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ABSTRACT
This dissertation is an ethnographic study of a small group of Georgian migrant women
who work as livein domestic labourers intenbul. Drawing from feminist political
economy, and with the extended application of Marxist concepts, it aims to explore
macgo-andmicrest ruct ur al circumstances which surr
entry into the feminized global labour force td sleéir labour power in Turkey.
Ethnographic datéor this multisited study is collected by interviewing thifigur
informarts, other anonymous participants, and from observations during the summer and
winter months of 2012017 in Istanbul and Georgidhrough narratives of migration
histories and from interviews about the daily lives of the study group, this dissertation
represents a historically and culturally situated mapping of the trajectory of the
commodi fication of Ge o regrodactive labouw. ingardllel,wo me n 6
demonstrates the subjugating effects of contemporary neoliberal capitalism. Tracing the
contours, content, and implications of their paid and unpaid work at household, nation
state and transnational levels, it shedstlmn the persistence of transnational
reorganization, recalibration, redistribution, and reinterpretation of how social
repraductive work contributes layers of benefit to capital accumulation. In this context,
binational historical connectionsand eacheot r y 6 s cul t ur al practi c
sources of material and ideological conditions which ambivalently shape, coasttlict,

inform migrant womends agency.

Vi



CIS
EU
GDP
GEL
GURTIAD
IMF
LCP
NATO
SCMI
TL
UsD
USSR

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS USED

Commonwealth of Independent States
European 4ion

Gross Domestic Product

Georgian Lari

GeorgianTurkish Businessmen Association
International Monetary Fund
Live-in-CaregiverProgramme

North Atlantic Treaty Organization

State Commission on Migration Isss+Georgia
Turkish Lira

U.S. Dollars

The Union of Soviet Socialist States

Vii



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

| cannotthank enougtto the participants of this study and their families for letting me
into their lives so ureservedly. | andeeplygrateful to Gulnaz Zurebiani for making
every step of this study possible.

Special thanks to Jaan Islam, for editing this work many times audrkeeping me
motivated with his boundless and contagious cheeriness and enthusiasm.

Thanksare dugo my parents for their litdong unconditional love and encouragement,
and to my children for being my emotional and rational compass.

| amextremelyindebtedto my friends fortheir unwavering emotionaupport andbelief
in my abilities

Heartfelt gratitudes to my committee memb@&s:Elizabeth Fitting for her gentle
presence and astute comments Evie Tastsoglou for her invaluable mentorshimich
extendsf@r) beyond this academic project amit. Sedef Aratkoc for her critichand
thoughtprovoking insights.

And finally, 1 would like tothank my supervisddr. Pauline Gardiner Barber, ftiie
meticulous academiguidanceintellectual stimulation, and ardent motivation that she
provided during this project.

This dissertaon draws on research supported by the Social Sciences and Humanities
Research Council of Canaddichael Smith Foreign Study Supplemesutd Jean
Monnet European Centre of Excellence.

IO it bouss R Cund o I it erioriucuns . Canadd

viii



CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

After the fall of Soviet Union in 198%he European Union and Turkey have seen
an influx of women migrants. Women from-eg&cialist countries migrate for work in
gendered job markets including sex work, domestic work, small scale trade, and to a
lesser @gree, in the manufacturing and thevass sector (Keough, 2004, 2015; Kaska,
2006; Akalin, 2009; Bloch, 2017). They settle in various rhythms of migrations under
mutable visa regimes. Migration in their case means a novel sustenance strategy
developed inmesponse to the effects of neolibgalicies which are felt as
impoverishment in their own countries and job opportunities in the receiving countries.
This thesis studies a group of women who migrated from Georgia to Turkey to
work as liveindomestid abour er s after f{eoedhe §avietrsoni ndepe
under similar conditions to those described above. It is designed to examine the
transforming aspects of regional and global political economic conditions which mutually
shape and arisefromGgor an womends migr@asimingr dthieost uw
and life experiences shed light on historically and culturally framed social relations which
have been réorming in and between Georgian and Turkish households under
contemporary capitalism. Sotr@lations are problematized throudie tens of the social
reproduction framework as usedaifeminist political economy perspectie.this
context Geor gian migrant \ireatedaswaged ahchnosvageda ct i v i -
work which maintain life which itself unfoldsunder condition®f differentiated access to
production and social reproduction resourdég.dissertation offers an analysis of an

emerging class and set of class relations by followhegextent and nature of



contestations aroundie distribution of social reproductioasources, and labour
processes

Taking cue froma contemporargonceptualizationdii c | a s s Ol tumnrtheel y si s,
Mar xi st | ens on womendés | abour in the real
contribution to the maintenance of capitalist accumutadiod reproduction. For this
purpose | rely on the framework of feminist political economy wijmécfically
problematiesthe invisibility of women in theoretical, economic, and policy related
discussionsWorking within this conceptual frameworlis dissertation answers the
following questions about Georgian migrant women: 1) Under what circumstaaces
they joined the international labour force as migrant labourerndo®) is social
reproductive labour power is reorganized, reallocated, and csaneelh an®) Howare
their social positions and identities being reconstructed as a result of theatiom.

Turkey and Georgia are neighbmg countries in a geography where Asia and
Europe merge. These two countries share a long history whichsfatimicurrent
bilateral legal, commercial, and social relations. They have mutual economic and political
pasts, as well as different moments angsaf joining the global market which are
reflected in the dynamics of the organization of previous anemuproduction systems
and relations. Together, these specific circumstances manifest themselves in Georgian
mi grant womeno&s neesgesant rihythms, woaking cerditioss,andp r o
relations, and their position as labounerbouseholds and labo markets. This study
thus represents a certain new articulation of class relations against the background of this
historical and contemporary accd of shifting political economies.

A feminist perspective guides this research project. The project tweeks

understand how capitalistonomic policiehave produced gendered effects and



responses, antdoes sahrough the use déminist methodologyTaking its cue from
feminist standpoint theory whicsserts thavomenof a certain (marginalized) soeio
political location provide a privileged epistemological insight for knowledge building
(Harding, 2004), this research relies on Georgian migrantemond s own account s
work, life and migration. In tandem, feminist standpoint theory allows for analysis of
multi-scaled power relations and oppressive structures experienced, and challenged, from
a particular gendered location that is historically andaiganeaningful (Harding,
2004).Relatedly, it becomes possilitecaptureand account for a myriad of gesréd
agential responses to speciinicro and macratructuresethnographic research is used
to map the standpoint of Georgian migrant women. \Wighapplication of feminist
political economy framework, individual and collective standpoints are analyifed
reference tdnistorical and cultural social formatioméich have been extendimgtween
multiple nation states in the region, including Turk@&gorgia and Russia.

I nformation on Georgian migrant womenos
collected by interviews and observations during the summer and winter 622QT6n
Istanbul and Georgia. These data waneultaneouslyriangulated with document and
literature review, anthtercontextualized in relation to the literature on global pastef
gendered migrations. The ethnographic nature of this study conveys the daily work and
struggles of Georgian migrant women untter regulatory and hierarchizing effects of
economic, political and cultural structures which oversee the appropriatcxmalation
and distribution of resources and value. Such an account of daily life experiences,
presented through the conceptual lehsocial reproduction, reveals the role of
customarily dominant gender relations and ideologies which shape migrant &w@men

expansion of paid and unpaid labour. In this context, the contours and layers of benefit



that is appropriated from Georgian migranb men6s | abour are reveal
further discloses Georgian migrant womenos
meaning to the resources and opportunities available to them under these structural
constrictions.

Georgian migrant women are part ajlabally noticeable trend: the international
migration of women in a gender segregated global labour market. Receheradoli
economic policiesround the globbave led to the feminization of jolbsdcareersand
as a consequence,tte generalizatioo f w0 me n 0 rsintesnatiorallyfénonized
working class (Hartsock, 2006lhese neoliberal policies were implemehie the early
1980s following the fienergy crisiso of the
Harvey, 2003 or Atohoél974é 6@ s sSwe e z)and hehn&Berand p. 3
consequences dfieir implementatiomn there-organization of cagalist production and
social reproduction relatiorigave been key point offocusfor political economy
scholarsThrough various thoretical lensegolitical economists have outlinglde shift
from state managed economy to free markets, which padilieleeased inequalities
within and between nation states, as well as the denigration of working clasdesdkjar
2006). At a global scaleRiper (2011) argues that the informalization, casualization and
precariousness of work which are characteristicurrent capitalism, negatively affect
menés ability to find permanent em@hoyment
the other hand, the increasing labour force participation of women across destination
countries increases the need and demansiocial and care related servieesheir home
contexts Migrant women, employed predominartifthough not exclusivehin the
fields of domestic and care sectors, gendered entertainment, and sex work, have become

of economic significance to families@ nationstates as primary breadwinners and key



actors in the flow of global remittancd$e nternational migration of waen has

captured the interest of migration scholars for some time. Among the most prominent
documented examples are the outpouringjilpina care and domestic workers to the

world (Barber, 1997, 2008a,b, 2010; Constabl® 2McKay, 2012; Parrenas, 2005

The prominence of migrant women and their vulnerable and precarious conditions in

Af ortress Europeo ( A0ld &ofrsan,2014; 200tdi02010)hé&vé 3 ; L
also been the object of scholarly attention. This scholarship, in general, shggest t
womenods international mi gration is integra

accumulation and social reproducticelations

1.1. OVERVIEW OF THESIS

Drawing from the theoretical framework of feminist political economy, this
researchfouses on how migr ant-and @ ooasttdted by r K cons
social reproduction needs of the contemporary globalalegmit. It traces the structural
and ideological conditions under which Georgian women migrate and carve new
identities in @ransnational space in relation to their families, employers, and other
migrant groups. This endeavour takes place under the st@dolong history of
continuing relations between Georgian and Turkish populations, which is fraught with
drastic shifts irthe economic, political and social composition of the region. In order to
capture the full ext ent anding iantgiesaardeministo me n 6 s
political framework is supplemented and detailed by the use of Marxist concepts in each
chapte.

The rext chapte(chapter two)utlines the conceptual and methodological

frameworks of this project. It provides a comprehensevew of the feminist political



economy theory and discusses key insights that the concept of social reproduction brings
into the study of womends mi gr achapteetwoon a g/l
describes the muisited ethnographic researdasign and the accompanying methods of
data collection and analysis which were deployed while conductingseyarch.

Thefollowing chapters are organized in two parts. The first part, consisting of
chapters three and fouprovide a historical and rele¢ly macrestructural context to
Georgi an women0s ntmsgtwoachaptersis to depicetpificities i
of the regional political economy and migrations which existed before and after the
introduction of capitalist relations. They areauerview of historically vital events and
ties which inform all aspects of contemporary migrations betwesmdgia and Turkey,
from visa policies tdhe constitution and access of transnational netwo@dsapters five
and sixconstitute the secondparta of fer a more intimate, de
daily lives. Still framed under macdructural coditions, these chapters focos
households and examine the material and id
social reproductive labour power By f ol |l owi ng migrantsd inte
members and their empl owbasisgh&setwa chapters reveal mb e r
the content of cultural and behavioural negotiations as manifest of instances of social
reproduction and bilatal nation state relatiorisom a consequential past

In particular,chapter threaunravels the ways in whiatapitalist social relations
were introduced to Georgia after the end of socialist social relations. This chapter is built
on the Marxistconceptfo Apr i mi ti ve accumul ationo ( Mar x
the defining moment and processes of the comeraeat of capitalist accumulation.
Contemporary applications of this concept are sensitive to gendered capitalist

interventions and provide nuandadight into specific shifts which occur in the



organization of production and social reproduction. A sefievents that led to the
commodification of Georgian labour and resources through economic, political and social
policies are analyzed through examination of patterns of cash generation and
expenditure in Georgian families. | show how multifaceted@ontbngedunress and
warsaltered social reproduction relations and strategies at family, national and regional
levels, and how, in turn, a newtmigration pattern from Georgia was established to meet
new local and global capitalist social reproducti@eds. This chapter depicts the

moment of when and how Georgian families joined the global capitalist market.

Chapter fouris an analysis of theansnational space between Turkey and Georgia
of which Georgian women became a part of after their migradibowiing the events
described irchapter threeThe contemporary transnational space reflects the
contradictory and alternating experiences ohallies and wars between populations of
the region, and the resulting migration management techniques. UsiNatkist
conceptual |l ens of Aconjunctureso (Hall,
macrastructural events which shaped migrationd &ransnational social spaces over a
span of several centuries. This focus helps uncover the contempdi@riagons of
social divisions such as class, gender, and generation, which are constructed and
reproduced in the contemporary transnational spa@eresult of historical shifts in the
regional political economy. These cleavages find meaning in Geawgiame n 6 s
migration narratives, are sustained through transnational networks, and visa policies, and
ultimately inform and support the marginalizedation of migrant women in the lower
echelons of the labour force serving regional and global capital aitztion.

| adjust the social reproduction analytical lens to capture the siiarotural in

chapters five and sixn chapter fivel scrutinizeGe or gi an mi gr ant women



relationships with their family members and the characteristics and rhythms afateeir
towards their families while they are in Istanbul. Based on the fundamental premises of
social reproduction theory, this chapter shows theern@ and ideological mechanisms
through which womends social r epizedfdruct i ve
the maintenance of a cheap labour force in Georgia. A detailed literature review here
revealsthefar angi ng t ens i o ntondvdkadaround themeorlddbs itfoni g r a
(migration) scholars, families, public imagination and policies, othfemwomen
themselves. | then depict a set of cultural identities and specific gender ideologies, along
with kinship,co-habitation(shared livingarrangementsand (family) budgeting practices
construct davhamdwnd hiait n s u sddwisiam oféabosrtinthe ct g en
families of the study group, which were also practiced under the socialist regime.
Georgi an mi gr ant alwactives astestaintthataattrouygla this poen
capitalist kinship system was shaken and reshaped by repaatisarequirements,
migrant women continue in their efforts to uphold it. To do so requires striking a fine
balance of contestations and negdias around commitment, expectations, and
obligations, as well as a reworking of interpretations of Geongianme n 6 s posi ti on
families, communities, and in the transnational space which spans between Georgia and
Turkey. The chapter thus illustrates {he)articulation of meanings attached to the daily
transnational activities of Georgian migrant women getoedrds their families in the
contemporary political economy under the influences of locally and transnationally
shaped cultures.

Thesixthchaperi s on mi grant womenédés soci al rep
commodified form, in Turkish homes. This chaptisoalepicts contestations and

negotiations around womenédés soci al reprodu



employers and employees, which are agaiormed by cultural and historical contexts.

Through the |l ens of dAl ab oantraroynd chaes,svages, heor y

and living conditions are analyzed within a framework of exploitation and resistance. As
Georgian migrant women sell théabour power in a familjike setting, cultural
expectations and interpretations, as well as migratiogipslare found to determine the
ways and extents of negotiations. Read togetapters five and siattest to layers of
deval or i z a tsiabodor, both at vomeramchabwork, and both locally and
transnationally. These chapters are an accountwfslgial reproduction relations are
organized within and across transnational households under contemporary capitalism,
reshaping a collection oégionspecific historical and cultural motifs.

From an overarching perspectivey study represents a contemporary class
analysis, as discussed in the introduction part of this chapter. Each dfdptethesis
follows the changes in livelihood praa® of Georgian migrant women and their families
as a resul t onmnfroene politicabebosomy (soxialist,iwithielements of
mar ket economy) and soci al relations to
differentiated incorporatiorotthe global neoliberal capitalist system. The particulars of
class relations anstruggles, that igpr the procurement of daily life, and social
reproduction under socialist production (and appropriation) system, and their alterations
in response to c#plist production, and exploitation system are discussetiapter
threg with the inclusion of local and transnational ramificatiddbapter fourspeaks to
the (refonstructiorand crystallization oflifferencegnformed by historical, and
contemporarynaterial, and ideological political economic imperati\Rslatedly,

transformedivelihood practicesvhich encompass social relations and conflicts



surrounding the processes of social reproductive goals, and processes of wage generation,
are presented ichapters five and sibespectively.
The findings obtained through Georgian migranwo mend6s mi gr ati on,
family life narratives delineate the ways in which the distribution, structures, processes,
and interpretations of social reproduction relagiane reconfigured, and contested in
Georgia and Turkey under contemporary cagalP ar t i ¢ i p @demorstéatéhstt or i e s
theyst ruggle to fulfill thei rchdosanmamonges d soci
options which have become available to therderthe current global capitalist system
such as taking on debt, following migjoa opportunities, and combining several
livelihood practicesMigrant womenalso reportesising capitalist exploitation by
undertaking everyday forms oésistance, andefiance in their domestic jobfhese
struggles require challenging and reconstruatih@ertain)gendered ideologies, and
material conditionswhich are informed by local and transnational cultural social
formations, as well as major historical politiegonomic shiftsConcurrentlythe
findingsoutlinethe mechanisms through whi@eorgian migrant womecontribute to
global capital accumulation lroviding andreproducing cheap labour force, and then
securing the continuation of gendered divisiotabbur in local and transnatidrepaces,
materially and ideologically, and generationalty other words,Hrough investing ito
the upholding of theocialstructuresvhich reinforce gendered division of labpur
Georgian migrant womeset the stage fdhe furthereproduction otinequal capitalist

production and reproduction relations.
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1.2. CONTRIBUTIONS

This dissertation addresses a gap in the literature by focusing on an understudied
group of women migrants. In Turkey,-&oviet women have beentime labour force,
homes and public imaginary for more than three decades, yet there have been only a few
studies published on them, and even fewer so on specific nationalities. Among the
ethnographic works exploring the lives of migrant women fromaalist countries in
Turkey are those of Ayse Akalin (2007, 2009, 2015) on domestic labourers, and those of
Alexia Bloch (2003, 2011, 2018) on women who worked in petty trade, sex work, and the
domestic sector. Leyla Keough published work on Moldduafficked or not)vomen
in Istanbul (2004; 2015), while there are also a few singular studies on foreign domestic
and entertainment sector labourers in Turkey (Kaska, 2006; Danis, 2007). None of these
studies have specifically problematized the case of Geongigrant women. Studies on
women emigrants from Georgia are mostly based on statistical analyses of dutmigra 6 s
effects on households (Torosyan, Gerber & GonaRumiss, 2015); on the experiences of
returnees (Hofmann & Buckley, 2012) or the aspiratmisigrants to be (Hofmann,
2015). Although some of these studies use a transnational lens, none fodirges on
bilateral historical (or contemporary) connections between Georgia and Turkey, or on
Georgian migrant womenoos ndfhvengcendidons, ama a | exp
changing family relations while they are awhythis contextmy studyforeshadowthe
agency of Georgian migrant women in detail. Their agenapasyzedn connection with
micro and macro structures which condition their @roie, social, and subjective
positions Agency isrevealedn mi g r svaerkplacé struggles ardecisions abat
migration More categoricallyin order to support their familiethe participantglected

to travel toTurkey, a disreputable countrysuallyin defiance of their farhi i @ishés

11



Furthermorepnce in Turkeythey strivel for better working conditins in Turkish
households by strategically relying on and increasing the extent of resources available to
them.

By way of presenting Georgian migtamomen in Turkey as a case study, my
project is a contribution to the feminist political econditgrature in various respects.
The focus is on a geographical location outside of dominant literature on migrant women,
with regards to both sending and rieogg countries. Notwithstanding exceptions,
examples to the former include migration of womemfithe Philippines, Indonesia and
sub-continent countries, Latin America, and to an extensaialist countries located in
Europe. On the receiving end dhe traditional immigration countries, such as the United
States of America, Canada and Austraiad again to an exterfiong Kong due to the
presencehereof a large group of migrant domestic labourers. Therefore, this study
elucidates a special setdlitical, economic and social structures, as well as historical
and contemporary social relatgrwhich have not been explored bef@g.extension, it
chronicles a local and regional articulation of the global reach of capitalism in the
aftermathofsoi al i smés col |l apse.

Analytically, my dissertatiorstrengthens and diversifies the application of
feminist political economy bfurther elaboratingvarxist concepts to understand and

document the formation of Georgian women as a class of migrant doraesticdrs in

Turkey. It expands the scholarship@wno men és mi gr atrodactonandet s o cC i

a

global capitalisnby s hedding | ight on nmisgppogimgnd wo me n 6

shapingcurrentand futuresocial reproduction relationghich crystalize aroundalocal
and transnationaendered division of labout.ocal and transnational social

reproduction relationdepicted in this projechdicatetheir calibration for value

12



generation under neoliberal economic polickRslatedly, tle thesisshows the multiple

ways in which Georgiami gr ant womené6és paid awok unpaid

benefit capital accumulation. As workers, migrant women are a source of surplus value
which is extractedot onlyin the context of migration policies atabourmarket
regulationsbut alsoby empbyers during thelomestidabour procesgself. Their labour

power suppogthe reproduction of themwn families as a cheap labour force in Georgia,

whileaddngt o t heir empl oyer so& c lreasensto Gebrgian di ng .

constitute an in@asingly significant portion of Geor@iasational budgetMoreover,
Georgian women use official and unofficiednsnational and globaitigration industry
organizations for their transnational undertakjngsile alsobolstering global finance

capital via their debt repayments.

13
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CHAPTER 2: CONCEPTUAL AND METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORKS
This chapter provides an-trepth discussion of the theoretical and methodological

frameworks which guide #study. | first autline the central tenets of class bs& and
its contemporary applicationsollowing this, | explicitly connect class analysis and
feminist political economy thegyand situate my study in relation to thehe final
section deneatesthe philosophial and methodological origins which inform data
collection and analysig hroughout these sectigls pr esent a synthesis
scholarshigdor the corresponding framewaorko conclude the chapter | describe the

specifics of myfieldwork, and ntroduce the study group.

2.1. CLASS ANALYSIS

This dissertation elucidates emerging classrelatons t he heel s of so
demise and its replacement with capitalism in the Caucasus region, under the shadow of
historical effects opast politicaleconomies. A discussion bbw capitalism(s) is
established ansustaineds covered irthe following chapters (especially amapters
threeandfour Dr awi ng from Kal b, | treat Aemer gi nq
shifting historical, situated, anshd agoni sti ¢ soci al i nterdepen
16). This relational and processual understanding of class still rests on the Marxist study
of socety and capitalism where economic activity is viewed as the central organizing and
stratifying factorn s oci eti es, and where the | atter i
(the bourgeoisie) or not (the proletariat) to the means of production. The e@biotmu
(reproduction) of this systemic inequity is secured not only through material exploitation

of theproletariat, but also through propagation of normalization ideologies and regulation
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of different spheres of social life ranging from cultural, kinshim political formations,

and practices, to symbolic differentiations across social groups alongegbtef gender,

race, ethnicity and the like. Capitalism, simultaneously conceptualized as a mode of
production, a mode of accumulation, and a modeboias reproduction (Kalb, 2015, p.

14), has changed over time, and space resulting in complex vagiafiolasses. Class, in
contemporary modern capitalist societies represents the general social nature of economic
stratification determined by individwld di ver se, and changing de
access, and control over different aspects of pittmlycand social reproduction

resources. It connotes competition, and struggle for survival and/or improvement of
subsistence acquisition, wddeing, ad living standards which are evaluated in relation

to the past, present, and future (ibid, p. 16). Fgvirom this, such conceptualization of

class takes class struggle to happen in other fronts outside of points of production (Kalb,
2000). Furthermorat sheds light on the ways in which local social forms, relations, and
struggles are distinctively (raficulated, whether in the global south or north, in response

to global <capitalismbés structuring effects
continuows rearrangement of social groups and their resources (Kalb, 2000). In short, it is
throughthelensad | ass that it becomes possible to i
interlocking exploitative, extractive, uneven, and constantly transformative relationa
antagonisms that fire up and refuel the va

p.13).
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2.2. FEMINIST POLITICAL ECONOMY

The conditions and outcomes of Georgian
explored through the perspective of femimistitical economy which emphasizes the
integral nature of production and social reproduction relgtona nd womenoés di st
in maintaining individual and collective lives. Feminist political economy has emerged as
a critique of broader political ecomy theory and literature, and more recently, as a
critiqueof neoliberal capitalism. The scholarsloipfeminist political economy builds on
Marxist theory, particularly its conception that capitalissa system complete with
economic, institutional ancultural componentgrioritizes the accumulation of surplus
(Fraser, 207). While political economygxamines social relations around the production,
di stribution and consumption of resources
spread (Rosebernt9®B), feminists have reentered the Marxist lens on women,
specifically by problematizing the irsibility of women in theoretical, economic, and
policy related discussions. They have thus expanded on what counts as production,
resources, socialivisions, and market and class relations. This approach further outlines
the nature and consequences ofdgennequalities at family, state and international levels
within the reach of expanding capitalism

Inspired by the ultimate goal of eliminatingpypssion and exploitation, feminist
political economists draw attention to the constitutive effects of reexisl racism, as
well as other categories of oppression, in the subordination of women within production
and social reproduction relations (Luxt@®06, p. 23). Feminist political economy
scholars study the latter relations as dialectic and proceed byarmyg the influence of
local, national and global governing regimes as well aptoiit enterprises which

mediate these relations (Roseman, Ba Neis, 2015). They pay equal attention to
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material and ideological conditions, particularly those teatde r mi ne mendés and
roles ascribed by social norms and reflected in policies and practices (Luxton, 2006). This
framework buildsonaschoathi p whi ch has studied womenos
capitalism by exploring gendered division of laband the various levels of structures
which maintain it.The latestocusof this scholarship falls on the intersecting systems of
domination such asice, migrant status, ability, and so forth emerging from studies of
women, the law, the welfare state (W0s2002) as well as the globalized transfer of
(social reproductive) work via gendered global migrations (Kofman, 2014).

