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ABSTRACT

This thesis deals with the close linkages betwden hegemonic militarist discourse on
idealized citizenship and military service in Tuykéaking up a critical gender perspective.
Primarily based on the analysis of thirteen diffeér@arrations about people’s personal
experiences with the military in Turkey, it explsrélow mandatory conscription is an
institution that both justifies and solidifies anger regime in which manhood is inextricably
linked to being a defender of the ‘national famHy’a concept of manhood that comprises
features such as strength, discipline, and lovéi#@mnation.

Within this framework this study closely followsettiregulatory practices” (Judith Butler)
included in the institution of military service ifurkey that have impact on the
(re)construction of hegemonic masculinity as wsllits discursive counterpart, what | will
term the ‘rotten body’; an expression deriving franmealth report that is issued by Turkish
military doctors as a proof for someone’s inelilfipi to perform military service,
colloquially referred to a§urik Raporurotten report). This “ineligibility certificate”tathe
same time depicts the only possibility for a mateen of Turkish nationality to get legally
exempted from compulsory conscription. The militamgdical examination procedures that
are applied in order to determine whether a copsgifit’ to perform his military service or
shall be exempted as ‘rotten’ constitutes one mi@jcus of this study. The second focus on
the other hand is set on the disciplinary and mguy practices that, in the context of
military service, are exercised on the recruitsié®dnd minds, socializing ‘boys’ to ‘real
men’.

Presuming that in the context of the hegemonic tanift discourse on idealized
citizenship military service constitutesride of passage towards manhqdtie exemption
process enables me to analyze the discursive @gadption of the ‘ideal Turk/man’ as well as
its constitutive counterpart, the ‘rotten body’.ighConstitutive Other’ is primarily to be
found in those who receive thegurik Raporuon the basis of a so called ‘psychosexual
disorder’ that is “explicitly apparent in their wledife”. The major hypothesis of this thesis
is that mandatory military service and the respecgxamination procedures are a social
practice that discursively differentiates betweba freal’ and the disorderedly ‘effeminate
man’, the latter one serving as a primary projectgsurface against which hegemonic

masculinity is defined.



INTRODUCTION

In spring 2010 Turkey’'s Minister for Women and FhmAffairs Selma Aliye Kavaf
attracted much media attention when she made tlwving statement during an interview
with the dailyHurriyet newspaper: “I believe that homosexuality is a laatal disorder, a
disease. It is something that needs to get tredtéul.immediate response to this, both
domestic as well as international media outletsaglibtheir indignation (or applause}
short but heated debate between politicians frofferdnt factions flared up, and LGBT
activists and supporters were marching along Isttslistiklal Caddesito call for an
apology. Only a few weeks later, the issue, togethth the concomitant discussion whether
homosexuality was to be considered a ‘diseaseedngps ‘just’ an abnormality, quickly fell
into oblivion again.

Change of scene: 36 years old radio moderator Hatihim Din¢cdg from Trabzon used
to be a passionate hobby referee — until his gafieu military service in 2008 all of a sudden
changed his life dramatically. In early 2009, atbaving declared his homosexuality during
the military medical check-up, he was referrednt® Gulhane Military Medical Academy in
Istanbul for further examinations. Shortly afterdsrhe received his exemption documents.
Diagnosis: ineligible for military service due to msikoseksuel bozuklufpsychosexual
disorder). Only a few months later thiirkiye Futbol Federasyon(Turkish Football
Federation) decided to withdraw his referee licénse

Quite apparently, a close connection between btathes exists: What Minister Kavaf
openly declared as her personal conviction wasi@atsame time the basis for the military

doctors’ decision that Halil Din¢ggavas not eligible to perform his military servicemamely

1 "Ben ecinsellizin biyolojik bir bozukluk, bir hastalik oldiuna inaniyorum. Tedavi edilmesi gerekendeaiy

bence."]; Bildirici, Faruk (2010), “ginsellik hastalik, tedavi edilmeli”, Hirriyet, 07.05.2010,

http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/pazar/14031207.asp?gi@l=5 [28.05.2012]; see also  Hurriyet (2010),
“Homosexuality is a disease’ says Turkish minister Hurriyet Daily News 03.07.2010,

http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/default.aspx?pagi38&n=8216homosexuality-is-a-disease8217-says-

minister-2010-03-07 [28.05.2012]; unless othervigkcated, all translations to English are mine.

2 Of course, conservative newspapers such as thmabdbie Weltinstantly took the opportunity to again
polemize against Turkey’'s accession process toBhmpean Union (EU); see Kalnoky, Boris (2010),
“Turkische Ministerin halt Schwulsein far krank”, Welt Online 11.03.2010,
http://www.welt.de/politik/ausland/article67293248rkische-Ministerin-haelt-Schwulsein-fuer-krankaht
[28.05.2012].

3 Strittmatter, Kai (2011), “Grobes Foul3iiddeutsche Zeitungir. 87, 05.09.2011, p. 11; see alscs@an,
Kenan (2011), “Bgkanla futbolcu da sk yasamstl”, Radikal 30.10.2011,
http://www.radikal.com.tr/Radikal.aspx?aType=RadtlilketayV3&ArticlelID=1067935&Date=30.10.2011&Cate
gorylD=84 [28.05.2012]; for an overview of interizatal newspaper article on the issue see Wikipetialil
Ibrahim Dincdg”, http://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Halil_%C4%B0brahinDin%C3%A7da%C4%9F [28.05.2012].
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the perception that homosexuality cannot be reduoed sexual orientation, but rather
constitutes alisorder with direct impact on the ‘affected’ person’s bodyd mind. While
officially homosexuality, in contrast to many othEuropean countries, has never been
subject to legal discrimination in Turkey, the Tigtk military’s decision to exempt Halil
Dincdas from mandatory conscription still finds its groumgl in a legal provision: th&urk
Silahli Kuvvetleri Sglik Yetengi Yonetmelii (Turkish Armed Forces Health Regulation).
Under the section “Mental Health and Diseases’chatil7 of the regulation explains that in
the case of “advanced sexual disorders” which axglicitly apparent in the person’s whole
life” and that could cause “objectionable situasion the military environment” this must be
“determined by documents or observations/ investga”.*

In Turkey military service is mandatory for altizens of male sex — who are eligible for
conscription between the age of nineteen and fomythout any (legal) alternative. Although
recent years have seen a significant rise in atitaiscussions about the issue, most
government as well as military officials still seémvigorously oppose the idea of changing
Turkey's conscription systefiMainly since the ECHR’s ruling in the case of aeatious
objector Osman Murat Ulke the topic has receivetteiasing attention from both inside
Turkey as well as abroad. In Article 61 of the Guiinal decision it faults that the Turkish
TCK as the relevant legal framework “is evidenthyt sufficient to provide an appropriate
means of dealing with situations arising from tleéusal to perform military service on
account of one’s beliefs”.

However, as by now this has not led to any sigaificchanges within the Turkish legal
system, those who oppose to perform their milisegvice are facing three rather unpleasant
options: they can decide to becomkagak(deserter) by either leaving the couritoy trying
to find other ways to escape the grip of the stdtey can declare to bewacdani retci
(conscientious objector), a decision which is iy aase followed by legal persecution in the

form of a prison senten&er they can try to find a way to get (legally) exgted within the

* Art. 17, Tirk Silahl Kuvvetleri Saik Yetenesi Yonetmelii (Turkish Armed Forces Health Regulation, No.
86/11092), http://www.mevzuat.adalet.gov.tr/html{26.html [28.05.2012].

® As, inter alia, Erdgan’s reaction to the latest ruling on conscientiobgection of the ECHR in thErcep vs.
Turkeycase (CJ 22.11.2011, no. 43965/04) has again\cktzown.

® Ulke vs. TurkeyCJ 24.04.2006, no. 39437/98).

" Those who manage to work for three years abroad tiee possibility to shorten their service periodour
weeks, see section 11.1.1.

8 Nonetheless, an increasing amount of people hhusen to declare their conscientious objection. t\bs
them publish their declarations on website of thé-militarist organizationSava Karsitlari (at the time of
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framework of the aforementioned health regulatisnthis context the possibility to get
exempted on the basis of a ‘psychosexual disoajgyéars to many as the least inconvenient
way to avoid military service. But also this waya$ course, not free from obstacles. In order
to get exempted the conscripts have to prove dutivey military medical examination
procedures that, in line with the above quoted lagmn, the ‘disorder’ is “explicitly apparent
in their whole life”. In other words, they haveperform the ‘real homosexual’ convincingly
enough to persuade the doctors that they are actdislorderedly’ gay. The military doctors,
on the other hand, have come up with a range ohetion methods in order to decide
whether an applicant’s declaration to be homosexsiahctually true: consultation with
medical specialists (military psychiatrists), varsopsychological testing methods, requesting
proof in the form of pictures depicting the applita@uring anoreceptive anal intercourse or
wearing women clothes in public spaces, rectal examons, and, in doubtful cases,
intensive observation of the respective personndua prescribed psychiatry stay of up to a
few weeks. When during these various examinatioocgmures the according conscript
successfully manages to perform the ‘real homodgxathen gets exempted from military
service. As a future proof he is issued an ‘inbligy certificate’ by military officials,
colloquially referred to a€urik Raporyrotten report).

Based on these premises, this thesis focuses omtdsectionality between military
service and militarist discourses in Turkey, takimga critical gender perspective. This is, by
implication, to say that all the following consid@ons and analyses will be accompanied by
one central research question: How and to whicarekhas military service impact on the, to
say it with Reckwitz, “social production of a, saagly unquestionably, given individual-
entity”?® The Curiik Raporuand the medical examination procedures that predede
issuance will thereby constitute one major focusndérest. | argue that, when analyzed
within the context of a hegemonic discourse defmmilitary service as an inevitable ‘rite of
passage’ towards manhood, the ‘rotten report’ i¢aues out to be a, as Judith Butler terms
it, “regulatory practice of gender formation andisiion”.*°

Inasmuch as military service constitutes a primeegture of masculinity in Turkey,

reflecting a concept of normative masculinity that embedded into a militarist and

writing 165 declarations had been published theseg; http://www.savaskarsitlari.org/arsiv.asp? ArgiD=2
[28.05.2012].

° [“die soziale Produktion einer scheinbar fragl@gygpbenen Individuen-Entitat”] Reckwitz, Andreas (qg))
“Subjekt”, Bielefeld: transcript, p. 17.

1 Butler, Judith (1990), “Gender Trouble. Feminisnu ahe Subversion of Identity”, New York: Routledge
23.



nationalist discourse on the ideal citizen/Turke tHiscursive production of the ‘real
homosexual’ during the examination procedure isd@egarded as a ‘Constitutive Other’ for
the (re)construction of this very concept of masutyl. Hence, the military in general and the
military doctors’ “medical gaze” in particular agpeto be central for the reconstruction of
hegemonic masculinity, a masculinity that is inidbly linked to the word pair
soldier/Turk, as they play a crucial role in sejtime demarcation line between the ‘real
male’ and the ‘effeminate/rotten (un)male’. Withims context the homosexual man as the
primary bearer of subordinated masculinity getsutisively assigned to the latter category
that comprises features such as physical and me&dakness (read also: irrationality),
emotionality, vulnerability, and passivity. It witle a major hypothesis of this thesis that the
process of reconstructing hegemonic masculinithiwithe institution of military service and
the process of reconstruction the ‘real homosexual’ effeminate/subordinated masculinity
during the military medical examination proceduvesrk in mutual interdependence with
each other. In other words, the subordinated meatosexual’ is the major projection surface
against which hegemonic masculinity is defined.

But before moving on, there are some methodologjaaktions arising in this context that
should be clarified beforehand: Quite apparentlyy @mpirical social research on the
construction of gender identities will inevitablgcke the problem of the omnipresence of
institutionalized social discourses shaping thesey vudentities. An assessment which is
rooted in the fact that gender identities and rm@hat are present and, thus, shaped and
reconstructed in virtually every social interactidnThe obvious result seems to be a
dilemma: the near impossibility to set the adequateria and frame a research design
suitable to produce a meaningful outcome. In otherds, if the discursive constitution of
gender identity is omnipresent, how can we conbeagficial empirical research which must
always focus on only a few pixels of the whole pief

Although this problem is definitely to be handleithvcare and needs to be taken into
account when choosing both the research field laadasearch method there is still no reason
to get too concerned about it. Clifford Geertz adhe pointed out in the early seventies that
“cultural analysis is intrinsicalljncomplete™? This is due to the fact that cultural analysis is

always caught between the expectation of produstatements as meaningful as possible

1 See Honig, Katharina (2004), “Propadeutische Bfsgtarung. Gegenstandsbereich und Methodologie der
Geschlechterforschungsénder Studies)in: Rosenthal, Caroline / Steffen, Therese Fathy Anke,Gender
Studies. Wissenschaftstheorien und Gesellschaifkskiitirzburg: Kénigshausen & Neumann, p. 47.

12 Geertz, Clifford (1973), “Thick Desription: Towah Interpretative Theory of Culture”, in: id. (EdThe
Interpretation of Cultures: Selected Essaysw York: Basic Books, p. 29.



while at the same time being required to conduatapth analyses — what Ryle calls “thick
description[s]** — which always forces the researcher to limit fibeus. As a surprisingly
simple solution for this problem Geertz proposedrégard the outcomes of qualitative
research as what they actually are: microscopicrgg®ns whose validity is always highly
disputable. Accordingly, he regards as “the esaktask of theory building [...] not to codify
abstract regularities but to make thick descrippossible, not to generalize across cases but
to generalize within them™ This means that the task of any study can (andighaever be
the provision of an all encompassing approach om gender and gender identities are
(re)constructed in a certain (cultural/social/geqdpical) field, but rather an attempt to afford
a “thick” analysis of distinctive processes witheentral institutions that, although the
analysis focuses on a very small part of a big whible outcomes seem to be meaningful.

Although the amount of empirical research critigadkssessing the Turkish military and
affiliated institutions has significantly risen tlughout recent years, as an institution widely
regarded as “synonymous with Turkish national iight’ it still has an almost ‘sacred aura’
which makes it difficult for any researcher to ditg approach it. Military medical archives,
which would undoubtedly allow an interesting ingigito past ‘rotten report’ cases, are not
open to the public. Furthermore, any critical d&ssan about the military in general and
military service in particular quickly runs thekisf falling under Article 318 of the Turkish
Penal Code (see section 1.2.2). As a consequeaug;es on the ‘rotten report’ continue to
be very limitedand any empirical research on the issue requiesiétour of producing its
own empirical data. Following these presumptiondedided to base my work primarily on
the evaluation and interpretation of empirical e#sk data from qualitative interviews.

The concomitant rejection of a quantitative stuagidgn is rooted in my conviction that
the most suitable way to critically approximate demnidentity is in a research design as open
as possible which — at least initially — aims tgcdiver rather than to verify hypotheses.
Without going into the complex debate on the pmd @ontras of quantitative and qualitative
research methods | agree with Bogdan and Taylaise@l proposition that “qualitative
methods enable us to explore concepts whose esiselose in other research approaches” as

13 Ryle, Gilbert (1968), “The Thinking of Thoughts. Hat is ‘Le Penseur’ Doing?”, http://lucy.ukc.ac.uk/
CSACSIA/Vol14/Papers/ryle_1.html [28.05.2012].

14 Geertz (1973), p. 26.

15 Speech delivered by the former Turkish MinisteiCafiture Istemihan Talay at a press conferenceriy#ir
11.08.1999, quoted in Altinay, Ag Gul (2004), “The Myth of the Military Nation. Miarism, Gender, and
Education in Turkey”, New York: Palgrave Mcmilliam, 1.



“the subject of a study, be it an organization oriradividual, is not reduced to an isolated
variable or to an hypothesis, but is viewed ins@sagart of a whole'

The major selection criterion for potential intemwees was to cover as diverse an array of
approaches towards the military as possible. Thdetying idea is that a conceptually
limited sample of interviewees would contradict rogsic aim to frame the process of
generating hypothesesgith a maximum level of flexibility and openness. réstriction of
potential interviewees to men who receivedCaruk Raporufor ‘suffering’ from a
‘psychosexual disorder’ (as it was applied in tvestmaster theses on the tdfjicnevitably
runs the risk to take a rather one-sided stanceteftre, | chose not to restrain the spectrum
of potential interviewees to people exempted froftitamy service due to a ‘psychosexual
disorder’, but extended it to those who got a &otteport’ for further — be it physical or
psychological — reasons, those who actually perartheir military service or even work as
professional soldiers as well as both male and eg@nscientious objectors. In other words,
the selection process was primarily guided by ogif@s ontypologyrather than by the aim
to achieve the maximum amount m#presentativity drawing a theoretical instead of a
random samplé®

Interviewees were acquired through personal costastwell as through various social
networking site¥ and with the help of human rights organizationshsasLambdaistanbul
and Amnesty International TurkeyAltogether thirteen interviews were conducted in as
natural an atmosphere as possible (at home, inr/faab®) and lasted between forty-five
minutes and two hours. All interviews were audiocorgled producing altogether more than
fourteen hours of interview material. For the intews | decided not to use a questionnaire
as | wanted the interview-situation to be as n&tarad as open as possible. Still, the
interviews were roughly structured into two diffeteparts: first | asked the interviewee

guestions about his/her personal biography: whefghle was born and grew up, what his/her

6 Bogdan, Robert / Taylor, Steven (1975), “Introdctto Qualitative Research Methods: The Search for
Meanings”, New York: Wiley, pp. 4-5.

" See Biricik, Alp (2006), “Diagnosis...Extremely Hosexual: (Re)Constructing Hegemonic Masculinity
through Militarized Medical Discourse In Turkey”, ddter Thesis submitted to Central European Uniyersi
Budapest; the thesis was published in 2008 as éRoBodies / ldealized Masculinities: Reconstructing
Hegemonic Masculinity Through Militarized Medicaldoourse in Turkey” by VDM Saarbriicken (following
references will refer to the original paging of thesis); see also Baran, Osman (2007), “Militarized Medical
Discourse on Homosexuality and Hegemonic Mascylimit Turkey”, Master Thesis submitted to gaici
University, Istanbul.

18 For some general guidelines for the selection gsscof interviewees within a qualitative researek s
Lamneck, Siegfried (1993), “Qualitative Sozialfdieag”, Weinheim: Beltz, pp. 91-92.

¥ Mainly the group “Istanbul Gay & Lesbian - IstahiQueer Scene” of the hospitality exchange andasoci
networking siteCouchSurfingsee http://www.couchsurfing.org/group.html?gidZ26 [28.05.2012].



profession is etc. The aim was to get some ba&cnration about the interviewee’s personal
background and at the same time to create an edsexbphere. In the second part | then
asked more specific questions about the persolasae to the Turkish military, whereby the
guestions varied according to the type of intenrdewmeaning whether he/she performed
military service, received @uruk Raporuor refused to perform military service for reasons
of conscientious.

In addition to this empirical material, | have gnoed my analysis on the interpretation of
data already available from various further sourcesnely Pinar Selek’s interview-based
study on masculine identity in Turke&Siiriine Siiriine Erkek Olnfakto become a man by
crawling), Nadire Mater'sViehmedin Kitalst (Mehmet's book) on eye-witness accounts of
soldiers in Turkey's South-East, Ulrike Bohniscimserview-transcripts from her worth
watching documentar@iriik - The Pink Repaff which she was kind enough to place at my
disposal. However, | agree with Glaser and Strapsgposal that there is no reason to
artificially limit the idea of “data”. Rather, afdy argue, “all is data®® meaning that an
interview transcript should principally be handiéd same as the researcher’s field notes,
taken after a random conversation on the streiet aicafé.

This study is subdivided into two core chapterg finst one being primarily literature-
based, the second one being primarily based oarthlysis of my empirical data. In the first
chapter | initially elaborate a theoretical framekvpresenting a range of critical approaches
that have proven to be useful in the broader caorgéstudies on gender identity in general
and masculine identity in particular. The focuslwe set on the interplay between (gender)
identity, social practices and modern institutionsa general theoretical level. The following
historical part then looks to trace the exclusiwsifion the Turkish military holds within
Turkish national identity. We will see how duringetage of Turkish nationalism a distinct
and rather exclusive notion of the ‘real Turk’ exed that got inextricably linked to a
hegemonic militarist discourse on ideal citizenshiyereby at the same time establishing a
strongly diverging relation of the male and the &arcitizen towards the nation-state.

