic union, European countries, political union, development, justice,
community, free movement, unnecessary, and freedom. The less mentioned concepts were religion,
capitalism, dream, disharmony, Islamophobia, racism, double standards, twelve stars, stealing,
English, and discrimination. In his study, Uner (2014) asked teachers and teacher candidates, "What
does EU and EU citizenship mean for them?" Teachers generally used the concepts of freedom,
common interests, and prosperity. The teacher candidates’ common expressions included the concepts
of welfare, shared interests, democracy, human rights, and responsibilities. In this sense, both studies
found similar results. Besides, it can be stated that the Turkish people's opinions about the EU have
not considerably changed despite the several changes in time.

Upon asking their thoughts about the European Union's founding purpose, the participants
answered economic, political, social integration, Christian unity, common interests, and imperialism.
In parallel with the current findings, Bozkurt (2018) observed similar expressions and the participants
emphasized the economic, political, religious, and geographical intersection of the EU. Similarly,
Korkmaz, Yiicel, and Aras (2015) found that the participants predominantly stressed concepts of the
economic-social project, political union, and Christian union. In light of the Turkish people's opinions
about the economic, social, political, and religious purposes of the EU, it can be inferred that they

94



Journal of Education, Theory and Practical Research, 2021, Vol 7, Issue 1, 87-97 Yurdal DIKMENLI, Oguz ALTAY

thought that The EU postponed Turkey's membership as they were different in economic, social,
political, and religious terms.

More than half (60%) answered “Yes," and the rest (40%) answered “No” to the question:
“Do you think Turkey should enter the EU?". In their studies, Bozkurt (2018) (62% “Yes” and 38%
“No”) and Balkar and Ozgan (2010) (59.7% “Yes” and 40.3% “No”) also reached similar statistical
results about the EU membership. However, the rate of the Turkish people who wanted to access the
EU increased in the early 2000s early (67%) (Bozkurt, 2002). Due to the problematic relations with
the EU, the high rate has decreased significantly in recent years (40%).

It was notable that none of the participant teachers believed that Turkey would be a full
member of the European Union. They pointed out the religious, economic, political, and cultural
differences. They also stressed that the EU had biased thoughts and stalled Turkey. Kaya, Kilig, and
Yildirim (2008) found that the majority did not believe in full membership (53%), 36% partially
believed, and a small group had no idea (11%). The negative and biased attitudes of the EU countries
and the extended wait time for access to the union were among the reasons to lose faith. It can be
speculated that the EU countries consider Turkey the gate to Asia, so they do not want to reach an end
with Turkey, which is likely to lead to frustration among Turkish people.

Teachers’ responses to "How do you think European Union member states perceive Turkey?"
involved prejudice and discrimination against Muslims (Islamophobia), underdeveloped, barbarian,
and not meeting the EU criteria. Similarly, Uner (2014) revealed that the participants assumed to be
perceived as incompetent, undeveloped, Muslim, foreigner, enemy, threat, and puritan by the EU
states. Turkey’s geographical location and young population were other factors underlying the EU’s
hesitations about breaking the relations with Turkey. According to the general perspective of Turkish
people, the EU countries have negative attitudes towards Turkey. Thus, it can be interpreted as the loss
of faith and EU membership efforts among Turkish people.

The answers to “Do you want to live in a European Union member country?” ranged between
“No” (56.7%) and “Yes” (43.3%). Some participants admitted that they did not prefer living in a
different country, while others highlighted the cultural differences for their negative response. On the
contrary, those who wished to live in a European country reminded the contemporary, independent,
fair, and just lifestyle there. In his study, Er (2010) asked if participants wanted to live in an EU
member country even if Turkey could not join the EU. Most of the participants answered “No” while
some answered "Yes," and fewer answered ‘“Undecided.” Despite the biased and discriminatory
attitudes toward Turkey, it seems that there is an increase in the desire to live in an EU country. It may
stem from the wish to have a prosperous life.

The majority of the teachers mentioned that there would be positive outcomes if Turkey
entered the EU, such as high quality of life and freedom of expression. However, others stressed that
nothing would change, and they were concerned about cultural assimilation. Turkish people generally
assume that European countries' financial power will contribute to Turkey’s economy if it enters the
EU. In reality, each member state interacts with the EU within its standard of living. Therefore, the
economic levels of EU countries differ from each other. No significant difference has been observed in
the people's living standards in the EU member countries recently.

Implications

. It is seen that the vast majority of people in Turkey do not know the founding
purposes of the EU, and generally adopt the opinions of politicians and the familiar
people in media. It is suggested to inform the Turkish people about the EU's
institutions and organizations and the EU accession process.

. The public information policies about the EU accession process should include long-
term plans and people's active participation.

. It seems that Turkish people frequently change their minds about the integration with
the EU. It is thought to influence the relationships between the EU and Turkey
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directly. Such ambiguities can be resolved through awareness campaigns about the EU
membership, and thus people can acquire permanent attitudes.

° In Turkey, it would be more meaningful to improve the living standards, human rights,
and freedom rather than joining the EU. These are the reasons for the majority wish to
join the EU.

. The research was limited to the teachers working in Kirsehir. Future research can be

carried out with different sample groups across Turkey (e.g., tradespeople, doctors).
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Ogretmenlerin Avrupa Birligi’ne Yonelik Goriislerinin incelenmesi'

Yurdal DIKMENLI 2, Oguz ALTAY?