Early feminist critiquesrgued that classical political economy focused mostly on
economic and political macrostructures, such ai® siolicies and industrial production
(Bakker& Gill, 2008) and, that it was fundamentally gender blind (Vosko, 2002).
Feminist attention in thesespects uncovered several conceptual problems in Marxist
theory with rel ati on pitalem. Wemmistithéasistssi t uat i on
fundamentally questioned the Adivision of
whether utilized by Durkheim, Marx drEngels, or Adam Smith, this concept fit squarely
into the context of the production of commodities, orenoraccur at el 'y i nto i
productiondo, excluding the soci al reproduc
consideration of surplus okehange analyses. They brouglgendered division of
labour into focus. Thus, research in the 1960s an@sl8@ncentrated on the contribution
of womenbés wunpaid | abour in households to
and maintaining the labotfwrce (Kofman, 2014). In this scholarship, various labour
processes involved in domestic housekeeping hage demonstrated (for example,
Luxton, 1980) . Consequent studies reveal ed

These studies indicated that inged participation in the labour force did not radically
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alter womends subor ditheglbbaldNorih nosaf gociatish i N s oc
countries (Molyneux, 1981). In response, socialist feminists turned their attention to
considerations other thanaterial and/or economic determinants for the maintenance of
gendered division of labour, namely power défetials between men and women in
social structures, such as family and kinship relations (Mckintosh, 1981). In this line of
work, one ideological wterpinning they exposed was the constructed distinction between
Aproduct i wve o dauncd ifivneaon t(idvointeisetsi cwhi ch render
wo menoOs -sompakablenfar Marxist analyses (Edholm, Harris & Young, 1978).
Having been builtonanessema | i st association of womenos
feminists contended, a&hthaeu rdpirfva dduec trievnedoe, r eidn vw
devalorized at homes, in labour markets, and in Marxist theory.

It is important to note that the debate betw@/arxist andocialist feminists are
ongoingandthat contemporary feminist politicatonomytheory has gown out ofthese
debatesThe debatesevolvelar ound how to position womenos
mode of productiobut are no longer central in feminist political economy theory
(Vosko, 2002). From a traditional Marxist perspective, Engels (188@)20Qued that
the institution of capitalismmplementedne n 6 s contr ol over privat e
and by extensigoverwo me n 6 s b o d i-as & classtodasslrathedransfer of
wealth tom e ndwa offspring. This view found resonance wilarxist feminists who
then sought to prove thato me n 6 s d o mefisptriocd ul catbiovuerdo wor k r at
Areproduct i v eartualogenkeratefisumglustvdiua. tSocialist feminists, on
the other hand, were concerned about the persisting ilitezgien the labour market and
sought to uncoer the patriarchal underpinnings of these inequaliti@sh nuanced

simple under st an daligngdsolety ith preduatign land paidvaboluru e 0
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Furthermoresocial reproductiortheory (which wil be further explained in the next

section) prged to be a more suitable theoretical tmolilluminating the articulation

between productive and social reproductive labour under capit#listording to

Armstrong (2020)contemporarparxist feminists sek to reveal the ways in which

capitalist prodation mobilizes social reproduction for capital accumulation armsltialize

wo menoOs e macolleativedassistouggle,while socialist feminists highlight the

key role of patriarchal values in the steaition of capitalist relations of producti@md

reproduction relations, and see womeno6s em

struggle which drawfrom an integral theory dipatriarchal capitalisi(pp. 1415).

Against this backdrgpmy studydrawsfrom socialist feminist theorization in that it

exposeshe role ofcertain patriarchal structesandassociatedubjective values the

exploitation of Geor gi anwagedsgocid regrodetovene nds w

labour powerThis study also drawlsom Marxist concepts to analyze the power relations

during the commodi fication of migrant wome
Feminist political economy literature has developed by including studies on

womenos posi ti o-wagedsvorkera gceskidirem geographies and

time periodsin line with this view, feminist politicascholargake historical and cultural

specificity to be central in theoretical and methodological interests (Luxton, 2006).

Acknowledging anthropological findings which hagsim that gendered divisiaof

|l abour did not always result in womenbs su

oppression and exploitation to emerge out of specific forms of social organization

(Blumberg, 1979). This analytical attention enablesn@ring the roles of diverse social

structures, and their underpinning philosophies, and practices, in reproducing life and

social structures themselves. In this respect, tracing the effawsliberal restructuring
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on wo me n Gsacropsdhe glabdoamand north, research has shown the ways in
which state provisions and labour markets have changed to accommodate glgbalizing
mobile, and multiple forms ofapital®needs. This body of research has emphasized

role of political and economic ingttions, including the states and markets, which reflect
shifting capitalist aims, in shaping life and work both inside and outside households
(Fraser, 207, Bhattacharya, 203 7Findings from these studies have further suggested
that social reproductiorelationsin homes, societies and across regions of the world have
changed under similar global neoliberal conditionings but in differentiated ways (Bakker
& Gill, 2019). As suclhthen, feminist political economy accepts neoliberal capitalism as a
materialand 1 deol ogical force of capital accumu
unfolds across the globe in interaction with existing material ideological conditions of
productionand social reproduction across nation states.

Before | turn to a deeper disssion of social reproduction, a few remarks are in
order with regards to gender ordersS urkey and Georgia to contextualize the rather
more binary understanding génder roles and identities depicted in this thdsiken &

a socially constructeskes of meaning around biological sexes, gender refers to sets of
practices and discoursesich organizethoughts, expected behaviours, social structures
(institutionalizd or otherwisg)and power relations societies (Mahler & Pessar, 2006).
Theorizedto bedynamicprocesses by feminist scholatsese practices and discourses
arecontinuouslynegotiatedandcontestedthus reconstructed, across micro and macro
structuresGender and gender relationarealsoarticulateddifferentially acrossvarious
social hierarchies, such as race, ethnicigtjonalityand classin addition to(re)casted
through time (historicayf) and space (culturally) (Zinn, Hondagr8atelo, Messner, &

Denissen, 2016A1 t hough st il | probl ematilaalangd men a
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global scales at a more general level, recent scholarship in gender studies provide a fuller
and inclusive dpiction of sexual and gender identifiaad relations. It does so by
stepping out of a fAbinaryo fuwoodmpossd andi ng o
categories of i paadbyehghlighting the relatidnél dinmegndioasoof
various ifimaesoulaind A/ fsmultameoushspeak ®© stlder wh i ¢ h
dimensions opower differentialfZinn, Hondagnetbsotelo, Messner, & Dersen, 2016,

p. 6).When evaluated in relation to this scholarship, my study sheds light on the

contested and restructareature of gender ideologies, structures, and relations, across
women of different nationalitiesnd cultures which occupy differentidt®cal and

transnational clagsositions. At the same time,deploys aatherbinary description of

femininity and masculinity i n | i ne wi t h preflectdoroinaptanary s 6 v i
gender conceptualizations foundG@eorgian and Turkispublic, and political practices

and discourse®eing mindful of the fact that these two countries havedustthctive

(although relational) cultural and politieatonomic histories, my research revealed

parallel ideologies and practices which rested on @sfizad, and binary gender

conceptsalbeit increasingly contesteth both countriesBoth in Turkeyand Georgia,

for example, gay marriage is not legally allowed, antidiscrimination policies do not
specifically address discrimination based on skauantation or gender identity (for

Turkish case and its contestatiagee Engin, 2015; fdeeorgia se Gvianishvili, 2018).
Furthermore, identities who fall outside of these binaries are frequently subjugated to
existing essentialized ideals where, iftstance, gay men are expected to act and behave

as fAwomeno doide@liofthétaosexuadiinilydvhere gender roles are rather
scrupulouslydefinedis reflected in institutional policieglaily practices as well as labour

markes. Gender consticts arggenerally essentialized in the sense that woanen
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expected to take care of family membemigtionally and physically), and lsebmissive

while menare expected to have control over famépd financesncludingw o me n 6 s

labour market partipiation (Ozeygin2001for Turkey; Hofmam, 2014for Georgia-both

these scholars also argue that theeqeectationsnay operate independently of actual

rates of womends | abour mpaMokeeon theppecificaot i pat i
gender construs, relations, and negotiations within and between TukighGeorgian

householdsand societies will be presentedcimapter fiveandchapter six

2.2.1. Social Reproduction and Global Migrations

[social reproduction] offers a framework that puts gendethe heart of modes of
production, putdbiological reproduction and its social and cultural realizations at the
heart of social life, and attends to the labour involved in the production of life. But it does
so without foreclosing investigation about thétural forms through which different

genders are articulated in any society (Luxton, 2006, p.35).

Social reproduction, a central concept in feminist political economy scholarship,
originally builds on the concé&hi{f24pof AnArepro
According to Marx, every produoh process, no matter which social form it takes, has to
be continuous, thus renewed; making fAevery
time a process of reproducti otmedamep. 711).
conditions of production and &ls replacement and upkeeptloé means of production.

It further means the maintenance and reproduction of the labourer, by way of wages, so
that s/he can replenish and continue selling his or her labour pader exploitative

conditions (p.716). Momver, the workers, more than just being instruments of
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production (p. 719), need to reproduced as a class by way of handing down of skills from
one generation to the next as well as in relation to the capitalsst (. 724).

The theoretical frameworlkf social reproduction builds on the fact tieapitalism
cannot be maintained without labour power, which capitalism itself cannot produce. In
this process, the centrality of labour to capitalism is essential fetahour power is a
unigue commodityand our ce of HAsurplus valueo ( Mar x,
exploited for capitalist accumulation to continue. Capitalists appropriate surplus value
from labourers mainly during the production processes. Tlaiscamplished either by
stretching or intesifying the workday (absolute surplus) or by adopting technological
changes to increase labour productivity (relative surplus) (Marx, 1867/1990). Put
together, the labourer produces more value than what is congetisamugh wages, and
this surplus valueonstitutes the basis of capital accumulation.

(Re)production of the labour force itself was not adequately addressed by Marx.
The feminist political economy schod arship
on the following basic points: a)repto&¢ t i on of | abour force is 1
uncompensated and/or devalorized labour power, and b) the labour force, or working
class, that need to be reproduced is differentiated along gender, as well agthacal,
and other divisions. These critigisuggest other, or (rather) invisible, ways of securing
surplus value on the part of capitadist mai nl'y from womends | abou
and reproduction of a cheap labour force and also in the maintesashceproduction of
social divisions antlierarchizations which facilitates and magnifies the extraction of
surplus value. Therefore, a feminist social reproduction concept expands the Marxist
analytical lens which only concerns itself with the approjoedf surplus value in the

context of praduction processes.
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Based on Marxb6s conceptualization, and
tapping into surplus value only in production and tapping into value in all populations and
resources, feminist politicatenomy scholars have been building onftilwing
definition of social reproduction advanced by Laslett and Brenner (1989):

Social Reproduction includes how food, clothing and shelter are made available

for immediate consumption, the ways in which thee@nd socialization of

children are proved, the care of the infirm and elderly, and the social

organization of sexuality. Social Reproduction can thus be seen to include various

kinds of work, mental, manual and emotiohaimed at providing the histaally

and socially as well as biologicaltiefined care necessary to maintain existing life

and to reproduce the next generation. (Laslett &Brenner, 1989, {383%)2
This definition provides several points of entry to investigate how production and social
reproduction relations are intertwinedobt obvious in this definition is the expansion of
labour power, whether waged or raaged, for the immediate maintenancehaflabour
force. It brings into focus the quotidian tasks to be completed in a déyyasutomestic
chores of cleaning, cookingnd shopping as labour processes. It holds waged and non
waged work in analytical balance as they are used to secure the necessary resources for
household social reproduction. This definition incorporates a piajeandaspirations
towards the futuredrause it considetke socialization of children and elder care.
Furthermore, it analytically allows the deliberation of social structures such as labour
markets and consumption markets, family and kinship relstiand cultural norms which
shape and aotd meaning to the ways in which social reproductive resources and labour

is distributed.
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Relatedly, theorists who work with the framework of social reproduction
underline three dimensions in social reproductianding on Edholm, Harris, &

Yo ung o yearly W&K/ B Biological reproduction, 2. Reproduction of the labour

force, which refers to the empirical activities of day to day replenishmeiné abour

force andheallocation of workers within the laboprocess over time; and 3. Social or
socetal (the latter: Bhattacharya, 2017) reproduction which refers to the reproduction of
structures including its class, gender, racial, and other discriminatory and exploitative
orders and relationships. The comatiis of social reproduction include cultllya

informed social norms which, on the one hand hold families, and societies together, while
on the other, determine who is to be excluded or disciplBgthe same token, it

involves the systems of productiondaaffirmation of consent for capitalist@al

relations (Bhattacharya, 2017).

Extending on the second and third dimensions, Kofman (2014) stresses that social
reproduction involves other institutions beside families. She elaborates that in
contemporarysocieties, various aspects of the abovatineed three dimensions are
realized through a Acare diamondd consi st
market and the private sector, 3) the state at different levels, and 4) community
organizations. Tree institutional sites interact with eaather in support of individual
and societal social reproduction. For instance, schools and daycares, which may be
private or state funded, are such fundamental sites where children are physically
maintained and saaized into societal positions. Among etihconsiderations in this
regard are health care systems, leisure facilities, and pension and benefits, which
themselves are based on historically determined habits (Bhattacharya, 2017). Flowing

from this, accordig to Kofman (2014), a social reproductiens encompasses the ways

25



in which different kinds of social reproductive labour processes are performed, designated

and organized across different social groups and institutions. It creates a prospect for

capturirg the calibrated assignments of socialoepictive activities to household versus
non-household members. Furthermore, it becomes possible to discern how changes in

patterns of macrstructural organization of social reproduction effect mtroictural

level patterns of social reproduction,suecls i ndi vi dual family memb
nonwaged activities.

As mentioned earlier, contemporary feminist political economy recognizes the
neoliberal characteristics of the latest uneven global expansaapipélism, and thus
applies the concepif social reproduction to encompass a global perspective and explain
the formation of a differentiated global labour forewing from this, this lens focuses
on how global capitalist productiorelies on and shpeslocal and global social divisions,
aswell as how these divisions are articulated within and across different levels of social
reproduction relations. These effects are best observed in the global migrant labour force,
which is patterned gend&rise,and hierarchized racially and ethnically.

Over the last thirty years, researchers have been preoccupied with the growing
number of women migrants in the contextlo#globalization of social reproduction. This
scholarship, mostly focusing on the migratmf women as cargivers, has shed light on
the commaodification and globalization of domestic and care labour-Karat1989;

Barber, 1997; Hochschild, 2000; Piper08). They have demonstrated a pattern of
globally hierarchized access to care, andxigresion to social reproduction resources, in
the context of global transfers of care and its associated reproductive labour. Studies have

shown the ways in which value extracted from migrant labourers in the domestic and
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care sectors, and the ways ihieh gendered inequality (rooted in the sexual division of
labour) is reproduced through globalized care arrangements.

Research concentrations in this area are racéifiar in terms of levels of analysis
and geography. They cover a range of materiagladgcal, and historical issues. For
instance, Sassen (2000) adopts a matnatural perspective in examining the position
of migrant women labourers in developed douni es 6 | abour mar ket s.
increasing numbers of women emigrants fromedigping countries and draws parallels
bet ween gl obal economic restructuring and
migrate to developed countries to work imfaine sectors as prostitutes, nurses, brides,
cleaners and domestic servants. Sasa@00) argues that the tools of global neoliberal
capitalism, such as structural adjustment policies imposed on developing countries, create
the macreeconomic conditionsf heavy government debt, collapsed national labour
markets, and decreased governnsamaial provisions. The result is what she ctiés
Af eminization of survivalo (p.506) where d
and international feprofitorg ani zati ons (cl andestine or not
as waged labourersinaglobat ed fiservice classo (p. 510).

Assessing the consequences of the commodification ohicamsscare labour
mi grations, Hochschild (2C€@0)e wvhas ntshhe tfoore
commodi fication of migr ant stiovamdrcarasesor | abour
labourers, and outlines the transfer of care and love as surplus from developing
households in developing countries to those in developed couhirles. thesis,
Hochschild (2000) explains a series of links which connect and hieambmen across
the globe around the provisioning of care. At the higher end of this hierarchy are women

employers of developed countridhe mddle ring of the chaiis the migrant labourer,
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while at the lowest end are the women who take care of migranb o ur er s chi | d
family members. This chain upholds and expaagendered division of labour globally,
generates racialized class divisions among women, alu$ yeea void of love and care
among children of developing countries (Hochschild, 2000

The nature and mechanics of globally gendered and racialized migration pattern
become more evident when different sites of social reproduction, and various related
regulatory bodies are considered. In this vein, Yeates (2012), based on her res#@ch on
historical and contemporary global migration of nurses, suggests that migrant care labour
is found in institutional settings such as hospitals, nursing homes asetiagras well as
thehouseholds of more developed countries. The transnationaliphtoane and
associated labour migration in the contemporary context is mediated by professional,
profit and norprofit, state and nestate organizations which valorizegulate and
distribute care resources, skills and labour. The impacts can be forgmluitment to
and regulation of access to the sector, ca
processes, and the ways in which intersecting social divisiagender, class,
age/generation, race and ethnicity (p.142) are articulated in poladesir markets, and
social relations (Yeates, 2012).

Similar state and nestate agency produced policies and regulations, and their
role in a globally rooted rearraegent of social reproduction activities have also been
reported in Europe (Anderson,®). These regulations manipulate and sustain the
material domination of the receiving country over sending countries and that of the
employer over migrant workers in iigeholds, particularly magnifying the lre
caregiver sd expl cAnderaoh,i2ad0Theacondequepsprethes si on  (

development of antagonistic statuses based on gendered and racialized class positions,
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and accompanying class subjectivitiggttof the higheclass woman on one hand and
that of the lower class, racialized, ppeouswomenon the other (Anderson, 2000). On
the same topic, again in Europeitz (2011) brings an alternative perspective. She
demonstrates that, in Germany, it re@sely the lack of state policies on immigration
and recruitment of migrant domeskadourers that render them more precarious. These
mi grantso6 condition is characterized by fim
have residence or work permigs)d have to work under conditions with no access to
social insurance, retirement oclsness benefits. Following this imposed precadlgss,
race and nationality are being constructed in relation to domestic work and care, and
shapeheoutsourcing prierences of middle/higher class employers, and migrant
womenos empl oy meButopedloutp, @01%).uni t i es

Going back to the governing systems, these are found to mitigate the temporal,
spatial and institutional organization of social reproducticemith across societies and set
the tone in establishing the supporting normative orefigrther capitalist aims (Fraser,
2017). Canadian scholars have shown the global restructuring of social reproduction as a
result of neoliberal policies from the peesgive of a migrant receiving country. For
instance, studies dhe implementation ohe Liveiin-Caregiver programme (LCP, which
is now terminated) indicate how Canadian immigration policies generate and control
migration in specific, and classed waysgd @ahape migrants' employment and working
conditions to facilitate capital accumulati{@arber, 2008a). Introduction of the LCP
came on the heels of a series of neoliberal reforrttseih980s and 1990s in Canada,
which resulted in cuts to social welfare provisions. These reforms created a crisis in the
fulfillment of social reproduction néls of Canadian families, which put increased

demand on Canadi an wo me n 0 sn, 08 leBaron, ZH®.z an s o

29



The LCP allowed Canadian women ahdCanadian state to outsource their reproductive
responsibilities. Initially, this programntid not allow migrant employees to change
employers, and provided vsstor a limited period of tire with no prospect for family
reunification or citizenship. Argfoc (2006) based on her work on the implications of the
LCP and reflecting on the contingjiipresence of migrant womenthre Canadian
domestic sector, discerns several trends of globalizato n Canadads soci al
strategy. She asserts that through discriminatory and temporary immigration programmes,
the state privatizes social repumtion predominantly to homes and to an international
market, thust delegates the cost of sociaproduction to mostly migrant women and
developing countries where migrant women are from. The purposefully highly regulated
presence of racialized migranbmen as maids, or livie caregivers, enalbiievealthier
Canadians to reproduce not only their libes also their higher class position whighs
constructed and reproduced in relation to specific orders of race and ethnicity in Canada.
Relatedly, witho or restricted access to workero6s |
precarious and easy to digline, therefore constituting a class of labourers most favoured
by neoliberal capitalism. Last but not least, the distribution and realization of social
reproductionparticularly through the gendered division of labaemains invisible and
unchallengd in homes, societies and transnationally (A¢at, 2006).

Barber (2008a) offers an extended analysis by including both sending country and
receiving coutry aspects of migration flows, in which both countries benefit from
migration streams faheacqus i t i on of capital, by examinin
choices. The Philippines is one of the largest labour exporting countries and supplier of
both male andemale migrants to gendered global labour markets. Pivotal in this

phenomenon ar ealciapatiadn sfmdrsmg |l ad wel | as tt
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matching labour export policies which include extensive coordinated efforts around
bilateral laboue x port and wor kersod6 rights agreement
andthecreation of relevardiscourses. Barber (2008a) contends that, while immigration
policies reflect receiving countrieso6 | abo
policiesreflect complex historical emigration patterns which have evolved to meet
contemporary global labounarket needs. Contemporary flows of emigration can be
traced to colonization induced migrations,
tourbanaras of the Philippines as fAhelperso (p.
borders is framed by @ultural norm where migration is seen as a key social reproduction
strategy and women are valued as comtribut
article thus shows an interplay of material, ideologi@ah d hi st ori cal facto
migraions as labourers occupying differentiated positions based on gendeangce
class.

Building on its internal theoretical debates and incorporating fysdirom
various strands of feminist scholarship, feminist political economy has expanded the
concept and application of social reproduction to include all possible sites of social
reprodetionand mulis cal ar | evel s of anal ydagesl. Examin
positions, feminist political economistsvealed the central role of social reproduction for
production of surplus, and for current and future production relations. In addiggn, th
have stepped out of a narrow economism and attributed due weighbtogical forces
(Vosko, 2002)As such, hey have proven that gender inequality could not only be
explained in class terms, that i suctidny oneb
Moreover, this scholarship accentuated how social reprodusystems were diverse,

and contested in different historical and cultural contexts. Social reproduction, as a
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concept then, is utilized in feminist political economy to understand@ilgelations
and all forms of work, as unfolding in and throughcsfoe economic, politicaland
cultural realms under capitalism, from a perspective that underscores the importance of
the(re)production of life and difference.