The second chapter then, taking up the theoramdlhistorical assumptions as they were

elaborated in chapter I, provides an in-depth amlpf the gendering aspects of the

2 selek, Pinar (2010), “Zum Mann Gehatschelt, ZunnM&edrillt. Mannliche Identitaten”, Berlin: Orlaad

% Mater, Nadire (2001), “Mehmets Buch. Tirkische ddoén berichten iiber ihren Kampf gegen kurdische
Guerillas”, Frankfurt/Main: Suhrkamp.

22 See http://www.curuk-film.de/home_en.html [28.08BL2].

% Glaser, Barney / Holton, Judith (2004), “RemodglBrounded TheoryForum Qualitative Social Research
Vol. 5(4).



institution of military service in Turkey. Based omy interviews the first section sets the
focus on military service as a ‘rite of passagevdaods manhood, closely following the
recruits from the conscription process throughrtservice period. In the second section the
focus then switches on the discursive productiothef‘rotten/homosexual body’ during the
military medical examination procedures. By takiagclose look at the examination

procedures it analysis the authority of the mijitdioctors’ “medical gaze” to discursively
produce the ‘real homosexual/rotten body as thastitutive counterpart for the ‘real

man/soldier’.



CHAPTER |

The first section of this chapter develops a thizakeframework for the following analysis
of the gendering aspects of the military and nijitservice in Turkey. As my hypotheses and
conclusions essentially presume that gender igeigtinot to be taken as a naturally given
entity, but rather is a historically and culturatigangeable phenomenon, it will be my first
task to provide a theoretical backup for this agsion. Hence, this first section deals with
the question of how the subject in general andgleader) identity that is inscribed into it in
particular is shaped and (re)constructed in inf@eddency with modern institutions, social
discourses, and the respective power mechanisnes.séttion opens with an introductory
discussion of a range of concepts in the realm lzditvhas vaguely been labeled as ‘post-
structuralism’ and the implications these concegtd their radical rejection of classical
theory of subjectivity have for a critical approaolwards gender identity. The major focus of
interest will be on the one hand Michel Foucaukmarks on the interplay between the body
and modern institutions and on the other hand nasod his most prominent followers in the
context of questions on gender identity, Judithldig deconstructivist approach towards the
idea of prediscursive, i.e. naturally given idaast The following subsection then, based on
the previously outlined approach towards gendentitjeas the outcome of discourse/social
practice, introduces Raewyn Connell's concept ofjengonic masculinity as a further
theoretical tool that has proven to be particularbeful in the field of so called critical
studies on men and masculinities. This theoretipgkoach will help me analyze the military
as a primary bearer and (re)producer of a distyp of idealized/normative masculinity —
an identity that will turn out to stand in a retatship of mutual interdependence with a
feminine ‘Constitutive Other’ in the form of bothomen as well as subordinated masculinity.
Finally, the last subsection brings into play amawrof approaches that discuss the
interdependence between nationalism, militarism g@&wader roles on a theoretical level in
order to understand the mechanisms of mutual infleet work between them.

Within the second section the focus will then be @e the conjunctions between the
concept of the idealized citizen — the ‘real Turkas it has been embedded in the tales of
Turkish nationalism and the powerful militarist cbisirse in Turkey. We will see how the
“myth of the military nation®* has evolved and, in particular, how the implemigonaof

Turkish nationalism has established an idea of atm@ citizenship comprising distinct

2 Altinay (2004).



notions of both woman- and manhood in which thekislr military and the institution of
military service both play crucial roles. In ordertrace this ideological construction of the
‘real Turk’ the first subsection provides a briefeoview of the evolution of Turkish
nationalism and the according concept of natiodahniity. The second subsection then
switches the focus towards a gender perspectivéewhiclosely follows the historical
evolution and discursive establishment of the legting myth of theasker ulus(military
nation) — a myth that since its creation has cowtusly been fed and cradled fondly by both
military and public authorities. The underlying @asch question can be phrased as: What
concept of idealized/normative (masculine) citizepss incorporated in the narrations on
Turkish national identity and how got this concdfscursively merged with the concept of

the soldier as the ‘national family’s’ primary beaof honor?
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.1 THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK : LOCALIZING GENDER IDENTITY

There is no gender identity behind the expressiogeader; that
identity is performatively constituted by the veéexpressions’
that are said to be its result.

- Judith Butler

[.1.1 ‘No Agent without Structure’: Post-Structuralist Identity Issues

The much evoked “death of the subject” is doubljesse of the central leitmotifs of 0
century cultural sciences. As popular critical ttigtoSlavoj Zizek ironically remarks it even
seems like “all academic powers have entered iritolyaalliance” following a single aim: to
“exorcize this spectre [which] is haunting westaoademia”: the Cartesian subjétwhile
this assessment might sound a bit overstatechitngtheless right to note that during the last
century the idea of the subject as “a substancesavivchole essence and nature is to be
conscious and whose being requires no place arehdspn no material thing’was put on
defense along many frontlines. Right at the forgtfrof this endeavor — to finally draw the
curtain on the “the self-transparent thinking st as it has been conceptualized in the
tradition of Descartes — stands a group of thinken® usually get subsumed under the
(admittedly rather hazy) term ‘post-structuralistiThis, by implication, is to say that
although we are dealing here with a quite hetereges range of approaches, what still can
be defined as the common denominator unifying hiisé thinkers labeled as ‘post-
structuralist’ is their radical rejection of the r@ssian cogito. Accordingly it should be
regarded as one of the major successes of schiskanglichel Foucault or Judith Butler that

Descartes’ classical role model of subjectivity hasn seriously called into question.

B 7izek, Slavoj (1999), “The Ticklish Subject. The gmt Centre of Political Ontology”, London: Vergm,
XXiii.

% “une substance dont tout 'essence ou la natigst e que de penser, et qui, pour étre, n'a hedaucun
lieu, ni ne dépend d’aucune chose matérielle”] Bess, Réne (2011), “Discours de la Méthode”, Hanmbu

Felix Meiner, p. 58.
27 Zizek (1999), p. xxiv.

2 See Reckwitz (2008), p. 11; for a comprehensivarew of the history of the philosophy of the sdijsee
Reckwitz, Andreas (2010), “Das hybride Subjekt. eEifheorie der Subjektkulturen von der birgerlichen
Moderne zur Postmoderne”, Weilerswist: Velbriick $eisschaft.

2 Obviously enough, the questioning of Cartesiarnjesivity was not exclusively driven by only thefsv
authors although their work was without doubt cainto foster it. For an overview of further apprbes that
have rejected Descartes’ concept see Zizek (199iii.
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‘No agent without structure’ can be summarizeddéetral proposition of those theorists
who, in more or less close discipleship of Sausswsteuctural linguistic, have been referred
to as post-structuralisf. A postulate that already seems to be implicitiglided in the
ambiguous meaning of the term ‘subject’ itself, tlee possibility of ‘being theubject of
something’ (a sentence, an act etc.) or ‘beingjected tsomething’ (a law, a punishment
etc.)** An ambiguity that is most prominently reflectedtire following questions posed by

Foucault in critical reference to Descartes:

How can marbethat life whose web, pulsations, and buried enemystantly exceed the
experience that he is immediately given of them® ldan hebe that labour whose laws
and demands are imposed upon him like some al&em® How can heethe subject of
a language that for thousands of years has beemddrwithout him, a language whose
organization escapes him, whose meaning sleepsnamstinvincible sleep in the words
he momentarily activates by means of discourse vatidn which he is obliged, from the
very outset, to lodge his speech and thought, asgin they were doing no more than
animate, for a brief period, of that web of in nuai®e possibilities%

What Foucault expresses is nothing less than thedis all encompassing interdependency
with discursive regimes and the according mechasnisinpower. In a range of critical
historical studies dealing with modern disciplinamgtitutions (the psychiatry, the hospital,
the prison, the military etc.) he shows how thejettbis not an independent entity, but
becomes formed via its categorization by and inm@jon into various systems of
knowledge and power, disciplining the human bodgd(amind). Most elaborately in
Discipline and Punishiroucault, drawing on Nietzsche’s ‘genealogy of atity’, develops a
“genealogy of the modern ‘souf*while he follows the evolution and developmentttué
prison as a prime exemplifier for modern disciphinanstitutions. His major argument, in
clear dissociation from Descartes, is that theestibjis not a substance; it is the element in
which are articulated the effects of a certain tgp&nowledge, the machinery by which the
power relations give rise to a possible corpus mfvidedge, and knowledge extends and

reinforces the effects of this powef”.

% Reckwitz (2008), p. 14.
31 See Reckwitz (2010), pp. 9 - 10.

%2 Foucault, Michel (1989 [1966]), “The Order of Th# An Archeology of the Human Sciences”, New York:
Routledge, p. 352.

33 Foucault, Michel (1977), “Discipline and PunistéerBirth of the Prison”, London: Penguin, p. 29.
34 i
Ibid.
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Quite apparently, Foucault's approach towards stibjey has some immediate
implications for the cultural analysis of the suibjand, as we will see very soon, the question
of how (gender) identity is formed and reproducéthile he denies the idea of the “self-
transparent thinking subject”, he switches the $oon the question of cultural mechanisms of
power and discourse as determinants for the (rejaation of identity. In his treatise on
post-structuralist theories of subjectivity Reckavdummarizes this shift of attention the

following way:

Instead of presupposing the reflexive subject éintlbecomes visible as the product of
highly specific cultural forms of subjectivizatign..] The question constantly is: Which
cultural patterns of generation are the preconditifor the social production of a,
seemingly unquestionably, given individual-entity@w does the cultural logic of a
distinct subjectivization ‘work’? Which hardly camsus or transparent cultural processes
of stabilization and destabilization are included a particular social subject-order to
which the individual more or less unproblematicaitjjusts?$°

At this point | would like to draw as a first consion the following: What is most important
here is the fact that the project of ‘decentralizthe subject’ which Foucault, together with
further thinkers in context of post-structuralis¢ory, embarked on has acted as a major point
of departure for successive attempts to questierefistence of any naturally given identity
and, at the same time, for the development of nemcepts theorizing how identity is
(re)constructed. In particular, as Connell explaiRsucault's post-structuralist approach
“appealed to many feminist as well gay theoristspwaw here a way of understanding the
fine texture, as well as the strength, of gendemser”3°

Yet, before | move on the term ‘power deserves adiurther attention here as its
meaning is crucial, but rather ambiguous: On the lbend power, most commonly, is to be
understood as a repressive force. Subjects of pamegoerceived of as ‘powerful’ as they can
manipulate those who are subjected to it, for whmmwer accordingly constitutes mainly a
mechanism of constraint. In this sense of the tpawer — exercised by institutions over

individuals or by one group/individual over anothewas applied by, of course among many

% [“statt das reflexive Subjekt vorauszusetzen, weeddann als Produkt hochspezifischer Subjektivigs
weisen sichtbar. [...] Die Frage lautet durchgangiyelche kulturellen Generierungsmuster sind die
Voraussetzung fur die soziale Produktion einer istize fraglos gegebenen Individuen-Entitat? Wie
‘funktioniert’ die kulturelle Logik einer bestimmteSubjektivation? Welche kaum bewussten oder tamespen
kulturellen Prozesse der Stabilisierung und Debsariung enthélt eine bestimmte gesellschaftliche
Subjektordnung, in die der Einzelne mehr oder mindgroblematisch einrtickt?”] Reckwitz (2008), (. -

17.

% Connell, R.W. (2002), “Gender”, Cambridge: Polity,59.

13



others, both the women’s liberation and gay liberainovements in order to define their
relationship towards (heterosexual) men within &igahal systeni’ While this idea of
power is, doubtlessly, a central aspect of our gemdgime there is a further concept of
power that will be even more crucial for my anatyfoth concepts, however, should not to
be treated as exclusive, but rather as complem@gntaoucault’'s notion of power as a
productive force. As he puts it: “In fact, powerguces; it produces reality; it produces
domains of objects and rituals of truth. The indial and the knowledge that may be gained
of him belong to this productiorf®

This understanding of power — a force that is ableshape individual’s identities via
discursive regimes — will act as a constant poimeference for my analysis of the gendering
aspects of the Turkish military respectively mittaservice. In particular, Foucault’s
theorizing of bodies as “docile” helps us to untsrd how military service as an institution
disciplining male bodies impacts the (re)constautidf masculinity as it teaches men how to
be ‘real men’. Besides, Foucault’s writings on thedern clinical system and his analysis of
the productive power doctors exercise on theirgpési bodies, what Foucault has named as
the “medical gaze®® have in the context of this study shown to be ulsef theorize the
exemption process of the ‘unfit’ from military ses®. Within this theoretical framework the
authority of the military doctors to produce ‘rattbodies’ during the examination procedures
are to be regarded as the outcome of a distimiitarized medical discours® a power-
knowledge relation, that sorts the conscripts atiogrto a range of ‘scientific’, in this case
medical categories.

However, while Foucault’'s ‘decentralization of tkebject’ acts as a stable point of
reference to challenge the idea of a naturallymgidentity the fact that Foucault “notoriously
failed to theorize gendef,a circumstance that is even more distressing @st'of his stuff
is actually about men and masculinized institutiptfsleads to the conclusion that his
arguments need some extension. In line with thieciem Bréckling for example, in his in-
depth analysis of military discipline, argues tlaty approach towards military discipline
cannot be restricted to the production of docildies, but needs to take into account as well

37 See ibid., pp. 58-59.
38 Foucault (1977), p. 194.

%9 See Foucault, Michel (1991), “The Birth of Clini&in Archaeology of Medical Perception”, Bristol:
Routledge.

0 See Biricik (2006).
1 Connell (2002), p. 37.
“2 |bid.
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the fact that militaries, as homoerotic male saesetare places in which the participating
men are shaped through mechanisms of homosocittbtand affective binding®

Within the broader context of post-structuralishieist theories that draw upon or refer to
Foucault but extend his argument towards a thedrygender identity, Judith Butler
undoubtedly brings into play one of the most usahd, at the same time, radical approaches.
In contrast to other feminist writers who are pmadwantly, or even exclusively, concerned
with the question of the suppression of women by Batler has a specific interest in the
more general question of the constitution of idesdi and subjects in the sense of
“mechanisms of gendering*.Based on her rejection of what we have labeledlassical
theory of the subject which, according to Butlenters the constitution of identity “almost
always [...] on the question of what internal feataf¢he person establishes the continuity or
self-identity of the person through tinf8'Butler argues for a reformulation of this very

guestion in the following way:

To what extent doegulatory practicesf gender formation and division constitute idgntit

the internal coherence of the subject, indeed,siiéidentical status of the person? To
what extent is “identity” a normative ideal rathethan a descriptive feature of

experience? And how do regulatory practices thatego gender also govern culturally
intelligible notions of identity*

Hence, what is broadly regarded not only as theslzdisggender per se but, on top of that, as
biologically defined, naturally given entities, naly the binary categories man/woman, are
reformulated by Butler as the outcome of socialcfica and discourse. To phrase it in
Butler's own words, she looks to demonstrate thahdt we invoke as the naturalized
knowledge of gender is, in fact, a changeable awnidable reality®’ meaning gender is to be
seen as “a shifting and contextual phenomenon [mdrag culturally and historically specific

sets of relations®®

3 Brockling, Ulrich (1997), “Disziplin. Soziologie nd Geschichte militarischer Gehorsamsproduktion”,
Minchen: Fink, p. 10.

*4[“Mechanismen der Vergeschlechtlichung”] StrauBeegor (2004), “Handlungsfahigkeit, Materialitatdun
Politik: Die politischen Theorien von Judith Butland Donna Haraway”, in: Rosenthal, Caroline / fétef
Therese F. / Véth, AnkeGender Studies. Wissenschaftstheorien und Gesafiskhitik, Wirzburg:
Kdnigshausen & Neumann, p. 123.

> Butler (1990), p. 23.

“% Ibid. [original emphasis].
" Butler (1990). p. xxiv.

8 |bid., p. 14.
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In the context of my study this means that we Wadlve to turn our attention to those
regulatory discursive practices that, in the conteixthe Turkish military, foster a distinct
way of how gender identity, particularly in thisseaof how masculine identity, is defined.
One of my major arguments within the analyticalt pdithis study is that mandatory military
service, as amrkekliklaboratuari (laboratory of masculinity; Pinar Selek), is toregarded
as crucial for the discursive (re)construction dfavin the next subsection will be introduced
as ‘hegemonic masculinity’. The process of prodgcim particular image of
idealized/normative masculinity works in strict mal interdependence with the discursive
construction of and simultaneous distinction from aray of ‘unmanly’ counterparts —
meaning in our case those who are exempted froforpgng military service, i.e. women
and the ‘rotten’ men. A relationship that Butlensuarizes as the “radical dependency of the
masculine subject from the female ‘OthefIn other words, the construction of the ‘male’
is always embedded in tales about the ‘female/utyham binary opposition depicting one
of “these troubling dualisms”, as Donna Harawaylscthem, as there are (among many
others): male/female, civilized/primitive, ratiofigtational, active/passive ett.

At this point it is important to highlight the fathat the female ‘Other’ must not be
reduced solely to women. As the analysis of thetéro report’ issue enables us to
demonstrate, it encompasses both women as wellrasge of subordinated masculinities.
Since this is a crucial point, in the following seltion | will broaden the discussion by
introducing the theoretical concept of ‘hegemoniasoulinity’. A concept that helps us to
understand how the construction of normative/ideali masculinity is not reducible to a
simple male/female opposition, but its ‘Constitet@ther’ comprises both the female as well

as the ‘unmanly’ male.

1.1.2 Hegemonic Masculinity and its Institutional Reconstruction

Within the broader context of gender studies aséaech on gender identity the last decades
— mainly since the late 1980s — have seen the @meegof studies on men and masculinities
as an increasingly prominent sociological undengRi This newly established research
field was notably shaped by the theoretical conoépegemonic masculinity that has served

9 Ibid., p. xxx.

¥ Haraway, Donna (2004), “A Manifesto for Cyborgsie®ice, Technology, and Socialist Feminism in the
1980s", in: id.,The Haraway ReadeNew York: Routledge, p. 35.

L See Barret, Frank J. / Whitehead, Stephen M. (20The Sociology of Masculinity”, in: id. (eds.)he
Masculinities ReadeiCambridge: Polity, pp. 1-26.

16



as a continuous source of inspiration for mostaege on men and masculiniti#The
concept originates in a field study on social ir@ify in Australian high schootd from
where it was picked up and elaborated into a stiphted theoretical framework in 1985 by

Carrigan et al.’s “Toward a new sociology of masuty” >*

a highly influential paper
“heralding a new era in studying mef*’From this point on it experienced a steady anétirap
increase in popularity mainly thanks to its furtkervelopment by Raewyn Connell, the most
popular name in the field of men’s studies, whase tvolumesGender and Poweand,
above all, Masculinities are nowadays inextricably linked to the notion of
hegemonic/normative masculinity.

The concept primarily provides us with a theordtiwml for the gender analysis that
allows a nuanced look at hierarchically structurgeinder identities which is more
differentiated than the rather simple treatmengefider as the binary opposition of a male
oppressor and a female oppressed. The major impetmgercome the short-sighted idea that
men as oppressors cannot, by definition, simultasigdoe the target of this very oppression
themselves arose during the gay liberation moveroérthe early 1970s. In the words of
Connell, this is to say that “the idea of a hiehgreof masculinity grew directly out of
homosexual men’s experience with violence and piegufrom straight men® Thus, the
concept of hegemonic masculinity reflected in ihgt place the demand to bring the question
of the oppression of men by other megstematically on the scientific agenda via its
inclusion into the broader context of the geneaaljenctions between gender and power.

To clarify, this assessment should not be confusitd a rejection of the fact that, of
course, the subordination of women has to be reglaad the most crucial benchmark for the
hierarchy of our asymmetrically structured gendedeo. Also Connell notes that the
“interrelation [of forms of masculinity and femirty] is centered on a single structural fact,

the global dominance of men over woméhsitill what distinguishes her concept from many

*23ee Connell, R. W. / Messerschmidt, James (200%8gemonic Masculinity. Rethinking the Concept”,
Gender & Society9(6), p. 834.

3 Kessler, S. J. et. al (1982), “Ockers and Discades”, Sydney: Inner City Education Center; sear@dl /
Messerschmidt (2005), p. 830.

¥ Carrigan, Tim / Connel, Bob / Lee, John (1985)pwWard a new sociology of masculinitySociety and
Theory Vol. 14(5).

> Wedgewood, Nikki (2009), “Connell’s theory of masnity - its origins and influences on the studfy o
gender”,Journal of Gender Studig¥ol. 18(4), p. 332.

* Connell / Messerschmidt (2005), p. 831.