Oz

Anahtar Kelimeler

Bu calisma 6gretmenlerin AB’ye yonelik goriislerini tespit etmek amaciyla
yapilmistir. Gelecek nesilleri yetistirecek olan ve gelecegimize yon veren
Ogretmenlerimizin kendi diistincelerini 6grencilerine de aktaracagi ve onlari
etkileyecegi diisiincesinden hareketle 6gretmenlerin bu konudaki goriisleri
O6nemli goriilmiistiir. Veri toplama ve yorumlama siirecinde nitel arastirma
yontemleri  desenlerinden  anket teknigi  kullanilmigtir.  Aragtirmanin
katilimeilarini, 2018-2019 egitim 6gretim yilinda Kirsehir il merkezinde Milli
Egitim Miudiirliigiine baglh ilkokul ve ortaokullarda gorev yapan 60 Ggretmen
olusturmaktadir. Ogretmenlerin gériislerini  belirlemek amaciyla verilerin
toplanmasi siirecinde arastirmacilar tarafindan olusturulan yedi acik uclu sorudan
olusan yar1 yapilandirilmig sorular sorulmustur. Anket ile elde edilen verilerin
analizinde igerik analizleri kullanilmustir. Icerik analizi ile veriler karsilastirilarak
ve siniflandirilarak nicel hale getirilmistir. Betimsel analizde ise dogrudan
alintilara ¢aligma igerisinde yer verilerek analizlere agiklik getirilmeye
calisilmistir. Ogretmenlerin anket maddelerine vermis olduklar1 cevaplardan elde
edilen bulgulara gore, AB’nin Tiirkiye’yi, birlige tam iiye olarak almayacag:
konusunda katilimcilarin tamaminin dinsel farkliliklar, ekonomik farkliliklar,
siyasi ve kiiltlirel farkliliklar, oyalama taktikleri ve Tiirkiye’ye karst on yargil
bakmalarindan dolay1r “Hayir” cevabini vermesi, Tirk insanin tam iiyelige
inancinin  kaybettigini gostermektedir. Ogretmenlere gore AB iiye iilkeleri
Tiirkiye’yi islamofobik bakis agisiyla, gelismemis, barbar ve AB kriterlerini
tasimayan bir iilke olarak algilamaktadirlar. Ogretmenlerin hala %40 nin yiiksek
yasam kalitesi sunmasi ve adalet ve insan haklarina duyarlilik konularindan
dolay1 Tiirkiye’nin AB’ye girmesi gerektigini diisiindiikleri belirlenmistir.
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Giris

II. Diinya savasi sonrasinda Avrupa kitasindaki iilkeler, yasanan ekonomik ¢okiintii ve yikimi
onarmak i¢in ¢ok ¢aba harcamiglardir. Ekonomik ve sosyal bunalimlara ek olarak Amerika Birlesik
Devletleri ve Sovyetler Birligi’nin diinya tizerindeki giiciinii ve etkinligini arttirmasi, ekonomik ve
siyasal acidan Avrupa devletleri arasinda birliktelik olgusunu olusturmustur. Ekonomik, askeri ve
siyasal Orgiitlenmenin temeli atilarak, Avrupa’da barisin siirekliligini saglamak ve Avrupa iilkeleri
arasindaki politik giicii arttirmak istenmistir (Paksoy ve Kilig, 2013). Bu gelismeler 1s18inda Almanya,
Fransa, Italya, Hollanda, Liikksemburg ve Belgika’nin katilimiyla Avrupa Birligi’nin (AB) temelini
olusturan Avrupa Komiir ve Celik Toplulugu (AKCT) 1951 yilinda kurulmustur. Daha sonra 6ncelikli
olarak daha fazla ekonomik is birliginin saglanmasi ve Avrupa’da barisin kalict hale gelmesi
maksadiyla 1957°de Avrupa Ekonomik Toplulugu (AET) olusturulmustur (Bozkurt, 2018). 1 Temmuz
1967 tarihinden itibaren Avrupa Toplulugu (AT) adim alan topluluk, 1 Kasim 1993 Maastricht
Antlagmasi’nin yiiriirliige girmesi ile Avrupa Birligi (AB) adini almigtir (Uysal, 2001).

Ekonomik, siyasi ve sosyal yonii bulunan 28 {iyeye sahip AB ile Tiirkiye’nin siireci 1959’da
baslamistir (Ozdemir ve Ciftlik¢i, 2015).1960 darbesi nedeniyle duraklama noktasia gelen iliskiler,
AET ile Tiirkiye arasmda 12 Eyliil 1963 tarihinde imzalanan Ankara Anlagmasi’nin ardindan yeni bir
boyut kazanmustir. Avrupa Birligi ile Tiirkiye arasindaki siirecin hukuki siire¢ Ankara Antlasmasi ile
baslamustir (Ilgin, 2014). Aralik 1968'deki Ortaklik Konseyi toplantisinda Tiirkiye'nin gecis donemine
girmesi karar1 alinmis ve Katma Protokol Kasim 1970'te kabul edilerek 1973'ten itibaren de
uygulanmaya baslamistir (Karluk, 2007; Akt. Firinci, 2013). Avrupa Toplulugu’na Tiirkiye tam iiyelik
i¢in 14 Nisan 1987°de basvuru yapmustir. Ancak komisyon, liyelik goriismelerinin karsit1 karar almis
ve gimrilk birliginin tamamlanmasina karar vermistir. 1995’te Tiirkiye ve Avrupa Birligi Giimriik
Birligi’nin kurulmasina yonelik ¢alismalarda bulunmusladir. Giimriik Birligi 1 Ocak 1996 tarihinde
yiiriirlige girmistir (Sefil Sever, 2009).10-11 Aralik 1999 tarihinde Helsinki’de yapilan AB Zirvesinde
Tiirkiye’nin adayliglr resmen onaylanmustir. Helsinki Zirvesi ile Tiirkiye’nin 40 yildir devam eden
iyelik siireci netleserek somut bir hale gelmistir. 3 Ekim 2005 tarihinde AB’ye Tiirkiye’ nin tam tiyelik
miizakereleri baslamistir. Miizakerelerin basladigi 2005 yilindan itibaren Tiirkiye diizenli olarak AB
toplantilarina katilmis ve her yil ilerleme raporlarin1 sunmustur. Tirkiye AB tiyeligi siirecine iliskin
faaliyetleri koordine etmek icin 2011 yilinda Avrupa Birligi Bakanligi’mi kurarak miizakereleri
yiiriitme konusundaki kararliligini ortaya koydu (DTP, 2004). 24 Haziran 2018’de yapilan segimle
Cumbhurbaskanligi Hiikiimet Sistemi’ne gecilmis, AB Bakanligi AB Baskanligi’na doniismiis ve
Disisleri Bakanlig: biinyesinde AB iiyeligi slireci devam etmektedir. Baz1 donemlerde birtakim siyasi
ve ekonomik nedenlerle meydana gelen aksakliklar disinda Tiirkiye nin Avrupa Birligi ile biitiinlesme
arzusundan vazge¢medigi, AB’ye tam iyelik yolunda iizerine diisen yiikiimliiliikleri tstlenmekten
kaginmadig1 goriilmektedir (Ozdemir ve Ciftlikgi, 2015).