A feminist political andysis of the migration of women, particularly time
domestic and carsectors, is rooted in the connection and tension between production and
social reproduction relations which manifest within and across nations, and within and
between households. Migtan womendés paid and unpaid | abou
benefit global capital accumulation, not only by reproducing cheap and differentiated
labour power but also by simultaneously reproducing inequalities in class relations
particularly with regards taccessing social reproduction resourcesthattransfer of
surplus \alue from disadvantaged to privileggacbups Mi gr ant womeno6s | al
concurrently devalorized, exploited and subordinated under the existing gendered division
of labour as they contimuto be associated with oppressive and essentialist gender
ideologieswhich are articulated across households, labour markets, and national and
international economic and social policies. Exploitation and subordination get further
convoluted because of @hdifferentiating determinants suchaa®i gr ant womanos
national/ethnic origin, and migrant status. As migrant women join the international
labour market in disadvantaged conditions, their identities as workers, women, and family
members are recstructed under existing and changing cultural and political disc®urse
and circumstances in both receiving and sending countries.

Through interviews, life histories and observations, my study opens a window to
the local and global oppressive and exploitative structurdseafaterial, ideological

and historical roots, axperienced and challenged by Georgian migrant women in their
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daily lives. The conditions under which Georgian women and their families live,

procreate, work, interact and sustain themselves are evaluated in relation to how Georgian
women imagine and caribute to the continuation ahesocial relations of capitain.

This evaluation is conducted with a nuanced understanding of agency. I rely on the
conceptual framewori gender ed g e o g deagoped leydessafando ower 0
Mahler in 2003. This framewok i s f or mul ated to analyze pe
agency, orporal and cognitive, given their own initiative as well as their positioning

within multiple hierarchies of power operative within and across many terrains. In

addition to the personal dimensiconsisting of individual characteristics (biography)

and c@nitive processes (imagination or aim), it includes three fundamental elements: 1.
Geographic scales which refer to multiple spatial and social scales such as body, family

and state (Pessar & Mker, 2003, p. 815), 2. Social locations, which referto a wen 6 s
positions within interconnected power hierarchies created through historical, political,
economic and other socially stratifying factors including the simultaneous interaction of
nationalbut also class, race and ethnicity, and 3. Power geometsaactlocations

regarding access to power over flows and interconnection between places. People exert
power over these forces and processes as well as being affected by them (Pessar &
Mabhler,2003).This projectthusf ol | ows Geor gi aner,wahhme nds | abc
commodified and nowommaodified formsas itexpands in households locally and
transnationall y. By doing so, it shows Geo
uncompensated contributiottsthe maintenance and reproduction of a cheap labour force

as well as the mechanisms and contours of their exploitation as labduterher offers

an overview of choices and decisi@ssinterpreted and acted upon by migrant women in
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relation to costricting structures present in their livd$is window, diretly connects

micro-structural analysis to one that is mastouctural.

2.3. RESEARCH DESIGN

This thesis presents the findings of a msited ethnographic study conducted
with Georgian migant domestic labourers who work in Istanbul and their famiies
live in Georgia. Spanning across a period of eight months, my ethnographic fieldwork
consisted of three separate trips to Turkey and one to Georgia in 2016 and 2017 where |
collected datahrough twenty seven idepth interviews, seven life historytemviews,
andmultiple forms ofparticipation and observation. On the premise that migrant women
and their families live in a transnational space where they are continuously connected via
emotonal, mental, and material ties, the entire field work is c@med to have been
conducted simultaneously in both locations.

Social reproductive activities are, by definition, the mundane daily activities
consisting of waged and unwaged work. Their pagpis historically and culturally
defined, just as they arermtsiricted or enabled under maetouctural political economic
conditions. Georgian migrant women spend their days on these activities (waged and
unwaged), which find meaning with referencé&3eorgian and Turkish cultural scripts as
well as the historicadnd current bilateral nation state relations. They try to improve their
and their familyds circumstances by naviga
relationships which are shaped by daihd local manifestations of global capitalism. My

project furher examines these daily activities as they unfold in Istanbul and Georgia by
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following humans, labour power, objects, relationship scripts, emotions, and aspirations
which physically and digdly travel between Georgia and Turkey.

Among qualitative stdi i e s et hnography is the study
activities and the meaning ascribed to such activities based on their social context
(Denzin 1989). Ethnographic research is set to undedtie interaction of individuals
with others and with theulture of the society in which they live, while keeping a focus
on their interpretation of experiences (Merriam & Tisdell, 2016). Particularly relevant to
this project is the observation that stind) daily practices offers insight into global
dynamics ad hierarchiesSchiller, 2009) Multi-sited research, according to Marcus
(1998, p. 906), is when a researcher establishes a presence and designs a study with the
explicit aim of investigatingrad problematizing connections between multiple sites,
which can be based on the pursuit of moving people, objects, conflicts, and biographies,
or more. Therefore, muiited ethnographic research is most suited to understand
mi gr ant wo me reda locdl and transnaticnal scalesthow these construe as
production and social reproduction, and how they connect to historical and contemporary

economic, political and social conditions.

Reinharz (1992) asserts that contemporary (feminist) ethnograpbives mult
method research consisting of ethnograpiservations, participant interviews
impromptu or guidedand document analysis. These three methods were utilized in the
way | collected data.. With regards to document analysis | reviewed Tuskeya n d
Georgiaods unil at er al satattticd data en telatioratd Turkishg r a t i
and Georgian immigration and emigration, and other documents collected during my field

work such as money transfer regulations, hiring agency contradtsharch pamphlets.
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This study relies more on two dire¢heographic methods: 1) interviews, and 2)
participation and observation (fieldwork). | will first discuss the critical role of a key
informant in this study. The following section will describe thterviews and
interviewees, while the next section wdlkcus on my fieldworkA map of geographical

research sites and a list of participants can be fouAgpendices A and f2spectively.

2.3.1. Key Informant

The key informant in this project, Nylais a critical component of this study, both
in terms of nspiration and access to the field. During my fieldwork, Nilay had been
working for nine years for my maternal family who lives in IstanBatording to
Gilchrist and Williams (1999) key informg&ndiffer from other informants not only by
their nature andepth of information in relation to the research topic but also by their
relationship to the researcher (p. 73). Nilay was my firstsliéey interviewee and a
constant source of verificationédn r ei t er ati on of ot her migran
experences. She answered my questions countless times on the history of Georgia and
Georgian cultural and religious practices. She also acted as a translator, especially when
we were in Georgia. Sheelped me access field sites and acted as a sponsor by way of
introducing me to groups of migrants, interviewees, neighbours and friends. These are
typical characteristics of key informants (Gilchrist & Williams, 1999, p. 74). Nilay
acknowledged that her sibutions would make this study happen and that she wanted
her (and that of others like her) story to be heard. She was particularly impressed by a
book titled AWhile Waiting for Dodoo (Dato

depicteda Georgm mi gr ant womandéds (the heteatiyne) di s
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financed the migration of another Georgian woman (the lover). In this story, the husband

of the heroine gave remittances sent by his wife to a woman that he developed a
relationshipwithit he her oi neds absence. Inaytor et urn,
migrate for work, only to meet with the heroine by coincidence. For Nilay, this was a
touching story because it showed the sacrifices of Georgian women for their families at

the risk of logng their families. Nilay wanted the difficulties and oppmities faced by

Georgian women in the context of migrations to be known.

2.3.2. Interviews

| interviewed a total of thirtfour Georgian women (segpendixB for interview
schedulesandAppendk Cfor a full list of interviewees). Three of these interviews were
conducted in Georgia with returnees from Turkey. Seven of the remainingaghetyere
life histories and they were all collected in Istanbul. These are adequate numbers as after
thirty in-depth, narrative interviews, new concepts or themes surface rarely, and scholars
are able to identify recurring patterns in their study group (Bernard, 2013). All
interviews, as well as some of the group conversations, were audio recorded on my
phone Although most of the informants were quite fluent in Turkish, when there was a
need for translation, other migrants and most of the time my key informant, helped me
with it. In addition, most women did not care for pseudonyms, so | came up with names

for themin the evening when recording my daily field notes.

Participantéage rangethetweer26 and69, with the average age being H0fact

more than half of the participants were over the age of 50 (20 out of 34) and thus were

37



more likely to have workeduwting and/or experienced the Soviet regime. Apart from six
participants who were high school graduates, all women held university degrees. Most
common university degree was in teaching, followed by nursing, economics and business
management, law, and tecta degrees (such as controller or mechanical engineer).

Apart from three informants (who had undergone vocational training) every participant
had professional work experience before migrating to Turkey. Throughout the field work
it became clear that Eag half of the participantdboth among interviewees and other
anonymous participantsvho came from Kutaisi, Gori, Batumi, and Ozurds@e map of
Georgia inAppendix Amowned farms or gardens which provided supplemental income
(albeit with graduallydiminishing proportions) before and after Independence. My
conversations with Thilisi residentisoth migrant and nemigrant as well as my

observations in Thilisi, did not reveal such practmaessibly because Thilisi is the capital

city of Georgia (andhus more urbanized)he importance and patterns of multiple

varied income generation activities, such as holding professional jobs and tending to
gardens, will be fully discussed @hapter threeOther important characteristics of the

study group rel&t to their martial status and position in their families. Most women (30

out of 34) had been married at one point. Among those who married two women were
divorcees, ten were widows, while 18 wer# starried. The mechanisms of forming and
sustainingmult gener ati onal families, aslawheolold oa s
i n participant s 6 chapteefweFinally, at thétiene of intprliezys ed 1 n
i nformant sd sranged framnwo Tol3 yieasy Thd nagbrity were on visitor
visa (17) and work permit (12) while five were undocumented workers. All informants

worked under livan arrangements: 18 workers took care of older individuals or couples,
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12 worked in householdsith small children, while the remaining worked as

housekepers for adult familieGseeAppendix Gor further details on interviewees)

The goal of semstructured interviews is to explore a topic more openly and to
allow interviewees to express their pjoins and ideas in their own words (Esterberg,
2002). Fist and foremost, | asked participants questions about the reasons behind their
migration, why they chose Turkey, and whether they had further migration plans. Their
answers summarized the politicaldeeconomic conditions, the need for family survival
andthe context of binational policies and history, while outlining patterns of joining
global capitalism as labourers. | also inquired about their transnational activities, which
included the frequencgnd nature of contact, how they cared for them, as welea
instruments of communication and transfer. Their answers shed light on social
reproduction strategies as they related to gender and family ideologies, and budgets.
Questions in relation to theemployment included their job finding and quitting pats,
their relationship with employers, their daily schedules and tasks, in addition to their
work contracts, wages and wage spending patterns. The answers illuminated the ways in
which social reprductive was commodified, structured and exploitgaine & the semi
structured interviews were conducted in th
while most were in public spaces such as restaurants, tea/coffee shops and parks.
Interviews usually Isted between 30 to 45 minutes and every informant was giv

piece of paper with my Istanbul phone number on it (which is still active).

| interviewed seven patrticipants about their lives. Life histories are essential in

covering the full extentofaperon 6 s experi ences (Denzin, 19E&
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particubr 'y useful in social study, because ac
not come back to the problems of biography, of history and of their intersection within a
society has completeditsnt el | ect ual journeyo ©0/NMdI I s, 19
Defined as dor al hi storyo by Reinharz (199
an understanding among soci al cl asses, br i
female experiece part of the written record, as well as developingrfestitheory (pp.

134-136). | approached seven women who experienced life under socialism so that |

could compare life comprising of waged and unwaged work, work and leisure time, state
structures,dmily configurations and related policies, and geograpl(ic))mobilities as

organized under socialist and psstialist local political economy. Life histories in this

study were not structured. They were collected over several meetings and lastet betwe

three to four hours. Participants usually followedeooological order, starting from

their birth and parental families and endi
religious and social relationships with Russia, before, during and afteiStBR were

discussed in detail. Participants compared th&n lives, aspirations and achievements

to those of their parentsodé, and their chil
ways that men and women were conceptualized in relation lhooglaer, to the state and

in labour markets, which altopeh er spoke to the cultural cor

labour was valued or devalued, and rendered visible and invisible.
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2.2.3. Field Work

The term dAfi el dwo observatibreamdirtfoensal irkecviewsv i t i e s
and conversations in locations whére phenomena of interest occurs (Merriam &
Tisdell, 2016) . A researcher6s position a
Apart-f al panbser ver 0 agudy thatis, shenor hehmaybe g h o u t
complete participant at certain timehile be a complete observer at other times,
depending on the context or the scope of study (Merriam & Tisdell, 2016). My fieldwork
also consisted of informal, impromptu conversagicas well as observations which
oscill ated ofullobshevé@parspecpanm.

This study was conducted in two major geographical locations: Turkey and
Georgia (See the mapsAppendix A In Istanbul (Turkey) field sites consisted of my
family neighbourhood, a restaurant, Orthodox churches of Istanbul and amtiotesh
bus station (Laleli). Il n I'stanbul, my f ami
of Nilay, who knew several Georgian migrant domestic labourers in the neighbourhood,
joined migrant labourer groups and gatherings. In addition to condunterviews,
because we lived in the same neighbourhood, | was able to frequently join groups of
migrant women for walks, patisserie/coffee shop visits, short gatherings in the
neighbourhood park, shopping expeditions and house gatherings. Anotharlstebul
was t he !festauriarg where Georgian migrant women of another Istanbul
neighbourhood typically spent their Sundays. This restaurant became a site where |
returnedo several Sundays during my field work. Each time | went there | ieteed

two or three migrant women, and participated in larger group conversations which | also

1 A pseudonym
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taped. | went to several Orthodox churches in Istanbul for the purpose of meeting and
spending time with migrant women on their day off. Georgians do not haveieiChf
their own in Istanbul, that is, with permanent clergy of Georgian origin, but they attend
other (Greek) Orthodox churches. The conversations and documents at the churches
guided me to uncovering the historical migration patterns between Georglakay,
in addition to recruitment of several participants for interviews and participation in group
conversations. Laleli bus station is a station where bus companies which tparate
from Georgia are clustered. It is surrounded by shops and seoviggnies which serve
migrant women, as well as tourists, andfrequented by employment brokers.

I n I stanbul, our conversations revolved
families, employers, living arrangements, and the best and worst experienceseyn. T
These discussions were further marked by cultural comparisons between Georgia and
Turkey in réation to household chores, gender and family relations, social provisions,
and economics. In combination with my observations and travel to Georgia, data
collected in Istanbul il luminated migrant
employment netwds and strategies, budgeting and shopping preferences. Overall,
participants informed me of the emerging patterns of redistribution and tensions in social

reproductive work in Georgia, Turkegnd in between.

Il n Georgi a, I st ay dlidiwithithe éxceptionlobayfetvs f a mi |
days spent in Kutaisin Kutaisi we visited families of three participants whose life
histories | had learned in Istamb . I n addition to spending ti
families, | encountered numerous returnees (frark@y and Europe), Georgian families

and workers, and Turkish nationals. The most remarkable observation of my fieldwork in
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Georgia was the prevalencerof gr at i on 1 n M@eoovergaiioasins 6 | i ves.
Georgia invariably i matebiesdheidpadst andaurentéven® | i v e
and working conditions, as well as stories of other migrants and their families. These
conversations and my evegydobservations showed me which jobs in the labour market

men and women worked (or could not) as vaslisalary scales and social provisions. |

observed patterns of expenditure and investment as well as materially and ideologically
gendered allocation obles and resources within families. Tracing words, stories, and
monuments gave me a deeper understanoif Georgian culture, and national identity, as
manifested and constructed in relation to the past, pres®hfuture. | caught sight of

daily livesof Georgian families with migrants, which is mostly built on remittances. It is

being constructed ovéne long shadow of a socialist past, and shaped under the emerging

neoliberal capitalism of the region.

2.2.4. Data Analysis

Interviews were audiotapettanscribed, and translated to English by me. Once
transcriptions were complete | first transferrey khemes and moments coded from
interviews on large poster size papers by hand, by individual interview. | further
incorporated other themes frommyéiel not es t o this poster. Thi
codingdo (Charmaz, 200 6 )whatasreseacherisldokingfor nar r o
but rather is about labelling and organizing. After seeing the emerging patterns and
recurring themes, | turned to myeetronic files and developed new files around these
emerging categories obcusedesodFoygdbowvag a
2018, p. 176) more subthemes materialized. | coded general interviews and life histories

separately, and benefited frdhre latter to provide both more context and deeper insight
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into the data collected from filed notesdanterviews. As last step, | compared and
integrated interview data, and observations with information obtained from document
analysis. This step brougathistorical and structural context, evidence and organization

to the study material collected thrdumpterviews and field work. The use of different

met hods in qualitative inquiry is called
researchebrings different kinds of evidence to bear on a problem (Esterberg, 2002). It
balances the strengthweaknesses of each method and thus makes qualitative inquiry
and analysis more sound (ibid).

In this ethnographic research | examined Georgian migrantve n 6 s dai | vy
relation to households, labour markets, states and transnational structuspacesd This
inquiry into how they made a living, and organized their social reproductive labour and
relations under the regional manifestations of glahgitalism was conducted through
three different methods of data collection. Along with the spongoosiNilay, the

triangulated data provide the rich data basis of this dissertation.
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CHAPTER 3: DISRUPTED LIVELIHOODS

The ruins of a sanatioim in Kutaisi: one of many health sector institutions which

employed Georgian workers during Soviet time

3.1 INTRODUCTION

We are waiting for the day to come that Georgia is in good shape. [The day] we have
enough money and we are at home. (Nimet, 6 2006, Istanbul)

Nimet, like the majority of participants in this study, migrated from Georgia to
Turkey inpursuit of wages to secunerfamily ésastenance and wdleing. They were
all able to do so by becoming part of, and beneficial to globalizipgatiam. What

drove Georgian migrant women to contribute to global capital accumulation as migrant

45



laboures was the creation and maintenance of a certain set of political and economic
conditions which led to the emergence and evolvement of new sociadiuegion
relations. In their case, this set materialized out ot#ssatiorof Soviet Georgia and its
redacement with a new, independent, and neoliberal capitalist Georgia.

As outlined in the previous chapter, one of the basic premises of femintgtgboli
economy is that social reproduction relations reflect modifications in globally expanding
capitalist poduction relations. Mobile capital gives wayattapid veering of profitable
sectors, depressed labour markets and precarious employment inoelaectwin aim of
securing cheap(er) resources and labour force. States, increasingly in cooperation with
international governing systems, are pivot
global capitalism by way of attempting to make it moreaative for foreign capital, as
well asin making social reproduction conditions correspond to the neexdgpiél
production (Bakker, 2007). As a resulbcgl reproduction relations at national,
community and family levels which exist in these terr@sbecome subjugated to
capitalist social relations in distinctive patterns due to geographical anddaktori
differences. These economic, political and social alterations condition families to seek
alternative-to previously practicedvays for subsistece, while incorporating them into
the processes of global capital accumulation.

Social reproduction, as fieed inchaptertwog can be summari zed a
everyday activities of collecting, utilizingnd investing in resources for their daily and
gererational survival. It involves processes of maintaining and reproducing people, which
range from the rather immediate needs of procuring shelter, safety, food and clothing to
future considerations such iasreasing employability of the offspring and céoe

el ders. These processes are indexed to cul
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social and economic positions. The concept of social reproduction further suggests
engagement with variousdate and nostate institutions for the aim of@&ing the
survival and weHlbeingof individuals and families. Therefore, social reproduction
consists of evaluation, planning and action with regards to possibilities or combinations
available and acces®r | e wi t hin oneds concalmiieuilns ng mat
through the disruption of availability of or accessibility to resources which have been
relied on for their social reproduction that populations will turn to alternative strategies.
At this moment of globalized capitalism, these altevea are exceedingly more tied to
capital accumulation.

This chapter sheds light on the mastauctural political and economic
i mperatives behind Georgian womerO0OS migrat
generation for t hei rcusfsamthelnuamcedavays in whicle nanc e .
global capital, in search of accumulation, has unfolded in Georgia and initiated a novel
tension between production and social reproduction relations in the counteysivaping
Georgian f ami |l i e sthistemgohis descsbedaimrelation bogeiecc e s . T
postindependence income generation activities in the face of decreased cash inputs and

increased expenditures on family budgets. The first section offdesxast overview of

capital i s mds coptrivangces of accessing nesourcesidr capital
accumul ati on. More specifically, |l di scuss
accumul ationo and its more cmnit@aampumalr gt i or

di spossessi oneation o cormixignd irmwhich socialeelations are
subsumed to service the needs of capital. The following section summarizes the literature
on repercussionsofexoci al i st count r glaba, deoliberat capitalistr at i o

economy on populaties and their social reproduction strategies. Here, further attention is
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paid to capitalismdébs calibrating attempts
and local economies, and social reproducttrategies. The next section chronicles the

Georgan political and economic measures that took place since its independence from the
Soviet Union. In this context, pressures to access Georgian resources and labour force
from gl obal c aspch asdhle nternatiomad Monetacy t-{hadFh assd

global banks, and Russia, which recently turned capitalist, are determined to be critical.

This section describes a series of preconditions, sancindsggressions enforced on

the Georgian state bydhke forces and their economic, politj@ld socibconsequences.

The rest of the chapter incorporates Georg
recounted the effects of these political and economic processes, by fits and starts, on their
lives andincome generation strategies to fulfill their sdeeproduction needs. It outlines

the specific ways in which their survival
curtailed and how their resources, such as land, produce, savings, and laksEuvemy

rendered worthless. It shows that Georgiaese subsequently incorporated into global

capital accumulation as labourers and as debt payors. The latter, although stressed in
feminist political economy anithe literature omispossessions, is not@pic that is

thoroughly examined in the literatuven wo mends mi grati on or reo
reproduction relations. In this study, patterns of borrowing and debt repayment,

particularly from private national and international banks, are found pydfoundly

instrumental in the commodification&e or gi an f ami |l i es6 resour c:
reproductive | abour. The chapter ends with
Il ight of their current i nvaadsooeltpesiiono secu

while waiting for a new élance between production and social reproduction relations to

be struck in Georgia.
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3.2. PRIMITIVE CAPITALIST ACCUMULATION

Marx (Marx, 1867/1990) traces the commencement of capitalist production
relations to a set of violent and bounding actions aintesizing and subsuming other,
alternative, precapitalist means of production. In his work, Marx identifies a list of
expropriations which assured the release of resources for capital accumulation. For
example, in the first volume dapital (Marx, 18671990), chapter twentgeven, in the
context of the enclosure of the commons in England and Scotland he chronicled the ways
in whichtheEngl i sh royal and bourgeoistclass fco
agriculture, made the soil part and parcel oftepand created for the town industries
the necessary supply othate and outlaweip r ol et ari at 6 ( Ma-r x, 1867
895). As these lands were usurped by capital with the help of law and lasggssn
previous occupants of these lands which masilysisted of independent peasants,
fishers, and craftsmehad to take up employment in the burgeoning capitalist industrial
production of the time because they faced starvation and/or various typessbinpent.
They became nf r e ehewtotality Marxscalls thege expBfridtipns | n t
Aprimitive accumul ationo (ibid, p. 873) an
conditions of capitalist accumulation. Ultimately, primitive accumulationlte
Adi vorcing the prododect foomm (he Beansaomd
commodification of both land and labour as they both become amenable to capital
accumulation. As noted, a key feature of these processes is the use of violent means
which are usually backed by state legislations doast In England durinthe 15" and
16" centuiesthose who were rendered landless or without subsistence were disciplined

by a Abloody | egislationodo (p.896)ndwhi ch re
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working conditions. In tandem, wars and congsigétansatlantic) slavery, and
colonialism have been trademarks of such expropriations afgmi¢alist production and

social relations in capitalismbds globalize

Marxist scholars have expanded the application of the concept primitive
accumulabn. Of note is Luxemburg (1913), who observed that primitive and capital
accumulation may and do-&xist. In other words, the former need not end for the latter
tostartt SR contends that due to capitalismbds pe
reaches out to other spaces where it can access surplus value by way of establishing wage
relations andhe marketing of commodities. Capitalist production relations at the
intemati onal |l evel are established t38ough i
which constitute the cornerstone of colonial policies, wars, and the international loan

system.