" Connell, R. W. (1987), “Gender and Power. Socié¢ie, Person and Sexual Politics”, Stanford: Stahfor
University Press, p. 183.
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claims of “classical” feminist theory is the ideaat “[h]Jegemonic masculinity is always
constructed in relation to various subordinated aulagities as well asin relation to
women”>® In other words, the concept of hegemonic masaylemphasizes the fact that the
‘Constitutive Other’ for the construction of an aleed type of masculine identity is not only
the subordinated feminine, but also various forinsubordinated masculinity. A theoretical
postulate that advocates for “the study of histlyc specific masculinities rather than
studying men as a homogenous grotp”.

Since its early days, Connell's concept has prawebe a powerful analytical tool to
theorize the (re)construction of both normativenadl as subordinated masculinities within
various institutional settings, favoring, amongesth) the medi&’ educational institution?,
sporting milieu$? workplace&® as well as the militar? While the understandings of the
term ‘masculinity’ might differ between various stérs in the field (of critical studies on
men and masculinities) there is one crucial pdiat tinites probably all of them, namely the
“reject[ion of] the idea that men and masculinitges either locked in a genetic combination,
or determined by a fixed, unchangeable, biologselof conditions or factor§®. Take for
example the well pointed definition by Messerschtmahd Connell, who approach
masculinities as “configurations of practice thae accomplished in social action and,
therefore, can differ according to the gender i@tetin a particular social setting®On the
other hand the notion of hegemonic, deriving fronar@sci’'s concept of cultural hegemony
which he developed as part of his analysis of dlalsdions in Italy, can be summarized as “a

%8 |bid. [emphasis added].
9 Wedgewood (2009), p. 332.

0 See for example Donald, Ralph R. (2001), “Masdylimnd Machismo in Hollywood’s War Films”, in:
Barret, Frank J. / Whitehead, Stephen M. (ed$ i Masculinities Reade€ambridge: Polity, pp. 170-183.

1 See for example Segal, Alan (2001), “MasculiniBghool, and Self in Sweden”, in: Barret, Frank J. /
Whitehead, Stephen M. (edsThe Masculinities Reade€ambridge: Polity, pp. 184-208.

%2 See for example Messner, Michael A. (2005), “StilMan’s World? Studying Masculinities and Spoit",
Connell, R.W. / Hearn, Jeff / Kimmel, Michael $andbook of Studies on Men & Masculiniti@housand
Oaks: Sage, pp. 313-325.

%3 See for example Collison, David L. / Hearn, Jefi@5), “Men and Masculinities in Work, Organizasoand
Management”, in; Connell, R.W. / Hearn, Jeff / KimlmMichael S.,Handbook of Studies on Men &
Masculinities Thousand Oaks: Sage, pp. 289-310.

% See for example Barrett, Frank J. (1996), “TheaBizational Construction of Hegemonic Masculinityte
Case of the US NavyGender, Work and Organizatipiol. 3(3), p. 129.

% Barret / Whitehead (2001), p. 10.
% Connell / Messerschmidt (2005), p. 836.
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social ascendency achieved in a play of sociakt¥ It refers to the “cultural dynamics by
which a group claims and sustains a leading pwsitisocial life”®®

Following these assumptions it will be the tasklog study to apply a, in the broadest
sense, post-structuralist theoretical frameworit ass introduced above with a special focus
on the institutional reconstruction of hegemonicsoudinity for the analysis of the Turkish
military in the form of a case study. Thus, | wskt the focus of interest on a particularly
‘powerful’ institution, powerful both in the sens# its ability to exercise power on the
human (in this case: male) body and in the senseiths central for the reproduction of
distinct discourses channeling these very mechansirpower. But before going into the
analytical part there are some further questioasdhise within this context and that deserve
our attention. Quite apparently, the reconstructibhegemonic masculinity in the context of
the Turkish military does not happen in an emptgcsp but within an institution that is
tightly linked to both the militarist discourse Turkey as well as to the according concept of
national identity. In line with this assessmeng thllowing subsection sets the theoretical
focus on the intersectionality between militarisnd anationalism from a gender perspective.
The aim is to show how both nationalism and miktar are ideological constructions that
have an impact on the way gender roles are defimedlation to the nation-state and the

military as a primary institution of state admieistd power.

1.1.3 Theorizing Militarism and Nationalism from a Gender Perspective

In her evocative volume “Gender & Nation” that, ddassly, depicts one of the most central
works on the linkages between gender relationsnationalism, Nira Yuval-Davis faults the
almost complete absence of gender aspects witlpnlgotheories of nationalism: “Most of
the hegemonic theorizations about nations and matsm, even including, sometimes, those

9 This assessment is as true

written by women, have ignored gender relationgragevant.
as it is distressing — distressing primarily beeatis say it with Nagel, “nations and states are
indeed gendered institution§® Gendered first of all in the sense that already \thrious

concepts of national identity, as the ideologicatib of the nation-state, are inextricably

7 Connell (1987), p. 184.
% Connell, R.W. (1995), “Masculinities”, Cambriddeolity, p. 77.
% Yuval-Davis, Nira (1997), “Gender & Nation“, LondoSage, p. 1.

"9 Nagel, Joanne (1998), “Masculinity and nationaligmnder and sexuality in the making of natior&hnic
and Racial Studied/ol. 21(2), p. 243.
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linked to specific concepts of gender identity. ¥lidavis: “Constructions of nationhood
usually involve specific notions of both ‘manhoaatid ‘womanhood™*

As this study focuses on the gendering aspectheofrtilitary and, in particular, military
service, it is inevitable to take into account ttie military in its contemporary form is an
institution located at the very core of the nateom, therefore, nationhood. The evolution of
the modern nation-state cannot be thought of seggrfaom the evolution of both the ‘army
of the masses’ and modern citizenship. Aydin: “gllereation of nation states, the
recognition of the citizen as the legitimator o¥eeignty and the conscription-based army of
the masses that makes soldiers out of all arerdifféacets of the same realit{?.”

Although in general terms this assessment contauch truth, Aydin still misses a crucial
point here: The strong bond between the nationathny and the citizen as it was established
in the age of nationalism inter alia via the indtdn of mandatory conscription is an
exclusively masculinene. While the ‘army of the masses’ might go hantdand with the
militarization of societies in general it does nuike soldiers out all of all. It makes soldiers
out of all men. In consequence, mandatory consenphextricably links the concept of the
soldier as the defender of the nation with beirgtiaen of male sex, thereby implementing a
strongly diverging relationship of the male and tieenale citizen with the state: “As
sacrificing one’s life for one’s country is theiaiate citizenship duty, citizenship rights are
conditional on being prepared to fulfill this dut{® While the idealized role of the male
citizen is found in being both the defender andlé&aeler of the ‘national family’ (including
his own family and, in general, all ‘womenandchgidr’) women, the defended ones,
frequently get reduced in nationalist discourseghéomainly passive and submissive role of
the “reproducers of the natio”®Hence, the institution of mandatory conscriptisnto be
regarded as one of the core variables which defiee’s and women'’s roles within modern

nation-states. Altinay:

" Yuval-Davis (1997), p. 1.

2 Aydin, Suavi (2009), “The militarization of sogjetonscription and national armies in the proagssitizen
creation”, in: Cinar, Ozgur Heval / Usterci, ggan, Conscientious Objection. Resisting Militarized ogi
London/New York: Zed Books, p. 17; see also Braukl{1997), p. 9.

3 Yuval-Davis (1997), p. 93.

" This spelling of “women and children” is used tyriinist scholars to both underline and criticizee“old
paternalist position thatquatesvomen and children — to the extent of running thegether or combining them
[...] predicted on an assumed victim position”; BammaErica (2008), “Beyond ‘Women vs. Children’ or
‘WomenandChildren’: Engendering Childhood and Refalating Motherhood”,International Journal of
Children’s RightgsVol. 16, p. 180 [original emphasis].

5 See Yuval-Davis, pp. 26-38.
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Compulsory military service is simultaneously agiige geared towards the ‘defense of
the country’ and a practice that differentiates tieationship between male and female
citizens and the state. A conscription system tbqtiires only men to serve as soldiers
establishes a strong connection between mascylitity state and military service.

Through conscription, which is formulated as thestreacred of duties, men are granted
first-class citizenship. Compulsory military see/icnot only masculinizes firstclass
citizenship, it also defines masculinity itself.litdry conscription is a first step on the

path to manhood; indeed, it is the sine qua nordit@n of manlines£®

Taking into account that a) the institution of matwtty military service roots within the
evolution of the modern nation-stdfeh) military duty as a disciplining practice exditey
targeting males simultaneously “socializ[es] bayarten”/® and c) military service thereby
fosters and solidifies quite different conceptshef male and the female citizen one comes to
understand the deeply gendered aspects of the coymdetween the nation-state and the
military or, more broadly phrased, the “extensiaune of the links between nationalism,
patriotism, militarism, imperialism, and masculjiit®

What results from this is that nationalism is natyp as Ernest Gellner most famously
suggests, a “political principle which holds thia¢ tpolitical and the national unit should be
congruent”®® Rather it invents the fiction of a homogenous omtivith the effect “to
naturalize the hegemony of one collectivity andatsess to the ideological apparatus of both
state and civil society®! Nationalism and cultural hegemony are two sidethefsame coin.
Nationalist ideologies legitimize the subordinatioh groups viewed as inferior by the
establishment of a close linkage between the stadethe invention of an idealized national
collective - Benedict Anderson’s infamous “imaginemmunities’? At the same time the
image of the bearer of national identity — thezeiti — of whom this community as it is

constructed in the tales of nationalism comprisasstrmot be regarded as a genderless

% Altinay, Ayse Giil (2009), “Refusing to identify as obedient @8y sacrificing mothers, proud warriors”, in:
Cinar, Ozgir Heval / Usterci, §n, Conscientious Objection. Resisting Militarized ®6gi London/New
York: Zed Books, p. 90.

" See Goregenli, Melek (2009), “Patriotism and tntification of inequality in the construction oflitarism”,
in: Cinar, Ozgiir Heval / Usterci, §ain, Conscientious Objection. Resisting Militarized 8ogil.ondon/New
York: Zed Books, p. 37.

8 Barrett (1996), p. 132.

¥ Nagel, Joane (2005), “Nation”, in: Connell, R.WHéarn, Jeff / Kimmel, Michael SHandbook of Studies on
Men & Masculinities Thousand Oaks: Sage, p. 407.

8 Gellner, Ernest (1983), “Nations and Nationalis@kford: Blackwell Publishing, p. 1.
8 yuval-Davis (1997), p. 11.

8 Anderson, Benedict (1991), “Imagined Communitiésindon: Verso.
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construction. Rather, the idealized image of thieemn is to be regarded as a prototype for the
idealized image of masculinity. As Nagel argue3i]He culture and ideology of hegemonic
masculinity go hand in hand with the culture arebidgy of hegemonic nationalisi”

Hence, any analysis of the reconstruction of noreAtegemonic masculinity as
(re)constructed and transmitted by the institubdrthe military and military service should
consider that this image gets conceptualized agjtthe intersection between nationalism and
militarism and, therefore, must not ignore the adit@ concept of national identity with
regards to its implied conceptualizations of théenaad the female citizen.

To clarify, this is not to be misunderstood asarglthat the military or military service is
to be regarded as the primary source of gendeuality per se. Still, as an exclusively male
dominated institutiomdministered by the stateplays a central role in the establishment and
maintenance of distinct discourses that outline’syand women'’s relationship to the stéte.
In line with this, militaries have repeatedly bebe focus of studies on the (re)construction

of gender relations and roles. As Barret argues:

The military is a primary candidate for the studyneasculinity, not only because it is an
institution populated with men, but also becaug#ays a primary role in shaping images
of masculinity in the larger society. [..Nlilitaries around the world have defined the
soldier as an embodiment of male sex role behafftors

Morgan comes to a similar conclusion: “Of all sitebere masculinities are constructed,
reproduced, and deployed, those associated withan@rthe military are some of the most
direct.”®® However, while the image of the soldier as a majostotype of hegemonic
masculinity can be considered universal, the rttes militaries play within the shaping of
hegemonic discourses still strongly differ from oty to country. Not everywhere is the
omnipresence and impact of militarist discourseswafh a prime quality as is the case in
Turkey — in where military service is not only comgory for every male citizen (without
any alternative), but militarist discourses arelasely interwoven with nationalist discourses
that every citizen is presumed to be ‘born as aied] meaning as well that military

institutions are located right in the center of powl'he military thus quite apparently serves

8 Nagel (1998), p. 249.
8 Altinay, (2004), p. 79.
8 Barrett (1996), p. 129.

8 Morgan, David H. J. (1994), “Theater of War. Comhae Military, and Masculinities”, in: Brod, Hary
Kaufmann, MichaelTheorizing MasculinitiesThousand Oaks: Sage, p. 165.
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as a primary object of analysis for the (re)corwtom of idealized citizenship and the gender
roles incorporated to it. In line with this asseesmm the following section will trace the
origin and the major places of reproduction of ttiasse linkage between the Turkish military
and Turkish nationalism and its impact on idealizé@zenship/masculinity — a linkage that

can be summarized best as the ‘legitimizing mytthefasker ulus
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[.2 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND : TRACING THE ‘REAL TURK’

Nationalist projects are simultaneously gender pots.
- Sylvia Walby

[.2.1 From Muslim Millet to Turkish Nation

The Turkish Republic was quite a latecomer in tigohy of European nation-building
projects, and Turkish nationalism was “among th& @ rise in the declining Ottoman
Empire”®” Thus, it was not before the second half of th® déntury when the first signs of a
distinct Turkish nationalism started to emerge aseaction to the different European
nationalist movements. In that time the romant&aidof a united TurkisWolk — in contrast
to the multi-ethnic and multi-cultural realities thie Ottoman Empire — developed within the
intellectual elites of the Empif&.The Ottoman ‘intelligentia’ started to concentréeir
energies on the project of ‘national awakening’ nie@ intellectuals began to imagine a
distinct Turkish nation-state as a response tobtieader rise of nationalisfiiHowever, it
was not until the years of the Balkan Wars, aftex 1908 Young Turk revolution, that
Turkish nationalism was first “formulated and caetif as a clear cut world view®.

As is well known, the Ottoman Empire was “sociadlgyd politically organized around
semi-independent confessional units called millétsdn theses millets a specific socio-
political structure was based, the so called ‘Mil&ystem’, most commonly defined in
literature on the Ottoman Empire as “the framewaitkin which the Ottoman state ruled its

non-Muslim subjects®? The ‘Millet System’ divided the Ottoman societytdntwo main

87 Grigoriadis, loannis N. / Ansari, Ali M. (2005)Ttirkish and Iranian Nationalisms”, in: Choueiri, (asef M.
(Ed.),A Companion to the History of the Middle Ea3kford: Blackwell, p. 313.

8 Adanir, Fikret / Kaiser, Hilmar (2000), “MigratiprDeportation, and Nation-Building: The Case of the
Ottoman Empire”, in: Leboutte, René (EdMligrations et Migrants dans une Perspective Higjas.
Permanences et Innovations / Migration and Migranits Historical Perspective. Permanencies and
Innovations Brussels: Peter Lang, p. 276.

8 bid.
% |pid.

1 Kuyucu, Ali Tuna (2005), “Ethno-religious ‘unmixihof Turkey: 6-7 September Riots as a case of ishrk
Nationalism”,Nations and NationalispVol. 11( 3), pp. 368.

%2 Braude, Benjamin (1982), “Foundation Myths of #élet System”, in: Braude, Bejamin / Lewis Bernard
(Eds.),Christians and Jews in the Ottoman EmpiXew York: Holmes and Meier, p. 68; although thigioal
meaning of the term has been subject to discugs@mpare ibid.) | will refer to the above mentiorgsfinition
when using the term “Millet System”.
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groups: the Millet-l Hakime (dominant Millet) referg to the Muslim majority and the
Millet-1 Mahkume (dominated Millet) referring to ¢hnon-Muslim population. The non-
Muslims lived under Ottoman rule as ‘dhimmis’: ‘@ohted protected subjects in an inferior
position”?® The ‘Millet System’ recognized the heterogeneoharacter of the Empire’s
population by granting those who did not belonghe dominant religion of Islam certain
privileges like the right to administer their commail affairs under the authority of their
religious head. While they were exposed to a nundbesfficial discriminatory measures,
they enjoyed at the same time “security of theiesi and property* and were able to keep
their religious and ethnic identities intact undlee “protective umbrella of the Ottoman
regime”?®

The millets did not have any ethnic, national agliistic connotation but were only based
on their religious affiliatiof® and the existence of non-Muslim minorities on Gtm
territory was widely accepted among the Muslim etillt was during the focentury, as a
reaction to the rise of nationalist movements tghmut Europe, when the Ottoman Empire’s
traditional hierarchical system started to crumhled the term ‘millet’ experienced a
terminological shift in the sense that it acquit@d ethno-nationalist connotati6h.The
“seeds of nationalism” which spread from Westermoga towards all directions during the
19" century “found fertile soil in the Ottoman Empir& And along with the idea of a
distinct national identity further political condspsloped over from the West, most
importantly the concept of ‘popular sovereignty'vasll as the notion of ‘minority’ and its
counterpart ‘majority’ — the basis for the lateeadbgical distinction between Turks and non-
Turks?®

As mentioned above, it was during the years ofBakkan Wars that Turkish nationalism
in the sense of a clear cut political ideologytfstarted to emerg&° The following/ttihat ve

% Tsimhoni, Daphne (1996), “Jewish-Muslim Relatioims Modern Irag”, in: Schukze, Kirsten E. (Ed.),
Nationalism, Minorities and Diasporas: ldentitieadaRights in the Middle Eastondon: | B Tauris & Co., p.
95.

* Ibid.; see also Kedourie, Elie (1988), “Ethnicityiajority, and Minority in the Middle East”, in: BEsan,
Milton J. / Rbinovich, Itamar (Eds.Ethnicity, Pluralism, and the State in the Middlask Ithaca: Cornell
University Press, p. 27.

% Aktar, Ayhan (2009), “Turkification Policies ine¢hEarly Republican Era”, in: Duft, Catharina (Ed.irkish
Literature and Cultural MemoryWiesbaden: Harrassowitz, p. 30.

% Kuyucu (2005), p. 368.

7 Ibid.

% Grigoriadis / Ansari (2005), p. 313.
% Kedourie (1988), p. 27.

100 Aktar (1996), p. 270.
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Terakki Cemiyet{CUP) period saw the “gradual formation of the idda distinct Turkish
national identity that was separate from the mamdusive Ottoman national ide& The
newly developing ideal of a ‘Turk’ was basicallyfided at that time through being of
Muslim faith, meaning that several different ethgroups like the Kurds were theoretically
included in that category — in contrast to the Muslims communitie$” who were
increasingly viewed as a hostile ‘internal other’.

The consequence of this undertaking, namely theladecal construction of the Turkish
nation, was a “transition from prejudice to raciationalist theories” in the Ottoman Empire,
resulting in the “exclusion of non-Muslims from thation, by various degrees of violence
combined with both legal and informal discriminatid®® Hence, the early years of the™0
century were shaped by the nationalist projechtariogenize’ the Turkish nation, leading to
a radical demographic transformatitiAlready in the first half of 1914 the forced tréers
of the Greek population started when about 100B88eks were forced to leave Western
Anatolia — a process which continued during WorldrW and the Greco-Turkish War and
found its climax after the signing of the TreatyLausanne. Altogether well over one million
Greeks were forced out of Turkey between 1914 @®#1% In 1915 during the infamous
Armenian Genocide about one million Armenians we@ssacred® marking the “ejection
of the Armenians from the empiré&*

When the Turkish Republic was founded on Octoberl®23, the large-scale population
exchanges, deportations and massacres of thed8tant! early 26 century had already led
to a significant ‘homogenizing’ or ‘nationalizingf Turkey’s population. With the adoption
of the new constitution in 1924 all people residimighin the territory of the newly formed
nation-state were converted into Turkish citizeingjuding the remaining minorities. But
even after this first major phase of ethnic andji@lis ‘un-mixing’ there remained a tension

between the material reality of Turkey’'s vast teries and the nationalist vision of a

101 Kuyucu (2005), p. 369.
192 hid,

103 Astourian, Stefan (1999), “Modern Turkish Identitgd the Armenian Genocide: From Prejudice to Racis
Nationalism”, in: Hovannisian, Richard G. (EdRemembrance and Denial: The Case of the Armenian
Genocide Detroit: Wayne State University Press, p. 23.