Alanyazinda Tirk insaninin AB’ye yonelik goriisleri ile ilgili yapilan calismalar
incelendiginde katilimcilarin AB’ye yonelik goriislerinin olumlu oldugu ¢aligmalara rastlanmistir
(Sen, 2005; Akdemir, 2017). Fakat yapilan bazi ¢aligmalarinda AB’ye yonelik goriislerin olumsuz
olduguna da rastlanmistir (Elgiin ve Tillman, 2007; Senyuva, 2009; Oran, Hiirsoy, Senuzun ve Yiicel
2010; Ercan, 2012; Yazgan ve Aktas, 2012; Karakuzu, Aktoprak, Erk ve Limon, 2015; Efe ve
Kemahli, 2016; Bozkurt, 2018).

AB’ye yonelik yapilan ¢aligmalarda Tiirk insaninin goriislerinin zaman iginde AB’ye bakis
acisiin ve iiye olacagina dair inancinin degisime ugradig1 goriilmektedir. Buna etki eden nedenlere
bakildiginda ise Tiirkiye’ nin 60 yili1 agkin siiredir bekletilmesi, tiyelik basvurularini Tiirkiye’den sonra
yapmis olan iilkelerin iiyeliklerinin kabul edilmis olmasi, Tiirkiye’nin AB uyum yasalar geregi gerekli
reformlar1 yapmis olmasina ragmen AB’nin tarafli yaklasimi, Kibris ve Ermeni sorunlarinda
Tirkiye’nin olumlu yaklagimlarina ragmen AB’nin gerekli adimlari atmamis olmasi Tiirk insaninin
AB’ye karsi1 olan tutumunun zaman igerisinde olumlu iken olumsuz bir siirece girdigi goriilmiistiir.

Tiirkiye’de, 15 Temmuz darbe girisiminde bulunan Fethullahgt Terdr Orgiitii'ne yonelik
yiiriitilen operasyonlarda AB’ye iiye iilkelerden gerekli destek alinamamistir. Son yillarda artan
Ortadogu’dan Avrupa’ya go¢ eden miiltecilerin sorununda tampon gorevi goren Tiirkiye’yi AB
tilkeleri bu sorunu ¢ézmede maddi ve manevi olarak yalniz birakmustir. Avrupa’daki ekonomik

88



Egitim Kuram ve Uygulama Arastirmalar1 Dergisi 2021, Cilt 7, Say1 1, 87-97 Yurdal DIKMENLI, Oguz ALTAY

gelismelerin eskisi kadar gli¢lii olmamasi Tiirk insaninin AB’ye girme yoniindeki ¢abalarini ve bakis
agisini olumsuz yonde etkilemistir. Son yillarda degisen konjonktorde yapilacak caligmalarin gelecege
onciiliik etmesi amaglanarak bu ¢alismaya ihtiya¢ duyulmustur.

Bu c¢alisma ogretmenlerin AB’ye yonelik goriislerini tespit etmek amaciyla yapilmstir.
Gelecege yon veren oOgretmenlerimizin, kendi diisiincelerini yetistirecegi nesillere de aktaracagi
diisiincesiyle onlarin Avrupa Birligi’ne bakis agilarinin 6nemli oldugu gerekgesi ile bu ¢alismanin
yapilmasina karar verilmistir. Bu konuda yapilacak bir aragtirmanin alanyazinda énemli bir boslugu
dolduracagi ve diger ¢alismalara onciiliik edebilecegi diisiincesi arastirmayi onemli kilmaktadir.

Yontem
Arastirmanin Deseni

Ogretmenlerin AB’ye yonelik goriislerini ortaya koymayi amaglayan bu calisma, nitel
arastirma desenlerinden durum calismasina 6rnek olusturmaktadir. Elde edilen veriler igerik analizi
kullanilarak ¢éziimlenmistir.

Calisma Grubu

Arastirmanin katilimcilarini, 2018-2019 egitim 6gretim yilinda Kirsehir il merkezinde Milli
Egitim Mudiirligii’ne bagli ilkokul ve ortaokullarda gérev yapan 60 6gretmen olusturmaktadir.

Veri Toplama Aract

Ogretmenlerin goriislerini belirlemek amaciyla verilerin toplanmast siirecinde arastirmacilar
tarafindan olusturulan yedi agik uglu sorudan olusan yari yapilandirilmis sorular hazirlanmustir.
Formun gegerlik ve giivenirligini saglamak i¢in iki cografya alan egitimi uzmanindan goriis alinmus,
sorularin anlagila bilirligini kontrol etmek amaciyla dort 6gretmen ile pilot goriisme yapilmig bir
soruda anlamin tam karsilanmasi icin Tiirk¢e acisindan degisiklige gidilmistir.

Ogretmenlerin AB’ne yonelik diisiincelerini tespit etmek amaciyla katilimcilara yoneltilen acik uglu
sorular asagida verilmistir:

1.Avrupa Birligi denilince akliniza gelen ilk kavrami yaziniz.

2. Avrupa Birligi’nin kurulus amact hakkindaki diislinceleriniz nelerdir? Yaziniz.

3. Sizce Tiirkiye Avrupa Birligine girmeli mi? Nedenini yaziniz.

4.Tirkiye’nin Avrupa Birligi’ne tam {liye olacagina inaniyor musunuz? Nedenini yaziniz.
5. Avrupa Birligi tiye iilkelerinin Tiirkiye’yi nasil algiladiklarini diisiiniiyorsunuz? Yazinz.
6. Avrupa Birligi’ne iiye olan bir iilkede yagsamak ister miydiniz? Nedenini yaziniz.

7.Turkiye Avrupa Birligi’ne girmis olsa hayatinizda nelerin degisecegini diisiiniiyorsunuz?
Yaziniz.

Veri toplama siirecinden énce Kirsehir il Milli Egitim Miidiirliigii’nden ve anket uygulanacak
okullarin idarelerinden gerekli izinler alinmistir. Ayrica 6gretmenlerin goniilliiliilk esasina gore ankete
katilmalar1 konusunda gerekli uyarilar da yapilmistir.