In contemporary scholarship, Harvey (8p0uilds on thesimultaneous display of
the features of primitive accumulation and capital accumulation. Hestbat
capitalism Aeaeanporiatls fiAixpastdi d p. 43) to deal
accumulation crises, and provides the establishment of neoliberallisapélations from
late 1970s to early 2century as illustration. Primitive accumulatiorhish Harvey
| abels fiaccumul ation by dispossessiono (p.
geographies based on their available resources, market and podagtacities, and
level of integration into the global capitalist system. To attune the tede8beral visions
of geographical and temporal capital accumulation, certain forms of dispossessions

become more pronounced such as the credit system anddinapital, while new forms
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of primitive accumulation also emerge. For example, sine&980s populations in the
North (more advanced capitalist countries) lost their livelihoods, houses and pension
rights due to debt peonage and corporate fraudso&inmes of the commons took place in
the South through land grabs for development, waves oftzadan of water and other
public utilities as well as education and health institutions. Biopiracy, the
commodification of cultural forms, and patenting aiedricing are further ways in which
assets and labour around the world are being commodifiegdifd0®). As an

additional point, in an effort to explain and address the issue of class struggle in this
dynamic and changing capitalist forms of dispossessand capital accumulation,
Carbonella and Kasmir (2014) assert that the massive defeatsanglaghization of

working classes themselves be counted as major dispossessions. They argue that the
spatial and temporal expansions and manipulations causeummug cultural, political

and structural making and remaking of the labour force and workaisges. Such
consideration requires a more holistic def
which refers to any set of economic, social, and culturaiogpation or disorganization

with the aim of introducing new set of capitalist relations.

Hav e ytiewyof fAaccumul ation by di spossessi or
characteristics of fAprimitive acchothul ati on
temporally and geographicallf he or i gi nal tenets cansdistdipr i mi t
theuse of extreeconomic, fraudulent, and violent pressures for accessing resources and
populations that lie outside of capitalism to be replaced by capitalist selationsin
thiscontextc ont empor ary conceptuali zatdbooowvwér dac

the ways in which primitive accumulation has become raaliern, nuanced, and
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diversfied under current neoliberal accumulation regif@assman, 2006)n other

words, it widens the range of possible resources and forms of extra economicegressur
be included in such analysis. Expandeahporal and spatiaonsiderations in
understanding and theorizing the proletarianization process of populatigribusa

include not only appropriation of resources currently outside of capitalist relatimfs (s
as land graber natural resourcg$ut also appropriation d¢ivelihood resources which

have beerformerly secured by working classes (who were previoushyeparianized)

and other forms survival and/or existential elements (e.g. biopirasyguch schemes

such as therivatization of state enterprises, public utilitisscial housingGlassman,
2006) healthcare, and education, cuts to social spendsgell aghe erosion obther
benefits whichwere secured through previous struggkeg (persionplang may be

counted asargetsof continuing primitive accumulation in global south and global north
alike Bezanson & Luxton, 20Q6Relatedlyjfiac c u mul at i on biya di sposse
broade termwhich provides theoretical space for feminist politeeonomists to fully
analyze the conditions behind commodification of social relations, and more pastjcular
of social reproductive labour. As mentioned earlier, the latter is an issue which has not

been addressed by Marx.

While contemporaryiistory d dispossessions can be told as the simultaneous
production of both wage | albKaamir, 2614 dlQwagel e s
is not the same production and social reproduction systems that the capital meets in
different parts of the world when searclof temporal and spatial fixes. This point
speaks to the creation of difference in relation to both how capitalism will unfold in a

geography and how populations will be incorporated into the global labour force, the
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latter also continually restrured as a result dfiechanging needs of capitstli

production relations. Wolf (1982), for example Harope and the people without history
demonstrates that although capitalism has
differentiation not only thsugh its combination with other modes [of productibut also

in the very course of its own operationso
varying nature of the spatial expansion of capitalism, of primitive accumulations and the
consequent redse and hierarchization of a global labour forcerd/bften than not, the

|l atter included fimassive relocationso (p.
These relocations were stratified due to differentiated dispossessions, newly established

capitalist social relations and capitalistaccumalati 6 s needs .

Dispossessions are a process of engendering difference, not only because
populations are affected differently but also because they can be hierarchized and
exploited based on their (constred) attributes. This hierarchization of attribusesures
amplified surplus value extraction from both waged and unwaged labour. In this regard,
feminist scholars have analyzed the extent
di s possessi omtheccontext of theirmrgpaid social reproductivekwehich
secures the social reproduction of the labour force and capitalist social relatiaas.
Federici (2004t ont ends t hat di spossessions created
divisionswith n t he wor ki ng c¢l| as s 0 nstitbentofclagstulen i n t
and the formation of the modern proletaria
and race. Furthermore, from a gender perspeahefraces the violent history of the
establishment o (gendered) division of labourtBur ope t o t he ti me of

commonso as studied by Marx (see above). S
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historically contingent on the violent disciplining of women through witch huntshend
expropriation of their reproductive labour. Wemm 6 s wor k t hus became i
devalorized labour in the reproduction of labour power and capitalist accumulation. In
relation with the | ast point, Maria Mies (
reproductive labour, whether in the context of $ehold chores, subsistence production,

or the informal sector, is subject to an ongoing form of primitive accumulation because of

its role in enabling the sal e Iloifed Withous ehol d
this | abour, fndte] chagpiahballe stto [awocudlndhid at e c &
context, demands on womenodés | abour which i

labour force constitutes the analytical focus. The transfoomsatvith relation to the
appropriation, devalorizaton and modi fi cations of womenads

the specific case of Georgia will be discussed in detaihapters five and six.

For scholars of feminist political economy, primitive aewlations alsenark the
separation of production fne social reproduction, and the subordination of the processes
of social reproduction to commodification (Bakker, 2007). Social reproduction processes,
from the perspective of social reproduction thearg, not only about replenishment and
safety of labowsr bodies, but also about the reproduction of social relations securing a
future labour force willing to work under and reproduce capitalist production. Societal
reproduction thus is a larger undertakumigh multiple partakers including families, state
institutions, government and n@overnment organizations as well as social networks in
particular cultural environments. Consequently, instances of commaodification and their
implications should be analydén relation to these interrelated structures. Giargig

womends centr al role in social reproductio
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roleso in families and communities as well
sites of soa@l reproduction as listed above, an analytical faces womends | abour
particularly wuseful in determining and des

(primitive) capital accumulation and social reproduction needs.

Scholars of social production concur that the latest mode of capital
accunu |l ati on under gl obal neol i beralism has |
by dispossessionso whi odthwhhane ndxe ptae d eaxtdr a
labour The most prominent effect di¢ separation of production and social reproduction
is that social reproduction becomes externalized to the household and family, to be
reali zed through worker sd wag e Bartgoékdakelser , 2
contemporary capitalist globaliat i on fit he femini zation of pr
denoting the process wherein women are incorporated into the global labour force in a
devalorized manner when jobs themselves are feminized; in that they are now more
flexible, precarious, and worthlessh an fAr eal wageso for both m
2006, p. 186). This suggests an increased d
where social reproduction increasingly depends on wages but the probability of making
decent wages is diminished. Witlgesds to this issue Piper (2011) suggests that the
informalization, casualizatiopand pr ecari ousness of work neg
to find permanent employment or jobs in traditionally male dominated sectors. By
extensi on, me n 0 the housaeheldsare dessreecuregl and teds remunerated.
Uprooted from secure wage generation strategies, households thus rely more on wages,
and require more wages, therefore becoming subject to increased commaodification and/or

indebtedness (LeBaron, 2010).
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Decreased public provisions is another indicati@t social reproduction is
becoming more privatized and marketized an
unpaid social reproductive labour (Bakker, 2007; Kofman, 2014; Bezanson, 2006). For
example, icCanada, Bezanson (2006) shows that following thelvezal economic
strategies the cutbacks in social welfare provisions which were granted during Keynesian
Fordist economy dispossessed women from their livelihood and social reproduction
strategies. Hawig less access to socialized care services and pagjrpenter and more
disadvantaged women had to pick ugamily care, which further reduced their already
low access to well paid, secure jobs with benefits. For many, this meant living in
compromisingconditions of weHlbeing including getting by withodbod or medication,
or sharing space and other goods with others, coupled with increased indebtedness

(Bezanson, 2006). Again, in Canada, Le Baron (2010) calls the simultaneous

restructuring othewelfar e system and | abour medr ket s as
documents the ways in which soci al reprodu
and collective concern to one of private a

neoliberal markeimperatives. She lists several federal and provineiedl interventions,

such as the termination tife Canadian Assistance Plan which brought drastic cuts to

childcare support both to individuals and to childcare centres, and changes to

Unemployment Iaurance (now called Employment Insurance) which saw

implementation of new criteaj as means of dispossessing women through the
Aredefinitions of the commonso (g@ass 900) . A
women have been dispossessed of assetsragthms which assisted them in meeting

the social regrductive needs of their families and were compelled to join the labour

market under unequal circumstances. Canadian women were further forced to spare more
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hours for waged work, usually in multiple jolyghile also taking on various forms of

debt such as artgages, home equity loans and credit cards (p. 905). These conditions
suggest the subjugation of social reproduction in Canada to (global) capital market
relations at many levels: Women and familiesdame more market dependent while their
paid and unpdli labour are structured by capitalist work scheslated regime
requirements. Dalily lives, relationships and spaces are defined increasingly more with
theterms of capitalist system production andrdlation to future generations, further

conditions ofdependence on market relations are created.

In another part of the world, Paprocki (2016) lists the multi layered expropriations
of themeans of social of reproduction via microcredit schemes. Fagosi a group of
women in rural Bangladesh, she folloawseries of neoliberal reforms under structural
adjustment policies and dondriven nongovernmental organization tutelage. These
policies oversaw the privatization of a variety of previously s@adlservices such as
health care and food security prams. As a result, women from peasant families had to
borrow credit from numerous local and global miirance institutions which still
continue to flourish in Bangladesh. The borrowed credit was tasBnance temporary
migrations of family members éor consumption during periodic food insecurities.
Paprocki (2016) argues that these microcredit interventions were instrumental in the
implementation of more general processes of global capitalistafewent and social
reproduction relations. Specifical/IBangladeshi women had to extend their unpaid
labour to deal with bureaucratic requirements and periodic meetings diminishing their
care for household needs. Furthermore, Bangladeshi women werecangmnt threat of

losing their assets, such as chitkeand pots and pans, clothes, jewelry and structural
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components of their homes which they had showed as collaterals. In some cases, these
threats were realized. Additionally, they were also undestaenih harassment of interest
collectors, which altoge#r made them police the activities of their family members, and
pressure them to work in precarious jobs or migrate to meet the repayment schedules.

This literature suggests that the commaodificatind e@alibration of social
reproduction relations undelofpal capitalism are geographically and historically
diversified as well as gendered. Bakker and Gill (2019) cedid@specific differentiations
and varieties in contemporary globalized capitalisrmateng from concrete social,
cultural, ecologicalandnma t er i al practices and structur es
(p. 504). This term reflects that over different periods of time and across different
societies and scales, social relations have beemmodified by the intensification of the
power and rach of capital, albeit unevenly (Bakker & Gill, 2019). It is also important to
note that these historical and contemporary processes of primitive accumulation do not
reign without resistance (Carborae8. Kasmir, 2014). Considering aif theseprocesses
| now turn to the specific history of dispossessions, in Georgia, following its
Independence from the Soviet Union, through a gendered perspective.

This chapter examines the dispossessions that pr€ceder gi an womenas
migration to Turkeylt starts by disussing the mixed nature of socialist economies (with
elements of market economy), their history of contested establishment and reproduction,
and their implications on social reproduction of citizansacialist countriedt proceeds
by showingg he ways in which Georgian familiesd |
salaried jobs, agriculture, migraticand state benefit payments suffered under the new
political economy of Georgia and the regioreathe fall of socialist system. Georgian

women adopted two main strategies in order to compensate for continuing cash
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deficiencies: borrowinpend out mi gration. Through migran
| demonstrate how socialist production strategiese shaped by the introduction

capitalistré at i ons which resulted in the commodif
and labour power. As a result, participants in this study were compelled to join the global
feminized labour force working in femired sectors such #se domesti¢c and caresedor

in extremely devalorized conditions because of their gender, ethnicity, migrant @tatus
occupation sector. Their remittances are b
reproduct i onsbudget, agwegli aa gliobad dap@ital bydvayegfayment of

overpriced debts.

3.3 POSTSOCIALIST POLITICAL ECONOMY
AThere was money then and not much to buy

buy but magrandmanireGedrgia (27 August 206 taisi)

| use t ha ote @ainefd mdes ferind af time that started after the
end of the Soviet socialist system which used to feature an economy dominated and
organi zed by the state foll owingathe centr
directions. Burawoy and Verdery (1999)siidhat socialism was a system in which the
state promoted industrial production at the expense of finance and trade. The state
exercised strict control over the organization of production and redistribatidrthus
had a characteristic universal wearganization which rested on specific
understandings of labour agreements and gender regimes. Finally, interwoven in this
system was the rejection of capitalist definitions of property (Burawoy & Verder9, 199

p. 3). The Union of Soviet Socialist Sta{esSSR) consisted of fifteen socialist republics
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across North and Central Asi a. It was al so
which consisted of several communist nations in Eastern and Central Eclojéng

Bulgaria, East Germany, Hungary, ai d , Romania and Czechosl ov
Bl oco and the USSR came to #fsipravidedai n 1991
historical evidence to the contested establishment and maintenance oftsetaitns

and state controlled economy in-gacialist countries. The following section wditaw

from literatureto addresses the conditions of peetialism in exsocialist states as well

as exEastern bloc countries.

3.3.1.Controversie®f Socialig State Economy

Several interrelated visions guided the establishment of Bolshevik power in the
name of proletariat over Soviet territories, and its legitimization efforts, after the October
Revolution in 1917. The basic tenets were the eradication ofjboig nationalis
governments, feudal and patriarchal orders, and endowing nations (a relative) autonomy
and representation as they were annexed (Marshall, 2010). Eastern Bloc countries were
presented socialism as a system where people would labounitydigd freedom,
where women received equal pay for equal work, and where national minorities rights
woul d be protected, in short, as a system
poverty, and exploitationo (aseorachieweis, 1999,
through centrally controlled production and redistribution which required making all

resources public, and subjugated to central authority.

Making resources available to central control was buiPaetarianization

theorywhichant i c i p at eehousiveorkingalass, gonsisting both of industrial and
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agricultural workers, and earning a |iving
& Szelenyi, 1985, p. 249). Furthermore, under the combined effects of urbanization and
industialization, this dverse yet unified modern communist class would overcome
nationalism and embrace fAsoci al I nternati o
early Soviet interventions saw massive dislocation of peasants who were recruited to
work in collectivized fams or in factories during the large scale industrialization program
(Siegelbaum & Suny, 1994). These interventions were met by colossal resistance,
especially in the three Caucasian republics of Georgia, Azerbaijan and Armenia
(Marshall,2010). Series ofecurrent peasant rebellions in these regions were violently
crushed by the Soviet forces by way of killings, imprisonments, forced migrations, and
forced labour regimes between early 1920s and 1940s (Marshall, 2010). Socialist states
usedother measures tabtain consent of the proletariat, ranging from introducing modern
infrastructure and services in education, health, energy, and transportation sectors which
increased living standards, in addition to implementing various five yearmaono
programs whiclalternated the macro economic conditions between mixed economy and
state dominated economy (Marshall, 2010).

Scholars of Soviet socialist regime generally concur that such proletarianization
was not achieved, except perhaps for somead@atd temporal gckets in Soviet history
(see a comparison between Polish, Hungarian and Russian factory workers in 1980s by
Bur awoy, 2001; and a discussion on western
positive portrayal of Soviet working classpexiences by Sie¢igaum and Suny, 1994).
Among the major reasons for this was the presence of a tyrannical, and extremely
bureaucratized central authority. For instance, in a historical account of the formation of

Soviet working class, Siegelbaum and S(t894) argue thahe proletariat lost its
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political power even as early as 1920s when all factory committees were subjugated to the
Communist Party, and the proletariat class was forced to socially reproduce only through

the state, thus preventing anyleotive politicalor gani zati on or the for
for itselfo understanding (p. 25) . I n the
administrative cliques of Communist Party accumulated further power which rested on

their ultimate control over produch and redistribtion.

The purpose of Communi st Partyds bureau
to secure and preserve the socialization of the means of production through establishing
direct or indirect state ownership of the means of producdiott more importdly,
through central planning (Feldbrugge, 1984). Centralized planning included the allocation
of resources necessary for production, management of the production process by target
quotas, and the distribution of consumer products amvites (Feldbruggel984). The
upper sections of the bureaucratic organization accumulated power and wealth through
unequal distribution practices, and privileged access to subsidized resourcpsofgam
1987), and they were not judicially accountable(forancial) mismangement (Marshall,
2010). The promotion of sefferving agendas was further compounded by endless and
capricious mismanagement of resource distribution, which in turn created an economy of
shortages experienced as scarcities of raw nate&abour power, guipment, and
consumer products and services (Stark, 1989; Verdery, 1999). As a result, the higher
echelons of Communist Pargnd by extension, the Communist Pamsere seen and
resisted against as the antagonist class by workerddkye 1999), whiléhe regime lost
its ideological and material legitimacy in the face of observed inefficiency, waste, class

privilege, favouritism and lack of living standards (Buroway, 2001, p. 31).
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Dissent among proletarianized groups manifestett itseovert and oert
resistance strategies and spread from the shop floors and collective farms to form a web
of economic activities, which represented a siphoning of public productive and
distributive resources for private gain (Sampson, 198@ked,asecond economyvas
prevalent across all socialist countries. Livelihoods drew from both first economy and
second economy where the latter both relied on the first while simultaneously supporting
and undermining it (Stark, 1989)hree reasons lied undegcond economy teities: 1.
An effort to reach material objectives which were not provided by the system, 2.
Collusion of socialist firm maagers, who needed to fulfill production quotas despite
shortages, with workers, and 3. Disrespect for the regimieh workers savo exploit
them (Burawoy, 2002, pp. 7B). In factories, workers were observed to perform low
intensity and negligent work, in addition to frequent absenteeism, turnover, and lateness
rates (Sampson, 1987) or to collectively organizsaresj the regimeaemanding changes
in macreeconomic, political structures, and general work conditions (Buroway, 2001).
Extra income earned by labourers through second economy activities allowed workers to
circumvent managerial control (Burawoy, 2001) /ando bargain sektively (Stark,
1989). The major second economic activity, which was also officially endorsed by the
state, was private agricultural production. By the end of socialist era, private agriculture,
which was done both in private lands amdkkozes, was holdg a substantial share in
overall socialist agricultural production (Feldbrugge, 1984). Moreover, informal

employment strategies were widespread and included activities such as subcontracting for

2a broad range of incomgenerating activity outside the boundaries of the redistributively coordinated
and managed econon(pf state socialism) (Stark, 1989, p. 651)
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socialist firms, moonlighting, informabastruction, repaj and transportation services

(Stark, 1989Feldbrugge, 1984), renting, consumer product manufacturing, providing
tutoring and other services, speculative and/or untaxed trading, money lending, operating
a private firm, pilfering from ta work place for grsonal use or for trading, and bribing
(Sampson, 1987). Overall, these informal sectors supplemented the centrally managed
socialist economy. However, at the same time, they rendered the system more ineffective
by reducing its access pvoductive and radtributive resources, implementing market
relations, and enlarging property rights (Stark, 1989). Furthermore, they strengthened the
bureaucratic power and its hierarchies by way of bribes and nepotism, as well as creating
a new set of mrket based hierahnies among working populations (Manchin & Szelenyi,

1985).

Georgia in particular, was noted to have fiercely resisted the centralization of
government and economic integration to the USBRrshall (2010) reports that
Georgian countryde saw widespread uprisings until early 1940s, and the Georgian
peasantry remaed deeply unenthusiastic supporters of the new order, which they
showed by not voting for Georgian Communist Party representatives election after
election. By 1960s, communiswas dead in the eyes of the majority and an unofficial
black economy in highalue consumer goods as well as some criminal structures had
formed (Marshall, 2010). In 1980s, Georgia had a boosting strong second economy where
incomes from it often greatlyxeeeded official wages (Sampson, 1987). The country was
characterized with higaccounts of bribery, favouritism at all state distribution and
service mechanisms (education, house/car allocation, personnel) and common defraud of

the state enterprise by waypersonal use or sale (Feldbrugge, 1984).
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The following sections will mostlfocus on the losses which occurred in the
livelihood strategies which were directly practiced within the first economy. None of the
participants in this study mentioned any@®t economy related activitiéisat they
conducted in Socialist Georgia. Howewva light of above discussion, it is evident that
there wastrong second economyhich provided various forms of (usually) unofficial
and supplementary strategies of liveblo supported by (and in turn supporting) the
centralized socialist economly.is reasonable to assume that the introduction of
capitalism as the first economy not only eliminated guaranteed employment, and social
benefits provided by the stateowever nediocre, but also most of the seceedonomy
based livelihood practices as Welue to the disappearance of state provided resources on

which they depended.

3.3.2. Introduction of Capitalist Economy

After 1991, postocialist countries have introducedoliberal economic policies
at a fast pace for the purpose of joining the glfie® market which meaatre
organi zation of production and social welf
doctrined (Humphrey & Manckageindicte@an2, p. 2)
acceptation of western liberalism, and in the case -@beglist states, a definite move
away from socialist state controlled, as well as stafgorted or more regulated forms of
capitalism. This doct rof I MreabdsWoddBpank ioansagiveno ns w
to postsocialist countries to support th@ining the global marketplace through rapid
privatization, the freeing of prices, withdrawal of subsidies and free trade (ibid, p.1).

Disrupting aftereffects of such neolibal reforms have been the subject of scholarly
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interest. This literature points similarities and differences among the socialist and post
socialist countries. | will first outline some of the similarities followed by differences
documented across-&odalist countries and populations.

There are some crucisimilarities across posiocialist states which can be
ascertained from the accountsofpfsb ci al i st popul ationsd expe
ethnographies of posbcialist societies point to the destructadrprevious livelihood
strategies, along with increaspadverty, amplified inequalities and the uneven withdrawal
of state social welfare provision& common recurring theme in these studies is anger,
frustration and a certain degree of nostalgia wethards to the loss of state provided
security and welfarprovisions. These feelings can mainly be attributed to the loss of
secure livelihoods, or safe and (relatively) equalistribution in the present and future
(Yalcin Heckmann, 2012) or at leass$oof a time where needs were more adequately
fulfilled even though there were less secure rights in a legal sense (Kandiyoti & Mandel,
1998) For example, in Russia, Burawoy, Krotov and Lytkina (2004) mention that the
socialist system was constituted bpael factories, with relatively high wages and
benefits vihich ranged from housing, summer dwellings and camps, and kinderg&yens.
the same token, Kideckel (2002) portrays how Soviet ideology inGgral European
countries stressed the role of therking class which translated into high wages and
supplematary state services. In these countries, Read and Thelen (2007), support this
portrait by explaining that universal social security provisions were comprehensive in that
they included access to wab@ork, pensions, social assistance and subsidized cheap
consumer goods. Included further in the socially subsidized services were generous,

gender specific benefits geared for socialized reproduction such as subsidized daycares,
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lengthy maternity leavesnd other family benefits (Pine, 2002; Read and Thel@di/;2

Ishkanian, 2013).

On the other handpsialist republics an&asternBloc countries differed from
one another in significant respects such as the intensity, span and effectiveness of
Sovietcortrol, in the extent of popular support or resistance,ialde degree and timing
of efforts ateconomic and political refornowardsa market economy and democratic
rule (Verdery, 1996, p.19). Furthermore, pesicialist orders showed differences among
countries in matters based on differences on the estal@igiwhdemocracy,
reinstatement of private property in land, and the description of the relationship between
the state and individual (Kandiyoti & Mandel, 1998). To illustrate, Burawoy (2000)
sugges s t hat Hungaryos pol it i ctartedsamedengear®s n 0 mi ¢
before the end of socialism better prepared that cotmtjgining the global market
economy than Russiaotwithstanding that both countries experienced gaping
inequalities, andthe creation of a new ruling class which was rodtethe previous
regime and which promoted and benefited from such changes (also see Verdery, 1996 for
Romania). Humphrey and Mandel (2002) highlight that the introduction of a western
liberaldoctt ne of At he mar ket d br oua hlmostieverysi mi | a
postsocialist country, such as rapid privatization of public assets and land, the freeing of
prices, establishment of free trade, and withdrawal of subsydiethey did not creat
similar results because of the individual country papuilaon s & pri or percept
speci fic experi enc e-sxistmdsodalrdlaionmfa 2)kintegrationi n t h
into the global market also brought in foreign capital and investment afitimg

privatization of banks, and new financial and cregigtems and institutions, but their
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nature, AsuccessoOo or reception depended on
status of individuals and familieStenning, Smith, Rochovska & Swiat&q10).