104 Kuyucu (2005), p. 369.

105 Adanir / Kaiser (2000), p. 280; see also Kuyudd0&), p. 369 and Aktar, Ayhan (2003), “Homogenizjnn

the Nation, Turkifying the Economy: The Turkish €asf Population Exchange Reconsidered”, in: Hirsgho

Renee (Ed.)Crossing the Aegean: An Appraisal of the 1923 Cdsgoy Exchange between Greece and
Turkey New York/Oxford: Berghan.

196 Kuyucu (2005), p. 369.
197 Astourian (1999), p. 40.
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completely ‘turkified’ nation-stat&’® The answer to this problem was found in a widegyean
of different administrative measures which can bmmarized as ‘turkification’ policies.

Aktar defines the term ‘turkification’ as:

The way in which Turkish ethnic identity has betittlyy imposed as a hegemonic
identity in every sphere of social life, from trenduage spoken in public to the
teaching of history in public schools; from eduoatito industry; from commercial
practices to public employment policies; from theilcode to the re-settlement of
certain citizens in particular area$?

These set of policy measures did not only offigiddigitimize the social exclusion of every
non-Turk. Moreover, they aimed at the transfornratd the newly founded Republic from a
multi-ethnic territory into a mono-ethnic homelahy denying the existence of any other
cultural heritage than what had been defined akiJluidentity.

Although the turkification policies were supposedt all-encompassing in the sense that
all inhabitants of the Turkish territory had beamwerted into Turkish citizens by the newly
adapted constitution, there remained certain etbhgious limits of Turkishness, giving
these policies a definite discriminatory/anti-miipcharacter:*° These limits to Turkishness
experienced a major shift during the time of thee®arty Era, excluding more and more
people from being considered a ‘Turk’. While stillring the 1920s “Islam was the subtle but
definite marker of Turkishness$*' meaning that the category ‘Turk’ was open to agybo
being of Muslim faith, this changed towards a mucbre exclusive ideal of Turkishness
during the 1930s, mainly as a consequence of thm@ementation of the aforementioned
turkification policies. With the “Speak Turkish” wgpaign “language increasingly became a
component of nationality too” and was finally jothan the 1930s by the criteria of ethnicity
and racé? According to Caaptay the policies implemented by Atatiirk's CHPinlgitthe
formative years of the Turkish Republic finally duzed three different zones of Turkishness

that limited the access to being regarded as a deotrdingly:

198 Hktem, Kerem (2004), “Incorporating the Time amqEh& of the Ethnic ‘Other’: Nationalism and Spate i
the Southeast Turkey in the" @nd 2¢' Centuries” Nations and NationalismVol. 10(4), p. 564.

109 Aktar (2009), p. 29.

10 pid.; see also Gmptay, Soner (2006), “Islam, Secularism, and Nafism in Modern Turkey: Who is
Turk?”, New York: Routledge, p. 142.

1 Casaptay (2006), p. 156.
12 pid.
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In its interaction with the country’s ethnic andliggous minorities, High Kemalism
produced three zones of Turkishness: an outertteial one, reserved for the non-
Muslims [...] a middle religious one, reserved the non-Turkish Muslims; and an
ethnic one, reserved for the Turks

Now, after having roughly introduced the concepflTafkish national identity as it finally
resulted from Kemalist nationalist discourse itl\we the task of the upcoming subsection to
follow the ideological redefinition of the militaly position within this context. The main
argument will be that during the early Republicaa #he military experienced a significant
shift in meaning as it was inextricably linked tarKish national identity — a process that
went hand in hand with the ‘sanctification’ of thewly established institution of mandatory

conscription, merging the concept of the ‘real Tuvkh being a citizen of male sex.

[.2.2 Turkish Nationalism and the ‘Legitimizing Myt h’ of the Asker Ulus

On its website the Turkish army finds self-confil@ords to describe its exclusive place

within both Turkish history and Turkish nationaérdity:

As people who devote themselves to the military tinks proved the whole world to be a
military nation. Beginning with the Turkish natioms Middle Asia every Turk was
considered a warrior and the military was never sioered a special professidt

Although this statement might strike some as adhit at first it stands rather exemplary for a
widely spread and often repeated perception ofTiekish nation as a ‘military nation’
(ordu-millet / asker-uluy — a perception that gets reflected most symbibtiaa popular
sayings like “every Turk is born as a soldiehief Turk asker dgar) or “Turkish Armed
Forces are emerging out of the nation’s bosomilltin basrindan c¢ikan Tirk Silahli
Kuvvetler).

What these sayings suggest is nothing less thaexiséence of a natural bond between
the Turkish military and Turkish national identityefining the military as the father of all
Turks and militarism as their primary ideology. Aggtion that is repeated constantly on the
broadest variety of occasions, ranging from edooati books to state museums (e.g. the

Anatkabir in Ankara or theAskeri Mlzesiin Istanbul), political speeches to academic

3 pid.

14 “Ki si olarak askerfie gonil veren Tirkler tim diinyaya ordu-millet oldwki kanitlamglardir. Orta

Asya'daki Turk uluslarindan klayarak, her Turk sager durumunda oldgundan askerfie 6zel meslek gozu ile
bakilmamgtir.”] TSK, “Tahrice”, http://www.tsk.tr/1_tsk hakkda/1_1_tarihce/tarihce.htm [28.05.2012].
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volumes. And as well a position that has managechdke its way into the Turkish Penal
Code where it harshly punishes “discouraging pedpten military service”!* This
provision forcefully expresses the crucial statttsbated to the institution of compulsory
military service within Turkish ‘national identity{as it was constructed by Kemalist
ideologists during the age of nationalism). Thdofwing words of popular historian Hilal

Inalcaik speak for themselves:

The Turkish Nation has preserved its military-nataharacter from beginnings of history
till today. If the Turk is [...] marching on the fdrents of world history, that is because of
his unshakable national characteristics, militatyacacter, his grand military virtues, his

ability to engage in total war for his rights aneédom. [...] The Turk has inherited this
character from his history that goes back thousasfdgears'*®

It is important to stress the fact that these lidesot constitute one approach among others.
Rather they most prominently represent a hegemdiaaurse, serving at the same time the
function of alegitimizing myth constantly reproduced by an omnipresent and daiver
ideological apparatus that has been properly nueset pampered since the evolution of
Turkish nationalism. It is a hegemonic discoursthmsense that for many people it seems to
be the only possible way to approach, to talk areheo think about the connection between
Turkish national identity and the Turkish militarfOne approach seemingly without
alternative, expressed most pointedly in the onesipnt and unquestionable figure of
Mustafa Kemal Atatirk, as the symbolic incarnatimhan inextricable linkage between
Turkish national identity and the Turkish militatyis a legitimizing myth in the sense that it
serves the primary function of keeping a distiratial order in place, i.e. that it is linked to
“practices that keep social hierarchy intacf’By situating militarism in the character of the
‘Turk’ him-/herself, the myth naturalizes the naliization of everyday life in Turkey ranging
from the omnipresence of militaristic symbols inbpea places to militarist indoctrination

115 According to Article 318(1) TCK (Law No. 5237, 862004), “Halki Askerlikten Ssutma” (alienating the
public from military service), “persons who givecentives or make suggestions or spread propagahaté w
will have the effect of discouraging people fromfpeming military service shall be sentenced to iimpnment
for a term of six months to two years” - a penaltlyich can be increased by half “if the act is cottexl
through the medium of the press and media” (AtR18(2) TCK). Famous instances of imprisonmecitiohe,
among others, the conscientious objectors HalidGaand Osman Murat Ulke; see WRI (2007), “Articli83
Silencing dissent. The Turkish military's not s@re¢ weapon against antimilitaristThe Broken RiffleNo
76/2007, http://wri-irg.org/system/files/public €8/br76-en.pdf [24.02.2012].

18inalcik, Halil (1964), “Osmanli Devrinde Tiirk Ordtisguoted in Altinay (2009), p. 88.

17 Géregenli (2009), p. 39; see also Sidanius, JPnatto, Felicia (2001), “Social Dominance: An lgferup
Theory of Social Hierarchy and Oppression”, CandpeidCambridge University Press.
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during the infamous national security clas3dali Guvenlik Bilgisi). It is legitimizing also in
its function as an ideological framework that authes the stigmatization and
marginalization of those who reject its indefinitalidity or, more generally, do not fit its
categories’® And, it is most effectively held in place and meguced by, among others, the
authoritative practice of military service.

Clearly, tracing the exclusive position of the Tighk military within Turkish national
identity requires more complex explanations than‘eamergence out of the bosom of the
nation”. | argue that if we are to follow the higtal evolution of the myth, a genealogy of
militarism in Turkey, we do not have to go back teds of years. On the contrary, the
‘myth of theasker ulusis a rather young ideological undertaking anditgin is to be found
in the times of the evolution of Turkish nationalis In other words, the ideological
construction of the ‘Turks’ as having beenasker ulufor hundreds (or even thousands) of
yearscan be traced back to the establishment of theiJlunkation-state when, as already
summarized above, Turkish identity was strictly osed as a hegemonic identity in every
sphere of social life.

It is always a central concern of every nationgistject to construct and control the past
of its imagined community®— a past that is colorfully embroidered with adstaange of
“invented traditions™* many of which serve the primary function of fitlirwith life what
was just named ‘legitimizing myths’. Thus, natiasal, invented traditions and legitimizing
myths stand in a relationship of mutual interde@eme. As Michael argues:

The relationship of a myth-constructed past andiomalism is characterized by
interdependence: since myth survives thanks tspneading of national identity, while,
simultaneously, nationalism partly survives thaimishe spreading of the myth. In the
framework of this interdependence therefore natisnaturns past which it constructs —
partly or even entirely — while, at the same tirties constructed past strengthens and
renders for the public at large the indisputableiths’ of nationalisnt?*

18 Most notably represented in the ‘social deatht folows a refusal to perform ones ‘national duag it is
told in the stories of Turkey’s conscientious objes.

119 5ee Breully, John (2010), “Bringing History Bacid Nationalism?”, in: Aktar, Ayhan / Kizilyurek,iyézi /
Ozkirikli, Umut (eds.)Nationalism in the Troubled Triangle. Cyprus, Greemd Turkeyp. 1.

120 Hobsbawm, Eric / Ranger, Terence (1983), “Theiion of Tradition”, Cambridge: Cambridge Univéysi
Press.

121 Michael, Michalis N. (2010), “History, Myth and analism: The Retrospective Force of National Role
within a Myth-Constructed Past”, in: Aktar, Ayhaiizilyirek, Niyazi / Ozkirikli, Umut (eds.Nationalism in
the Troubled Triangle. Cyprus, Greece and Turley.49.
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In the case of Turkey, the rise of Turkish natitsral and the corresponding construction of
the nation’s founding myths went hand in hand wvathdiscursive strategy redefining the
military’s position within Ottoman and Turkish sety. This, to clarify, is not to say that the
military had not played a central role in the earlDttoman times as well. On the contrary,
the military was one of the empire’s most centnatitutions and a primary bearer of power.
However, incorporated in the slowly changing disseuon Turkish national identity during
the age of Turkish nationalism one can find a nisadly new ideological construction of the
military as a “proudly carried attribute of Turkishlture” with the effect that, together with
the gradual development of a highly racist natismal “militarism becomes a matter of
biology and a ‘racial’ characteristi¢*? A shift in meaning that Altinay summarizes witle th
expression: “From a ‘necessity of times’ to (in\amt tradition’.”?3

This process was preceded by the introduction efysitem of mandatory conscription
during the late years of the Ottoman Empire. Altgtouhe Empire had already known a
conscription system for centuries compared to copt@ary European states or its successor
as it was established during the founding yearshef Republican the Ottoman Empire’s
conscription system which differed in that “an wmalby large proportion of the population
was exempted from conscriptiot* Most importantly, it was not until 1909 that byv&all
Ottoman male subjects, except the family of theté®wlwere made eligible for military
service”!® Before that still certain parts of the Muslim ptagion were exempted while,
until 1870, the entire non-Muslim population wapested to pay an ‘exemption taxigde)
instead of serving in the Ottoman milital3f. This legal provision, introducing military
service as mandatory for all males, came along waithideological reformulation of the
institution of military service. In the words of @&kling: “The institution of generalized
mandatory conscription [...] occurred concomitantlithwthe ideological sanctification of

military service.*?’

122 Cinar, Ozgir Heval / Usterci, §ain (2009), “Introduction”, in: id. (Eds.)Conscientious Objection.
Resisting Militarized Society ondon/New York: Zed Books, p. 4.

123 Altinay (2004), p. 27.

124 7iiricher, Erik-Jan (2009), “Refusing to serve lifles means: desertion in the late Ottoman Empire”,
Cinar, Ozgir Heval / Usterci, €n. (Eds.), Conscientious Objection. Resisting Militarized ®bgi
London/New York: Zed Books, p. 46.

125 Altinay (2004), p. 26.

126 7iiricher (2009), p. 46; see also Ziiricher, Erik-(998), “The Ottoman Conscription System — 18944r,
International Review of Social Histgryol. 43(3).

127 Brgckling, Ulrich (2009), “Sand in the wheels? Goientious objection at the turn of the twentytfirs
century”, in: Cinar, Ozgur Heval / Usterci, &an, Conscientious Objection. Resisting Militarized 8bgi
London/New York: Zed Books, p. 53.
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Beginning with the introduction of mandatory comgtton during the early Republican
era, the institution of ‘national service’ becamextricably linked to the newly established
concept of the ‘real Turk’. In line with this, tifgmagined) connection between the idealized
citizen and the Turkish military became both disotely naturalized, as it is most explicitly
expressed in the terasker ulusand access to it became limited exclusively tétensdizen:
the ‘real Turk’, “born as a soldier”, became at teeme time the ‘real man’. This
“sanctification process” of military service fourts legal finalization in the first military
service law of the Republic in 1927 that still rénsain force until now?® While Article 72
of the 1982 constitution defines “national servjes] the right and duty of every Turk”
Article 1 of theAskerlik KanunuLaw on Military Service) explains what is actuaihyeant
by the term ‘Turk’: “Every male citizen of the Tusk Republic is obliged to perform
military service in compliance with this law?® Thus, women do not only get per se legally
exempted from performing their ‘national duty’, yhget, thereby, at the same time exempted
from the concept of being a Turkish citizen. If imaity service is theight (!) of every ‘Turk’,
women do obviously seem to miss a central ‘rigleihg hand in hand with being of Turkish
nationality and get, by definition, excluded frohat same category, and gkiwngraded to
second-class citizenship.

Both the construction of the ‘legitimizing myth dhe asker ulus as well as its
implementation as a hegemonic discourse, i.es#retification of the Turkish military in
general and military service in particular withimgth-constructed past of the "Turks’ — as it
is exemplified in the above quoted statements —am&sof the central concerns of Kemalist
leaders during the early Republican era. It wadempnted as part of a “general rewriting of
Turkish and Ottoman history in the 1938%"- the production of the so called “Turkish
History Thesis” Turk Tarih Te2i— by Kemalist leaders and affiliated historianghwhe aim
to provide “Atatiirk’s vision of a new secular aradional Turkish collective identity® with
a common history. In 1931 thEirk Tarih Kurumu(Turkish Historical Society; originally
Tark Tarihi Tetkik CemiyefiThe Society for the Study of Turkish History)sMaunded with
the commission to conduct research and provide esgdwriting on the history of the

Turkish nation. Together with thEirk Dil Kurumu(Turkish Linguistic Society) ithas been

128 5ee Ziiricher (1998).
129“Tirkiye Cumbhuriyeti tebaasi olan her erkejgu kanun mucibince askerlik yapgsamecburdur”] Askerlik
Kanunu (Law No. 1111, 21.06.1927).

130 Altinay (2004), p. 20.

131 Alaranta, Toni (2011), “The Enlightenment IdeaHi$tory as a Legitimation Tool of Kemalism in Tugke
Helsinki: Helsinki University Press, p. 19.
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the principal institution in canonising the officiaistorical discourse, which has been
reproduced by many scholars of contemporary Turk&y”

Already few months after its establishment, gk Tarih Kurumucame up with a four-
volume history textbook, th&arih (history). In the last of these volumes the conioect

between the Turkish nation and its “military chaeatis made the following way:

A nation with high military spirit is a nation witl history of civilization; one that
embodies deep and far-reaching knowledge. It isnaathat the Turkish race, which has
been the ancestor of all major civilizations sittice first days of humanity, perfected this
spirit.*33

This way of telling Turkish history, discursivelyomstructing a seemingly natural bond
between ‘the Turks’ and militarism, has forcefuligen imposed as a hegemonic discourse
since its elaboration during the early Republicaa. @&s mentioned above, its rigorous
preservation is secured by an ideological appatatisreaches into all parts of the public as
well as many parts of the private sphere. It isedam a mythological construction of the past
of the Turkish nation which places the ‘militaryirsfy most directly expressed in the “right
and duty” to fulfill onesvatan borcu(debt to the nation), right in the center of nagion
identity. Thereby, the hegemonic discourse we lmaraed as ‘the legitimizing myth of the
asker ulus keeps both distinct social and gender orders lece as it naturalizes the
subordination of those who get either get expeliech the ‘right’ or themselves refuse to

perform their ‘national duty’. In the words of Alay:

It [the myth of the military nation] is a highly gdered discourse that has important
implications for gendered citizenship and gendesel-identification. Just as “Turkish

culture” is defined through the military, Turkishasculinity is defined through military
134

service.
Accordingly, after having traced the discursivetnstructed linkage between the concept of
‘the Turk’ and the Turkish military, as it was ddtahed during the age of Turkish
nationalism, the next step should be to turn thentibn in detail towards the institution of

compulsory military service as the centerpiecehat tinkage.

132 Altinay (2004), p. 21.
133 Quoted in ibid., p. 29.
13 bid., p. 32.
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CHAPTER |l

After having developed both a theoretical and aohisal background for my analysis, this
chapter will now focus on my empirical data. Thestfisection presents an empirically based
in-depth analysis of military service in Turkey bgking a close look at the implicit
“mechanisms of gendering”, as theoretically introetl above, that are at work in the context
of military service as a ‘rite of passage’ towandanhood. My leading research question can
be phrased as: What “regulatory practices” thathtéarce a recruit to act like a ‘real man’
need to be taken into account when analyzing accpt's path from the conscription
process until the end of his service period? Adoglg, after an introductory description of
the conscription process in the first subsectiowjll then move on to the mechanisms of
discipline that are exercised on (and between)ptivates during their service period. The
focus of interest will thereby not be reduced tecgiline as a mechanism of power that
produces “docile bodies”, but will be extended bgardingmilitary discipline as masculine
discipline i.e. as a discipline that also works through naectms of “homosocial control and
affective binding” as it typically appears withirtificial homosocial (male) societies such as
the military. A mechanism that in the case of rarltservice is most emphatically expressed
in the system ofdevrecilik a system of mutual punishment that is structmetng the
differentdevreler(terms) of soldiers as they get inducted. The seatiill then be concluded
by an analysis of the attribution of military se®ias a ‘rite of passage’ towards manhood.
What was already introduced above on a theordBeal as a mechanism of gender division,
strongly distinguishing between the male and timeale citizen as the men becomes trained
to be a defender of his ‘national family’, will ithis section get illustrated and interpreted
more in detail with the help of my empirical data.

In the second section | will then draw the attemtio what | intend as the actual core part
of this study, namely the question “who is in angows out?” and the according distinction
between the ‘fit" and the ‘rotten body’. Hence, it the framework of the above introduced
definition of military service as a set of regulgt@ractices that (re)construct masculinity —
as anerkekliklaboratuari — I will come in this section to the crucial quest of who is
allowed to enter the laboratory and who, and foatwieason, is denied access. The section
will be introduced by a detailed description of #weemption procedures with a particular
focus on the exemption process of gay men. As intrast to the above described

conscription process only very few resources o8 finocess exist, the vast majority of the
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information presented is based on the evaluatiomyfinterviews. The second subsection
then sets the focus on the power of the militargtois’ “medical gaze” to discursively

construct ‘homosexual bodies’ during the examimapoocedures within the framework of a
militarized medical discourse on homosexuality. idreg on inter alia Judith Butler's

concept of the discursively sexed body we will sesv the performance those conscripts
who wish to get exempted on the basis of a ‘psyekwal disorder’ enact during the

examination procedures reproduces and enforcesséime discourse. The final subsection
brings together and summarizes my before pointécaguments and gained findings with
regards to their relevance for the (re)constructadn hegemonic masculinity and the
concomitant maintenance of a distinct patriarcleaddgr order. The major argument will be
that within a given matrix of “compulsory and natlized heterosexuality [that] requires and
regulates gender as a binary relation in whichrtasculine term is differentiated from a

135

feminine term™”the discursive production of the homosexual balyes the function of a

projection surface, a “repository of whatever isnbglically expelled from hegemonic

masculinity”*°

135 Butler (1990), p. 31.
136 Connell (1995), p. 78.
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[I.1 GETTING CONSCRIPTED, OR: HOW TO BECOME A ‘REAL MAN’

Just as “Turkish culture” is defined through thelitairy, Turkish
masculinity is defined through military service.