Verilerin Analizi

Ogretmenlerle yapilan goriismeler sonucunda elde edilen veriler, igerik analiz teknikleri
kullanilarak analiz edilmistir. Igerik analizi olgular1 kavramlastirmaya, onlar1 kelimeye dékmeye ve
ortaya ¢ikarmaya yonelik bir yoldur. Nitel yolla elde edilen veriler igerik analizinde verilerin
kodlanmasi, temalarin bulunmasi, kodlarin ve temalarin diizenlenmesi, bulgularin tanimlanmasi ve
yorumlanmasi seklinde asamalardan olusur (Yildirrm ve Simsek, 2016). Igerik analizi ile veriler
karsilastirilarak ve siniflandirilarak nicel hale getirilmistir. Analiz siirecinde dogrudan alintilara
calisma icerisinde yer verilerek analizlere acikhik getirilmeye calisilmistir. Ogretmenlere ait
kodlamalar O.1, 0.2,........ , 0.60 seklinde olusturulmus ve bulgular kisminda bu sekilde verilmistir.
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Veriler iki arastirmaci tarafindan kodlanmistir. Giivenirlik i¢in her iki aragtirmaci tarafindan
yapilan kodlamalar iizerinde Giivenirlik=Goriis Birligi/Goriis Birligi + Goriis Ayriligt x 100 formiilii
uygulanmistir (Miles ve Huberman, 1994). Bu formiille uyum yiizdesi hesaplanirken arastirmacilar
tarafindan, 6gretim {iyelerinin ifadelerinin ayni1 kodu kullandiklari durumlar i¢in goriis birligi, farkl
kodu kullandiklar1 durumlar igin goriis ayriligi olarak kabul edilmistir. Bu kodlamalar ile
arastirmacilarin yaptig1 kodlamalar karsilastirilmigtir. Yapilan hesaplamalar sonucunda arastirmada
uyusum yiizdesi .90 olarak hesaplanmistir. Bu islem sonucunda elde edilen uyusum yiizdesinin %70’in
tizerinde ¢ikmasi, arastirma igin giivenilir kabul edilmektedir (Sencan, 2005).

Bulgular
Bu béliimde arastirmanin alt problemlerine iligskin bulgular ve yorumlara yer verilmistir.
Birinci Alt Probleme Iliskin Bulgular ve Yorumlar

Arastirmaya katilan Ogretmenlerin “AB denilince akliniza gelen ilk kavrami yaziniz?”
ifadesine verdikleri cevaplarin dagilimi frekans ve yiizde olarak Tablo 1°de verilmistir:

Tablo.1 Ogretmenlerin AB denilince akillarina gelen ilk kavrama iliskin gériisleri

Kavramlar f % Kavramlar f %
Hristiyan birligi 9 15,0 Din 1 1,7
Ortak para 7 11,6 Kapitalizm 1 1,7
Ekonomik birlik 7 11,6 Hayal 1 1,7
Avrupa iilkeleri 5 8,3 Uyusmazlik 1 1,7
Siyasi birlik 4 6,6 Islamofobi 1 1,7
Gelismislik 4 6,6 Irkgilik 1 1,7
Adalet 3 5,0 Cifte standart 1 1,7
Topluluk 3 5,0 On iki y1ldiz 1 1,7
Serbest dolagim 3 50 Soygunculuk 1 1,7
Gereksiz 2 33 Ingilizce 1 1,7
Ozgﬁrlﬁk 2 3,3 Ayrimcilik 1 1,7

Calismaya katilan 6gretmenlerin AB denilince akillarina gelen kavrama yonelik olarak, %15’
(f:9) Hristiyan birligi, %11,6’sinn (f:7) ortak para, %11,6’sinin (f:7) ekonomik birlik, %38,3iiniin (f:5)
Avrupa iilkeleri, %6,6’sinn (f:4) siyasi birlik, %6,6’s1 (f:4) gelismislik,%5’inin (f:3) adalet, %5’inin
(f:3) topluluk, %5°1 (f:3) serbest dolasim, %3,3’1 (f:2) gereksiz,%3,3’1 (f:2) ozgiirlik, %1,7’si (f:1)
din, %1,7’sinin (f:1) kapitalizm, %1,7’sinin (f:1) hayal,%1,7’sinin (f:1) uyusmazlik, %1,7’sinin (f:1)
islamofobi, %1,7’sinin (f:1) wrkeilik, %1,7’sinin (f:1) ¢ifte standart, %1,7’sinin (f:1) on iki yildiz,
%1,7’sinin (f:1) soygunculuk, %1,7’sinin (f:1) Ingilizce, %1,7’sinin (f:1) ise ayrimeilik seklinde cevap
verdikleri belirlenmistir.

ikinci Alt Probleme iliskin Bulgular ve Yorumlar

Arastirmaya katilan dgretmenlerin “AB’nin kurulus amaci hakkindaki diistinceleriniz nelerdir?
Yaziniz.” sorusuna verdikleri cevaplarin dagilimi frekans ve yiizde olarak Tablo 2’de verilmistir:

Tablo.2 Ogretmenlerin AB’nin kurulus amaci hakkindaki diisiinceleri

Temalar f %
Ekonomik, siyasi, sosyal biitiinlesme 36 60.0
Hristiyan birligi 17 28,3
Ortak cikarlar 4 6,7
Emperyalizm 3 5,0
Toplam 60 100

AB’nin kurulus amacina yonelik olarak ¢aligmaya katilan Ggretmenlerin %60’ 1nin (f:36)
ekonomik, siyasi, sosyal biitiinlesme, %28,3’tiniin (f:17) Hristiyan birligi, %6,7’sinin (f:4) ortak
cikarlar ve %5’inin (f:3) ise emperyalizm seklinde goriis bildirdikleri belirlenmistir.
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“AB’nin kurulus amaci hakkindaki diisiinceleriniz nelerdir? Yaziniz.” Sorusuna iliskin bazi
Ogretmen goriisleri soyledir:

Ekonomik, siyasi, sosyal biitiinlesme aktarim olarak; “Upyesi olan iilkelerin refah icinde
yasamas, ekonomik, politik ve sosyal alanlarda ortak tavir sergilemesi” (0.8). Avrupa kitasindaki
tilkeler arasinda ekonomik, siyasi ve sosyal alanlarda birliktelik saglama” (0.23).

Hristiyan birligi aktarinm olarak; “Hristiyan Birligi olarak kurulmustur” (O.26).

Ortak ¢ikarlar aktarimi olarak; “Avrupa Birligi iilkelerinin haklarini korumak amaciyla
kurulmus bir kurulustur” (0.38).

Emperyalizm anlayisi aktarimu olarak: “Baska milletleri somiirerek kendi milletlerine refah
bir hayat saglayan birlik” (0.2).