Moreover, the possocialist states differed inahwhile the countries of central Asia

assumed rather authoritarian political forms, the countries of central and eastern Europe
moved to a more democratic orientation (Humphrey & Mandel, 2002emimless, the
ethnographies which | will summarize belada draw our attention to certain patterns of

the effects of socialismbébs coll apse on | ab
general, what we may call the effects of changing producélations on social

reproduction relations. These sumiaarare done through the lens of social reproduction

theory; that is, by paying attention to variances in manifestations of capitalist

encroachment on local social reproduction relations in nuamags because of the

existing differences found in partieullocalities.

In general, after the implementation of neoliberal economic policies, the
disintegration of state administered industrial and agriculture production meant loss of
employment for alpopulations across esocialist and exeastern bloc counes. For
instance, Pine (2002) reports that in Poland, populations experienced unemployment or
the threat of unemployment for the first time. Worker jobs as well as wages declined
while the relativecost of living increased (Kideckel, 2002; and Verdery,&L®0
Romania; Burawoy, Krotov and Lytkina, 2004 in Russia). Working class individuals
could not access jobs available in the new private sector due to lack of opportunities for
training and educain (Kideckel, 2002). Gender was also a factor in how jeb Was
experienced. In Russia, Burawoy, Krotov and Lytkina (2004) suggest that career

possibilities shrunk more for men than women, because women mostly held service
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sector jobs and these sectopsittnued to operate. On the contrary, Morokvasic (2004)

argues that women were made redundant after the collaplke scialist economy and

were | argely deskill ed. Ki deckel 6s (2002)
posi ti on i mbourlwastmore devamnzéddbecause they were the last to be
hired and first to be fleimsedhl repRduttianttkedactt o wo
that the states did away with their responsibility in assuming the costs of biological and

social regroduction (Verdery, 1996) led to deeper losses for wolkveamen experienced

a relative dislocation from thestructurdposition as mothers once their universal

entitlements to social welfareanereplaced by new neoliberal and individualistic

criterionbased policies (Pine, 2002; Read Belen, 2007).

Effected by decreased access to cash and social welfare provignities
turned to alternative strategies of subsistence agriculture, entrepreneurship, migration, and
borrowing, often combining sewarof them in addition to securing waged jobs and
welfare payments. Burawoy, Krotov and Lytkina (2004) show that in Russine
families retreated to the domestic economy, consisting of mainly subsistence agriculture,
while others turned to the servicetmde secta; or petty commaodity production often
relying on their networks and material possessions left from thetSarna. Both groups
still searched for waged income and further supplemented these strategies with the help of
still available but dimished state pensions, child support, public assistance,
unemployment benefits or rent subsidies. Similar survival giegavere found in the
central European posbcialist states, particularly in terms of subsistence agricultural
activities and houselib production, with the supplement of individualistic

entrepreneurial activities.
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These new strategies were genderedels Across Russia (Burawoy, Krotov &
Latyinka, 2004) and east European countries (Pine, 2002) women dominated the
household based ssibtence production and coordinated kin based family farming, while
men either settled for casual work, or set up pribateness tapping into their male
dominated networks, or migrated to other countries which had labour shortages-in male
dominated sects such as construction. Kideckel (2002) reports similar observations in
Romania where women became even more assoeitedomestic work and household
production while men started to migrate to Italy, Germany or Moldavia, with or without

documents.

Other studies show a more complicated situation with diverse combinations of
survival strategies responsive to national segional economic and political
macrostructures. For example, it was mostly women who took on migration and
migration related traddrategy in some countries. Women in central Asian-posialist
states who usually dominated the market places and sdzafare, started to control the
entrepreneurship, and particularly trade, with new countries in the form of shuttle or
suitcase tradg(Ishkanian, 2013). Morokvasic (2004) supports this finding in-eastral
European essocialist countries. Women, stlemonstrates, were specifically found to

either commute to Europe for jobs in the domestic sector, or for suitcase trade.

3 Shuttle trade describes the smaltak business of moving consumer goods from global textile
manufacturing centers into the former USSR countries (Bloch, 2017;60)59
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Relativelyfewer studies examine borrowing in the context of {sosialist
familiesd s uDatafromarban sentreafolang and Slovakia in Stenning,
Smith, Rochovska and Swiatekds study (2010
to balance hesehold budgets and social reproduction, one of which was accessing
formal, informal, and kinship based financial assis¢aframilies in this study drew from
marginal employment, they bought secdrahd and mended clothes, and produced food
at home whilevaiting for social welfare benefits. While some families relied on migrant
remittances to supplement their daily/monthiyvéval, many had to borrow in order to
make ends meet from one month to the next. The latter group mostly preferred loans from
closenetworks or pawn lenders for smaller loans while they turned to bigger and formal

institutions such as national and int&tinnal banks for larger loans, if they qualified.

From this literature, it can be ascertained thagostsocialist countries
individuals and families who used to be working clage started to combirseveral
income resourcesinder more precariousmditions because of the lack of socialist state
economy (and the second econornmydrder to ensure their social reproduction. In
tandem, they replaced the care and social welfare resources which were previously
identified with state institutions with tee which relied on private and nstate networks
and resources (Read & Thelen, 2007). Macrostructural changes in the politicahgcono
weremarked by neoliberal economic policies which ranged from changing sectors of
production, and the introduction ofiyatization in production, to the introduction of
global capital into the national economy in the form of banks and (multinational)
companies. The accompanying social reproduction organization saw cutbacks in social

provision payments along witheintroduction of new criterion to qualify for these
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benefits. As a result, families assessed their options amidst new national and global
pdlitical economy and its accompanying macrostructural prospects.

Georgia underwent a similar economic transition. Eesv, dissimilar local
political and economic conditions accentuated certain social reproduction strategies
others especially the outigration of women. Distinctively, the introduction of neoliberal
policies did not happen all at once but over aermdéd period of time due to civil unrest
which lasted several years and the Russian assaults which meant land gretroasd
sanctions o Georgian individuals and Georgian produce. Another significant issue raised
by the respondents in this study, onecimless explored in the literature, was the
borrowing patterns, particularly from private banks. As families took loans from these
banks o finance their social reproductive needs under the compounding neoliberal
economic and walike political conditionsthe need for higher and prolonged remittances
increased. These brought a new wave of str
processesnd created and sustained a gender spe
The following two sections outline thature and degree of dispossessions that
participants experienced following the Geo
first secton relates to dispossessions experienced due to the fall of socialist system while

the second is on the effects ofdRian aggression towards Georgia.
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3. 4. HI STORY OF GEORGI A0S | NDEPENDENCE
Georgia gained its independence from the Soviet rule dadth 1991. The

country immediately moved into a democratic regime and elected its first prediaisnt

GamsakhurdiaHis assassination by the opposition just seven months after his election

wasfollowed by a civil war which lasted from 1991 to 1995.tAeé end of this period the

Gross Domestic Product (GDP) had fallen by 72% because of the plunge in industrial

output, eal income, consumption and capital investment (Badurashvili & Nadareishvili,

2012). This war ended when Edward Shevardnadze was etecpedsident in 1995.

Shevardnadzed6s rule ended in 2003 as a res

ARoseo | RV ondo. His rule was marked by corru

election fraud which brought discontent and led to the Revaluiibe Rose Revolution

i's seen as an important political turning

it was backed by thepresident George W. Bush and supported by other Western

countries (Papava, 2006)-Welst omdpk&dO0) herlkae

Georgia, as opposed to Shevardnadzeds cl os

current heirRussia. Saakashvili of United National Movement won the consecutive two

elections after the Rose Revolution (in 2004 and 2008) andhaedtto build closer

relations with the United States, North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and the

European UnioriEU). The nexttwo elections saw different political parties take power:

Giorgi Margvelashvili of Georgian Dream Party in 2013; and®al Zurabishvili

(independent) in 2018. These last two presidents are known to be mdtagsian

(Newnham, 2015).
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Neoliberal policies continued to be implemented throughout these politically
tumultuous times although erratically. Before independe@eergia had a strong
economy which was based on a large industrial sector producing cars and military
aircrafts, as welks ceramic products (Wade, 2017). Moreover, Georgia was the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics6 térlhBddtROdity acati o
wine, mineral water and fruit to Soviet Russia in exchange for manufactured products
(Newnham, 208). After independence, Georgia saw its factories demolished and even
sold as scrap metal (Wade, 2017). At the same time, massivezatiats masterminded
by the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and World Bank had gone into effect (ibid).
The former epanded credit for currency reforms and for the country to build its own
financial system, while the latter extended expertise for heatthreforms. However, it
was not long until the civil war started. Papava (2006) calls the period of civil war- (1991
1995) as fAithe years of disregarding economi
government had no discernible income source nor a budgetalidation of prices
accompanied by falling production, hyperinflation and a massively devalued coupon
currency markett hi s peri od (i bid). Papava (2013) d
economy as followsi éshortly after the end of civil war (1995), Geagmtroduced its
new currency (Georgian Lari [GEL]), all former government owned banks were
privatized, external tradeas fully liberalized, and foreign debt was restructured (p. 26
27). Important to note here is that despite the presence of new cyrasmopst of the
banks are foreign owned, mortgage and bank loans have become denominated in US
Dollars(USD) (Wade, 2Q7). During this time, until the Rose Revolution, steady
economic growth had been reached and inflation was stabilized, although bydgetar

deficits continued due to failures in collecting taxes and increased internal and external
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debt. As a result, publ®ector workers and pensioners were not paid their salaries and
pensions, while the International Monetary Fund stopped its loans touht&ryc After

the Rose Revolution (2003), together with théatench of a largecale privatization

program, a new lady code which limited the rights of employees and expanded those of
employers was introduced. Also during this time, foreign capitaldiBasArab) started

to invest in the Georgian economy (ibid). In the meantime, because of massive emigration
from Georgg, the remittances grew in importance for the national budget, with a

significant increase of more than 500 percent between 2004 addQETD, 2017) and
constituting ten percent of the national [
legislationin 2004 saw the budgetary crises as described above resolved and the

International Monetary Fund renewed its programs (Papava, 208%%).5

This tax legislation, however, did not bring a reinvestment in industrial
development strategy (Wade, 2017) @rfdrther highlights how the state has gradually
minimized its role in redistribution of resources and relatedly, social provisiéns. O
particular importance here are those sesadaich were fully socialized during the
Soviet time because their privatizatioasidentified as key factors by the participants of
this study to augment their f acarewasesd need
completed incrementally between 1984d 2007. It slowly moved from the introduction
of afew health insurance companies which helped the wealthier access certain diagnostic
services which were not available at the state hospitals, to a commetiezation of
healthcare including the ingitional infrastructure, healthcare provision and insurance
industry (Schecter, 2011). The latter, a radical move, meant acquiring private health

insurance where most Georgians could not even pay the preymatie mention very
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pricy nonrefundable phamaceutical costs (Schecter, 2011). Another step at letting

market forces take over in social reproduction was seen in the phased privatization of
education. Chankseliani (2014) describes this process as $ol&iwrtly after

independence and during theitivar, as the state did not have the funds, the schools

started to charge families, both formally and informally, for infrastructure maintenance,
admission, school supplies and teacher salaries. Aftenihevar, private schools,

private tutoring andiniversities mushroomed while at the same time public higher

education institutions also started to charge tuition fees. By 2009, a final reform agenda
under the tutel age of tramelLodddorthedEduBadionk 6 s A Ad
System Realignmennad St rengt hening Programo (p. 8)
standardized and administered exam for high education as well as a quality based grading
scheme for institutions tanimate competition between pupilslanstitutions

(Chankseliani, 2014).

Georgianm gr ant womends | osses after indepert
therapyo reforms, and civil war may be ana
a loss of wages and income due to loss of employbas#d on changing production
sectors, and a sestiand ageist labour market. The second is inadequate social provisions.

The foll owing section first -depastri bes an o
Independence wage generation activities, followedrbgcaount of families needing

more wages when éne were no adequate ways of securing them.

76



3.4.1. Transition to Postocialist Georgia

How was life in Georgia? It was so good, everybody would prefer to work in Géorgia
with good salary. Who would wathis (working in Turkey)? During Soviet times used

to live very well. We then fell from a high place like this to down, all of a sudden (hand
gesturing down). In one day, we lost electricity, gas, salary, bank savings. (Ruhsen, 6

September 2016, Isthal)

Ruhsends wor ds c ap enceokGeordiae migrant woment i ve e
who lived and worked in Soviet Georgia. This group constituted 80 percent of the
interviewees, and the majority of anonymous participants. Granted that some of migrant
w 0 me acoosnts may have been coloured by nostalgiajdtie patterns arising from
their migration histories are in line with what have been delineated in the literature on
postSocialism, such as the disappearance of good paying jobs and loss of social state

provisions.

The end of the Sovietregime markeda r ni ng point in Georgi :
Before Independence, participants listed several combinations of income generation
strategies in their families. These consisted of salaried jobs and farmirgwerie
someti mes suppl e meaeminagdatiowfortwbrk tm®@owigi Russsah o r t
Moreover, they received state support both as free access to socialized services and as
benefit cheques. Every single strategy was either obliterated or severelgduvar the
years foll owi ng &(2981). ghe aidl war (1992085) farthed e n ¢
amplified the hardships that families endured. Natural gas which was used to heat houses

and cooking was cut, many women had to burn wood and learn to cook burmer gas
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stoves. Electricity and water wereiosied: the former was only available a few times a

day, and the latter only once a day. The Russian Ruble was abandoned and new currency
coupons circulated instead while a ration system was implementedériod was

marked by long waits in queues foebd, darkness, and roaming soldiers and insurgents.
Many families, while trying to make money for their family sustenance, also had to leave

food out for soldiers or insurgents, as they would come and esmtdom houses at will.

The end othecivil war did not result in economic prosperity. Families faaed
series of new macrostructural challenges which continuously depleted their eaksiags.
result, Georgian families turned to alternative stratedle= main choice being
outmigration.Emigration fom Georgia steadily increased since Independence, reaching a
point where ondifth of the population now lives and works abroad (Geostat, 2016).
Remittances became a Hliee for householdsAccording toa recent study, the
remittances constitute halftveequar t er s of their familyds b
percent of cases, they constitute their fa

on Migration Issues, 2017).

My research revealed similari ndi ngs. Mi grant womenoés 1|
althougha major contribution, was generally not the only source of cash in their family
budgetsWith a few exceptions, all households had members who worked in Georgia for
a wage, or who were seatimployed. Oa third of migrant households had one or two
(extra)emigrants working abroad. Respondents reported that they still received benefit
cheques from the state, however minimal, depending on their household composition.

Half of the interviewees owned lands &druit gardens which brought some income. |
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first provide an overview of the past and current salaried job opportunities and conditions

encountered by migrant women and their family members.

3.4.2. Lost Jobs, Lost Times, Lost Values In Gendered Lalatkets
Men canodot (serve) . wdrkaathedastoriesulike atshoafdctoty.i o n .
They drive buses, cars. Like that. Serving should be done by women (Nimet, 20 December
2016, Istanbul).

Before and after the civil war, people continuedogel means of making money
and money lost its buying p@r. Although there was no or little cash coming into
households, expenses steadily increased. For instance, in Soviet Georgia salaries of 150
200 GEI# (75-90 USD) used to produce surplus which coulgpseaway in the banks (A
detailed exchange rate beten USD, Turkish Lira and Georgian Lari can be found in
AppendixE). Electricity used to cost about ten GEL per month (four and a half USD),
bread 15 pence (six cents USD), and one kilogram of meatwgaand half GEL
(twenty-five cents USD). By compaws in 2016, the bills were about 300 GEL (130
USD) for electricity per month, 230 GEL (100 USD) for natural gas and 24 GEL (ten
USD) per kilogram for meatn general, salaries remain low in Georg@ihesalaries of
respondent sd6 f a miieldwekshovared atoune 25400 Gk (1@fo my
160 USD).Nurses earned 350 to 400 GEL a month ¢1830 USD). Bank employees
earned about 500 to 600 GEL (2260 USD) while astreet cleanemade 400 GEL &0

USD). It was clear that even for households whield three different wages coming in

4 All currency figures are 2016 figs.
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(maximum 450 USD), a migrant woman in Turkey made more than the three combined

(minimum 500 USD),

On the other hand, it is a luxury to have three members of a famiky/for
wages in Georgia. Itis difficulttofinrdobs commensur ate to oneds
and experience, more specifically for those participants (and their cohorts) who worked in
Soviet Georgia. After Independence, Georgian economic seetwisgthe Soviet Union
and its citizens through wking class jobs, such as in tourism, holiday and health travel
di sappeared. I n addition, manufacturing fa
and work histories in Soviet times suggest that thesbands used to work in the above
mentioned sectsrand some held government jobs such as gym teachers and police
officers. The jobs held in factories were listed as engineers, technicians, and factory or
tourism sector managers for university graduated,carpenter, shoemaker, and ceramic
tile master ér those without university degrees. The participants themselves used to be
either housewives, music teachers, preschool teachers, administrative assistants, or
nurses. One participant worked as traindrarior, another was assistant manager at a
bookstore and one worked at a Soviet bank. As factories and the tourism sector closed,
salaries stopped. For those few families who still had their jobs there was no guarantee
that they would receive their nexaycheque. One or even two salaried jobs did not
geneate enough cash, so some respondents actually quit theirsjodds as teachdrs
because their salaries remained the same as Soviet times, thus losing value in the

hyperinflation occurring throughout thiest years of Independence.
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Once new sectors ford in Georgia it still was not easy for men to find jobs. In
Georgia, the | abour market i s quite gender
men to be working in public in the service sectorgesly in serving and caring jobs.

Many participarg brought this up during our conversations comparing Turkey with
Georgia. Nilay, for example, observed the following:

Men in Georgia and Turkey are different. Turkish men do a lot of jobs, like they

take the garbage out. They work at markets, bazaaes garbage men. But

Georgian men would not. They are proud, their pride would not allow such jobs. It

is different. They would not work in public places, not out in the open where

people can see you (My, 15 December 2016, Istanbul).

Migrantwomen alse x pr essed that they were shocked w
hair salons being operated by men, Turkish men selling underwear and bras in Turkish
bazaars, selling lemons and water in the stre¢hose who work as sales associates and
aswaiterss ndeed, i n Georgia, most service |Jjobs
Aarto (for service jobs) belongs to women.
pharmacies women were invariably pharmacistsgbse they hand out the medication)

and men, secusitguards. In the banks, markets, clothing and sebamnd shops,

telephone offices, women constituted the majority of workers if not exclusively all. Men,

on the other hand, were behind the wheels agidriworkers in construction sites or

worked withinthe walls of mechanic shops and factories. In restaurants women served as
waitresses and men worked as chefs, though this had started to change as some young

men were waitering too during my visit. Thasf t er i ndependence mend

work became qte constrained in a job market which already had fewer openings.
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INn20162 017 many migrant womendés husbands w
handymen/interior constructors, or drivers, although the former were dependent
economic upand downturns: they were only hirathen there was money to upgrade
houses. Other male members reportedly combined farming and other seasossalgobs
as working as a chef during summer and farming in the remaining months of the year, or
migrating to Turkey for seasonal hazelnut pickingoot her | obs. Wor ki ng
migration to Turkey had been a mixed luck affair. My conversations with men, especially
older men, revealed the ways in which men and women had to rework livelihoods and
living arrangements. One telling exampleisthemen Zer ri nd6s family. Z
working in Istanbul for eight years has a husband and two married daughters who have
their own children. One of the daughters and her husband worked in Turkey without
documents while their <cter ddaewmgHht evred@ds unaree .
husband and their san-law in Kutaisi. Zerrin and her husband both lost their job (as a
stenographer and depot manager respectively) after the sanatorium in KSe&ibig
photo above) cl| os eindepsriencetTheysanatériutnewas daeafthey i a 0
many health sector institutions which used to employ hundreds of employees during
Soviet times and served mostly Soviet clients. Rendered unemployed at digpe dea
cl osure, Zerrinos tblstanbuh Hedworked &t b extle fdctoty (fos  wi f
less than Turkish minimum wage: 1300 TL [410 USD per month]) but became sick of the
fumes used in bleaching jeans and returned to Kutaisi. At the tiowg @fterview, he
lived with her daughter and grardidren. He sometimes helped with the grandchildren

but mostly spent time in socializing with his male friends.
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Z e r r i 4n@asv orstlee mther hand, was much younger and had not seen Soviet
Georgia. Héhad nevertheless migrated to Turkey withvaite, partly because he had
wanted to be with his wife, and partly because the salaries were higher in Turkey.
However, in 2016 he was deported from Turkey after eight years, and worked as a police
officer in Georgia while living in an apartment on his awie used to make 1500 TL
(slightly less than Turkish minimum wage: USD 450) in Turkey a month as an auto
mechanic (which he spent on cigarettes and alcohol by his own admission). In contrast, at
the time of oumeeting he only made 300 GEL (USD 115) a thamhich was barely
enough to cover his own expenses which consisted of some food but mostly of cigarettes
and alcohol. He was waiting for the deportation wait period to be over and was interested
ingoingtobt anbul rather than Estaepbul besa&seofp
meantime, his children were taken care of by her sigtiaw with the help of the

remittances sent by his wife and motiretaw.

| also met Georgian men who seemed more settlestational migration. Many
had gone to Tikey for periods of time. For example, one young man who | metin a
minibus which traveled from Turkey to Georgia worked in aat@aning business in
Kemalpasa (a small Turkish town close to the Georgian bondesre his uncle had
worked for the past 20ears. On his way back to Georgia after his three month shift
where he had made about 3500 GEL (1400 USD), he was hopeful that after spending
some time resting, he was going to open a business in GeorgiaoHelalgted that
most probably this amount wast going to be enough to carry out his plan, so he was
prepared to go back to Turkey for a few more three month shifts. Several (male) cab

drivers told me that it was their shoot longlived work experiencein Turkey which
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enabled to save some money the purchase of their cars. Overall however, whether they
worked in Turkey or in Georgia, whether th
salaries ranged from 250 GEL to 1000 GEL (95 USD to 450 USigrah. These
numbers were still lower thandhs e of women mi grantso sal ari

were not enough to cover family bills and expenses in Independent Georgia.

Women who worked during Soviet times reported a different kind of loss in the
job market after Independence. They felt a tiwig where they were not old enough to
retire, but not young enough to be hired even in the service sector. For example, Narin,
who was divorced at that time, and who did not have a university education reémbe
clearly the embarrassment she felt whesa abplied for a job as waitress in early 1990s:

| was 36 years old, and anybody that age is good looking no? They said they are

looking for someone who is blonde and bkyed, and preferably younger, as

waitress. What were they looking for? Waitress idfrgend? (Narin, 3 August

2016, Istanbul).

This time jolt was experienced by wellucated and experienced women as well. For

instance, Ruhsen used to work as a manager at a Soviet bank. Despite 16 years o
experience, she was not hired in the newkbdhat opened in independent Georgia due to

her ol der age: fAWhen they reopened, they w

young people work thereo (Ruhsen, 6 Septem
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This situation sl continues, as some of the participantssidared returning to
Georgia and thus inquired about jobs. Nermin gave an example:

Now in the past ten years, there have been new jobs created, but for younger

people. They do not hire older people for thegego. For example, (é)

preschool teachercbuld find a job there. But it is only 300 Lari (130 USD per

month), what will | do with that money? | was in fact thinking that | would never

come back to Turkey, and that 300 Lari would be enough for mehByido not

want anybody my age anymore. WHemas looking for a job, they kept asking

me how old | was. Whentheyheard3® , t hey kept saying fn

jobo. They only want younger people (8
The dispossessionswithe gar ds t o oneds | ikfowledgexapder i ence
personal achievements in the context of sa&tialism have been observed in Georgia
(Gotfredsen, 2016). Gotfredsen (2016), in her study ofgmstlist identities in Georgia,
shows thragedmi ddd del der | y aworke¢ioptbtwve (p. 248
considered to be a model Soviet industrial production town found that their attributes and
resources could not be counted on for achieving a social status. These individuals were
struggling wih unemployment as well as a loss of their meesoand dreams in new
Georgia. Gotfredsen (2016) suggests that they were politically and economically
marginalized after Independence, because of their association with the Soviet past which
had no placeinpoi t i c al Vi si ons o ftureGRinolarlg,th@ 6 s pr esen
participants in my study and their relatives who worked in jobs which were
commensurate to their gender, education and wage expectations in Soviet Georgia,
permanently lost their positioni | ndependent Geor gigarlew | aboul

jobs in novel sectors were equally gender segregated, age became an additional
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di scriminatory factor. Migrant womends hou
worked for wages, yet these wages were notigh to cover the ev@ncreasing expenses

dueto hyperinflation and lack of state sponsored services. The next section outlines how
Georgian migrant womends families had to c

education bills.