- Ayse Gul Altinay

[I.1.1 The Conscription Process

As already mentioned above, Turkish law states‘thetional service is the right and duty of
every Turk”, whereby ‘Turk’ is being defined as &y male national of the Turkish
Republic”. In detail this means that every ‘healtimale of Turkish nationality is considered
eligible for military service between the first&dnuary of the year he turns 19 and the first of
January of the year he turns #0However, the possibility exists to defer the coipsion
twice for one year, a “request [that] must be bdake by documents from, for example, the
employer or the university*®® Besides, all draftees who, at the time of theaftiftg, are
engaged in a higher education program are alloweatkkay their induction until graduation
(certain age limits exist: 29 for university edueat 36 for post-doctoral educatiohy’
Turkish nationals permanently (legally) residinglavmorking abroad can apply every second
year for deferment until the age of 38.

For all those who neither hold a university degnee have worked abroad for at least
three years, thewatan borcuwants to be paid back by serving in the militawy, fcurrently,
fifteen months — of which the basic training corsps three and the so callégstad(master)
period comprises twelve months — as ‘long termaigs’. While this is the standard case,
three further options to fulfill ones military dugist:

Those who have worked abroad for at least threesy@895 days) and hold a valid work
and residence permit have the opportunity to shatteir service by paying an amount of
currently €10000, the so called (and much dispubedglli askerlik Everybody who chooses

137 Article 2, Law on Military Service (No 1111).

138 UNHCR (2001), “Turkey/military service”, United Wans High Commissioner for Refugees, Directorate
for Movements of Persons, Migration and Consuldaité, Asylum and Migration Division, No 11534/QIyly
2001, http://www.unhcr.org/refworld/pdfid/467010bpaf [28.05.2012], p. 26.

139 Article 35, Law on Military Service (No 1111).
140 1bid.; UNHCR (2001), p. 26.
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this option is required to complete a basic tragjnfor one month in Buldur in southern
Turkey and then gets exempted from further postthg.

The case of those who hold a university degreeemamtely regulated by the “Law on
Reserve Officers and Reservist8® They can either perform their service as a starnt
private — the only difference to the long term Igeihat the service is shortened from fifteen
to around six monthsk(sa hizmgt— or for a twelve months period ayedek subayreserve
officer). In the second case, the conscript, dftafing completed the training period, benefits
from the same conditions as any otlBebay (officer): fixed working hours (usually from
9am to 5pm), weekends off, and a monthly sat&tdowever, the final decision between
these two options — short term privateyedek subay is not up to the conscript himself, but
lies in the hands of the military authorities, thbuhe is asked for his personal preference.

As in every other country, conscriptiom Turkey goes hand in hand with some
standardized medical inspections that examine aheaript’'s mental and physical eligibility
to perform his service. This military medical chagk has two primary aims: Firstly, it shall
ensure that no conscript suffers from any sicktiests in a closed surrounding like a military
unit, has the potential to grow into a proper epite The second aim is to check whether the
recruits are ‘healthy and normal’, i.e. eligibled®al with the ‘mental and physical hardships’
they will have to face during their service pert8d.

According to the information gathered from my resha the conscription process
altogether comprises only a few rather simple stéfier having received the conscription
documents, every draftee has to see his accoedikerliksubesi(draft office) to register for
conscription. A process which previously needelidalone in the ‘hometown’ (meaning the
father’s place of birth), but nowadays can alsactmpleted in the actual place of residence.
Then, as a second step, he is given an appointioretite medical examination. If in the eyes
of the military doctors the conscript does not suffrom any grave mental or physical
problems, he is then declared ‘fit’ to perform &&svice.

For those who hold a university degree, besidesatditional decision needs to be made
whether they will perform their service as a stherm private or as yedek subayAt the day
of their examination the respective candidatesaasieed to state their personal preference.

However, all of my interviewees agreed that theaf@grence did not have much effect on the

141 UNHCR (2001), p. 27.

142 vedek Subaylar ve Yedek Askeri Mermular Kanunuylido 1076).

143 The privates on the other hand only receive a sfimpayment of a few Liras per month.
144 See Selek (2010), p. 42.
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final decision. Then, before their actual serviegiqd starts, the university graduates are
required to take a short exam that is at leastnasduo have impact on the final decision.
Accordingly, those who reject the idea of servisgagedek subgyin most cases because
they prefer to serve a period of time as shortassiple, aim at a rather poor performance in
the exam in order not to be considered eligiblseiwve as an officer. As my interviewee Emir

said:

Then, before we went to the army, one week befadiad to do an exam. It is really
bullshit, it is really bullshit! They are asking ewty-five Turkish and twenty-five
mathematic questions to decide if you're gonnahdoshort term or the long term [yedek
subay]. So, when | was talking with my friends tiveye saying like: "Don't do the exam
totally!" Because it’'s very basic, it's very ea#fyyou want to do fifty questions out of fifty,

yeah, you can do that. At least forty-eight, fagwen. It's just very easy. After that | just
145

did like twenty questions right. Twenty right ahdty wrong:
Shortly after the examination the draftee gets @és&epick up his induction papers from the
draft office within a given deadliné® The papers indicate both to which unit he willseat
to for the basic training and, in the case of thesersity graduates, if he will serve as a
private orsubay In intervals of three months the recruits arenteent to their training units
where they are given a basic military training timeiudes physical and weapon training as
well as educational programs (also comprising lagguand literacy courses for illiterates).
Around one week before the end of the trainingqukrthe draftees get informed about the
unit where they will perform theiistad usually being a different unit then that of thesic
training*’

[1.1.2 Military Discipline as Masculine Discipline and the System oDevrecilik

During my stay in Istanbul, 1 once had a conveosatibout the Turkish military with a man
who had done his military service back in the 19'Histold me the following story from his
service period: One day the commander of his wadlea@ all recruits to gather in the unit's
courtyard. As everybody had arrived, they werenmied that this day the commander had a
‘special task’ to offer and that he was in seartthe most qualified candidate to execute it.

In order to find that person all soldiers had toeliup next to each other. Then the

145 From my interview with Emir, 26.09.2011.
146 UNHCR (2001), p. 17.
147 1bid. 19.
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commander, step by step, started to sort themamairding to their level of education: First,
everybody who had completed a higher school edutatie. had visited bse (high school)
had to take one step forward. Then, everybody wdld B Bachelor degree had to take a
further step. Everybody who held a Master degre= ranre step, and so on. At the end of
this selection process the person who was staratiegd of everybody else was a university
professor who was at the same time the dean afrtingrsity’s technical department. He got
told his ‘special task’: In many of tHeguslar (dormitories)the light bulbs were broken and
it would be his assignment for the day to changentill.

As, quite apparently, the according commander ditreally believe that a university
dean would do a better job in changing all the brokght bulbs than anybody else, the
guestion arises about the reason behind this sggmirational decision not to save time by
just ordering a random private to take care ofjtie Obviously, he wanted to demonstrate
something. Namely that neither the man’s persopalhis educational background would
have any effect on the way he was going to getddeduring his service period. In other
words, the performance the commander enacted thrtlhig elaborate selection process
aimed to show that, within the borders of the muljtbarracks, all recruits were ‘the same’ to
him — the same in the sense that they had to oisegommands without any exception and
boundaries, and that their outside civilian livesravof no worth inside the military unit. The
whole process was nothing else than a clear denatdiost of the higher ranked commander’s
power over the lower ranked privates — a powerolicg to Foucault, “that regards
individuals both as objects and as instrumentssaiercise™*®

Another story | was told during my field researgtithin their training period all privates
of a military unit were standing outside in forneatiand had to practice th@zirol (hazir ol
literally means ‘be ready’ and is the command foe tnilitary salute) in front of their
commander. After a while the commander put a loogden stick in the ground and placed
his uniform capon top of it. He ordered the privates to continugcpcing for another hour,
thereby imagining the stick with the cap to beitieeimmander. Then he walked off and left
the privates alone, saluting the wooden stiék.remember very well how the person who

told me the story strongly underlined the feelifigcomplete senselessness he experienced

148 Foucault (1977), p. 170.

149 Quite similarly, forcing a recruit to practice thazirolin front of a tree is a popular punishment given by

commanders for a soldier’'s misbehavior. As my witaee Nurettin explains: “If someone has done sbing
bad they would send him to the tree and say: ‘Thiink as your officer and stand in front of him tew® to him
your respect and greet him.” (From my interviewttwiNurettin, 25.09.2011).
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when he was forced to salute a stick with a hait.o8till he knew that there was no way
around it. Disobeying his commander’s orders wamichediately lead to harsh punishment.
Both stories, although depicting two rather diffdrsituations, are exemplary of what
Altinay calls the “irrational character of the rliy rationale”’*® a common feeling
everybody | talked to expressed when recalling $esvice period. A feeling that gets
reflected most symbolically in the popular sayagkerlikte mantik yoktugthere is no logic
in military service) — as it is often repeated wimeen talk about their experiences from their
service period. My interviewee Emir summarizesithpressions he and many of his fellow

conscripts were left with after having performedittservice the following way:

You cannot understand the logic behind it. Butehisra famous saying that, maybe you
heard it, but in the army there isn't any logic.uYaan hear that, you can hear it anywhere
in Turkey. This is very hard to understand, becau$® if there isn't any logic, why are
you celebrating you sons, your brothers when tleaytiing to the army?*

During their service period, the privates have taldwith both seemingly irrational
commands and a feeling of impotence when confrowiéid the unquestionable authority of
their officers ordering therft?> As the above quoted saying most clearly suggesthe eyes

of the individual candidate, the military does mwesent itself much of a rational place.
However, it is not to be regarded as irrationalatRather it is an institution that follows its
very own rationality: the rationality ahilitary discipling a discipline in which, even more as
it is the case within other disciplinary institutg) the subject becomes ‘objected’, i.e. the
individual dissolves completely in the military’ssdiplinary regime as it is most apparently
represented in the officers’ indefinite authorityeo their lower ranked personal. Within the
hierarchically structured military’s chain of comnuhthe subject ceases to exist as it
becomes ‘homogenized’, i.e. gets incorporated thiobigger unit of a group of comrades.
This process of homogenization begins right atrtteenent when the actual service period
starts, with a series of rituals that are perforneedthe recruits’ bodies with the aim to
standardize and norm them: the hair gets cut shedrds are to be cut off, and everybody

gets put into the same clothifiy.

150 Altinay (2004), p. 63.
151 From my interview with Emir, 26.09.2011.

132 As my interviewee Nurettin puts it: “The guy whmat the top of your unit he's the god. You do ehat he
says.” (From my interview with Nurettin, 25.09.2011

133 5ee Selek (2010), p. 67.
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Following Foucault’s discussion in “Discipline aRdinish” on the linkage between power
and modern disciplinary institutions, military digkine — as it is executed by the ‘army of the
masses’ — stands exemplary for a new “microphysicpower”. A power that is geared
towards the production of “docile bodies” and thats its most direct application in the
institution of the military and, accordingly, inetibody of the soldier: “By the late eighteenth
century, the soldier has become something thatbeamade; out of formless clay, an inapt

body, the machine required can be construct&d&nd in the same chapter he continuous:

The classical age saw the birth of the great pmditiand military strategy by which
nations confronted each other's economic and deapgc forces; but it also saw the
birth of meticulous military and political tacticey which the control of bodies and
individual forces was exercised by the state. [While jurists or philosophers were
seeking in the pact a primal model for the congtaumcor reconstruction of the social
body, the soldiers and with them the techniciandigdipline were elaborating procedures
for the individual and collective coercion of bosite®

Although in general terms this statement has muh to it, there is something that needs to
be added here — namely the fact that the discipliregime, as it is in place within military
institutions, does not target the body in gendtatxclusively targets thenale body*>°In
other words, if one talks about military disciplirene at the same time talks about distinct
mechanisms afmasculine discipline a discipline that is carried out by men over methiwi

an exclusively male dominated institution: a tenapgy obscure male society the recruits are
forced into. Military service is not only discipiimg those who perform it — in the sense that it
‘homogenizes’ them and, thereby, strips them oéfrtindividuality as it incorporates their
bodies into a strictly hierarchical mechanism afesrand obedience. Rather, as the discipline
it enacts over the individual is a purely masculidsscipline, it at the same time
‘masculinizes’ them. Hence, the disciplinary regithat is at work in the institution of
military service cannot be reduced to a simpleitytdocility relation that “increases the
forces of the body (in economic terms of utilityhdadiminishes these same forces (in

political terms of obediencef®’ As it “aims to ‘make’ productive, yet docile, kied out of

%4 Foucault (1977), p. 135.
%5 |bid., pp. 168-169.

156 Of course, this fact has been subject to chandegesups formerly excluded from military instituti® have
successfully fought to get access to them. HeneeNlagel points out correctly, in this context theestion
arises whether as a consequence the military #@élifasculinize’ or ‘feminize’ (see Nagel (2005)2p0). But
as this is not the case in the Turkish militaretidled not to follow that discussion here.

5" Foucault (1977), p. 138.
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malecitizens*>®

all the attributes that are associated with tHdisoas the primary object of
military discipline are regarded as typical maswilattributes. Hence, military discipline
combines the inscription of utility-docility intoh¢ soldier's body with a further, often
neglected, disciplinary mechanism — a mechanismeaflering. In line with this Brockling

argues.

Military discipline is twofoldly coded: Soldiers dwt only obey their officers’ rules and
commands. Central for the troop’s coherence angiitgpensity towards violence are as
well the social control and the affective bindingghin the group of comrades. The
military is a strictly hierarchically structuredationalized organization. But it is also an
egalitarian male society, that constitutes itsalfough the exemption of women and that
transforms homoerotic libido into outwardly orietetd aggressiof>°

Thus, while the first aspect of military disciplinthe production of “docile bodies”, is
symbolically expressed in the process of physichfiynogenizing the soldiers’ bodies, the
second aspect of military discipline Brockling reoteere, the aspect of “social control and
affective binding”, correlates with a further preseofgender homogenizatiomn emphatic
and elaborated exclusion of everything considevatnanly’ from the institution of military
service. This aspect, going hand in hand with th#icgal production of a ‘purely male
society’, is in the case of military service in Key most pointedly expressed in the system of
devrecilik— a quasi-institutionalized mechanism at work leetwthe privates that serves on
the one hand as a strongly hierarchical system wtiatly disciplining and punishing each
other (homosocial control), and on the other hatrdngthens the ‘homosocial bond’
(affective binding) between omevre(term) of soldiers.

Cayda dem askerde kiddthe tea’s color is the soldier’'s rank), a commdmbard saying
in the Turkish military probably summarizes best thisciplining aspects afevrecilik It
expresses one simple, but essential fact: the foageivate has served in the military the
higher he gets ranked within the (unofficial) hretsy that is in place between them. A

hierarchical system that is structured amaolegreler(terms), referring to terms of soldiers

158 Altinay (2004), p. 66 [emphasis added].

159 [“Militarische Disziplin ist zweifach codiert: Sg&ten gehorchen nicht nur dem Reglement und deshBaef

ihrer Offiziere, entscheidend fur den Zusammendelt Truppe und ihre Gewaltbereitschaft sind ebetiso
soziale Kontrolle und die affektiven Bindungen &r &ameradengruppe. Das Militar ist eine strikirréiiehisch
gegliederte, rationalisierte Organisation, es igeraauch ein egalitirer Mannerbund, der sich uber d
Ausschluf3 von Frauen konstituiert und homoerotischedo in Aggressivitdt nach auf3en transformiért.”
Brockling (1997), p. 10.
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who were inducted into military service at the satime. As my interviewee Nurettin

explains:

People go to do their service in February, in May,August, and in November. Every
three months one group goes. And people who stattéide same time as you, they are
called your devre. And they, most of the time, theie, they get together and they
struggle against the higher ones or the older sokli There is like a hierarchy, a cruel

hierarchy®°

In detail: Out of each term’s perspective, thos® Whve started their service three, six, nine,
or twelve months earlier are to be consideredistisdevre(high term) while those whose
service began later are thk devre(low term). The ‘highest term’, the ones who arewthio
finish their service and, therefore, do not have ater term above them, are called &me
Ust devrglhighest term). Accordingly, the newcomers who hase started their service are
regarded as then alt devrg(lowest term). Everybody | talked to abaldvricilik agreed that
the system works about the same in every militamit (although perhaps with various

degrees of intensity): thiést devrelerare in charge of controlling, disciplining and pahiing

thealt devreler In the words of my interviewees:

Ugur: Before you go to military there is this mind likalt‘devre - Ust devre”. Because of
all the people who already went to the militaryeythe telling you "alt devre - Ust devre".
You're getting this mind before you go there. [. ndAin the kgus, when you move there
first, if you're a newcomer, the others, Ust deamethey're talking to each other and
you're a stranger. You're like a stranger, you'reegjinner, and you're the worSt.

Nurettin: They treat them bad. And they make the newcomeas @verywhere and get

up earlier. Most of the time cleaning is the prableThey make you clean all the places
and sometimes they even make you do their ownsdlittemember the guys who came
three months earlier than | did, they made me,afrtbem made me wait for his turn, wait
outside to protect the building for his tutff.

Emir: The en alt devre, the lowest term that spent l¢iasé in the military, does
everything. [...] So, [if] you're the upper ones [.y¢u’ve your free time, you watch TV,
you listen to the radio. In the cafeteria you ahe first in the line, whenever you come.
Even when the en alt devre come first, it's notartgmt. The cafeteria guy who is the
responsible one for selling paca, agma, simit, juices, cola, whatever, he woulsigll it

%0 From my interview with Nurettin, 25.09.2011.
11 Erom my interview with gur, 29.09.2011.
182 Erom my interview with Nurettin, 25.09.2011.
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to the alt devre. He would wait for you. [...] Thattse rule, you know. That's the
unwritten rule of the Turkish army, you know. Ahd tommanders always say: "Yeah,
this is the rule**®

A disciplinary system that, of course, has muchemaoteresting aspects to it than, recalling
the above quoted saying, the fact that those wldher last to be served in the canteen will
get the tea that has infustte longest. As previously mentioned, the entrg imilitary (as
well as other disciplinary) institution goes hand hand with the abandoning of one’s
individuality; the conscript becomes homogenized atandardized right at the moment
when he sets foot into the military barracks: elbedy becomes, as Pinar Selek’s interviewee
Aydin quite pointedly remarks, “brewed in the sgme’.*%*

Being a soldier among others, the individual perabbrof a sudden “sinks and becomes
untraceable™® This process of ‘de-individualizing’ is accompaniey the almost complete
decomposition of any social hierarchy and its reghaent by a, unknown in this form to the
candidates, knew hierarchy: the hierarchy of thditany unit. While also within other
disciplinary institutions social hierarchies midgitrr, for example in educational institutions
in which the school children’s outer appearance wadl becomes, at least partly,
homogenized through the wearing of a school unifornm sport clubs where hierarchies are
partly (re)defined by the athletes’ performance, iedefinition of one’s own position within
a social group is never as all encompassing asthid case during military service. Ait
devrewho, due to his level of education or his famigckground, has a self-perception as
being of a higher social status than a less-eddcéetdevre will most probably see himself
confronted with situations where he has to obeyeiwdf that person. A situation that is

reflected in the following story Emir told me:

For example there was one guy. When we came tinstrftd the military unit] he was the
en Ust devre and he took us and talked with usamtetwo of his friends. Three, like a
gang. They told us: "There are rules here and yavehto go with the rules.” [...] And he
was saying: "Here your education is not importaie are all equal right now. And even
though we are equal, we came here first. [...] Wegena decide if you wash dishes or
not. We are gonna decide if you clean the floomot. We are the ones who decide
everything." [...] He is a driver of minibus! He islllsdriving, |1 saw him. He is driving
from Baiktas to Maslak, he is a driver of minibus! In civildifhe knows that he cannot...

183 From my interview with Emir, 26.09.2011.

184 [“im selben Topf gebriiht”] Selek (2010), p. 67.

185 “versinkt und unauffindbar wird”] Theleweit, Klau(1986), “Mannerphantasien. Band Il: Mannerkorper

Zur Psychologie des weil3en Terrors”, Frankfurt/M&ohrkamp, p. 9.

44



He's not in the same level with an educated man.But he was like that, you know. You
cannot even talk to him for like 15 minutes. Bui ave to learn to live with them. You
have to learn to live with them because if you tidnése 140 days are not gonna pa5s.