Uciincii Alt Probleme iliskin Bulgular ve Yorumlar

Arastirmaya katilan Ogretmenlerin “Sizce Tiirkiye AB’ye girmeli mi? Nedenini yaziniz.”
sorusuna verdikleri cevaplari dagilimi frekans ve yiizde olarak Tablo 3’te verilmistir:

Tablo.3 Ogretmen Tiirkiye nin AB’ye girmesine yonelik goriisleri

Temalar f %

Yiiksek yasam kalitesine ulagsma 21 35,0
Evet Adalet ve insan haklarina duyarlilik 3 5,0

Kiltiirel farklilik 23 38,3

Dini Farklilik 7 11,7
Hayir

Tiirkiye’ye yonelik 6n yargili olmak 6 10,0

Toplam 60 100

Caligmaya katilan 6gretmenlerin Tiirkiye AB’ye girmesine yonelik olarak, %401 (f:24) evet,
%601 ise (f:36) hayir seklinde cevap vermistir. Nedenine verdikleri cevaplar ise; %35°1 (f:21) yiiksek
yasam kalitesine ulasma, %51 (f:3) adalet ve insan haklarina duyarlilik, %38,3’l (f:23) kiiltiirel
farklilik, %11,7’si (f:7) dini farklilik, %10° u (f:6) Tiirkiye’ye yonelik 6n yargili olmak temalarina
vurgu yapmiglardir.

Tiirkiye 'nin Avrupa Birligi’ne girmeli mi? Nedenini yaziniz. Sorusuna iliskin baz1 6gretmen
goriigleri soyledir:

Yiiksek yasam kalitesine ulagma aktarimi olarak; “Girmeli. Daha gelismis ve medeni bir iilke
olmast igin girmesini istiyorum” (0.57).  “Girmeli. Ekonomik kalkinma agisindan sanmirim baska
alternatifimiz kalmadi” (O.23).

Adalet ve insan haklarina duyarlilik aktarimi olarak; “Evet. Avrupa’da mevcut olan adalet
sistemi, insana verilen deger ve gelismisligin tilkemize sirayet etmesi i¢in” (0.47).

Kiiltlirel farklilik aktarimi olarak; “Girmemelidir. Tiirkiye ekonomik agidan gii¢lii bir iilkedir.

cvy

gelenek, gorenek ve dini yonden olumsuz etkilenebilir” (0.12). “Hayr. Kiiltiirel, insan yapusi, dini
inams, toplumsal yapi ve ekonomik olarak uyum saglayamayiz” (0.60).

Dini farkhhk aktarumi olarak; “Hayir, girmemeli. Biz Miisliman iz, Hristiyan birliginde ne
isimiz var?” (0.26).

Tiirkiye’ye yonelik on yargili olmalar1 aktarimi olarak; “Bence girmemeli. Avrupa Birligi 'nin
samimiyetine inanmiyorum. Ulkemize ve insamimiza olumsuz baktiklarim diigiiniiyorum” (0.14)

Dérdiincii Alt Probleme fliskin Bulgular ve Yorumlar

Arastirmaya katilan 6gretmenlerin “Tiirkiye’nin AB’ye tam iiye olacagina inaniyor musunuz?
Nedenini yazimiz.” sorusuna verdikleri cevaplarin dagilimi frekans ve yiizde olarak Tablo 4’te
verilmistir:
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Tablo.4 Ogretmenlerin Tiirkiye nin AB’ye tam iiyeligine yonelik goriisleri

Temalar f %

Dini farklilik 16 26,7
Ekonomik farklilik 14 23,3
Siyasi ve kiiltiirel farklilik 12 20,0

Hayir —

Oyalama politikast 11 18,3
Tiirkiye’ye yonelik olumsuz bakis agist 7 11,7
Toplam 60 100

Calismaya katilan 6gretmenlerin Tiirkiye’nin AB’ye tam tiiyeligine yonelik olarak, %100’u
(f:60) haywr diyerek Tirkiye’nin tam iiye olacagina inanmadiklarini belirtmislerdir. Hayir cevabina
neden olarak; %26,7’si (f:16) dini farklilik, %23,3’i (f:14) ekonomik farklilik, %20’si (f:12) siyasi ve
kiiltiirel farklilik, %18,3’1 (f:11) oyalama politikasi, %11,7’si (f:7) Tiirkiye’ye yonelik olumsuz bakis
acis1 temalarina vurgu yapnmuslardir.

Tiirkiye 'nin Avrupa Birligi’'ne tam tiye olacagina inaniyor musunuz? Nedenini yaziniz.
Sorusuna iliskin baz1 6gretmen goriisleri sdyledir:

Dini farkhlik aktarimi olarak; “Hayir. Ciinkii Miislimaniz” (O.11). “Haywr. Ciinkii Avrupa
Birligi Hristiyan birligidir” (0.23).

Ekonomik farklilik aktarimi olarak; “Tiirkiye'nin Avrupa Birligi’'ne tam iiye olacagim
sanmiyorum. Ciinkii ekonomik olarak yeterli seviyede degiliz. Ayrica niifusumuz ve miilteci oranimizin
fazla olmast Avrupa Birligi 'ni ekonomik olarak sarsacaktir. Ayrica anayasal olarak laik bir iilke olsak

bile Miisliiman yogunlukta olmamiz Avrupa Birligi'nin bizi kabul etmesinin oniinde biiyiik bir engel
olmaktadir” (0.30).

Siyasi ve kultirel farklilik aktarimi olarak; “Inanmiyorum. Tiirk kiiltiirii Avrupa kiiltiiriinden
farkly, Islam’in degerlerinin Avrupa min degerleriyle bagdasmayacagim diistintiyorum” (0.9).

Oyalama politikasi aktarimi olarak; “Hayir. 60 yila yakindir oyalanan milletimizin bu birlige
daimi iiye olacagini sanmiyorum” (0.60).

Tiirkiye’ye yonelik olumsuz bakis agisi aktarim olarak; “Hayir. Avrupa’min Tiirkiye'ye karst
diisiinceleri ve yaklasimi ikirciklidir” (O.13).

Besinci Alt Probleme iliskin Bulgular ve Yorumlar

Arastirmaya katilan Ogretmenlerin “AB tye {ilkelerinin Tiirkiye’yi nasil algiladiklarim
diisiiniiyorsunuz? Yaziniz.” sorusuna verdikleri cevaplarin dagilimi frekans ve ylizde olarak Tablo 5°te
verilmistir:

Tablo.5 Ogretmenlerin AB’ye iiye iilkelerinin Tiirkiye algilarina yonelik goriisleri

Temalar f %

Miisliimanlara kars1 ényargi ve ayrimeilik (Islamofobik bakis) 19 31,7
Gelismemislik 17 28,3
Barbar 12 20,0
AB Kkriterini tasimama 12 20,0
Toplam 60 100

Calismaya katilan Ogretmenlerin AB’ye iiye iilkelerin Tiirkiye algilarina yonelik olarak,
%31,7’s1 (f:19) Miisliimanlara karsi 6n yargt ve ayrimcilik (islamofobik bakis), %28,3’1i (f:17)
Gelismemiglik, %20’si (f:12) Barbar, %20’si (f:12) AB kriterini tasimama seklinde cevap verdikleri
goriillmiistiir.