3.4.3. Social Provisions

Families faced big losses in their social safety net which included their savings as
well as social provisions consisting of pensions, education, child benefit and health care.
Many participants had economized before Independence but the Socialist toérdds to
the cash in their safes as they pulled out of Georgia. Bank account holders reported that
they lost their lifelong savings, some upwards to 200,000 GEL (80,000 USD). The
pension system, which was indexed to years of service, was abolished. Adsdittharf
the studyodés participants were ove-dawst he age
who were in that age bracket. Zehra, for example, who was 69 years at the time of our
interview calculated that she would have received a 1700 GEL (700 tg¢8i@ment
salary due to her work record of 22 years under the Socialist system, rather than the 180
GEL (70 USD) pension she was receiving in 2016. She left that salary to her son and his
family in Georgia while she worked for 650 USD per month in Turkeg016, all
women over 60 and men over 65 years of age received the same old age pension of 180
GEL (70 USD) which meant that those who worked during the Soviet times lost the
benefit of the number of years that they had worked during that time. AcgdadBevda,

whose mother in law had just started receiving her pension in 2015, this pension would
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only buy 20 kilograms of flour, which the family would use to bake bread because it was
cheaper than buying from the store.

Other social provisions whichesxe offered to families during Soviet Georgia
ended as well. A participant who worked at a Soviet bank before Independence summed
them up as follows:

Everything was free, schools, hospitals, holidays were free. Everybody worked. |

went to university. Whesver you attended university if you were a good student

they would give you money. University used to give me money. Now we give

them money. Then they gave me money eve

university, we had to pay. Whenever | finished universigyjolb was ready, the

director told me Ahere is your job, go
working. Now my son finished good unive
whatever jobo. But in communist times,

university. Before, if you were a good student the university doors were open to
you, but now the university doors are open to whoever has the money.
(Anonymous participant 3, 1 June 2016, Istanbul)
This quote is indicative of the cash demand on family budgetshave children. Even
though grade schools are still free, participants with children mentioned that paying for
private tutors became a common expense because of increased competition in securing
admission to a university. Competition was particulaslygh due to concerns for
securinga partial or full scholarship because the average tuition fee was 1700 GEL (740
USD) per student. Moreover, the governmental child benefit decreased significantly. In
Soviet Georgia, the government used to issue chequeeppobrt for children to families;

every month until they turned 12. Mothers who lost their husbands had access to even
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more support and for a longer period of time. In contrast, in gEgovernment

provided only ondime help to families upon the birtf children. Working class families
were also entitled to free housing in Soviet times. In 2016, participants still were residing
in their houses, with the exception of a few participants forced to sell them. Georgians
who were renting in Thilisi had tgare 350 to 400 GEL (150 to 175 USD) in lower
middle-class neighbourhoods that | visited. Others who wanted to become homeowners
by buying an apartment in one of the newly constructed high rises in Thilisi should be

prepared to pay between 900 USD to 3BED per square meter.

The biggest challenge, however, were the exorbitant medical bills. As mentioned
earlier, Georgia followed a gradual shift to full privatization of health care services. |
observed that this included dentistry,-pigal care, diagrsbic services, and sale of
medicine. These became regular and steep expenses as many families either had members
who were chronically ill, or faced acute conditions like sudden serious illnesses or
medical care after accidents. Prices were particularly tigmedication. In 2016 one
single capsule of pain medication was three GEL (one and a half USD), and on®Three

rental XRay cost 50 GEL (21 USD).

| met Nazli and her husband in Istanbul. They both used to be teachers who had
not been paid properlytef Independence, but were able to survive thanks to their
gardens until 2013 with not much difficulty. They told me that they (still) had good
income from their hazelnut gardens and grew their own food which included a wide
variety of produce. It was thregrandchild who was chronically ill and who had to pass 23

operations which led the coupgleborrow about 22,000 GEL (9,000 USD). In addition to

88



this debt, they also had to afford medication. One pill of that medication was 60 GEL (25
USD) while the stat aid was only 48 GEL (20 USD) per month for the sick child. As a

result, Nazli worked in Istanbul as a caregiver and her husband used the three months
on/three months off visa to work as a construction worker in Istanbul. During his three
monthsinGeorgi, he took care of their hazelnut g
other respondents also had to borrow under similar circumstances when their husbands or

parentsin-law fell sick.

Georgiads neoliberal economi adslashedi ces d
socialized welfare and redistribution policies. The effects were twofold: Serious loss of
income due to diminished state aid as benefit chequesreardplified need for cash to
access previously socialized services. Now, | turn to two oth&wraasy income
generation strategies which Georgian families relied on before and shortly after

Independence, until they were almost completely destroyed by Russian aggression.

3.5. RUSSIAN INTERVENTIONS

Between Independence (1991) and now, Russia hasab&éital factor in
Georgiabds political |l ife, economy and f ami
political interventions, along with economic sanctions often compounded the negative
effects of Georgian postocialist transition economionditions. Participants who felt the
brunt of Russiab6s mighty macrostructur al p
they further experienced dispossessions. First was the cessation of migration
oppotunities. Second was loss of income from their faamd gardens. These two

strategies had long been used by Georgian families with precedents established in Soviet
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times and by the end of 2008 they were not available anymore. This process of
dispossessiaunfolded over the years and involved militaggession visa policy

alterations and embargos.

Newnham (2015) argues that such political and economic sanctions are a direct
refl ection of Russi ads d-Bovietstees.tfTlggresaes nt ai n
took a particular toll on Georgia becawdets weak economic situation and economic
reliance on Russia (ibid). One of these coercions was to change visa regulations
concerning Georgian citizens following the escalating tension between tlvedwuies.
After Independence, Georgia joined then@oonwealth of Independent States (CIS) and
thus accepted visa regulations of the pact. According to these regulations which took
effect in 1992, former USSR country citizens were allowed to travel to faiimeer
USSR countries freely. Russia started tpase more stringent rules on Georgian citizens
from 2001 onward, starting with visa requirements. In 2006 Russia carried out a mass
deportation of Georgians following accusations of espionage. Follohis\giuring the
RusseGeorgia war in 2008 Russia $és troops which were in the Georgian provinces
of Abkhazia and South Ossetia into deeper Georgian territory in support of these two
provincesd bid for independehedarduouSvusasequen
granting process towards eachother ci ti zens. Currentl vy, Russ
two Georgian territories. Georgian citizens are only awarded a visa to travel to Russia if
they are invited by very close relatives. Visa regatetitowards Georgian citizens may
be loosened. Aftaihe European Commission released its positive visa liberalisation
progress report for Georgia, Russia gave indication that it may also cancel its visa regime

with Georgia (Agenda, 2017).
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Such rigid visaequirements resulted in a significant loss of expplent
opportunitesfor Georgians. Contrary to the Eastern bloc countries, Georgians used to
experience the Soviet Union as an open space where they could travel without restrictions
and much financiallrden (Mubhlfried, 2014). These travels were fordegsand/or for
shortterm employment opportunities. Circular emigration to Russia has also a long
history in Georgia. In Soviet times the regular-stiteams consisted of mostly male
labour brigades who evked for short term contracts in labour short regiand women,
in much smaller numbers, emigrated mostly for family, education and/ortehmrtvork
in Russia (Hofmann & Buckley, 2013). This trend increasingly continued after
Independence (Newnham, Z)Iuntil it came to a halt in 2008.
Forexample, menn Tumayoés family tried their |
Independence, before she came to Turkey for work:
During the communist times men used to be able to go often for work. But my
father in law always hadgood job. He was the head of two villages, likeave.
Then, everything went bad, he was not paid properly so he had to quit. After that,
my husband, my father in law and my brother in law, all went to Russia. Men used
to do this, they used to go fofew months and make money (Tumay, 15 January
2017, ktanbul)
Having men migrate to Russia was a strateg
having women migrate. When talking about their lives in Soviet times, respondents
mentioned that they traveled efft to other countries of the USSR, by plane, aeaxtty
discounted prices. They also echoed that Georgian men used to migrate regularly for

short term work to Russia before and after Independence. Now, this auxiliary alternative
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is not available to Gegran families and consequently they have to consittear-and
onerous forms of migration for income generation.

More significant harm for familiesd mat
economic sanctions. Before and after Independence, Geagpaomy was quite
dependent on trade relationshighwRussia (Newnham, 2015). Newnham (2015)
explains further that Russiads economic pr
sanctions, and 2. Trade sanctions. In relation to the former, betweerath§84 and
2008, Russia continuously threatenedfge by cutting its power and natural gas
supplies, and often times followed through on with these threats. However, although left
in cold and dark several times, nowadays Georgia has access to cineapera secure
energy supplies. Trade sanctions tloe other hand, hit the Georgian economy harder.
During Soviet times and after Independence, Georgian agricultural products were almost
exclusively sold to Russi a. in2®06,b&ytheiendgf wi t h
2012 Russia had decreasedeitports from Georgia such as fruits and mineral water by
more than 90 percent (Newnham, 2015). This is an impact of great magnitude,
considering that more than 50 %stdlhbaseddne Geor
agriculture (Geostat, 2017).

Migrant women shared their experiences of losing income from their gardens and
farms repeatedly. More than half of the participants themselves and almost all of their
parents owned and/or worked in gardemd farms. It was clear that families
predominantly @l agricultural production but did not rely on them as sole income. In
other words, this income, although substantial, was supplemented by salaried jobs (when
available). As mentioned earlier, Georgiadig® be knowrfor its fresh fruit and wine in

SovietRussia, due to its warmer and sunnier climate. The Soviet system sponsored the
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cultivation, harvesting, and processing of these prisdilkho? was where many
respondents and their parents workedrdythe Soviet timeKolkhozworkers used to be
paid salaries, in addition Soviet officials used to come and buy the produce that they grew
on their gardens paying per kilogram. Some also used to sell their produce to fruit juice
factories.
After Independence, families had less cash coming into the holgelue tathe
loss of jobs. Families who had substantial agricultural land were still able to generate
some income to sustain themselves, although with augmented costs. Melahat from Gori
explained the difficult situation:
Before, we used to hawolkhoz Then everybody started to own their own, and
everybody started to need money. Li ke,
pesticide? It became really bad. Before, they used to give us engridgttake
care of the land, like pesticides, and seeds. In ssiciaties, the state gave us
everything, we cared for the land and fruits and they paid us salary. People used to
go in the morning, come in the evening. Everything, like garlic, beare®ni
corn. Then they used to sell them, and also give us mone\tlimsales.
(Melahat, 29 July 2016, Istanbul)
Despite lack of cash and increased expenses, respondents who were able to farm
continued to sell their produce to Russia until the R@sorgan war (2008). The war
brought | osses. S 0 m@ops were pined that yearsldetoh ous es a
bombing and sol diersdé activities, while ot

years afterward because of unexploded landmines. Some evpletmynlost their

6 Collective farms in the Soviet Union
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houses and gardens because they used to lieeritoties which are now under Russian

supervision. Ugur is a migrant woman whose parents workiealkhozwhich she

inherited after they passed away. Before Independence she usegtodigle from her

land while both she and her husband used to latétied jobs. She told me what

happened after Independence and particularly after the 2008-Bassgian war:
In our Georgia, we also have good produce, like lemon and oranges from Batum,
and apples, pears, quince, cherries, plums from my hometown aredahmave
a great garden. But our big market was Russia. They used to come with trucks,
they used to buy, they used to give us a lot of money. Once the roads closed,
everything stoppedNe started throwing away the fruit, or sell them very cheaply.
Nowit is closed, thus it is very difficul
Like I used to collect 6 tons of peaches per yea33860ns of apple. But that
latter (apple) garden, Russians took it away from us. It isbedwnd the border

(Ugur, 3 July 2016, Istanbul).

Once Russia closethe borders and placed an embargo on Georgian produce,
farmers started to shoulder the increasing costs of seeds, and pesticides and sometimes
they had to hire labour and buy tractorbu$, agriculture became quite costly. At the
same time, the opportiiy to sellcropsfor reasonable prices disappeared. Migrant
women whose families owned gardens or farms told me that nowadays they were trying
to sell their produce in the Georgian maret because most produce was similar across
Georgia, and due to tleeonomic conditions, the proceeds were very low.

| have so far described conditions which dispossessed migrant women and their

families from their livelihood strategies. Each of theseditions, loss of salaried jobs,
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diminished salaries and accessatodur markets, decreased benefit payments, lack of
access to short term male outmigration, and loss of land or profitable agricultural
practices, singularly or in combination meant hug®me losses. On the other hand,
expenses increased due to hypertidglaand costs that were previously associated with
state sponsored provisions such as health care, education and agriculture support. There
was one final feature of Independent Georgigctvishould be counted in the scope of
Geor gi an f amionsithe sev prddticespobbereowisgand repayment of debt.

This is what will be examined next.

3.6. DISPOSESSIONS AND DEBT

The debt was about food. After the war there was no money adedch®mod. It was from
the bank. Was it for business? Yes, it wadisiness, but also for food (Merve, 19 June
2016).

Borrowing to finance migrations whether from relatives or usurers, or recruitment
agencies, and migration brokers is commonly repornté¢ide general migration literature.
Georgian migrant women in thesudy did not borrow funds to come to Turkey because
they did not need to (it only cost $50 to buy a bus ticket), although some of them financed
earlier unsuccessful attempts to migratearher f ami |l y member sé mi g
More importantly, invaably all of them rather borrowed to mitigate the effectthef
postSoviet transition economy which resulted in depressed incomes and elevated
expenses. A cycle of borrowing from loan {saas well as private banks started shortly
after Independence asqple looked for money to start businesses, to finance migrations
or just to be able to afford food, medication and other unexpected expenses such as

funerals, and accidents, often at §ane time or with short intervalSuch borrowing
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shows parallels wh the critical consequences of mianeedit financing as outlined at the
beginning of this chapter, in that, these kinds of loans were used by Georgian families to
fund small and vulnerdd informal or entrepreneurial sector work and to finance what
had peviously been available to them as common or subsidized goods such as health care
(Keating, Rasmussen & Rishi, 201®n t hi s | ast point, Georgia
patternsalso show prallelsto concerns in securing social reproductive needs in te fa
of(reydpri vati sation of soci al reproductiono w
wealthier and poorer countries and which involve a combination of cuts to social
spending, privatizatio of healthcare and education, and shrinking wages, benefits and
persions (Bakker & Gill, 208; Bezanson & Luxton, 2006). As people become more
forced to take on waged employment which is increasingly more precarious (and certainly
less available in formeéSoviet Union States such as Georgia) they are reported to turn to
risky formal and informal strategi@gich reportedly may rangeom waste picking to
debt bondage (LeBaron, 2014). Under such conditions borrowing is considered as a form
dispossession drbecomes a forced part of strategy to finance social reproduction
whether for sustenance and/or migratidnghe case of Georgian familigbe loans did
not translate into consistent income and had to be repaid quickly, and with high interest.
Hence servicing debt became one fundamental motivation for dyosger nmgration.

People either borrowed from (new) banks or from usurers, both with high interest.
Al t hough | am not privy to usurersod specif
higher than those of private banks. Besides the National Bank whiclowastet in
1991, there are many banks giving loans in Georgia, many of which were privatized in
mid 1990s. They have been charging high interest rates on loans, for example 15.4% in

October 2015, down from 18.6% in 2012 (Atanelishvili & Silagadze, 2016pof@w
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from banks requires registering collaterals such as houses, gold, or a salary. Migrant
women explained how this process worked: people take a few pieces of gold to the bank
and leave them there for (as an example) 2000 USD in return. Each mgniiavieeo

make interest payments until they are able to put together the 2000 USD in full and give it
back to the bank, at which time their gold will be returned. Most families employed their
only belongings left from Soviet times, that is their housessantetimegewellery, as
collateral in order to borrow from banks.

To reiterate, migrating to Turkey did not require borrowing, but at least two
interviewees and several other anonymous participants tried to migrate to other countries
before going to Turke This wa a costly affair. During my stay in Thilisi in 2016
clandestine Atravel agentso aprwithathedqubd vi sa
knowledge that migrants may overstay their visa once they go those countries. They had
the following schedle for seuring visa: passage to Greece cost 4,000 USD; to Europe
2,500 USD + airfare, and to Canada 15,000 to 20,000 USD. Meryem had a long of story
of taking loans for various purposes, one of which was migration:

| had lots of debt. | came here fooney. Afte Independence, and the (civil) war,

| took credit from the bank and used it to open a market. | opened a grocery store,

like Migros. Then it went down. It was busy, crowded. At first | was able to make

the monthly repayments, but after Saakasht became more difficult and |

could not pay. Because there used to be a lot regulations, control, and fees. Also,

before, | used to bring goods from Russia, people really liked those, they bought a

lot. After that, (the RussGeorgian war) buying frm Russia was banned. They

" President of Georgia between 202@12-elected the first time after Rose Revolution and president of
the country during RussBeorgan war in 2008.
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said to buy local. Then people did not want to buy those products, and the profit
went down. Following this | wanted to go to Italy, | borrowed seven thousand
dollars (USD) from a usurer. When | could not pay back that on tiraesith
doubled. | was going to Italy through Ukraine but | was illegal. Ukraine did not let
me go through. So that was seven thousa
Now | work just to pay the bank. | have ten thousand more left. But | pay little by
little. (Meryem, 11 June 2016, Istanbul).
Meryemd6s story is exemplary in that i1t sho
after Georgiads I ndependence through whi ch
multiple sources. Meryem and her husband hadhest salaried jobs after Independence
and in search for new ways of generating income she realized that she needed capital.
Although she was able to sustain her family for a while through her entrepreneurial skills,
the RusseGeorgian war, and the subseqt unsuccessful attempt to migrate to Italy
amplified her debt severely. Similarly, several other respondents started businesses with
loans that all went sour as the economic and civil unrest reigned-1899), which
resulted in families not being a&bb pay back the monthly interest, let alone the capital.
A few other migrant women told me that their businesses went down during the civil war
as there were not enough customers with cash for shopping, and that there were regular
robberies of shops. Niet, for example, was robbed of the goods which she had acquired
with the intention to resell during the civil unrest,
After 1991 | worked in trade. But it did not work, and | incurred debts. | took
loans from the bank. | took a lot. Then | bought stuBBaku (Azerbaijan) and

they were stolen. | was left at zero. We were three women, we all ended up with
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great | oans. |l incurred great debt at t
want to come to Turkey (Nimet, 20 December 2016, Istanbul)
Apart from setting up new business in order to create new cash resources, families also
tried to boost their existing revenues, such as expanding agriculture operations. One such
example is Pelin, who used to own land in the town wtierRusseGeorgian war took
place. In her words:
| used to work as a nurse before. | was fired from that. They told me that | was too
old to work here. They wanted younger people. So after the (civil) war | took
credit from the bank. | took credit because | wanted to take céne garden: to
make it bigger, to collect more. After two months of war my whole garden was
ruined, | could not take care of it. So | needed money to restore it. | remember, the
war was in August. Bombs were dropped in the gardens. It was forbiddenrto ente
the gardens because of the unexploded bombs. Some people entered and bombs
exploded. The state gave us 250 lari as help. Can you imagine, what good is it?
We were in such bad shape that we could not afford to buy bread. So the money
that we borrowed, mosf it was used to buy food only, not to restore the garden...
Five thousand dollars | had borrowed. You work, but it is not enough to pay back
(Pelin, 17 July 2016, Istanbul).
Consequently, Pelin followed her sister and sistdaw who were working imfurkey as
migrant care givers there. At the time of our interview, she was about to finish paying her
debt while in the meantime supporting her adult children because the produce from her
gardens did not bring much revenue anymore. Apart from such baifssss and
attempted migrations, migrant women also borrowed for expected arekpeated life

stage event s. Earlier, I menti oned how med

99



budgets (see Nazli above who had to borrow 9000 USD for her grandabperations
and very expensive medication). Several other respondents also had to borrow under
similar circumstances when their husbands or patadtsw fell ill. Loans were also
taken for funerals which may cost up to 7000 GEL (2800 USD) to cosepsh of the
special coffin angupré. A mediumsizedwedding, which includes ceremony, gold and
suprsmay cost about 16,000 GEL (about 7,000 USD).

Taken together, Georgian migrant women?o
cause at a time. They had tortow for several reasons simultaneously. The major
underlying concern was to provide income for sustenance. On the other hanifl, even
migrant women finished repaying debt, incomes that came into their Georgian households
were still not enough to pay foegular expenses such as food and education, let alone
medical bills, essential renovations and cultural observances. Even for households which
had three different wages coming in, a migrant woman made more than the three
combined. The way remittances wspent also showed the effect of borrowing from
banks. Al most half of a migrant womands sa
by house renovations or rent. The rest was spent on regular expenses like groceries, bills,
university fees, school arettra-curricular activities. For families and migrant women
who did not have debt repayments and whose incomes were higher, remittances were
spent on (more expensive) cars. It was clear that Georgian women still had to continue to
work in Turkey, butwitout a c¢cl ear end. The next section

for the future in light of these past events.

8 Traditional feast put together for social occasions. It includesnous Georgian traditional dishes.

10C



3.7. RENEWED LIVELIHOODS, PROTRACTED STAYS
Humans are enough for money, but money is not enough for humans. (Ceyda, 1 January

2017, Istanbul)

Most Georgian migrant women were ambivalent about their futures. They were
torn between going back to Georgia and continuing their work in Turkey. Even in this
ambivalence one thing they were sure of, however, was that they had no plans of staying
permanetly in Turkey and/or bringing their familige Turkey to continue their lives. In
fact, as will be shown inhapter five Georgian women mostly migrated so that others in
their families did nohave to Although it is possible to have regular work visaist and
to acquire Turkish citizenship a number of years after that, most migrant women | talked
to were not on such typefvisa nor were they interested in its advantages, namely the
possibility of a retirement in Turkey and/or citizenship. Livingaéasmily in Turkey
would not be financially viable either, be
accommodation and sustenance of their families in Turkey. Accordingly, the respondents
had their minds set on going back to Georgia and their ptgolved around this.
Georgian migrant women had plans about how long to stay in Turkey which did
not materialize. By the time | was a couple of months into my fieldwork it had become a
regular joke with the participants that they had come to Turkeyfonly it hr ee mont h
At wo yearso which turned into a number of
reflected in discussions about the future.
when | first came here | thought | would stay two or three y&autsl have been

here for ten years. The money was not enough. One does not know what will
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happen. |l thought I 6d go back and find
January 2017, Istanbul).
She foresaw, like many other migrant women, that she woottld in Turkey for another
couple of years, but she offered a word of caution that | might find her there still if | were
to return to the field three years later.
The reason behind these protracted sojourns was manifold. Perhaps the most
common was thaeed for money. Narin, who had been working in Istanbul for 13 years
explained concisely and echoed what many other respondents thidlatt to do with
the money? | thought 1 06d buy a house and w
e v a p o (Narin,e’ Géptember 2016, Istanbul). Because she had not inherited a house
from Soviet times, Narinbés son and his fam
was a priority. She was not sure about how much more time she would take to buy a
house anaf start a business, thus how long she would stay in TuMagy migrant
women who went back to Georgia for good after paying off their debt returned to Turkey
later as cash ran out or new big expemsepped ums outlined in the previous.
Some resporetts reflected that they thought of returning to Georgia every three
monthsi at which time they usually go and visit their family in Georgia. However, it was
also then that most realized that the money earned only in Georgia was not enough.
Others, likeBrnur , acknowl edge thAWi vhctome gouctk ed
money machine. Now all the ropes are in your hands. It is forbidden for you to stop. If
you stop these ropes will be broken. Thaté

(Ennu, 7 August 2016, Istanbul).