While on the one hand the military is a place thagets the male physique, that works on its
outer appearance by first de-individualizing/homugmg and then ‘masculinizing’ it in the
form of an endless repetition of exercises thak lmoreshape the recruits’ bodies, it at the
same time targets the male psyche. As expressttigystem oflevrevcilikas a primary
example for a mechanism of masculine discipline, riilitary teaches the recruits how to
commonly enact power over those who are — withgiva hierarchical framework — situated
below them, and at the same time to cope with tkatah and physical hardships that go
along with themselves being subjected to ordersrmgifnom above them. The “rationality of
the military irrational” as it is expressed withihe powerful disciplinary mechanism of
devrecilik as humiliating it is from an object’s perspectasgetempting it is from the subject’s
one, results in a “reorganization of the persSAs it annihilates the individual, it creates a
tabula rasa out of which the newly formed ‘man’ rises liképtnoenix out of the ashed®®

The inevitable personality shift that goes alonghwihe gradual rise froralt devreto Ust

devreis expressed in the following statement by Emir:

And when they are pissed off, the alt devre, théywater to the ground, like this. And
they make you clean it. For nothing! For nothindiey're just pissed off for one little
reason, like that they called your name and yown'tibok at them. Just for this reason
they're pissed off and they fuck you! [...] They make clean for 3 hours! But with your
whole devre, with your same term. One did the wrbuog you have to do the cleaning all
together. [...] And after a while, like 2 months, were the st devre. So we got used to it.
You know, that's very weird. And after | went beckivil life, after May 2011, | was also
thinking like: "What kind of people we were in affhyrhat we were like torturing each
other, you know. [...] "You do this, and | will saind | will watch you. I'm not gonna help
you. You will do this, because | did this." Whaickof a human psychology is th&t?

In summary this system of masculine discipline tass iexperienced by the majority of
Turkish men as part of their (mandatory) militagngce can be summarized as a regulatory

practice that (re)constructs masculine identitypdmary three levels:

1% From my interview with Emir, 26.09.2011.
157 [“Reorganisation der Person”] Bréckling (1997)28.
188 See ibid.

189 Erom my interview with Emir, 26.09.2011.
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1.) On the physical level of disciplining, of honemgzing and physically training the

recruits’ bodies towards productive and docile nieddies.

2.) On the mental level of order and obedience,ofdearning how to act under discipline
and how to enact discipline themselves within agiinstitutional setting and an according
hierarchical regime.

3.) On the psychological level of (homosocial) effee binding: the experience of being part
of an exclusively ‘masculine’ institution — an itgtion to which access is denied for
anything considered as ‘effeminate’.

As mentioned before, through the militarist dissguon the ‘real Turk’, that has linked
the institution of military service to a distincbtion of idealized citizenship making it a
moral obligation towards the ‘Turkish nation’ forman to perform his ‘national duty’,
military service has achieved the unquestionaldaistof being a “rite of passage into adult
(heterosexual) masculinity*’® In other words, as a consequence of the aboveyzathl
hegemonic discourse on militarized citizenship. fine legitimizing myth of thasker ulu}
and the according (self-)perception of men resglfrom this discourse boys are not to be
regarded as ‘real men/Turks’ before having goneutin the ‘mental and physical hardships’
of military service.

However, as we have just seen, the fact that mylgarvice serves the function as a ‘rite
of passage’ towards manhood cannot be reducedjtiestion of social attribution. While the
above historically traced legitimizing myth on theker ulusdiscursively establishes and
naturalizes distinct diverging roles of the maléd #me female citizen, inextricably linking the
‘real Turk’ with the asker(soldier) and, hence, being a citizen of male $els as much
military serviceitself as a regulatory practice that (re)constructs thedgr regime as it
defines and forms masculinity. Thus, the in thiss&ction described disciplinary techniques
are as closely linked to the ‘growing-up’ processnf childhood to manhood as it is the
‘myth of the military nation’; the second one beiatyays present in the background,
legitimating those regulatory practices military\see comprises of and the social order they
hold in place. Hence, while this subsection hasided on the various aspects of military
discipline (as masculine discipline) it will be tlaém of the following subsection to put
emphasis on how these various disciplining prasti¢e collaboration with a hegemonic
discourse that defines every Turk/man to been lawna soldier, in detail function to
“socialize boys to men”, i.e. to transform tiehmetcik(“Little Mehmet”, the Turkish

170 Altinay (2004), p. 77.
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equivalent for the American “G.l. Joe” or the Bsfti “Tommy Attkins”) into a grown-up

Mehmet!’*

[1.1.3 From Mehmetcikto Mehmet

My interviewee Nurettin, quite similar to many péop talked to, did not want to join the
army — mainly because he considered military seraiavaste of his lifetime and was at the
same time quite afraid of what to expect. Still,deeided to perform his service as early as

possible. When asked for the reason he said:

| could have postponed it for a while, but at thiade | was interested in a girl who was
going to finish her school in about one and a lyalrs. | didn't want to go. | just made a
plan that | would go to do my military service acoimplete it in about one and a half
years, almost. Then she would finish her schoohecto Istanbul, we would start a family,
be happy. [...] | applied for the military servicedaeise of her. [...] If you go to a girl's

family and tell that you want to marry her theyIveikpect you to have performed your

military service'’?

Although this is gradually changing, or has changeite significantly already especially in
the modern urban parts of Turkey, it seems to ileastommon practice within traditional
families to expect their daughter’s future groonihéwe performed his military service before
they would agree to a marriage. There are varieasans for this: the first one is the rather
pragmatic reason that the family does not wantr thaughter to marry someone who will
then soon be away from his future family for fifteenonths. Moreover, as it is almost
impossible to find a job for anybody who has naffgrened his military service he will, until
he has performed his military service, most propalgt be able to take care of his family’s
financial security:”® And as this is regarded as one of the centraésuf fatherhood — to be
able to secure the family’'s survival, i.e. to pdei the weak and vulnerable
‘womenandchildren’ with food, shelter and, in gelersecurity of their lives — it is
considered inevitable for every man to first flilfls ‘national duty’ before being able to get
married and to start a family. But the fact thalitanly service is to precedsvlilik (marriage)

cannot be reduced to these simple pragmatic reaganabovementioned, it is part of a

"1 See Selek (2010), p. 193.
172 Erom my interview with Nurettin, 25.09.2011.

13 All my interviewees agreed on this fact. As fommple Emir explains: “When you start to searchagob
they are looking at it: ‘Did he complete his mitigaservice? Or did he delay it?’ [...] If you don'd dour
military service in Turkey this question is alwayasing to come into your face.”
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whole hegemonic discourse on normative masculitiigt men are not to be considered
eligible for fatherhood, as the final accomplishofgnanhood, before having completed their
military service. In line with this, almost everyhol spoke to agreed, or was at least aware
of the fact that military service is consideredeatcal stage in becoming a ‘real man’. As my

interviewees Nurettin and Faruk said:

Nurettin: Manhood is considered to consist of 3 things: Yaweho perform your military
service, you have to be circumcised [...] and yowehavget married to be a real man. |
think in Turkish society this is what it takes sadman-"*

Faruk: People in my hometown, like my family, they all M@ay: "Army teaches you

more than any school can. Army teaches men hove ta man.” [...] Like a man who

takes care of his life and the responsibilitiesjochimay be a father soon or, | don't know,
a brother or a husband. These you get to learnhm army. Taking the basic and the
crucial responsibilities that adds up to your maoti6’™

Thus, military service depicts one of the majortables for every ‘childish boy’ to reach the
end of the road towards becoming a ‘real man/Twkbad that begins with the circumcision
and finds its end in marriage and starting a famig in becoming a father. The circumcision
as the first ‘rite of passage’ towards manhoodngedded into a ceremony that Hannah
Rachel Bell describes as the “symbolic severanoen fthe world of mothers [which]
prepare[s] [the boy] for the start of his manhowmarpey”’® In line with this Selek explains:

In the times of going to the Hamam together fomepda, boys were first allowed to bath
with their mothers until, all of a sudden, theircass to women-Hamams was denied.
During this period, usually at the same time witte tcircumcision of the man, whose
difference to the woman thus becomes ‘official’ passes to the other side of the border
and, from now on, constructs his gender identityoagn other men, with or against

them!’’

After this symbolic cut-off from the “world of theother” military service is the next central

174 Erom my interview with Nurettin, 25.09.2011.
5 From my interview with Faruk, 27.09.2011.

176 Bell, Hannah Rachel (1998), “Men’s Business, WoisdBusiness. The Spiritual Role of Gender in the
World’s Oldest Culture”, Vermont: Inner Traditiohternational, p. 29; see also Selek (2010), p. 25.

Y71“In Zeiten gemeinsamer Hamam-Besuche etwa duttemben vorerst zusammen mit ihren Mittern baden,

bis ihnen plétzlich der Zutritt ins Frauen-Hamanrwehrt wurde. In dieser Phase, meist zeitgleich dweit
Beschneidung des Mannes, dessen Unterschied zurdBrait ,offiziell' wird, wechselt er auf die andeBeite
der Grenze und konstruiert nunmehr seine Gescldddbntitat unter seinesgleichen, mit oder gegen
Geschlechtsgenossen.”] Selek (2010), p. 26.
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step to become a part of the ‘national (patriafcfeahily’. In order to accomplish this step
the boy, who at that time has already grown intdefikanli (youngster; literally “crazy-
blooded”), gets for a while separated from his famisurroundings and thrown into the
unknown and strange place of the military barradksough this process of separating young
men from their civil lives the military imposes itgery own hierarchies, norms and
disciplinary practices, as they were described andlyzed in detail above, on the male
subject. At the same time it replaces Mehtmetcik’'s'natural’ family by a new artificial
family, a male society comprising exclusively oflitary personal, where the officers take
over the role of the fathers and the other privatgsstitute the older and younger brothers,
according to the system devrecilik As Ozgur told me: “And for the last three monfok
military service] you're the strongest ones witthia community. And then you can be the big
brother for them.*”® In line with this, in my interview with the retieAlbay (Colonel)
Tahsin Meri¢ he repeatedly stressed the functia@farmy to replace the soldiers’ familiar
social surrounding by the homosocial group of calesa “In the army we are mothers as
well as fathers, brothers, and friend5)”

While the army positions itself as tiMehmetcik'ssurrogate family it lets its military
‘educational program’ comprising of the abovememi range of disciplinary techniques
work on the still childish and, hence, formabléditMehmet with the aim to complement the
(perceived as) only partial education he receivetbrie from his family and the school.
Furthermore, the military as well looks to complétese parts of school and family
education theMehmetcikmissed to receive. A fact that adds up to the widgiread
perception of the military as a primary educatiool for young uneducated men. As Colonel

Meri¢ explained to me:

During my Lieutenancy and First Lieutenancy theszena lot of people who did not know
how to read and write Turkish, how to eat and eliew to use a toilet. We provided
essential education for these people. We taughyymeople how to read and to write. We
taught how to plant a tree. We taught tailoring. Y&eght various professions. In the old
times there existed what we call “Ali schoolfSchools for illiterate people] in the
military. In these schools all the illiterate sads learned how to read and write. Now
there are night schools where education by teact®mwants and officials from the
Ministry of Education is given. Furthermore, we @wircumcise the soldiers thel&.

178 Erom my interview with Ozgirr, 29.09.2011.
79 From my interview with Colonel Tarshin Merig, 11.2012.
1% |bid.
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This (in this case self-)perception of the militégsyas well reflected in the following answers
my interviewee Ekmel and Ozgur gave me when askeditathe function of compulsory

military service:

Ekmel: I mean you don't become a professional soldier. |t.doesn't make so much
sense. [...] The only thing that | can see as a hieisaghat they teach you a bit the culture
and the discipline. [...] And they were telling usras that they had people, for example,
who came to the military who didn't know how to astilet. Usually from the South-
East. And... So it's a bit of a... | mean they alse the military a bit in a way of a, sort of
an education tool in that they put people from veler they come. | mean, ok, most of the
time it's from the eastern regions. But a bit, koow, to learn at least the basics. How to
get yourself cleaned, how to do this and that. ®ink that is interesting probabhj*

Ozgur: | understood actually, when | was in army, that heve so many bad educated
people. And you can understand that the army igtla bit like an educational place for

them as well. [...] They can learn about life, traigj army, cleaning, eating. | can tell
you. They can... Because some of them live in a siall village. They don't know
anything! They don't know how to shave, they dariv how to clean! And army is kind
of a school in Turkey. They can teach them how #énenge their stuff. [...] How they

can be the moderators of their own 2.

By the time theMehmetcikleaves the army he shall be well equipped with basic
knowledge and with all the major characteristicat thonstitute the ‘real man/Turk’ and
future father: a strong ‘masculine’ body that isealo protect both his own and his ‘national
family’, discipline in the sense of the ability dbey and carry out orders without questioning
them (from the ones above him), the skill to eradhority himself (over the ones below
him), love for the (patriarchal) ‘national familgnd its values, and, accordingly, a strong
feeling of “homosocial desiré® adding up to this love.

| think that the last mentioned point, what | imluged above as the disciplinary
mechanism of homosocial control and affective bigddeserves some further attention here
as it is particularly crucial with regards to tme)¢onstruction of masculinity in the context of

military service. Flood for example argues, similarmany other scholars in the field of

181 From my interview with Ekmel, 27.10.2011.
182 From my interview with Ozgir, 29.09.2011.

8 The term “homosocial desire” derives from Eve Swidg's groundbreaking analysis of (male)
homosocialities; see Sedgwick, Eve (1985), “Betwktm: English Literature and Male Homosocial Déesire
New York: Columbia University Press.
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studies on men and masculinities, that homosogialias it is imposed inter alia by the

military — is quite closely linked to masculinity:

“Men’s lives are said to be highly organized byatbns between men. Men’s practice of
gender has been theorized as a homosocial enactrrenhich the performance of
manhood is in front of, and granted by, other m&.”

Hence, the military teaches men how to be a maneagposes them, within a geographically
very limited space, to both attachment as well @stisouous concurrence and comparison
with other men. Within the boundaries of the miltainit these men have the possibility/are
forced to mutually show each other how to act kké&eal man’ while they evaluate the
others’ performances and try themselves to proeg ttwn masculinity under the critical
gaze of their fellow comrades. While everybodyrysny to perform the perfect man/soldier
as it is defined and reproduced in the hegemonilitanist discourse on the ‘real Turk’ the
Mehmetciklerthemselves (re)produce this very discourse anceltlyeconstantly (re)define
normative masculinity within a common performataet. To put it in the words of Butler,
the disciplinary practices military service compascan be summarized as being part of a
“repeated stylization of the body, a set of repgatets within a highly regulatory frame that
congeal over time to produce the appearance ofautss of a natural sort of beint®

But this constant reproduction of masculinity thgbua set of regulatory (disciplinary)
practices does not take place as an independenthamism. Rather it works in mutual
interdependence with the distinction from the ‘uniga the effeminate, which it creates and
(re)produces simultaneously. As Kimmel argues: téfisally and developmentally,
masculinity has been defined as the [...] repudiatibfemininity.”2®

Any thinkable identity is always in the need offéience it can be defined in contrast to.
To phrase this statement in a rhetoric questionw Hould a man ever act like a man without
having an idea about what it means not to act éikenan? Laclau phrases this (general)
interdependence of categories of a constitutiveidetthe following way: “[E]ach element of

the system has an identity only so far as it ifed#int from the others: difference = identity.

184 Flood, Nichael (2008), “Men, Sex, and Homosoghalidow Bonds between Men Shape Their Sexual
Relations with Women"Men and Masculinitiesvol. 10(3), p. 341.

185 Butler (1990), p. 45.

18 Kimmel, Michael S. (1994), “Masculinity as Homoyttia. Fear, Shame and Silence in the Construction of
Gender Identity”, in: Barret, Frank J. / Whitehe&lephen M. (eds.)The Masculinities ReadeCambridge:
Polity, p. 273.
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[...] Given that there is only system as there isaadexclusion, this split or ambivalence is
constitutive to all systemic identity®”

In other words, the reconstruction of masculingyalways in need of a ‘Constitutive
Other’ that serves as an antithetic reference mackanneling it. This ‘Other’ for many
feminist scholars is to be found in the ‘woman’véeg as “the reflector and guarantor of an
apparent masculine subject positidfi® Therefore, “women must become, must ‘be’ [...]
precisely what men are not and, in their very lasiablish the essential function of méf".
Recalling what was said above in the theoretical glthis study, it was primary Connell’s
concept of hegemonic masculinity that interveneck dth the aim to broaden this idea of a
‘Constitutive Other’ by incorporating as well vau® subordinated types of masculinity into
it. In her bookMasculinitiesConnell distinguishes four different categoriesmadsculinity:
Hegemonic as the idealized form of masculinityjrafative masculinity as it is enacted by
the majority of men while they try to achieve hegam masculinity, following and thereby
reproducing its normative power; marginalized mésity, for example in the form of ethnic
or religious minorities as well as people with eertdisabilities who can by definition not
enact hegemonic masculinity; and lastly subordohat@sculinities — men that are perceived
as unmanly, as effeminate, as quasi-female, catiatit together with women the primary
‘Other’ for the reconstruction of hegemonic masaityi “Women and gay men become the
‘other’ against which heterosexual men projectrtiuntities.

| argue that in the context of military serviceTiarkey the exemption process of gay men
from military service plays a crucial role for theconstruction of hegemonic masculinity. If
military service is a ‘rite of passage’ towards mmaod it essentially depends on the
distinction of the ‘unmanly’. Within this given fn@ework, it is the authority of the military
doctors to undertake the essential distinction betwthose who are ‘fit' to embark on their
journey towards manhood and those who are ‘rottes’,useless as potential protectors of
their ‘national family’. This exemption process qammses again a range of interesting

regulatory practices discursively shaping masculohentity. Most importantly, it is the

187 Laclau, Ernesto (1996), “Emancipations”, Londoersb, p. 38.
188 Butler (1990), p. 61.

189 |pid.

190 Kimmel (1994), p. 280.
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military doctors’ “medical gaze” during the examioa procedures that, in close
interdependence with the performative acts endayethe according conscripts themselves,
expresses and reproduces a distinoilitarized medical discourseon the ‘real

homosexual/rotten man®!

191 See Biricik (2006).
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[1.2 GETTING EXEMPTED, OR: HOW TO BECOME A ‘ROTTEN PERSON

Anyone who fails to perform his military serviceoisno use to

himself, his family or his country.

- Milli Givenlik Bilgisi-*2

[1.2.1 The Exemption Process

As Turkey still does not acknowledge conscientialgection by any means, the only
possible way to get exempted from mandatory copten without having to fear any kind
of legal persecution is to have one’s mental orspta unfitness attested to during the
military medical check-up. If, after having undengathe according health examinations, the
military doctors come to the conclusion that a ¢daie is mentally or physically ineligible to
perform military service, the person is then issthedinfamousCurik Raporuwstating (and at
the same time serving as a proof for) his unfitrtesperform military service. In order to
receive this ‘ineligibility certificate’ the accardy conscript first has to go through the same
major steps as any other recruit. If during the icedcheck-up either the person himself
declares or the doctor recognizes any grave pHysicaental problems which question his
eligibility to perform military service he is thersually sent to the according military hospital
department for further medical examinations. Myeiatewee Onur, who aimed to avoid
military service by any means and finally managedgét exempted because of a spine
problem, describes his exemption process the faligway (he at this point actually just
went to the military department as he wanted tedefs service for another two years after

having finished his undergraduate):

When | went to local military office in Beykoz, ehhivas a town, a district, | used to live
in Istanbul, they said: "Well, you want to postpahebut we have to take you to the
military health check. So, if you have any healtbbfems, you have to tell them." And |
have a lot of problems. | mean, not serious ones,small ones. So | made a list. |
brought it to the paper just telling everything,uyknow, so maybe they'll give me the
Curuk Raporu, the Rotten Report. | would like to @eotten person. [...] | wrote

everything and then, when | went to the militargltie check, they said: "Well you're

writing this, but we have to send you to the nijitaospital for the check." [...] And when
| went there | had to spend one month! | had te tagliday from my work because | had

192 Quoted in Altinay (2004).
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to be there every day! They had so much bureaucnaey there! They asked to take a
paper from there and then take it back to someraiffece and it always took like one day
just because of the cue. [.Sp... | managed to get my health report from thexeause |
have a problem in my sping

Quite similar works the exemption procedure fors#ownvho ‘suffer’ from a so called
‘psychosexual disorder’. However, some rather uaumethods are applied here in order to
prove and at the same time measure the extenteofitkness’. In case the doctor at the
medical check-up suspects the recruit to suffemfia psychosexual disorder or the recruit
declares himself that he does not want or doedasbteligible to perform military service
due to his sexual or gender orientation he is fissastep sent to the military psychiatry
department to consult one of the psychologically®ychiatrically trained military doctors.