AB iiye iilkelerinin Tiirkiye'yi nasu algiladiklarim diisiiniiyorsunuz? Yaziniz. Sorusuna iliskin
bazi 6gretmen goriisleri soyledir:
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Muslimanlara karg1 6n yargi ve ayrimeilik (Islamofobik bakis) aktarimi olarak; “Miisliiman ve
terorist” (0.2). “Miisliiman bir iilke oldugumuz icin kesinlikle iclerine almamayr diisiindiiklerini”
(0.8).

Gelismemislik aktarimi olarak; “Tiirkiye'yi hukuksal, ekonomik, insan haklari vb. konularda
vasat bir iilke olarak goriiyorlar. Islam iilkesi oldugu icin yobaz olarak nitelendiren iilkelerde var. Kisi
basina diisen milli gelire bakilirsa onlara gore bir hayli komik rakam. Biliyorlar ki Tiirkiye nin
ekonomik anlamda bir katkis: olmayacak” (0.28). “Basa bela bir iilke olarak algiladiklarim
diistiniiyorum. Tiirkiyeyi gii¢siiz ve geri kalmus bir iilke olarak goriiyorlar ama sonugta tarihimiz belli
oldugu icin her zaman cekiniyorlar” (0.46).

Barbar aktarimu olarak; “Tiirkiye yi barbar bir devlet olarak goriiyorlar” (0.4).

AB kriterini tasimama aktarimu olarak; “Avrupa iilkelerinin bircogu Tiirkiye nin Avrupa
Birligi 'ne tiye olmasini istemiyor. Tiirkiye 'nin Avrupa Birligi icin yeterli olmadigini diisiiniiyor™ (O.5).

Altine1 Alt Probleme iliskin Bulgular ve Yorumlar

Arastirmaya katilan &gretmenlerin “AB’ye iiye olan bir iilkede yasamak ister miydiniz?
Nedenini yaziniz.” sorusuna verdikleri cevaplarin dagilimi frekans ve ylizde olarak Tablo 6’da
verilmistir:

Tablo.6 Ogretmenlerin AB’ye iiye olan bir iilkede yasamaya yonelik goriisleri

Temalar f %
Cagdas yasama ulagama arzusu 20 33,3
Evet Ozgiirce ve adil yasama ulagsma 6 10,0
Tiirkiye’den baska yerde yagsamak istemem 24 40,0
Hayir "y iitiirel doku uyusmazligi 10 16,7
Toplam 60 100

Caligmaya katilan Ogretmenlerin AB’ye iiye olan bir iilkede yagsamaya yonelik olarak,
%43,3’1 (f:26) evet, %56,7’si (f:34) ise hayir olarak cevap verdikleri belirlenmistir. Nedenine
verdikleri cevaplar ise; %33,3’si (f:20) Cagdas yasama ulasma arzusu, %10’u (f:6) Ozgiirce ve adil
yasama ulasma, %401 (f:24) Tiirkiye’den baska yerde yasamak istemem, %16,7’si (f:10) Kiltiirel
doku uyusmazIlig1 temalarma vurgu yapmistir.

iligkin baz1 6gretmen goriisleri soyledir:

Cagdas yasama ulagma arzusu aktarimi olarak; “Ever. Daha gelismis, dogru, bilgelesmis,
cagdas bir yasam icin” (0.56). “Evet. Adalet sistemine giiveniyorum. Ayrica ekonomik ve sosyal
gelismis bir ortamda yasamak isterdim” (0.27).

Ozgiirce ve adil yasama ulasma aktarimi_olarak; “Evet. Kurallarin ve adaletin insandan
insana degismedigi bir iilkede yasamak isterdim” (0.47).

Tiirkiye’den baska yerde yasamak istemem aktarimi olarak; “Ben tilkemi seviyorum. Elbette
elestirdigimiz, degismesini istedigimiz bircok konu var. Lakin bunlarda benim baska iilkede yasamak
istememe sebep olamaz” (0.28). “Eger bu iilke Tiirkiye olacaksa evet. Aksi takdirde vatanmimdan ayr
bir yerde yasamak istemem” (0.59).

Kiiltiirel doku uyusmazligi aktarimi olarak; “Avrupa Birligi'ni tek kurtulus tek ¢ikar yolu
gormek ¢ok biiyiik bir yanlhistir. Avrupa Birligi’ne ait bir iilkede yasamak istemezdim. Bir milletin orf,
adet, dinini, kiiltiiriinii kaybettigi zaman bitmis demektir. Cocugumu Avrupa kiiltiiriinde yetigtirmek
istemezdim” (0.34).

Yedinci Alt Probleme iliskin Bulgular ve Yorumlar

Aragtirmaya katilan ogretmenlerin “Tiirkiye AB’ye girmis olsa hayatimzda nelerin
degisecegini diislinliyorsunuz? Yaziniz.” sorusuna verdikleri cevaplarin dagilimi frekans ve yilizde
olarak Tablo 7’de verilmistir:
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Tablo:7 Ogretmenlerin Tiirkiye’nin AB’ye girmesi durumunda hayatlarinda meydana gelebilecek degisikliklere
yonelik goriisleri

Temalar f %
Yiiksek yasam kalitesine ulagsma 26 43,3
Olumlu Ozgiirce kendini ifade etme 9 15,0
Higbir seyin degisecegini sanmryorum 18 30,0
Olumsuz Kiiltiirel asimilasyona ugrama endigesi 7 11,7
Toplam 60 100

Caligmaya katilan ogretmenlerin Tirkiye’nin AB’ye girmesi durumunda hayatlarinda
meydana gelebilecek degisikliklere yonelik olarak, %58,3’i4 (f:35) olumlu, %41,7’si (f:25) ise
olumsuz goriisii beyan etmislerdir. Nedenlerine verdikleri cevaplar ise; %43,3’1 (f:26) Yiiksek yasam
kalitesine ulasma, %15°i (f:9) Ozgiirce kendini ifade etme, %30’u (f:18) Higbir seyin degisecegini
sanmiyorum, %11,7’si (f:7) Kiiltiirel asimilasyona ugrama endisesi temalarina vurgu yapmislardir.