Concurrently, there was the added uncertainty which was tied to their work. Many
told me that they were fond of their subject(s) of care, children or older people, while
others also liked the fact they were working. Accordintiiey told me that they would
work until they ifatwhichdime theywolld retutnytonGeorgad
Ceyda was very c¢clear about this: AYou know
of hard work, taking care of children. I love cariiog children, especially small children.
| would do it again and again: | would take care of children who were two years old,
again and againo (Ceyda, 1 January 2017,
be staying until they were no longer neetgdheir employer, that is, when their subject

of care will pass away or the children will have grown up.

The prime aim of migrant women who did not own a house was to save for one.
Many others looked to secure some kind of monthly income (on top obtteige
pension and garden income if they had any) via different investments. One idea of
investment which was contemplated by the majority of migrant women was to benefit
from dordiapintal 06 scheme. I n this scéheme, an
owner and renter, in which the renter gives the owner a lump sum of money in USD in
return for |living in the house for an fAxo
the residents will not pay any further rent nor can the owner sell the hdube. énd of
the determined period either the owner will have to return the capital intact or the parties
will settle down for another number of years in the same arrangement. In earlier days of
outmigration (between 1991 and 2000) even 2000 USD wortapdhkwas enough to
afford a couple years of free rented housing, though nowadays the capital starts from

10,000 to 20,000 USD, depending on the house and neighbourhood. If one puts down
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capital she should expect about 300 to 500 GEL (130 to 210 USDjgpéh of return,
either because her family does not have to pay rent or in case that the family already has a
place to live, they can sublet this place.

Other investment ideas revolved around opening a business such as hair salons,
beauty parlors or foods@blishmentsalthough no participant had taken auch
concrete steps during my fieldwork. Obtaining a job which would bring aboe6&G00
GEL (210 to 260 USD) per month was also another option entertained by younger
women. They believed that if they oad their house their salary would be enough to
survive. Bahar (27 years old) was such one young woman who used to work in
Ahousekeepingd at hotels in Georgia after
came to Turkey. She used to live at her bnotglace at that time but did not want to
anymore. She came to Turkey so that she could buy a house for herself. When | met her,
she had only one and a half years left on her house payments which she was able to make
thanks to her job in Turkey. Bahar wast married nor did she send any money to her
brother and his family. She claimed that she could return to her old job of housekeeping
in Georgia, and that wage would be enough for her sustenance once she did not have to
pay for housing.

Thereareonlp f ew respondents who were at the
Most women still had debts to pay off, after which time they hoped to invest to collect
some form of monthly incomevh et her f-to-manp iat @lr @ ns c he me, a b
regular salagd job-which most possibly will not be possible for older participants.

As these accounts show, most migrant wo

under conditions which are not of their making. They work for a life in Georgia strande
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inTurkeyforan i ndefinite amount of ti me. |l n Ennu

a: Aprison, but I dondét know when we wil/|l

3.8. CONCLUSION

Millions of labourers have become part of the global labour force from former
Soviet Union countries as a result of emerging capitalist relations. In this chapter | have
described the conditions which surrounded
domesic labourers, with reference to both production and social reproduction relations.
These conditions formed after Georgiads in
through its effort to join the preseday global capitalism antaveshaped livelihood
optiors of Georgian families. In this process, the country became stbjesburce
grabbing for the purposes of capital accumulation. Drawing from a contemporary
understanding of #Aprimitive accumul ationo
seriesohonvi ol ent and violent dispossession pro
cit i z e ncapitaligmragsets were usurped by and for capitalist production relations. In
addition, the cost of social reproduction was largely transferred to individudiesimy
the state.

By examining familial budget cash inputs and outputs, thiptehd&as
demonstrated how Georgian women became subject to proletarianization under the
conditions of fAaccumul ated differenceodo (Fe
gender, migration status, lack of skills, and debt bur@&marticular importanciere is
the necessity, and terms and conditions of taking loans to finance social reproduction.
Indeed, debt, is considered a form of working and labour class labour idiscyphich

forces workers into accepting low standard, low paying jobs, postpoetingment, and
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becoming more prone to harsher predatory borrowing conditions (LeBaron, 2010).
Furthermore,d bt i s a sign of #@Afi nancheiadorpazatoni on o
of low-income and middle class households into financial matketsigh borrowing
(Van der Zwan, 2014, p. 117)sAaconsequencef increasedeliance of capital
accumulation on financialization rather than (over)production and consumspicethe
mid 19709 Sweezy 1997) finance has made inroads to the realm ofyxlay life at
many levels (Van der Zwan, 2014 this context, individuals and households are more
integrated into the global financial system through the purchase oti@hgroducts
protecting against the uncertainties of life, or the investmentramégement in financial
assets bearing certain risks (ibid). More importarityrowing for immediate and
projected social reproductive needs brings financialization akdaiordinary lives,
whether it is to afford basic needs such as accommodatmnggge) or food and
clothing (consumer credit) or for education (student loans) and pension plans, while debt
repayment may actually jeopardize adequate day to day squiatitetive activities by
diverting funddrom them(Karaagac, 2020 his chaptehas thus discerned that
Georgian families became increasingly reliant on debt during the expansion of global
neoliberal capitalism into Georgia for their shtmtm and longerm social reproductive
needs. Furthermore, they spent disproportionate amotirgmittance on debt
repayment. In other words, participants in this study became cheap labourers in the
bottom ranks ofheglobal labour force, whose remittances furthendfit global capital
accumulation through overpriced debt repayments to priaatksb

The next chapter examines the transnational space that the participants joined
through their migration to Turkey as labourers following the dispossessions that they

experienced. This transnational space is occupied by migrant women, their faimdies,
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employers, aswellas stateandfpor of i t i nstitutions that gov
migration, work and life experiences. Furthermore, this space contains matérial an

ideological components, as well as social formations, which mirror the lenigtbyidal

relationship between Georgia and Turkey. This history which revolves around the axes of
neighbourlinessand animosity creates obstacles and opportunities for miigi@men to

navigate through. Hence, more details about the specific local ntatidas of global

capitalist social relations, as experienced by the participants, is presented.



CHAPTER 4: FRIEND OR FOE? A HISTORICAL OVERVIEW OF GEORGIAN

TURKISH RELATIONS
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A mileage sign at the outskirts of Thilisi, Ankara is the caitalurkey
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We are grateful that (Turkish) people opened their doors to the neighbours. They gave us

jobs, money. (Anonymous participant, 11 December 26t bul)

4.1. INTRODUCTION

In this chapter, | provide an overview of historical and contemporamyemions

bet ween Georgia and Turkey to shed | ight o

transnational space spanning the two countries. According to KasthiCarbonella
(2014) processes of dispossessions are lived and experienced differently in specific
localities due to the historically specific ways these spaces were originally incorporated
into the world capitalist order, while at the same time, afocas fiaccumul ati on
di spossessiono (Harvey, 2003) nAexpmooages her
pl aces and peopled (p. 2). These statement
specificities of GeorgiaiTurkish migration in light of theirannections before, during
and after the cold war which ended with the dissolution of the Soviet @nmihe
inclusion of exSoviet states into the contemporary global neoliberal market place on
uneven terms. Contemporary migrations and connectionsrénerfaltered and gendered
as Georgiads relationship witlmsbhe¢enher count
transforming. The historical political, economic, and social ties find articulation in the
current regional political economy thus affecting Geogn mi gr ant womenoés
and the organization, distribution and exploitation of their paiduaipaid social
reproductive work.

In the previous chapter | discussed the extent and nature of dispossessions that

participants experienced between 199d aow. In this chapter, my focus extends
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geographically and goes back further into the past. | dramvy feminist political

economy andny analysis throughtheoncept of HAconjunctureso
provide insight to the contemporary migrat@nGeorgian women to Turkey vis a vis the

historical relationship between the two countriéise following section is a discussion of

the conceppficonj unctureo (Hall, 198ihgmigaatiod i t s a|
under global capitalism. Nextpffer an abbreviated version of the centuries long

interactions among the most prominent politicatés of the region and their effects on

human mobilities. | then explore the contemporary transnational space consisting of
associations, organizationscanetworks, as well as their gender and class dimensions.

This exploration shows that the niche tGagtorgian migrant women carved for

themselves in this transnational space is partly shaped by the historical political economy

in which past Empires of Ottean, Russian and others, competed for resources causing
migrations. The last two sections of this jptea review the current economic

circumstances of the two modern nation states and regional visa policies which condition
Georgian migr ann twmo mlewmrokse yni gRarttiioci pant soé t
connectiongliscussedhiroughout these sectisexposea contradiction: on the one hand,

there are immutable close and positively framed connections between Turkish and

Georgian populations, while on the other, a colossally antagonistic chronicle of events are

not forgotten. Moreover, social formati®, connetions, as well as divisions that have

been created across time manifest themselves, to a degree, in contemporary forms through
their applications and +iaterpretations in policies, as well as individual and collective

identities. A detailed visal timeline ofthet wo countri es6 rel ations

AppendixD.
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4.2. CONJUNCTURAL ANALYSIS
I n his essay titled AGramsci and Uso0o, S

and Thatcherism in Great Britain a new historical conjuncture, justi&k®ussan

Revolution in 1917 was called so by Gramsci. Drawing from Gramsci, Hall (1987)

explains that a conjuncture is a moment which marksrtuon to the previous era, and

the two eras are separated from each other because sets of forces ctiraelezagiag to

their own differentiated specific political, economic, social and cultural formations.

Between two conjunctural moments, a period of time can be of any length, and is marked

by a specific balance of contradicting social forces that cangiaieed ly a larger

picture of Aconditions of existenceo inclu

economics (Hall & Massey 2010, p. 57). A conjunctural analysis thus aims to describe a

Acompl ex field of power anatthessataminingd by e Xx

levels of politics, economics and culture (ibid, p. 63). Flowing from this focus on

specificities of conditions and eras, it is critical that generalizations from one period to the

next and/or from one geography to another be circamtisd (Hdl, 1987). This analytical

lens is particularly valuable in tracing the local and regional articulations of global

conditions (such as capitalism) while also accounting for divisions and agency under such

conditions through the study of variowéts of gpression across different conditions of

existence.

Gilbert (2019) suggests that as defined by Hall, analysing the conjuncture is key in
comprehending and interpreting the presalthough there are no immutable rules on the
degree and scope fufcus whie tracing the specific articulations in political, economic,

social, and cultural constituents of a particular conjunctural pertoetefore, the concept
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of Aiconjunctured has been adapted into var
Predominary used inMarxist cultural studies (see Gilbert, 2019all himself mostly

applied it for the interpretation of political culture or political sociology (seeéiall.

1978; Hall,1987). Via conjunctural analysis, feminists have provided a criticsisa

of power relations between genders by assessing relations and representations of genders
and gender norms in popular culture, media and art from historical, political and

economic perspectivgsee for example, Constance Penley on the represemétion

femalebody inStar Trekseries, 1996; or see Catherine Hall on the exclusion of female

accounts in political economic history of England, 1996)

Reflecting on neoliberal economic structuring and its differentiating effects on
governments, populationand mobilities, migration scholars have recently started to
consider conjunctural analysis. In fact, Hall, Massey and Rustin (2013) note that
conjundural analysis is particularly suited to explain contemporary migrations: a) by
providing a larger perspgee where social divisions can be evaluated by, and b) by
connecting the local to global. Likening contemporary migrations to the earlier creation
ofif r ee | ab othemaustrialdevaution,itheygendorse that contemporary
migrationsarearesutf Af urt her commodi f(p.Bati bnst bf sl
context, they contend that the new (global) hierarchization of labour force aumsikti
these new free labourers could be evaluated through other salient social divisions which
predate capalism but which are reconfigured and articulated differently under the
neoliberal conjuncture.

In migration scholarship, De Genova, Mezzadra & R&K2015) contend that the

application of a conjunctural analysis would show the ways in which tensions,
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contradictions and crises are negotiated within specific social formations such as

migrations. In their article (2015), they show how public andipalitliscourses and
implementations shaped migrations to and from Europe in the past two decades. They

argue that thgroblematic onstructi on of migration as a i
resulted in the formation of FRONTEX (the European borddrcaistoms management
authority), and a discourse of nAunpnseceden
At the same time Europe and its close and far neighbour countries were feeling the effects

of 200708 global financial crisis, and populationsre/éurning to migration to mitigate

its effects. De Genova, Mezzadra and Pickles (2015) argue that pattenhs of

migration and the ways in which migrants respond to borders should be evaluated in

relation to the conditioning effects of this neolibexabnomic and right wing political

conjuncture. In the same vein, Schiller (2018) discusses how theghia regimes

under neoliberal conjuncture have changed the migration and transnationalism patterns of
migrants. She argues that transnational sgkblp has undergone a prevalence of

Ati mel essness and sense of umsoghgestathatthisy mo b i
was a result of focus on spatiality at the expense of temporality. To correct this oversight

would require widening the temporahketo consider and entail the processes of

historical and contemporary dispossessions and displacementse, Hight would be

shed on how and why certain migration streams formed at certain points in history.

Taking cue from this literature, in the folling sections | offer a history of
relations between Georgia and Turkey, as well as their predecesssrisisidrical
analysis presents several conjunctures that translated into social divisions which found

meaning around the condcBephemnps. of éhewghba
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historically and culturally constructed conceptions are articulated inntwisa

regulations and current migrations. Through a conjunctural analysis | further demonstrate
that historically shaped divisions around religigander, and class, as welltaenature

and generation of migrations between the two populations, aresteacted across the

current transnational space and inform Geo

4.3. HISTORY OF MIGRATIONS AND NATION AL BORDERS

In 1650, the Ottoman came to Trabzon and Hopa by the Black Sea, that was the border

then. Theyrossed it and stayed in Batum for 300 years. We used to be Christians all of

us there. In Tblisi too. They told us to change religion. For examplgramdfather and
grandmother were Muslims, because they had to be. After that, Russians came, and Turks

left because of the war between Russia and Ottomans, in 1917. Then the border was set

up and it was closed during the Soviet time. After Russia teokgia over, there was

oppression in regards to religion too. They did not like religion. They were {@nssbo

so people did return to Christianity. Bolsheviks ruined all the churches but they left us as
Christians. (¢€)

The Mensheviks, and Bolsheviksrgvreally interested in us, because we were transit

country between Russia and Europe. Before that wayallwad Arabs, Mongols etc.

(dominating us) because we were small country we always needed protection. But

Russians were the biggest. Theyhadhad b5u nt r i e s . (é) Then (fol
after 70 years or so, we 0 Armengalseparated. Wen d e p e
really wanted the borders to open because we were very close neighbours (with Turkey).
There were relatives on the bothsid of t he border, many rel at

husband, 6 June 2016, Istanbul)
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Nermin and her husbd actually gave me a much longer lecture of history on
Georgiaods history and geopolitical signifi
the feld, and at the time of our interview her husband was visiting from Georgia. Nermin
took turns betweeniftel i ng me the historical account,
historical narrative and also serving tea. The above quote, however lengthy, issassynop
of the changing social relations, structures, formations and human movements under
complex and shiftig political and economic power dynamics through conquests, wars,
treaties, and alliances in the Caucasus region. Many other participants were
knowledgeable and offered information on Turki§eorgian and GeorgiaRussian
historical relations throughout niield work. My own research suggests a considerably

longer and more diverse migration relationship between the two countries.

Georgia and Turkey areighbouring countries at a crossroad between Asia and
Europe. The transnational space between two cumegitn states of Georgia and Turkey
has long been an area that witnessed the rise and death of several Empires, the exchange
of populations and tetdries, mutable differing modes of production and political
economies. It truly entails a history markgdbfic onj unct urTheshistoritaHa | | ,
record points to invasions, captures, resistances, and shifting alliances where Anatolian

and Caucasusopulations lived side by side through war and peace.

Georgia, as Nimet pointed out, used to claim a steaitory which did not spend
significantly long periods of independence due to being squeezed among various regional
superpowers over the centurigs;luding the Byzantine Empire, Imperial Russia, and the

Ottoman and Persian/Qasar dynasties (King, 20408y, in his book on Georgian history
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(2008) reports that the Cauc®BCnusyBC.iTmhabit a

indication is that thee were several tribes and federations of tribes which were formed
and ruled under complex state and alofic structures. It was the conquest of the Roman
Empire (to evolve to Byzantine Empire later) around One BC which would eventually
turn Georgia ands close neighbours (Armenia and Azerbaijan) into a battle ground
between Persian, Arab and Roman Empiire®etween these invasions there were bouts
of independent kingdoms and one of the kings (Mirian Ill) declared Christianity as the
state religion irB00 AD. The most powerful time of independent Georgia was during the
tenth and eleventh centuries whiaided withthe Mongol invasion. As Georgia gained
back its governmental and land sovereignty, the Byzantine Empire was terminated by the
Ottoman EmpireFrom 1453 until 1722 when Georgians regained control and formed a
Caucasian multinational state (Lan@,19), the country was divided between the

Ottoman and Persian rule. The latd t@ntury and early 20century saw the Ottoman

and Persian Empires lose wars and power, vihé®ussian Empire became a more
significant force in the aredheRussian Emype first recognized Georgia as an
independent and sovereign state in 1783 (Lang, 2019) but slowlydstariexing

territory until 1877 when the final ports were taken from the Ottoman by Russian forces.
By 1921 the Red Army had annexed the whole of Gadogthe Soviet Union, a move

spearheaded by Stalin, who was a Georgian by birth (Lang, 2019).

The hisbrical and transnational connections between Turkey and Georgia are
denoted by significant political and economic ruptures which altered bordersraied bo
regimes and shaped migratioAs. shown by Wolf (1997), since as early as the 1400s,

across the Eastn and Western continents, populations existed with various social and
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trading interconnections. States expanded and incorporated neighbouringipog uat

their political structures through conquests or kinship relations. Elite groups, succeeding
one aother, seized control of agricultural populations and established new political and
symbolic orders in conjunction with changing modes of productigrursuit of surplus
labour and products. New global and regional divisions of labour, and consequently
ethnic divisions of labour, were established. Furthermore, populations have been moved
through conquests, in an effort to organize production and tweseedistribution of

surplus resources and populations. Perhaps the most obvious case was slavewasvhich
practiced by conquering stataund the world, and which ended not before reaching
drastic proportions. It was not only local, conquered pojusatwvhich were forcefully
moved or subjugated. Populations of victorious empires regularly relocateddoered
territories. For instance, when the Roman Empire invaded Anatolia and eastward
geographies, Wolf (1997) reports that Seltiropean populatits made their way to

Syria, Iran, Babylon, and Egypt, turning the area into the granary of Rome (pA102).
historical perspective thus is necessary in order to contextualize new labour migrations
because it sheds light on the processual ways in whicktsscand class structures

unfold undetthechanging interplay of forces (p.387).

Caucasian peoples wareore or less free travelers across the region until the late
19" century when borders started to solidify betw#srOttoman and Russian Empires
with border controlling soldiers, peace agreements between high powers and modern
mapping processes (King, @®). This era was finalized in 1921, when the USSR
occupied Georgia as one of its republics and closed down the Turkish héntlethen,

crossborde population movement had been quite a common occurrence in Eurasia
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various formsamong which the ngi prominent were for the purposes of commerce,
missionary/pilgrimage, conquest, and kidnapping/slavery. Georgian merchants and
entrepreneurs lived armbnducted commerce in the Byzantine (395253 AD) and

Ottoman (12991923) timesThus Georgians becawone of the other ethnic colonies like
Venetians, Genovese or Russians in Istanbul, who traded in arts and commerce. Because
of | st an b uckid €hrigignieycmary IChrigtianascholars and priests had been
trained and worked in Istanbul, amonegrihbeing both Catholic and Orthodox

Georgians. The Georgian Catholic church, for example, was erected in 1861 inllstanbu

It then evolved to includenaeducational institution, library and press (Kucuk, 2016).
Another historical hall called Aya Pantaleymwas used by Orthodox Georgian pilgrims

and clergy for centuries until the closure of border between the USSR and Turkey.

In addition to regular angderpetual movements between Turkey and Georgia
there were a few distinct waves of migration. After Geoegnd the Caucasus fell under
the sovereignty of the Ottoman Empire {{X&ntury), many Georgians who had
converted to Islam migrated to various partthe Ottoman Black Sea cost. They
founded villages around Trabzon and Samsun, but concentrated malsdyzmit-
Adapazar. and I stanbul a nné\ppsendix A Tharé weees i 0,
also other Muslim Georgian groups who migratedtwasd (around Samsun) from
Georgia shortly after the 18778 TurkoRussian war (Izmetzade, 1893). Durthg
Bolshevik revolution (1917), many Russian and Georgian Mensheviks escaped to Turkey.
These political migrants mostly took refuge in the Marmarareground cities like

Adapazari.
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Déallesio (1921) r epoorindisidualshoeGeorgiamb e r
origin, to be around 300 to 400 thousand in Anatolia in the early 1900s. Most Georgians
who were already in Turkey chose not to return to Gaafjer Georgia had been
annexed by the Soviets (Kucuk, 2016). In addition, theseanlarge Georgian ethnic
group that lived on the Soutkast coast of the Black Sea, where it is now known as
Artvin and Batum (border cities between Georgia and Turlk&yilies living in these
border cities were separated when the borders closed in TB&iughout the four
centuries of migrations Georgian ethnic organizations, geared for solidarity and support,
and for keeping the Georgian language and traditions ahang the people of Georgian

origin in Istanbul and across Anatolia had beenforred @1 | esi o, 1921) .

4.4. CONTEMPORARY MIGRATIONS AND TRANSNATIONAL SPACE
If we threw a stone in Thilisi it would hit a Turkish man, if we threw a stone in Istanbul it
wouldhit a Georgian woman (Nilay, 22 August 2016, Thilisi)

The sealing of borders in 1921 was another conjuncture. On the one hand it
marked the start of a transnational space in the sense that there were now two nation
states, on the other hand it stoppeé fie forced movement of populations and goods.
Moreove, concurrently, the two nation states embarked in two opposite, and even
opposing, political economies. The young republic of Turkey followed modernization and
industrialization based on statentere import substitution policies until the Military
coupin 1980 (Ozcan & Turunc, 2011), while Georgia, under Soviet tutelage, followed a
Socialist form of modernization and industrialization. During the cold war, Georgia was

front line between the Sovietsmd West as a member of the USSR.
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The Georgialurkishborder reopened with the Georgian declaration of
independence in 1991. Currently, Turkey and Georgia share a border of 252 km. with
three lanecrossing points and daily bus and plane services. In, 2Qpbroximately two
and a half million Georgian natioisavisited Turkey, representing an increase of more
than tenfold since 2002 (from 161,375 in 2002 to 2,438,730 in 20LRigh Ministry of
Culture and Tourism, 2018). Georgians received a totab@f7Avork visas, only second
to Syrians in number and amg them 6500 were women (Ministry of Family, Labour,
and Social Services, 2016, p. 125). In general, however, the number of crossings, work
visas and visitor visas do not accurately capture the nuofilpeigrant women in Turkey
as Georgians and Turkishtimanals cross borders for daily trips and/or overstay their visa,
or switch between visa statuses. Visa regulations in relation to Georgian migrants in
Turkey will be further explored in the next secti

Today, according to the Georgian Migration Comioissthere are 32 Georgian
diaspora organizations in Turkey (State Commission on Migration Issues, 2015) though
the list is not exhaustive and contains mainly those who tend to be more active and/or
willing to cooperate with the Office of the State Ministé Georgia for Diaspora Issues.

My own research shows that the abowentioned historical migrant groups had their

own ethnic associations which were mostly interested in keeping the history amd,cult
that is, Georgian language and traditions. These@ations predominantly operate from
Istanbul, although smaller organizations can be found in the villages of original Georgian
settlement. One prominent association | contacted in Istanbul haarg lhich mostly
contains literature on the history @eorgians during Ottoman and Turkish Republic

times. They put together events on religious (Easter), cultural and artistic occasions (like

concert nights), hold Georgian language classes, and ar torbave launched Georgian
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as an elective course inetfiTurkish curriculum geared for grade four to eight pupils in
2014. A bilingual magazine titldéirosmanihad been published between the years of
2007 and 2010, with a focus on highlighting individuat Georgian origin in historical

and contemporary Thish literature, art and quotidian life.