The further procedure then depends on three meiarfa

1.) The person’s performance, i.e. how well theliappt manages to convince the military

doctors of the extent of the ‘disorder’.

2.) The actual state of the military health regofat®

3.) The according military hospital the privateitdgsas the usual procedures seem to differ

strongly between various military hospitafs.

Quite apparently, the option to get exempted bexatia ‘psychosexual disorder’ goes along
with some difficulties from the military’s point ofiew. The first question that immediately
arises in this context is: How can someone progehlomosexuality? This question at the
same time hints at a risk the military is very hike face, namely that people just claim they
are homosexual in order to avoid to get inducteatréspondingly, military authorities have
shown quite an impressive creativity when it cortieshe question of how to be sure that

someone is not only a bit (or even not at all), batually ‘diseased’, i.e. ‘extremely

193 From my interview with Onur, 26.09.2011.
194Which, according to Bricik (2006, p. 46), is suljeo regular changes.

19 Many people | talked to about the issue agreethanfact. It seems like especially in the urbantees of
Turkey, i.e. in Istanbul, Izmir, and Ankara the emmation procedure comprises (at least nowadays) le
harassment than it is the case in the more ruealsaBut as there do not exist any publicly acbéssitatistics
on the issue, it is by now impossible to make datesnent about this based on empirical evidence.
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homosexual® The according further examination methods militdogtors have come up

with so far to diagnose and measure someone’s hexmabty includé®”:

a)

b)

d)

Personality Tests
The conscript may be asked to perform various peidgy tests, most commonly
the MMPI, and the HTP-Test?

Photos or videos taken during sexual intercourse

The practice that probably contributed more thagthang else to the rise in
popularity of the ‘rotten report’ issue: asking tlkenscripts to provide film
footage or photographs taken during sexual intesmurhese have to display the
conscript in the “passive/receiving” (anoreceptiy®sition during anal sexual
intercourse with another man. Both the conscrifsisé and anus must be clearly

visible on the picture.

Photos or videos taken while wearing women clothgsiblic places

As the Turkish military has received increasinglyadb press for the
aforementioned practice to ask for pictures takerngd sexual intercourse some
conscripts get now asked instead to prove homosigxiiy providing pictures

displaying them in women dresses worn in publicgsa

The ‘relative/forced come-out proof’
A further (rather new) practice that is used indteaib) is to ask the conscript to
bring a close relative (father/mother, brotherésisto the military hospital who

then has to testify the conscript’'s homosexuality.

19 See Biricik (2006).

197 See ibid., pp. 46-49; Baran (2007); see also Biricik, Alp (2009), “Rottegport and reconstructing
hegemonic masculinity in Turkey”, in: Cinar, Ozgheval / Usterci, Cgkun, Conscientious Objection.
Resisting Militarized Society.ondon/New York: Zed Books, p. 113; Zalewski, tPi(2010), “Do Ask, Must
Tell. Turkey’s military doesn't just discriminatgainst gays, it humiliates themForeign Policy 04.12.2010,
http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/12/03/dmsk _must_tell, [28.05.2012].

1% The MMPI is a standardized psychological persoyadist comprising of a set of 566 questions; dutime
HTP-Test on the other hand the candidate is askddatwv a house, a tree and a person, and thersteeaa set
of questions concerning the picture.
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e) Rectal Examination
This medical examination method is based on theefbé¢hat repeated anal
intercourse would leave to a gradual deformatiothefanus’ muscles in the sense
that the person loses the ability to contract thétance, in order to examine
whether the applicant regularly practices analratterse (as the ‘passive’ part) a
military doctor would insert his finger into the @igants anus and ask him to

‘squeeze’.

f) Hospital Stay
The conscript may be asked to stay for a periodiptto a few weeks in the
military psychiatric department under close obsgowaof the military doctors.
This measure is usually imposed in those casesendn@tear decision could not

be reached, even after the application of variauhé&r examination procedures.

Yagmur, a transsexual who received Reirtik Raporun Istanbul, describes her examination

procedure the following way:

When | went to GATA beneath the psychiatry buildirege were lots of people who were
gays, who were transsexuals, or who had mentardiss, like murderers, or like... Any

kind of people! Who cut themselves or who... Sphiamia, suicides. We were just

altogether in the same place. We were waiting lierdoctor there. Then, one by one, you
see the doctor. Then they give you an appointneerthé next week. In that appointment
they make a test with you, the Minnesota Persondist [MMPI]. 560 questions. The

answers are only ‘yes’ or ‘no’ questions. Questi@ans just always the same rephrased.
[...] For example: Do you like men? Do you believeyiu7*°

In addition to the MMPI Ygmur was as well asked to do the HPT-Test. Afterirwv
completed both tests she got an appointment farthdr interview in which she had to go
through a further round of questiopssed to her by a group of military doctors. Irast Istep
she had to come back for a final rendezvous witbramittee of high ranked military doctors

who then announcetie outcome of the whole process gifaur:

| went back there [to GATA], all the doctors werttirsg in front of me and | came inside.
The doctors started to ask me questions: "Do yasslalways like this?" "Sometimes a
bit more décolleté", | said. "What is your jobMey said. "I make tattoos", | said. Then:

199 Erom my Interview with Yamur, 23.09.2011.
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"What do you think about the military?" | said: "tdng.” The Doctor said: "There must
be something.” | said: "A place full of men." HedsdDo you see your parents?” | said:
"No." Normally | see them, but when | say: "Ye®] dsee them", then they want me to
bring one of them [the ‘relative/forced come-oub@i] and the process gets longer and
longer. | said: "No". After that it was over andjbt another appointment. [...] There are
now fifteen or more doctors with a higher statusha military hierarchy. So they said to
me: "You are sick so you won't make your militagyvice." Then they gave me a
document confirming this. Then you have to také dbaument to the Golden Horn place
[Yagmur's draft office], today | did that. | broughtéhdocument there, there were many
other documents they had. They signed it and wiiod¢ they don't reject the final
diagnosis as a psychosexual disorder: "In the timmEsvar and peace, you cannot do
military service." And | agreed as well and it waeer, finished®

Yagmur was lucky enough that her exemption processratagr short and she got through it
without much hassle although, of course, also seeegwed the whole procedure as
“humiliating”.***

Gurkan on the other hand, who received his CurtGgoRain 1999 in Izmir, had to go
through an even more humiliating process. Afteritgncompleted both the MMPI and the
HPT-Test he was asked by the doctor to provideopaltmaterialwithin one week proving

his homosexuality. Gurkan said:

With the picture it was a bit difficult. The facadhto be recognizable as well as the penis
and the ass. To put all this into a square was tacbmplicated. Twice | got cramps
because of the positioh..] | also got humiliated at the selection, befdhey announce it
[the final diagnosis]. There are about 12 militapgople, big ones, with uniforms and
everything. [...] They all looked one by one at tieypes and | had to bring ten pictures,
ten different positions there. This is the diffigwdf course, but | managed to do it. And at
every single picture they looked and compared thwie. | was standing in the middle.
And then they asked me questions. For example wgushions | like and if | use this
position they see regularly. Questions like tHfat.

In those cases where the military doctors canraathre decision, i.e. where the extent of the
applicant’s ‘disorder’ is not as all encompassisgt@ make him apparently ineligible for
military service the final diagnosis can be posgmbfor a year. This means that the conscript

gets temporarily exempted for a year after whicth&g to come back to the military hospital

200 pid.
2% Ipid.
292 From my Interview with Giirkan, 13.06.2011.
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to undergo the same procedure again. In an aditléhe issue that appeared in 2010 in the

US magaziné-oreign Policyit says:

But even if authorities don't demand photographs,drocess can be harrowing. V., in his
early 30s, had to spend weeks at four military pgtdc hospitals before he could gain
an exemption - this, over the space of three yédisthe first hospital, despite the fact |
told them | was gay, | was declared eligible forvgze,” he told me at an Istanbul bar. "At
the second, | was declared ineligible. At the thilek psychiatrist in charge acknowledged
| was gay, but 'not effeminate enough' to receivanaligibility report. Still, to help me
out, he gave me a report that said | was neurofihé fourth hospital was the worst. "
stayed there for almost two weeks straight, witlamyt possibility of leaving," says V. One
of the doctors, a surgeon, decided to subject \a tectal examination. "The guy put his
finger in my ass to check for any deformationsyssd. "'Ooh, it's very tight," he joked.
"You'll be a very good soldier." His finger wadlstiside." It was only after the military
doctors requested testimony from a family membeis-sister confirmed that he had been
a homosexual as long as she could remember - thah¥ released and declared unfit for

service?®®

According to the information gathered during myldigesearch the practices to ask the
conscript to prove for pictures taken during aneptiwe intercourse as well as the practice to
conduct a rectal examination have become muchctassnon during recent years, so that by
now they gradually seem to get replaced by whanhed above the ‘relative/ forced come-
out proof and, secondly, by asking for picturepideng the person wearing women clothes
in public space8® The major reason for this change is, most probablye found in the
immense rise in media (and slowly also academtenabnthe whole issue has experienced
during the last approximately ten years. After thgue got picked up by various media
outlets from Turkey as well as from abroad, intea By the popular German magaziber
Spiegelin its article “Pornos fiir den Gener&® (Porn for the General), the topic finally even
made its way on the agenda of Turkey's associgirogess with the EU. As the European

Commissior‘Progress Report” from 2011 critically states:

The Turkish armed forces have still a health regatawhich defines homosexuality as a
‘psychosexual’ illness and declares homosexuals fonfmilitary service. Conscripts who

203 7alewski (2010).

24 see my Interview with Ozgir, 29.09.2011, and mierview with Professor Kigad Kahramangu,
28.09.2011.

25 popp, Maximilian (2010), “Pornos fir den General’DER SPIEGEL 44/2010,
http://www.spiegel.de/spiegel/0,1518,726903,00.428105.2012].
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declare their homosexuality have to provide phoapiic proof. Some have had to
undergo humiliating medical examinatioffs.

However, | argue that this change in practice soh&s not had any major impact on the
general discourse it expresses (although, of coutsmakes quite a difference for the
applicants themselves what kind of humiliating gaures they have to go through). What
for our undertaking seems to be most crucial harepint to which | will now turn the
attention to in the following subsection, is thechianged authority — on the basis of the
abovementioned health regulation which defines rsmxality as a ‘psychosexual disorder’
— of the military doctors to draw the line betwebe ‘fit'" and the ‘rotten’ and thereby, to
bring my central hypothesis back into play, to grefluce a distinct militarized medical
discourse on the ‘homosexual body’ — a concept thmts its primary function as a
‘Constitutive Otherfor the construction of hegemonic masculinity. Todowing subsection

will now set the focus on this authority of the itaity doctors and their “medical gaze”.

[1.2.2 The Authority of the Military Doctors

The unholy authority to draw the demarcation le#ween the ‘fit" and the ‘rottentp define
who is to be considered as a ‘rotten person’ aodpraingly, ineligible to perform military
service, lies exclusively in the hands of thos@oesible for the medical examinations of the
conscripts’ ‘fitness’: the military doctor#.is up to their decision to, within a given legaild
‘scientific’ framework, distinguish between the owbo is to be seen as ‘healthy’ enough to
become a defender of the ‘national family’ andwemenandchildren’ and the one who is to
be expelled as an inferior second-class citizeémpteen’ man®®’ | argue that the exemption
process, thus, can be described as a distinct pavesvledge relation as it applies the
‘scientific knowledge’ that is incorporated withine medical doctors’ “medical gaze” on the
conscripts’ bodies and attributes them to a rarfgmexdical categories. In other words, the

discursive production of the ‘homosexual body'riextricably linked to this institutionalized

206 COM (2011), “Turkey 2011 Progress Report”, Brusge.10.2011, SEC(2011) 12101 final, p. 36.

270r, as Girkan in Ulrike Bohnisch’s documentary #@iiRaporu — The Pink Report* states, in the cdse o
being a homosexual one even gets downgraded toira ‘tlass man”; “It is also not so easy to sajym‘hot
going to the military because I'm gay.” Then yoe aot first class, but second class man — or evied tlass
man. Because when you're gay, you are second elagways, and when you then also can't go to the
military... It can be that, perhaps there even exstlird class man” [“Es ist auch nicht so einfachsagen:
“Weil ich schwul bin, gehe ich nicht ins MilitarDann ist man nicht erste Klasse, sondern zweiteg@dviann

- oder dritte Klasse Mann. Weil man schwul ist, m#st sowieso zweite Klasse und wenn man auch msht
Militéar war, kann ja sein, dass ne dritte Klassenklailt.”].
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“gaze” of the military doctors. And it begins rigimt the moment when the conscripts show

up at the first medical examination. A procedurerascribes as follows:

We came into a room, like 50 people. We're gettiaked. But, we had our boxers, you
know. Just our boxers. They look at us, they |dokua tattoos. If we had tattoos they
wrote it on a paper. | had one, so they wrote teyf look at our heartbeat, eye, ear. [...]
So, | passed this exam. There isn't any probleim mé*®®

What Emir pointedly terms as an “exam” here, theliced examination procedures that the
conscription process comprises of, is in the eyeth® individual conscript a consecutive
serious of tests of the proper functioning of lmgale) body. In this situation the conscripts
are not only exposed to the doctors’ “medical gdnd’at the same time to the critical views
of their fellow conscripts. Thus, the medical exaation is a moment where the conscripts
get forced into a mechanism of masculine concugemkile their bodies get compared to

each other by both the doctors as well as themseAsAhlback argues:

Yet hardly anywhere else [is] such a systematierémation and corporeal comparison of
young men’s bodies made, accompanied by a catej@acting strongly associated with

masculine pride or shame over one’s own body. Tysipal examination at the call-up

often stands out in the memories of military servés a kind of test of manhood and
appears to have left behind strong images in meffdry

Since it depends on the conscripts’ performancenduhe “exam” if he will be allowed to

enter the ‘rite of passage’ towards manhood thé&aryl medical check-up at the same time

has to be viewed upon as an “examination of oneisaulinity”?*° as a first obstacla man

has to take on the way of becoming a ‘real nfdhAccordingly, many draftees fear to fail

the “exam” as this statement given by one of P8&ek’s interviewees shows:

When | went to the medical examinations | had maisl with my weight. With my weight!
At that time | just weighed around 49 kilogramghaugh apart from that | was perfectly
healthy they did not let me join the army. [...] “Buant to go to the army”, | said. They
sent me to a hospital. After | got examined théhey came to the conclusion: “Is

28 From my Interview with Emir, 26.09.2011.

209 Ahlback, Anders (2010), “Soldiering and the Makisfgrinnish Manhood. Conscription and Masculinity i
Interwar Finland, 1918-1939”, Doctoral Thesis sutbedito Abo Akademi University, Abo, p. 235.

20 “Untersuchung der eigenen Méannlichkeit”] SeleR1R), p. 42.

21 bid., p. 40.
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eligible”. You should have seen me, how happy I'wag All of my friends went to the
army and | should not be allowed to do s9°..

Within the medical examination the conscripts afposed to the situation that the military
doctors — as they apply their ‘medical’ knowledgetbe candidates’ bodies — evaluate their
fitness to perform military service, constitutinigtke same time an evaluation of their fitness
to be/become a man. Within this examination procedhe military doctors’ authority is
expressed in their power to assign the conscripgsrange of ‘scientific’ categories based on
their knowledge. Thus, the examination is to berdgd as, to say it with Foucault, “a whole
mechanism that link[s] to a certain type of thariation of knowledge a certain form of the
exercise of power®*®Recalling the above introduced definition of povesr a productive
force the examination procedures are to be viewgonuas a primary source for the
production of varying types of male bodies. Durthg medical examination the ‘scientific’
knowledge of the military doctors enters into alalyme with the conscripts’ bodies,
reproducing both knowledge and, thereby, ‘trutrow@ithese various types of ‘rotten’ or ‘fit’
bodies. Following Foucault a bit further this medahat the primary importance of the
military medical examination is its function torisform the person into an individual “case”.
A case whose features and (dis)abilities becomesuned and valued and, according to a
distinct “comparative systemthe case then becomes allocate@ diachronically fixed, but

historically changeable set of categories of thadw body (and mind). Foucault:

The case [...]Js the individual as he may be described, judgeshsured, compared with
others, in his very individuality; and it is alsbet individual who has to be trained or
corrected, classified, normalized, excluded,’&tc.

It is the military doctors’ mission/authority asethexaminer’ at this point that, during the
whole process from the first standardized medibatk-up over the psychological tests until
the final questioning round in front of the miligadoctor's committee, to measure the level of
(masculine) ‘fitness’ of the candidates, i.e. t@ide who is to be categorized how. In other

words, while every individual is transformed intacase in the moment of the entry to the

#2“Als ich zur Musterung ging, hatte ich Problemét meinem Gewicht. Mit meinem Gewicht! Ich habe

damals so um die 49 Kilo gewogen. Obwohl ich ansan&erngesund war, haben sie mich nicht zur Armee
gelassen. [...] ‘Ich will aber zur Arme gehen’, habk gesagt. Sie haben mich in ein Krankenhaus dgedch
Nachdem man mich dort untersucht hatte, befand figtrtauglich’. Du hattest sehen sollen, wie icicimda

gefreut habe! [...] Alle meine Freunde gingen ja&ume und ich sollte das nicht diirfen...”] Ibid.
23 Foucault (1977), p. 187.
4 bid., p. 191.
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examination procedure the authority of the militalgctors is to produce the ‘truth’ about
them.

However, there is a difference between the prodonotf medical and psychiatric ‘truth’
as “medicine certainly has a much more solid sifierarmature than psychiatry™> While
the fact that someone is declared ineligible agXxeweeds (or deceeds) the upper (or lower)
body-mass-index limitations, as they are laid dawthe military’s health regulation, is not
up to interpretation in any way. While this, of cee, does not change the fact that someone
gets assigned to the category ‘unfit’, i.e. becoulissursively categorized as a ‘rotten body’,
it still expresses a very different power-knowledglation as it is the case for the more tricky
mental ‘diseases’. Still, to deal just a bit longeth the question of ‘physical disorders’, also
these seemingly fixed categories are not to beagempon as unchangeable or impossible to
manipulate. For example, the Turkish military’s noatl experts just recently decided to
change the health regulation in order to deal wita problem of people cutting their
forefinger in order to avoid induction — a probl#mat occurred mainly in the eastern regions
of Turkey where the number of Kurdish people, wharenoften seem to reject the idea of
serving in the Turkish military, is particularlydgh. As Colonel Meri¢ explains:

The health directive is prepared by the expertdhenmilitary hospitals. Let's say | have a
crippled arm. Then the Internal Medicine Departméas the right to issue the Curik
Raporu with the approval of the whole [military doxs] committee. In the past, in the
eastern parts of Turkey, some people were cuttifhtheir forefinger, the trigger finger, in
order to receive the Curuk Raporu. Lately, this bagn regulated by a new law. People
who don’t have a forefinger are not accepted asidpalisabled. So these people are then
performing their military service at the offi¢&,

A further way for people who reject the idea of dmaing forcefully incorporated into the
erkekliklaboratuari is to get exempted from military service by excegdithe
abovementioned body-mass-index limitations. In inérview-based bookMehmets Buch.
Turkische Soldaten berichten Gber ihren Kampf gdgedische GuerillagMehmet’s Book.
Turkish Soldiers tell about their Fight against #ish Guerilla) journalist Nadire Mater

presents one of these cases:

25 Foucault, Michel (1980), “Truth and Power”, in:,iffower/KnowledgeEssex: Harvester, p. 109.

2% From my interview with Colonel Tahsin Meri¢, 11.2012; the problem of people cutting their foreénds
also addressed in a campaigning video producedrbgng others, the Turkey-based human rights orgtoiz
IHD (/nsan Haklari Derngi / Human Rights Association), séelD et al. (2011), “Vicdani Ret — Kendine
Bozma, Sistemi Boz!” http://www.youtube.com/watch®7PDVp4R7DM [28.05.2012].
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‘| get a certificate that I'm not eligible and thérdon’t have to go to the military’, | told

myself. [...] But how could | manage it? | found tibse laws and regulation that are
connected to military service and started to reaeht line per line. According to the law |
needed to have some kind of flaw in order not to[gd At a height of 1,72m and a
weight of 45kg you could get a certificate that yoe ineligible. [...] This, of course, was
not easy. | didn't touch any bread, rice, pastastpg just nothing. | only ate fruits and the
broth of the food | was given. Without bread arwbri lost weight until 46kg. After | had
talked openly to the doctor [he] finally [...] wroté5’ although it was 46kg. In Giulhane
they gave me a certificate that I'm not eligibté.