Tiirkive AB’ye girmis olsa hayatimizda nelerin degisecegini diistintiyorsunuz? Yaziniz.
Sorusuna iliskin bazi 6gretmen goriisleri soyledir:

Yiiksek yasam kalitesine ulasma aktarimi olarak; “Yasam kalitemizin daha yiiksek olacagini
diigtiniiyorum” (0.15). “Ekonomik anlamda daha faydali olacagini diisiiniiyorum. Savunma kalkani
olusturur” (0.7).

Ozgiirce kendini ifade etme aktarimu olarak; “Demokratik haklarimda iyilestirme olur diye
diistiniiyorum” (0.44).

Higbir seyin degisecegini sanmiyorum aktarumi olarak; “Bir seylerin degisecegi ile ilgili bir
umudum yok” (O.2). “Zaten ¢okmiis olan birligin hi¢bir degisiklik getirecegine inanmiyorum. Degisim
negatif yonde olacaktir” (O.8).

Kiiltiirel asimilasyona ugrama endisesi aktarimu olarak; “Eger Avrupa Birligi'ne girersek
onlarin biitiin dayatmalarina maruz kalacagimiz gibi, onlarin asimilasyonlart sonucu din, dil, ik,
ahlaki, kiiltiirel ve sosyal yasantimizin hepsi degisecektir” (0.53).

Tartisma, Sonuc ve Oneriler

Calismada son yillardaki konjonktiirel degismelerden dolayr Ogretmenlerin AB yonelik
gorislerinin tespit edilmesi amaglandigindan katilimcilara yar1 yapilandirilmis sorulardan olusan anket
uygulanmis ve cevaplari asagida irdelenerek verilmistir.

Caligmaya katilan Ogretmenlere AB denilince akliniza gelen ilk kavrami yaziniz? Sorusu
sorulmustur. Bu sorudan alinan cevaplar analiz edilerek 22 farkli kavram belirlenmistir. Katilimeilar
tarafindan fazla tekrar edilen kavramlar; Hristiyan Birligi, ortak para birimini, ekonomik bir birlik,
Avrupa tlkeleri, siyasi, gelismislik, adalet, topluluk, serbest dolasim, gereksiz, 6zgiirliikk kavramlaridir.
Sadece birer kere sOylenen ve kavramlar ise sunlardir: Din, kapitalizm, hayal, uyusmazlik, islamofobi,
irkgilik, cifte standart, on iki y1ldiz, soygunculuk, Ingilizce ve ayrimcilik. Uner (2014) galismalarinda
Ogretmen ve Ogretmen adaylarina sorduklari “Size gore AB ve AB vatandaslhigi ne anlam ifade
etmektedir?” sorusunda en ¢ok tercih edilen kavramlara 6gretmenler; Ozgiirliikk, ¢ikar birligi, refah
derken 6gretmen adaylari; refah, ¢ikar birligi, demokratik/hak ve sorumluluklarini bilen kavramlarin
sOyledikleri goriilmiistiir. Yapilan calismanin bu arastirmayla tam uyum i¢inde oldugu sdylenemese de
benzerlikler gdsterdigi yorumunda bulunulabilir. Zaman igerisinde her ne kadar degisim ve gelismeler
olsa da Tiirk insaninin AB’ ye olan bakig agisinin ¢ok da degismedigi sOylenebilir.

Calismaya katilan 6gretmenlerin Avrupa Birligi 'nin kurulus amact hakkindaki diigiinceleriniz
nelerdir? sorusuna, ekonomik, siyasi ve sosyal biitiinlesme, Hristiyan birligi, ortak ¢ikarlar ve
emperyalizm cevaplarmi verdikleri belirlenmistir. Bozkurt (2018) c¢aligmanin bulgularina paralel
olarak katilimcilar; ekonomik, siyasi, dini, AB’yi cografik temele dayandigim ifade ettigi verileri elde
etmistir. Korkmaz, Yiicel ve Aras (2015) caligmanin bulgularina paralel olarak katilimcilar;
ekonomik-sosyal proje, siyasi bir birlik, Hristiyan birligi oldugunu ifade eden veriler elde etmistir.
Tiirk insaninin AB kurulus amaci hakkindaki genel goriislerine bakildiginda AB’yi ekonomik, sosyal,
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siyasi ve Hristiyan birligi temellerine dayandirdigi goriilmektedir. Katilimecilarin verdikleri
cevaplardan yola ¢ikararak, AB iilkeleri ekonomik, sosyal, siyasi ve dini inan¢ bakimindan kendileri
ile Tirkiye’yi denk ya da benzer gormedikleri i¢in tam {iye olma yolunda oyalama ve bekletme
politikasi yiiriittiikleri séyleminde bulunulabilir.

Ogretmenlerin Sizce Tiirkiye Avrupa Birligine girmeli mi? sorusuna yaridan fazlasi (%60)
evet, bir kismi ise (%40) hayir cevabimi vermistir. Bozkurt (2018) tarafindan yapilan calismada
aragtirmanin bulgularina paralel olarak katilimcilarin yarisindan daha fazlasinin (%62) hayir
ifadesinde bulunduklarini1 ve AB iiyeligini desteklemedikleri, bir kisminin ise (%38) evet ifadesini
kullanarak AB’ye girmeyi destekledikleri sonucuna ulasilmistir. Balkar ve Ozgan (2010)
caligmalarinda ise katilimcilarin ¢ogunun (%59,7) AB iyeligine evet, bir bolimiiniin ise (%40,3)
AB’ye hayir sonucuna ulagmiglardir. 2000°1i yillarin baglarinda Tiirkiye’nin AB’ye iiye olmast Tiirk
insani tarafindan daha fazla destek (%67) goriirken (Bozkir, 2002), son yillardaki AB ile olan iliskiler
sonucunda Tiirkiye’nin AB’ye iiye olmasinda destegin azaldig1 (%40) sdylenebilir.