Upon contacting a couple of these organizations, brovweiagneburi.nef it h e
first Georgian website of Tur keondwitas it i s
migrant women, the disconnection between @i@or migrant women and diaspora
organizations became clear. None of the migrant women whom | spoke with actually ever
contacted a diaspora organization even if they may have heard of them. Similarly,
diaspora organizations have no contacts with migrantevomor any programs geared to
their needs or interests. More surprising was the lack of involvement on the part of
Orthodox Churches in Georgian migr airst wo me
of their employment or transnational engagements.well documented in the literature
that religious organizations and churches can play important an important role in the
migration and settlement experiences of migrants (Mahler & Pessar, 200@) (2@04),
for example, in her study on migrants retUnited States of America (the US) of diverse
religious background, shows how Catholic Churches around the world help migrants
move between sending and receiving country parishes. Such Catholib&hirehe US
explicitly took part in integrating mignas into powerful established networks where they
could express interest, gain skills and make claims through political/civic engagement
with respect to their home and host countries. Furthermor&hhech and its doctrine
offered explanations and gaveeaming to migration and settlement experiences by

explaining a Areligiously definedo world w
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2004, p. 15). Another important study which demonstrates the tiamuer of local

churches was conducted by Danis (20@7stanbul. In this study, Danis (2007) found

that the religious leaders of Orthodox churches acted as intermediaries between Syriac
Orthodox families and Christian Iragi migrant families. Christiagilivomen, usually

single daughters of families, thusuihd themselves in a niche within the domestic work
labour market in Istanbul where they were only hired by Syriac Orthodox families (Danis,

2007).

Before | traveled to Georgia for fieldwork | was ae/¢ghat there were many
Turkish nationals who crossead Batumi for shopping (particularly by car), holidaying,
and business. But it is in the streets of Thilisi, 375 kilometers away from Batumi, that |
became aware of a larger Turkish presence in Gedngis approached by many Turks
upon hearing that Ipoke Turkish- on the streets asking for directions or information.
The presence of Turkish banks, restaurants, businepaescularly Real Estateand
Turkish firms involved in the many constructiprojects that were underway in Thilisi
were salientAlthough my attempts to interview members of GURTIAD (Gurcu ve Turk
Isadamlari Dernegi, Georgiarurkish Businessmen Association) were unsuccessful, |
spent time conversing with Turkish students, Tsinkivaiters and Georgian individuals
who previously hadvorked in Turkey, as well as professors whose speciality was either
Turkish language, literature or history. The Turkish population in Georgia is indeed
noteworthy. According tthe State Commission dvligration Issues of Georg(@015),
between 20144, Turkish citizens were consistently amongst the top five countries
across various migrant categories living in Georgia. Turkey was the second top country

whose nationals were naturalized as Georgiammnals (second to Russia, with a total of
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3,033 individals, SCMI, 2015, p. 23), and the top third country in the number of foreign
students in Georgia (1,310 students), following Azerbaijan and India. In the same period,
Turkish nationals ranked second argaghose who received work residence permit (a
totalof4 , 6 1 8, p . 25), following China and rank
present in Georgia (ibid). Furthermore, Turkish citizens have been establishing a presence
through government and ngovernment Organizations. These organizations arrange
festivals, and provide for the funding of Georgian students/scholars to be trained in
Turkey as well as for research centers and charities (Celik, 2016). Business activities and
investment by Turkish ohividuals and companies have also been prominent psvire

noted as standing second to Iranians among nationalities who registepedfitcsind

nonprofit business enterprises (National Agency of Public Registry, 2017). GURTIAD,
(Gurcu ve Turk Isadalari Dernegi, GeorgiaiT urkish Businessmen Associatidioy

example, which was founded in 1999 has Turkish members from sectors like finance,
service, logistics, manufacturing etc., and is reported to be committed to protect and

promote their interests iBeorgia (Gurtiad, 2017).

My research indicates thatetlturrent TurkiskGeorgian transnational space
consists of three parallel but distinct social fields, with not much overlap between them.
Here, the terms fitransnatfbebhtisepaceoconce
based on SchilleBasch, anBlancSz ant onés (1999, p 1) concefg
transnationalism. According to these scholars, transnational socialdrektge ouof
processes by whicfim)migrants link their country of originnal their country of
settlementTransnational spacesu$ consist of various types of ties, ranging from family

to organizational, political and economic, and are developed and maintained across
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geographical and cultural borders (ibi@ihe first transnatinal fieldl determined

between Georgia and Turkeymaintained by the migrant organizations which were

founded and preserved by earlier generations of Georgian migrants in Turkey. This

population and their organizations are interested in maintaininijusiatpresence in

contemporary Turkey by highlightingeir accomplishments in Ottoman/Turkish history

while actively avoiding interaction with newcomers from Georgia. Turkish businesses

and contemporary cultural organizations which operate in Georguatlased above

maintain a second social field. Thisrsaational social field is a result of Turkish
companies6 profit seeking business venture
ex-Soviet countries after the latter opened to global capitahsken (Celik, 2016). The

third social field is formedyGeorgian migrant women, who are also on the move
because of gl obal capitalism not as profit
previous chapter). Geor gi amrongsiegofthewrt wo menao
friends and job connections, legaildaillegal employment offices, money and cargo
transfer firms, bus companies, and their a
between these three transnational fields could be evaluatetitiofithe fact that

transnational spaces are where glaender and political cleavages of communities are
reflected.In this context, transnational and local experiences, identity formation of

migrants have been found to be contingent upon their (gjifiocial locations

(Tastsoglou, 2006). Tastsoglou (2006) explains that transnational spaces expand across
several nation statewh et her Ai magi ned -andare mdtayerd er ed o
with the inclusionof noomi gr ant p o p ul a talilocaticnhsin thhogtr ant s 6 s
country (such as minority status) are as important as their social locations in the country

of origin, which altogether translate into dynamic constructions of intersectional
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identities, and associated transnational practicesqdgisu, 2006) Literature on

migrant transnationallsoactivities support this claim. In one of the earlier studies,

Goldring (2001) examined gender differeneghibited byMexican migrants in the

United States of America. She showed that within th&idée statemediatel

transnational spaces, home town associations were the forum where men practiced forms

of citizenship that enhanced their social and gender status and women were absent from
positions of power reflecting traditional (Mexican) femaleesolin tandem, Megan

women were more active in American local settlement anesatitement related

organizations such as Pardrgacher Associations. In another study which teased out

class and generational differences in transnational engagementisif Brigrants livirg

in Paris, Scott (2006) distinguished six types of highly skilledd middle clasé

associations that Britigheoplewere involved in. British migrants organized around

di fferent interests in r eilcaotmnon meontt hteoi rh ofis
countryo, and Afamily statuso (p. 121211). T
historical, emerging and changing new national (British) and transnational class structures
influenced the distinctive socialization patterns among tAeroordingly, thesesix

groups of migrants mostly lived in different neighbourhoods and socialized in different

circles. Furthermore, the organizational patterns of their associations and community
organizations were diverse and did not seek other Britighamt organizatioms 6 | nput .

For instance, British expatriates who lived in Paris for longer periods of time established

an institutional framework where a collective identity rooted in British identity could be
celebrated and maintained. Such organizatmarried namessic as fit he Bri ti s
Commonweal th WotheBrast iGlhubCholornyi Commi tteeo

keep transnational ties with Britain as well. In contrast, newcomer expatriates were
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involved more with multinational professional asistions and inforral networks rather

than the above mentioned British Ainstitut

Class based differences in transnational identity formation as well as migrant
association participation and agendas were examined in detadlizyPeisker (2008Bin
her research on Croatian migrants in Australia. In this detailed study;Rzosiker
(2008) determined that there were two cohorts of Croatian migrants in Australia. The first
cohort consisted of working class Croatians who weasedsand lived in ¥igoslavia, and
who had migrated to Australia between 1950 and 1970s. The second wave were
professional, middle class migrants who grew up and were educated in Independent
Croatia. These groups differed in terms of their involvement gpeotations from thir
mi gration and transnational experiences 1in
influenced by their intense emotional connection to the homeland. Flowing from this, this
group formed clubs across political divisions yet all slphrsued an ethnidentity
consisting of rural, community based, and religious (Cathaffdjations. The clubs
served as a celebration of this identity which isolated them in Australia and also were
geared to help the homeland. In contrast, the secamolt which consited of urban
professionals, never attended Croatian clubs, associations, or churches. Although they
acknowledged a Croatian identity, their aim was to succeed in professional and
cosmopolitan integration to the Australian way of lifbefefore, they reged the rural
cultural elements which were still prevalent in the public representation of the Croatian
community in Australia, they avoided living in the same neighbourhoods as the older
cohort while at the same time not taking anyt patrans)nationlast political or social

actions (ColiePeisker, 2008).
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In the transnational space between Turkey and Georgia, class, gender and
generational differences were highly noticeable. | also wanted to determine whether
participants had relates from earlier migations to Turkey. Although most participants
acknowledged that there were broken families as a result of Cold War border closures,
only one had such family members that she
addition, at the tira of my interviewsthree migrant women had worked for families who
had Georgian roots, that is, families from earlier cohorts. In contrast, all migrant women
had current (Georgian) relatives, neighbours and/or close friends who worked in Turkey
at one pait in the pasttwany years. Tumayodés words capture
among Georgian relatives and friends who preferred to work in Turkey:
| came to Turkey ten yearsagoS@a panc a . My husbandds unc
to work in Sapanca. She had belere for years. look the bus from Kutaisi, and
the cousin received me in Sapanca. She
Then she found me my job through her connections. | took care of farvesiin
Turkish actor ds) gr an dYowkndwethosefdawe a b o ut
used to go back every three months. | went home, and after three days they called
me saying that she passed away. She Wge&rs old, she could speak a bit of
Georgian. | was just taking care of her, changing, cleaning, feedinbjhst
stayed wih her, we used to look out the window. | used to sing for her, the
Georgian fAnanad song, and she used to c
rememberedé (Tumay, 15 January 2017, |l s
Georgian migrant women in this study aretjpd a Turkish Gemian transnational space
where various migrant groups established and sustained transnational relationships over

the past several centuries, following several conjunctures. The literature delineates that
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migrant groups and associatiae$lect and respont conjunctures which consist of

political, economic and sociplocesseson local and transnational scales. Geographical,
historical, political and legal practices in home and host countries further determine their
formation and objdo/es. Moreover these groups occupy aleztclass positions in both

countries, which are also compounded by differentiating factors of gender, migration

status, race and ethnicity. As such, the contemporary transnational space between Georgia
and Turkey $ divided along thénes of gender, clasand generation. Earlier Georgian

migrant cohorts who settled in Turkey during the Ottoman Empire had different political,
cultural and socieconomic agendas, whie¥ith time, changed articulation vis a vis the
contemporary TurkisiRepublic, and the Socialist State of Georgia and Independent
Georgia. Again, the new bus i-ecoan@mscsohddiulee e 6s p
does not draw from ear |l ismformedbyhgmbat s6 obj ect

capip | i smdés agoalimul ati o

Georgian migrant women are in this space on their own terms, relying on their
networks consisting of friends, family, and employers, and transnational and local
businesses which are geared to their specific needs of enghitnignsfeiof remitances
from themigrant womerto their families. Migrant women in this study viewed their
migration as a temporary affair; they were not concerned about bringing their families to
Turkey. Relatedly, they did not need to showcase ormaatheir culturaheritage. My
conversations with them, in general, I ndi c
politics, which eliminated the formation of any diasporic or political organization by
them. None of them knew that they could votéhatGeorgian Consaie in Istanbul

during elections, nor were they aware of any outreach programs of their government (see
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more details on diaspora outreach programs below). As-aroaien group who woed

in a lowrclass and demeaned job, theg dot exatly reflect what e previous cohorts
and contemporary corporate bosses would like to estahhstghties orindeed,
incorporate int@ Georgian imagedverall then, Georgian migrant women in Turkey are
marginalized, not only in national and internaaiblabour markets but also in the

particular transnational spatey inhabitbetween Turkey and Georgia.

4.5. CURRENT ECONOMIC CONDITIONS

Both Turkeyand Georgia have joined the global free market economy; Turkey on
the heels of a military coup (1988hd Georgia after independence from the Soviet Union
(1991). The set of Areformso following I nt
brought abouexportled economic growth policies and subsequent liberalization and
privatization in Turkey, and thelentless dispossessions which affected various
heterogeneous groups before and after Rose revolution (2003) in Georgia (outlined in the

previous chapt®, led to new class structures in both countries.

Being the 1% largest economy in the world andrember of the G20, Turkey is
considered to be an upperiddle-income country (World Bank, 2028 The growth rate
has been six point three percent perysaaverage while the per capita Gross Domestic
Product (GDP) nearly tripled (close to US$ 11,00@)vieen the years 2042017
(Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2017). In 2016, the service sector constituted approximately
65 percent of the economy, followey industry (27 percent) and agriculture (eight
percent) The Union of Chambers and Commaodity ExchargfeBurkey, 2018). In 2017,

menédés | abour force participation was 72 pe
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although the latter rate reached 71.3 pertmnivomen who held university or higher
degrees (Turkish Statistical Institute, 202M8omen with higler education participate

more in the Turkish labour market, because social stigmas attached to working women in
their circles are lower and there is lowgage gap in vocations requiring higher

education. Women with lower education levels, on the othet,liand to gravitate to

informal sectors (such as cleaning houses) or abide more by the general view that
women 6s main r ol es ar eErihcp201Y)durkish middeclassn d mot he
women have been participating in the labour market in increasmgers and engaging

in activities as part of the changing middle and upper middies expectationsuch as

taking their children to extracurricular agties or adhering to fashion standards by
frequenting beauty parlors (Ozyegin, 2001). Consequeirtlg, spent on domestic and

care activities &sbeen decreasing without altering some of the old notions around

mothering and housekeeping (ibid).

These indings are more or less in line with what has been reported in the
literature which shows thatthetos our ci ng of (womends) soci al
familiar trend happening in industrialized countries. As discussed in dethipier two
currertly, the main causes of such outsourcing are decreasing social state prothsions,
increased partipation of women in labour markets and the rigid sexual division of labour
( Kof man, 2014) which altogether exert an i
reproductive labour. Modern outsourcing patterns are further shaped by historically
intersecting race amgender dimensions which are currently further nuanced in migration
patterns and policies. Since the 1990s Turkey saw the emergence etfierédaomesti

| abour mar ket which foll owed the expansi on
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and the reorgamation of domestic work (Akalin, 2009). A historical account of
outsourcing social reproductive labour to domestic labourers in Turkey, and its
contemporay articulation in Georgian migrant wc

labour markets will be furdér discussed inhapter six

On the other handinemployment and imminent largeale poverty mark the
modern Georgian econometween the years of 202017 the average real Gross
Domestic Product (GDP) growth was three point eight percent (The Orgamitca
Economic Ceoperation and Development, 2017). Unemployment rate in Georgia is
reported to be 22 percent in urban and five percent in rural areh#he labour market is
marked with mismatch between market demand and skills (ibid). Geostdicst§#616)
indicate that, in general, labour force participation rate is higher among men than women.
The proportion of the population under the nationadimum income standard is 24.8
percent. Although the share eehdedigngduetol t ur e
anaging infrastructure, wars and the Russian embargo, it still represents nine percent of
the total GDP and more than 50 percerttdfe popul ati onds I iveliho
agriculture. Trade, currently holds the highest share in ecpi817 percent) followed
by industry (17 percent), transport and communication, and construction each sharing
about ten percent. Among them hotel andan@snt businesses, mining and quarrying,
construction, wholesale and retail trade, as well as finhimtermediation seeing the

highest growth rates (Geostat, 2016).
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In the meantime, emigration rates have stayed at approximately 26 percent since
2000 andhepopulation of Georgia fell 15 percent betwdle@2002 and 2014 censuses
to 3.71 million (Geott, 2016). Emigrants are recorded to be overwhelmingly of working
age, and 55 percent of them are women (Geostat, 2016). Most live in Russia (22 percent),
followed by Greece (15 percent), Turkey (11 percent) and Italy (11 percent) (Geostat,
2016).About 3 percent of Georgian households have emigrant mothers, while 32.3
percent have emigrant fathers (lashvili, von Reichert, & Gvenetadze, 26&6jgian
nationals with higher education are up to four times more likely to emigrate to-a high
income country wife those with lower levels of education choose Greece and Turkey
(Dermendzhieva, 2011). Significantly more women emigrants choose to go to Greece,
Turkey and Italy, while mends theUkrmiee c hoi ce
(Georgia State Comns®n on Migration Issues, 2017, p. 14). In Turkey, Georgian
women wok predominantly as domestic workers, and Georgian men are found in
seasonal work on tea and hazelnut plantations, in factories, in construction and privately
owned workshops (Dermendzh&\2011). Accordingly, the importance of remittances
has been increamy both for families who remained in Georgia and the Georgian
economy. More specifically, remittances increased more than 500 percent between 2004
and 2014 (OECD, 2017). In 2015 remittas totalled 1,794 million USD and constituted

ten percentofthecout r y6s nati onal i hcome (Worl d Banfk



4.6. GENDERED EMIGRATION FROM GEORGIA AND VISA POLICIES

Q: Why did you not go to Italy, your daughter is there after all?:

Ester: she keptalling me, but | did not go. Look, she has not come backItedyrfor

five years. Look at me, | go back whenever | want. Now she is thinking of returning to
Georgia, and then coming to Turkey. Georgia and Turkey are neighbours, we come and

go. (Ester,7 August 2016, Istanbul)

Womends emigratioms ismniceciGeasigng@gosumnerr
from continuous dispossessions which are further compounded by rising hostilities
between Georgia and Russia. The previous chapter has outlined th&dutiofe
Russi ads embar goes dreedrad arrangement of Geprgianetomt o f
Russia.

Turkey, on the other hand, has been offering Georgian citizens a changing but
rather relaxed visa regime when compared to other countries. Moldovanstémce,
until 2019 could only stay one month in Turkeyaourist visa for which they had to
pay (see Kaska, 2006 on the rhythms of Mol
My conversations with migrant women indicated that Azerbaijani anceAian women
can only stay in Turkey for a month withawisa.In fact, Bloch (2017) reports that
some women from e$oviet countries who have been travelling to Turkey since early
1990s for work or shuttl e tr adnarriagdstoen opt
resolve the short visa issua.2012Turkey stared new visa regulations with Georgia
(Directorate General of Migration, 2018). Until then, Georgian nationals could enter
Turkey without a visa and stay three months provided that they ey or a short

period of time after the completion of threemtits. Since 2012, Georgians can still enter
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Turkey without a visa for three months but
absence, in other words 90 days over 180 dayzolicy whichis influenced by and
favoured in visa negotiations between thedpean Union and its periphery countri&s.
the same time new visa categories have been established in Turkey, suitasvisa
andawork visa Directorate General of Migratiei2018) In the former, citizens of other
countries can stay in Turkdgr one year provided that they have an address to show and
they pay for private health insurance. Work visas, on the other hand, require signing of a
contract with an employer. They have ®renewed every one or two years and the
employers have to pagf monthly social insurance fees.

In light of increasing remittances and diversified migration destinations,
successive Georgian governments have taken action to control emigration and return
conditions.In October 2010, the government of Georgi@atedhe State Commission on
Migration Issues (SCMI) which approved a migration strategy with an action plan to
support it in 2012. With the assistance of the European Union Mobility Partnership an
within the visa liberalisation Action Plan of the Europeanddr(Visa Liberalisation
Program) the State Commi ssion on Migration
Georgi ao ( SCMI ,wasth@chiéve secuiithaad stabilityi am
approxmation of national legislation with that of the European Urdsnvell as better
management of migration in order to advance economic and social development of the
country (SCSMI, 2015). Among eight thematic directions found in the latest strategy
there ae explicit deliberations of how to improve the registratioemfgrants, as well as
to enhance diaspora engagement, the latter especially by bringing language and blood ties
to the forefront. Another aim is to promote the internationalisation of theagdsector

to increase the acceptability of Georgian credémbg employers abroad. At the same
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time, Ministries involved with the management of emigration finalized a new EU regime
following a five-year dialogue with the European Union. As a resulisafree travel

programme came into effect in March of 2017d avas celebrated by concerts and

festivities both in Thilisi and Brussels (European External Action Service, 2017). The

new European Union Visa regime allows Georgian nationals holding biorpassports

to enter the Schengen zone for short stays; 98 datyof any 18@lay period without

needing a visa, as a tourist, to visit friends or family, to attend cultural or sports events,

for business meetings, medical treatment, journalistic olianmirposes, and for short

term studies or training activiti€European External Action Service, 2017). All these
undertakings reflect an emphasis on circular migration, repatriation, and tagping

diaspora resources undble nationalistic tones sély the Georgian State. A growing

emphasis on the latter can Iseartained through an increasingly concerted effort of the
Georgian State to reach out to diaspora organizations through standardized publications
such as lists of diaspora organizations gatliooks specifically developed for Georgian

Sunday schools ar@eorgian language courses. Another program that was implemented
titled ABecome a Young Amb &aval scdotanshipetb Yo ur
fifteen young Georgian emigrants across Euaopeountries, and Turkey and Israel, for a
year t o flersasi saeboaumtarGenor gi ao (p. 97). The Mi
Georgia hosted 120 diaspora representatives from 25 countries for an event entitled
AStrong Diaspor a f orethd Minidtee appe8ed torthg disspolaay 0 w
|l eaders torfAncéme(togepthke consolidation of

and supporto (Zal kaliani, 2019).
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4.7. CONCLUSION
Georgia and Turkey are neighbmg countries. This neighboshipis raisedon a
shared history of coexistence fraught with antagonisms#iadces. Numerous
momentous conjunctures over the past centuries have shaped political, economic and
social systems and exchanges, and consequently the migrations, identities, cultures and
networks between populations. Utilizing the concept of conjuadtdall, 1987) this
chapter has shown a historically constructed transnational space between Georgia and
Turkey and divisions vis a vis borders, religion, culture, gender and generatidatédte
waves of human movements between Georgia and Turkeydraved under
contemporary capitalism and visa regimes which facilitate neoliberal capital
accumulation. On the other hand, structures and policies in this transnational space also
reflect a dgree of historical acknowledgement. This is found in favounrabke
conditions for Georgians on the part of Turkey, and transnational and local networks
which include and exclude groups differentially in a historically informed manner.
Ultimately, this crapter has shed light on the contemporary migration and tramsalati
positions of Georgian migrant women which are shaped under the demands of
contemporary capital but which are also cast and interpreted in reference to a powerful
past. Historically basedefinitions of being neighbours and being enemies are reflected
participantsdé choices, decisions, family r
all aspects surrounding and shaping the expansion of their paid and unpaid labour power.
The lastchapter laid out the specific conditions under which Georgiagalpton
joined the global capitalist order, while this chapter provided the specific historical
context wupon which Georgian migrant womeno

chapters are devgdedon the ramifications of findings presented in these twotehs by
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refocusing on the key analytical point of social reproduction theory: the increasing

tension between the needs of contemporary capitalist accumulation and social
reproductionrelatonand i1 ts i ncompatible demands on w
As mentioned earlier, social reproduction consists of multifaceted and multiscale
processes which mainly rest on womends unp
to keep social reproducton costs | ow. I n fact, the deval
reproduction and maintenance of a cheap labour force is determined to be one of the

earliest and continuous dispossessions (Mies, 1986) and it can be traced to the inception

and organizatin of gendered division of labourhe rext chapter examines the

mai ntenance and reproduction of mechani sms
devalorized in Georgia, especially when they also have to take on waged employment in

the global capitalist labour anket under the current conjuncture. It centers on one aspect

of global restructuring of social reproduction: the increasing transnationalization and

reorganization of social reproduction relations within families and their consequences.



CHAPTER 5
TRANSNATIONAL IN -LAWS:UNDERSTANDI NG WOMEN©OGS

POSITIONS IN GEORGIAN FAMILY STRUCTURE

This2@Gmet er statue, which towers Tbili si

, was
of Georgiab, wears Georgian nattorgnal dr ess
signifying hospitality for guests on one hand. Ondtber hand is a sword, signifying

love of freedom and resistance against the intruders.
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