While these extreme cases of self-mutilation farttefexpress the power of “body politics”
the military is able to exercise over the humanyb@dhile at the same time standing
exemplary for the willpower of people who rejecdamence, try to resist the hegemonic
militarist discourse on masculinity) they consttuather rare exceptions. On the other hand
it is problem that is both more common and moréatift to handle for the military doctors
to find out the ‘truth’ about those who claim tdfeu from a ‘psychosexual disorder’. Quite
apparently, the possibility exists that even adftserious of examinations some doubts remain
whether the candidate is really ‘extremely’ homas#or perhaps just ‘on the edge’ — so that
he could still perform his service as long as hiegihis ‘sickness’ — or even a ‘normal’ guy
who is just pretending. Obviously a well-foundedrfas the following considerations by my

interviewee Onur indicate:

When | was there [in the military hospital], whefirst went there, | thought of acting a
bisexual. At first | thought of acting a gay, blaén | found acting bisexual is closer to me,
you know. I'm not a gay, but I'm a heterosexual laiséxual is something in the middle so
maybe | can act like that?

The aim to expel ‘disordered’ masculinity from #ndekliklaboratuariin order to secure the
proper growing of theMehmetciklerinto ‘real men/soldiers/Turks’ causes a dilemma —

namely the inevitable necessity to ensure whetbieresne is ‘really’ disorderedly gay. So in

Z71“|ch kriege ein Attest, dass ich nicht tauglibin, und dann muss ich nicht zum Militar’, setaté imir in

den Kopf. [...] Wie konnte ich das nur anstellenR fand die ganzen gesetzte und Regelungen, dieenit
Militardienst zusammenhangen, und fing an, sieeZéiir Zeile durchzugehen. Vor dem Gesetz musste ich
irgendeinen Makel haben, damit ich nicht hin musiste] Bei einer Grof3e von 1,72m und einem Gewiatr v
45kg konnte man ja ein Attest kriegen, dass maaugtich sei. [...] Das war natdrlich nicht leichthlclihrte
kein Brot an, keirPilav, keine Nudeln, kein Gebéack, einfach nichts. IcmaR Obst und l6ffelt die Briihe des
Essens, das man mir gab. Ohne Brot und Pilav saik @ewicht auf 46kg. Nachdem ich offen mit demtArz
geredet hatte schrieb [...] ‘45, obwohl es 46kg warkh Gulhane gab man mir ein Attest, dass ich tnich
tauglich sei”] Mater (2001), pp. 49-51.

218 From my interview with Onur, 26.09.2011.
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order to remove any doubts the military doctorsehas mentioned before, the authority to
force the conscript to spend up to a few weekshm military psychiatry for intense
psychiatric observation. Together with the ‘knovgedabout homosexuals that is gathered
during the further examination procedures (thet fasnsultation with the psychiatrist, the
various psychological tests, the pictures and ‘wedtdexaminations on the candidate’s body)
this process of confining the conscripts into thHeariopticum” of the military medical
psychiatry is a final crucial step within the preseof the military’s “body politics”. Under
the military doctors’ “authoritative gaze” the canigts, knowing the “rules of the game”, i.e.
being equipped with the knowledge about the militdoctors’ ‘scientific’ categories, are
expected to act the ‘real homosexual’. Hence, tmoraing candidates look to “regulate

[their] bodies in the knowledge and presence ofilthoritative gaze®

% In other words, the
knowledge/truth about the fit' (male) and, in pautar, about the ‘rotten’ (unmanly) body
that is (re)produced within the whole examinatioogedures under the “medical gaze” of the
military doctors is part of a communication processwveen the gazed at candidate and the
gazing doctors. The following (final) subsectionllwiow set the focus on this process of
“patriarchal bargaining” and its consequences lfi@r discursive construction of hegemonic

masculinity and, in mutual interdependence, thereiiiate/homosexual ‘rotten body’.

11.2.3 Hegemonic Masculinity, Effeminacy, and the Rotten Body’

The question whether a candidate is ineligible rfolitary service due to a ‘psychosexual
disorder’ is not a question of the person’s sexwuigntation. Rather the diagnosis depends on
the capability of the conscript to perform the fexte’, i.e. the ‘diseased’ homosex{@l.As
Bricik argues: “A patriarchal bargain is taking @aat the military hospitals and individuals
have devised certain strategies in order to ob#ameport and deal with these ‘medical’
methods reminiscent of the early nineteenth certtfiyWhat Biricik calls a “patriarchal
bargain”, drawing on a theoretical concept fromifést scholar Deniz Kandiyoti, refers to a
range of strategies women (read also: subordinated) have developed in order to
“maximize security and optimize life options [...] the face of oppressiof®?In our case
this means that the applicants, in order not targkicted into therkekliklaboratuariwhere

29 \Whitehead, Stephen M. (2002), “Men and Mascubsiti Cambridge: Polity, p. 195.

220 5ee Bricik (2006).

221 Biricik (2009), p. 112,

222 Kandiyoti , Deniz (1988), “Bargaining with Patridwy”, Gender and Society/ol. 2(3), p. 274.
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they either have to hide their gender identity/stxarientation or are very likely to be
exposed to discrimination, homophobia, and in sa@&ses also physical violence, try to
adjust to the scurrile image of the ‘extreme homaoaé as it is reflected in the militarist
discourse on the ‘homosexual body’. The accordmgscripts bargain with patriarchy in the
sense that they, while performing ‘the homosexwaiiee to a humiliating procedure within
which they get socially stigmatized as ‘rotten’ s-saffering from a ‘psychosexual disease’
that is “apparent in their whole life” — in ordes avoid to be exposed to the military’s
concentrated and, for them, discriminatory mechmanisf masculine discipline. The

perception of homosexuality that is discursivelg)¢onstructed within the doctors’ “straight
mind[s]"?* during this bargaining process is reflected inftilowing answer Ygmur gave

me, when asked why she managed to get exempteduwitiuch hassle:

Because | was there physically like a woman. They e and they said immediately:
"Yes, you can't do the military service." But | wneome other friends, they are more
masculine than me, and they wanted from them aesssed photos taken in public
places. And even if they brought those picturesy ffostponed their process for one year
and then they had to go again. If you are that keideminine like me, even if | begged
them "take me to the military!" they won't let mébecause of my physical appearafice.

In my interview with university professor and humiaghts activist Kigad Kahramangiu
(who also used to be the general director of ILGween 1999 and 2006 and is one of the
leading experts on LGBT related questions in Tuykeyexplained the underlying concept of

gayness the following way:

Because, you see, the Turkish mentality you habe tbottom" to actually be considered
homosexual. If you're the "top" that doesn't maie gay. [...] The gay in the mentality of
these people doesn't mean a person who preferavi® $ex with his own sex, but it means
that the person who is actually effemin#te.

Hence, within the framework of this hegemonic disse on homosexuality gayness is not to
be seen as having anything to do with a sexuahditbn of men towards men, but is a
projection surface for everything expelled from thermative concept of hegemonic

masculinity. As much as the ‘real man’ shall be ipped with all characteristics of

22 \ittig, Monique (1992), “The Straight Mind”, indi, “The Straight Mind and Other Essays”, Hertfdrids:
Harvester Wheatsheaf.

224 From my Interview with Yamur, 23.09.2011.
225 From my interview with Professor Kgard Kahramanglu, 28.09.2011.
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masculinity, the caricatural concept of the ‘real/’g the ‘disordered’ gay, comprises all the
features that are associated with femininity: pagsiemotionality, both physical and mental
weakness (read also: irrationality) etc. Underrthitary doctors’ “medical gaze” even their
outer appearance needs to resemble ‘female featOmgir:

Now my friend, I'm telling you his story: He wadrig with his partner for almost seven
or eight years. And when he was like thirty he wdrib take this report [Clrik Raporu].
[...] And his sister went to the army hospital witmhAnd she approved the situation [the
‘relative/forced come-out proof’]. But after thdtdy were asking questions like: "Why you
don't shave your legs, why you don't shave youy Bt

As it is expressed very obviously in the fact tivatorder to get exempted the according
candidates get asked for pictures showing themimgavomen clothes in public or during

anoreceptive anal intercourse, the image of thal ‘gay’ as it is discursively reproduced
during the military medical examination is in réalian image of the ‘disorderedly

effeminate’ man. As most of the candidates are asvgre of the “rules of the game”, they
try their best to perform accordingly. Beginningwihe psychological test they adopt to the
scurrile image of the ‘real gay’. Gurkan:

| had to draw a picture, a house. | had forty-fiménutes, so | used all the colors | had. It
was a colorful picture. A shame that | didn’t get ihad put it on my wall. A gay picture. |

also had to answer 300 questions. A test. And ofseoit included some very irritating

and strange questions. But | also had a lot of duning that time. | should for example
mark with a cross which singer, female singer, ulddmagine to be my idol. There were
also some names mentioned: Ajda Pekkan, Sezen Bik&h,Sayin. | had to choose one
and | had to think: “If | was a woman then | wouddoose exactly this oné?

This process of performing the ‘real gay’ is nalueed to the attempt to adapt to/fit into the
military medical discourse through an accordingigrenance during the psychological tests,
but extends to a remodeling of the conscripts’ esdvith the aim to ‘feminize’ them.
Gurkan: “I had earrings in both ears. At that tihveas wearing extra big earrings because |
thought the picture has to fit?® In line with Butler's arguments on gender as ati#pn of

performative acts, one can argue here that the iegtion procedures constitute a regulatory

226 Erom my interview with Ozgiir, 29.09.2011 (his fiefinally did not manage to receive t@érik Raporu
and had to go to the military).

227 From my interview with Giirkan, 13.06.2011.
228 |pid.
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practice that discursively/performatively consteuttte ‘fit’ and, as a ‘Constitutive Other’, the
‘rotten’ within the framework of the “heterosexuahtrix”. Beginning with the statement “I
am gay” at the first standardized military medichkck-up over the repeated consultation
with military psychiatrists to the final diagnosigou have a psychosexual disorder” the
whole examination/exemption procedure consistgpeésh acts inscribing a distinct identity
into the “cased” conscripts. During this processeéms like even the candidates themselves
can feel the power of the hegemonic discourse ittsaribes the stigma ‘rotten’ onto their
body. Yagmur: “In this process | felt that they made me féké a sick person. Like
psychologically they made me feel sick! They madefee! like that!**

Before attending the military medical examinatibode conscripts who consider getting
the CUrik Raporuevaluate their chances to perform the effeminagal ‘gay’. Accordingly,
those men | talked to who did not chose to go fes pption, although they described
themselves as ‘gay’, did so inter alia because theéyot feel be able to enact a convincing

performance and, therefore, decided to hide tiesiual orientation. As Faruk said:

As far as | know the process is like they haveeleve that you're that way. And | could
do nothing to make them believe. | couldn't welee flamboyantly dress. Or the videos,
pictures, this stuff they are allegedly askingphd know?°

Hence, within the matrix of the hegemonic militadgscourse on homosexuality the question
who is homosexual or not is not be answered bygdmscripts themselves, but it is within the
hands of the military doctors to categorize whdaisd what is) homosexuality and thereby
produce the ‘real homosexuals’. As Butler argueshan analysis of the US military’s
approach vis-a-vis homosexuality: “A homosexuabime whose definition is to be left to
others, one who is denied the act of self-definitiaith respect to his or her sexuality, one
whose self-denial is a prerequisite for militarpsee. "%

Similar to most state institutions the military as place that has been and remains

dominated by men and, at the same time, constitatggimary organization in which

229 From my interview with Yamur, 23.09.2011.

20 Erom my interview with Faruk, 27.09.2011; there,af course, further reasons not to try to getrgoted on
the basis of a ‘psychosexual disorder’: Fear ofaa@xclusion, including the impossibility to firaljob, fear of
violence from their surroundings (family, neighbatg.), or the rejection to get stigmatized as dpésick’
because of their sexual orientation. For exampelzlemel explained: “If they will ask me to sign satimng
stating that I'm ill because I'm gay and that's résson why | would like to be exempted from thditary
service, | will not sign that document because h'believe in that.” (From my interview with Ekmel
27.10.2011).

#1gytler, Judith (1997), “Excitable Speech. A Poktof the Performative”, New York: Routledge, p510
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hegemonic masculinity is (re)constructed. Hencegait look back on a long tradition of
vigorously rejecting the idea of the entry of arigthsuspected to be ‘unmanf? In line
with this assessment Butler argues that excludaygngen from military service is in the first
place “symptomatic of a paranoia that forms thesjility of military citizenship”?** Hence,
the vigorous demarcation from the ‘homosexual’jtas most symbolically expressed with
the stigmatization of gays as ‘rotten’, serves phienary function to keep a distinct both
social and gender order in place. An order théihieed to a militarist discourse on the ‘real
Turk/man’ as much as it is, in mutual interdepemaeto each other, linked to a militarist
discourse on ‘the homosexual/rotten/unmanly’. Witthis framework the question, to phrase
it with Nagel, “why the men in military and paraitaly institutions — men concerned with
manly demeanour and strength of character — [seenalitated and afraid of the entry [...]

of homosexuals into military institutions and orgations?"2** finds its most simple answer:

This unseemly, sometimes hysterical resistance divexsity that clearly exists outside
military boundaries makes more sense when it i®rgtdod that these men are not only
defining tradition but are defending a particulaaaial, gendered and sexual conception
of self: a white, male, heterosexual notion of mése identity loaded with all the
burdens and privileges that go along with hegemamisculinity?*

Similarly, Kimmel — in his enlightening analysis thfe interdependence of masculinity and
homophobia — comes to the conclusion that the ekariuand defamation of gay men is in the
first place to be regarded as an expression of srfear to be considered unmanly and, thus,
at the same time an attempt to defend their mastulFrom this point of view homophobia
does not express any ‘actual’ resentment agaimablexuals, but rather serves as a “central
organizing principle of our cultural definition @ianhood*® Homophobia as well as the

exclusion of homosexuals from the military is aatgpn of performative acts that aim at

232 A circumstance which gets reflected in the faat the demand for a heterogeneity of both miliamy state
institutions has to be regarded as one of the tditsnof suppressed groups’ fight against patrigreimd
inequality.

233 |bid., p 108.
4 Nagel (1998), 258.

3% |bid.; obviously enough, Nagel refers here to sheation in the United States. However, the statenis
correct for most armies throughout the world.

28 Kimmel (1994), p. 277.
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affirming men’s manhood. The collective forcefuldarepeated demarcation from the mere
imagination to be somehow linked to the ‘effeminaban’ is “a way of proving the
unprovable — that one is fully manl$*’ No doubts must arise that we are dealing here with

‘real men’.

%7 bid., p. 281.
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CONCLUSION

It was the primary aim of this thesis to contribiiteresearch on the interplay between
modern disciplinary institutions and the constdati of gender identity, using the
(re)construction of both hegemonic and subordinatedsculinity in the context of
compulsory military service in Turkey as an exeffigai | analyzed how the militarist
discourse on the ideal citizen (read: real Turlghesd during the age of Turkish nationalism,
a concept inextricably linking the terms soldieriffaurk. Furthermore, it was shown how
this hegemonic discourse is reproduced both witéninstitution of military service itself —
through the disciplining/shaping of ‘boys’ to ‘reaken/soldiers/Turks’ — as well as within the
exemption procedures from military service — thitotige discursive construction of the ‘real
homosexual/effeminate/rotten’ during the militargaical examinations. In the framework of
this discourse compulsory military service is pereg of as an inevitable ‘rite of passage’
towards manhood and, therefore, full citizenshiputomatically reducing those who are
exempted from it to second-class citizens.

During the first chapter it was my aim to initiaklpnceptualize gender identity as not to
be regarded a somehow naturally given individuahtdty, but rather that identity gets
assigned to subjects as the outcome of socialipea@hd discourse. | introduced the concept
of hegemonic masculinity to show how our genderimegis ordered by a set of
hierarchically structured gender identities, ther&ichy between them getting, among others,
defined at the conjunctions between patriarchal elmmic militarist and nationalist
discourses. As a next step | traced how withinndu@ations of Turkish nationalism a distinct
notion of idealized citizenship, closely connectedthe notion of hegemonic masculinity,
evolved: as showed in the second section of chapéeigood Turk’ is to be of Muslim faith
and ‘Turkish ethnicity’, the configuration baselife being considered as a native/friend, as
‘us’. Everybody else is assigned to the opposiie,sihe ‘they’, as the most basic categories
of every nationalist ideology. Within the framewarkthis opposition both the ‘woman’ and
the ‘man’ become categorized, get assigned tondistbles: while women find their fixed
place within patriarchal nationalist discoursestlas reproducers of the nation, men are
defined as its defender. A process that in the ob3erkey was closely linked to a discursive
redefinition of the position of the military withisociety, resulting in what | have termed the

“legitimizing myth of theasker ulus
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In the second chapter | first analyzed how, witie given framework of this hegemonic
discourse on citizenship, military service comgsigseset of regulatory practices disciplining
boys to men. But while military service is definasl an inevitable ‘rite of passage’ for any
man in order to become a ‘real man’ and, thus, ferdier of the ‘national family’, the
‘effeminate man’ does not fit into the categoriéshis discourse. Although he might fit into
the category of the ‘Turk’ at first sight (being Miuslim faith/Turkish ethnicity), he at same
time undermines it as he breaks through the bisgsyem of “compulsory heterosexuality”.
He becomes the stranger. In an attempt to deterthinstranger’s “undeterminatidti® the
hegemonic militarist discourse categorizes him dsordered’, as ‘rotten’, thereby
discursively producing a ‘Constitutive Other’, agsti which hegemonic masculinity is
defined.

However, while this was the basic argument of thesis, of course a variety of further
possible ways to approach the issue exist, tha¢ wet touched on due to the limited frame
of this work. While it is in the first place thestinction between the ‘fit' and the ‘rotten’, the
‘normal and the ‘abnormal’, that outlines the twaimcategories of a system of difference
which is hold in place by this very relation of mak constitution and, correspondingly,
interdependence, both primary categories inhabtiraber of subcategories, comprise a set
of further elements. Once we step over the demarcihe between the ‘fit’ and the ‘rotten’
we can see that both categories are again subdiude groups of hierarchically structured
subcategories of the more and the less ‘rotten’taadnore or less ‘fit'. Hence, it could be a
focus of future studies to take a more detailed labthe various nuances of masculinity as
they get defined in the context of military serviée example could be a detailed analysis of
the diverging ways how those who get exempted enbtsis of a ‘psychosexual disorder’
and those who get exempted due to further psyclealbgr physical disorders (e.g. the ‘fat’,
the ‘skinny’) are approached.

A further question that was not touched upon isghestion of how the practice of the
medical examinations preceding the issuance ofQtigik Raporuhas changed over the
years. | think that a historical study on the cheod practice in relationship to the slowly
changing intensity and direction of militarist discses might as well enhance the discussion

significantly.

238 Baumann, Zygmunt (1991), “Modernity and AmbivalehdcCambridge: Polity, p. 56.
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APPENDIX: LIST OF INTERVIEWEES

Ekmel, 30, performed the basic training (4 wedleslelli askerlil, pp. vii-xxi.

Emir, 27, performed military service as a shortrtgrivate (5 months), pp. xxi-xl.
Faruk, 28, performed military service as a reseiffieer (12 months), pp. xI-li.

Gurkan, 42, exempted on the basis of a ‘psychoseksarder’ Curik Rapor), pp. li-liv.
Ibrahim, unknown age (approximately around 40) sctntious objector, pp. liv-Iv.
Kirsad Kahramangiu, 61, university professor and LGBT rights actsi pp. Iv-Ixxii.
Merve, 28, woman conscientious objector, pp. IXxxvi.

Nurettin, 30, performed military service as a ldegm private (15 months), pp. Ixxvi-xc.
Onur, 26, exempted on the basis of a physical desdg€urik Rapory, pp. XcCi-Xcvii.
Ozgiir, 33, performed military service as a longrt@rivate (15 months), pp. xcvii-cxiv.
Tahsin Merig, 67, retiredlbay (Colonel), pp. cxiv-cxviii.

Ugur, 32, performed military service as a long-temmate (18 months), pp. CXviii-CXXXiv.

Yagmur, 31, exempted on the basis of a ‘psychosexsatdaer’ Curik Rapor), pp. cxxxiv-

CXXXViil.