Ogretmenlerin tamamu Tiirkiye nin Avrupa Birligi’'ne tam iiye olacagina inaniyor musunuz?
sorusuna hayir cevabmi vererek Tirkiye’nin AB’ye higbir zaman tam iiye olamayacagini
sOylemislerdir. Bunun nedeni olarak dini farklilik, ekonomik farklilik, siyasi ve kiiltiirel farklilik,
AB’nin Tirkiye’yi oyaladigini, Tiirkiye’ye yonelik olumsuz bakis agisi vurgularini yapmiglardir.
Kaya, Kili¢ ve Yildirim (2008) calismalarinda Tiirkiye’nin tam iiyelik siirecine katilimeilarin yaridan
biraz fazlast inanmadigini (%53), bir kismi inandigini (%36) ve az bir kismi ise bu konuda fikrinin
olmadigini (%11) ifade etmistir. AB iilkelerinin Tiirkiye nin tam iiye olmasina olumsuz tavir almasi,
uzun yillardir kapida bekletilmesi gibi siiregler tam fiiyelik konusunda Tiirk insanin inancini
kaybetmesine neden oldugu sdylenebilir. AB iilkeleri tarafindan Tiirkiye’nin Avrupa ve Asya’nin
kapist olarak goriilmesinden kaynakli bagi koparmamak i¢in siirekli elde tutma calismalar1 Tiirk
insaninda bikkinlik olusturdugu seklinde yorumlanabilir

Ogretmenlerin Avrupa Birligi iiye iilkelerinin Tiirkiye yi nasil algiladiklarini diisiiniiyorsunuz?
sorusuna Miisliimanlara kar1 6nyargt ve ayrimcilik (islamofobik bakis), gelismemislik, barbar ve AB
kriterine uymama cevaplarin1 verdikleri belirlenmistir. Uner (2014) calismanin bulgularina paralel
olarak katilimcilarin AB iilkelerinin Tiirk insanini geri kalmis/AB igin yetersiz, Miisliiman/kendinden
olmayan, diisman/tehdit ve gerici gordiikleri kavramlar1 6n plana ¢iktig1r goriilmiistiir. Tiirkiye nin
cografi konumu ve gen¢ niifusu AB’nin Tiirkiye’ye arkasini tamamen donmesine engeldir. Tirk
insaninin goéziinden bakildiginda, AB {ilkelerinin Tiirk insanina bakisi genellikle olumsuz ifadeler
icermektedir. Bu bakis agisi ile Tiirk insaninin AB’ ye iiye olma yolundaki inancimt ve tyeligin
gerekliligi konusundaki direncinin zayifladig1 hatta bitme noktasina geldigi seklinde yorumlanabilir.

Ogretmenlerin Avrupa Birligi’'ne iiye olan bir iilkede yasamak ister miydiniz? sorusuna
yaridan fazlasinin (%56,7) hayir, bir kisminin ise (%43,3) evet cevabini verdikleri belirlenmistir.
Bunun nedeni olarak hayir diyen katilimeilar Tiirkive 'den baska yerde yasamak istemem ve Kiiltiirel
doku uyusmazligr sdylemlerinde, evet diyen katilimcilar ise ¢agdas yasama ulasma arzusu Ve ozgiirce
ve adil yasama ulasma soylemlerinde bulunmuslardir. Er (2010) tarafindan yapilan c¢alismada
katilimcilara Tiirkive AB iiyesi olamazsa AB iiyesi bir iilkeye yerlesmek ister misiniz? Sorusu
yoneltilmis ve katilimcilarin biiyiik bir kismi hayir, bir bolimii evet ve bir kismi da kararsizim
cevaplarin1 verdikleri belirlenmistir. AB ile siirecin ¢ikmaza girmesine ve Tiirkiye’ye karsi ayrimci
tavrin olmasina ragmen zaman igerisinde Tiirk insaninin AB’ye {iye {ilkelerde yasama isteginde az da
olsa artig oldugu goriilmektedir. Bu da Tiirk insaninin agisindan bakildiginda refah yasama ulagmak
arzusu olarak yorumlanabilir.

Ogretmenlerin Tiirkive AB’ye girmis olsa hayatimzda nelerin degisecegini diisiiniiyorsunuz?
sorusuna yaridan fazlasinin olumlu goriis bildirdikleri, yiiksek yasam kalitesine ulagma ve 0zgiirce
kendini ifade etme diigiinceleri 6n plana ¢ikmustir. Katilimcilarin bir kismi ise olumsuz goriis
belirttikleri, hi¢bir seyin degismeyecegi ve kiiltiirel asimilasyona ugrama endisesi tasidiklari
belirlenmistir. Tirk insan1 genel olarak AB’ ye girildiginde Avrupa iilkelerinin ekonomik giicliniin
iilkemize de yansiyacagini varsaymaktadirlar. Ancak her iiye tilke kendi hayat standardi ¢ergevesinde
AB ile etkilesim halindeler. Bu nedenle AB fiyesi iilkelerin ekonomik sevileri de birbirinden farklilik
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gostermektedir. Son dénemde AB’ye iiye olan iilkelerin insanlarinin hayat standardinda 6nemli bir
farklilagsmanin olmadig1 gézlemlenmektedir.

Oneriler

. Ulkemizde insanlarin biiyiik ¢ogunlugu AB’nin kurulus amaglarini tam olarak
bilmedikleri, ozellikle siyaset ve medya insanlarinin goriislerini benimsedikleri
gorlilmektedir. Tiirk insanina AB’nin kurulus amagclar1 ve Tiirkiye’nin AB’ye liyeligi
stireci  konusunda ilgili kurum ve kuruluslarin dogru bilgilendirme yapmasi
gerekmektedir.

. AB iiyeliginde bilgilendirme ve bilinglendirme siirecinin giinii kurtarmaya yonelik
degil uzun vadeli planlar yapilarak insanlarin siirece aktif katilimlar1 saglanmalidir.
. Tirk insaninin biiylik cogunlugunda Tirkiye’'nin AB’ye {iiye olup olmamasi

tutumunda kisa siireli degisimler yasanmaktadir. Bu durum, AB ile Tiirkiye arasindaki
kisa siireli pozitif veya negatif iligskilerle dogrudan ilgili olmaktadir. AB-Tiirkiye
arasindaki 1iliskilerdeki dalgalanmalardan ¢ok insanimiza neden gergekten AB’ye
girilip girilmeyecegi konusunda dogru bilgiler aktarilarak daha kalici tutumlarin
olugmasi saglanmalidir.

. Ulkemizde AB’ye girmekten ziyade insanlarimizin talepleri olan yiiksek yasam
standartlari, insan haklar1 ve 6zgiirliikleri konusunda iyilestirmelerin yapilmasi daha
anlamli olacaktir. Clinkii AB’ye girmek isteyenlerin biiyiik ¢cogunlugunun sebebinin
bu isteklerden ileri gelmektedir.

. Bu aragtirma sadece Kirsehir merkezde gorev yapan ogretmenler ile smirl
tutulmustur. Arastirma Tiirkiye genelinde farkli o6rneklem gruplar iizerinde
(6gretmen, esnaf, doktor vs.) yapilacak c¢alismalarla kapsami genisletilip, yeniden
organize edilebilir.
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