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Linking Vulnerability to Poverty and Domestic Labor: A Case Study in Turkey

Hande Togrul*
Section 1: Introduction

Unpaid domestic labor cannot be counted as economic activity because it is not
paid. If an activity or labor timeis not paid it is not an economic activity. Economics
discipline has become scientific with numerous dichotomies, paid —unpaid labor being
onethat is central in this study. Understanding dichotomies and going beyond its
rhetorical level may be possible through lived experiences. Lived experiences that
inform us about the complexities of gender, class, race, ethnicity, age, religion, and
locality and their cross-cutting For instance, increasing participation of women in the
labor force and adverse conditions for women in poor and/or lower class households
brought unpaid-paid discussion into economics. Advances in economic analysis always
happen after major socio-economic observations, changes, or major crises. It isawell
known fact that majority of unpaid domestic laborers are women. If these women are
recognized as “paid workers” and included in working-class, there would be less
poverty both in income and human dimension. More importantly, women would be less
vulnerable to personal or socio-economic crises through their life cycles.

How can we push the boundaries of dichotomiesin the domain of economics,
philosophy of science, methods and methodology and above all in practice? Over the
centuries, economists, philosophers, sociologists have sought to establish and show the
extent of how dichotomies create artificial barriersin capturing socio-economic
realities. Contemporary feminist economists have been deconstructing dichotomies both
in theoretical and methodological ways. Since feministsin general and feminist
economists in particular have varying political philosophy stances?, they take different
approaches for deconstruction while taking social stratifiers such as gender, race,
ethnicity, age, religion, and locality very seriously. However, there are differencesin
theoretical applications of these categories within feminist economics. First approach
concentrates on gender and/or race as central analytical category to point out the
shortcomings of Marxists concept of class. Domestic labor becomes a key concept in
this critique. Second approach questions the dominant economic method and
methodol ogies from the viewpoint of feminist theory and research
methods/methodol ogies. Underlying main premise for both approachesisto re-establish
connection between (false) dichotomies such as reproduction®-production, paid- unpaid
labor, monetary- non-monetary, economic-non-economic, private- public and so on.
Opening up and talking about so called non-economic, unpaid, reproductive activities,
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2 Feminist economists areinfluenced by different feminist theories (see Tong 1989 and Jaggar 1983). Tong (1989) “ Feminist
Thought; A ComprehensiveIntroduction” discussesdifferent feminist approaches: liberal, radical, Marxist, socialist, psychoanaytic,
existential, and postmodern. Quiteanumber of feminist economists basetheir methodol ogical/philosophical stanceon liberal
feminism. Inthis paper methodol ogical/phil osophical stanceissocialist feminism.

% LourdesBeneria(1979) definesreproductioninthreeways; biological reproduction, reproduction of labor power and reproduction
of communitiesand societies (social reproduction).
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that takes place in the private sphere helps us to show in what ways they don not
contradict with economic, paid, productive activities that takes place in the public
sphere. They are all two sides of one coin. It iscrucia to understand the coexistence of
so called “opposites™.

The main premise motivates me to emphasi ze the invisible groups, mostly
women who are embedded deeply in socio-economic and politico-cultural
infrastructure. Their invisibility i.e. acceptance of status by other groups of women
perpetuates inequalities. This paper is ashort version of my dissertation. My aimisto
present the framework which helps me to interpret empirical evidence, stories of
women who worked as unpaid live-in domestic workers. | benefit from socialist
feminist approach which is “nothing less than the confluence of Marxist, radical and
more arguably, psychoanalytic streams of feminist thought™ (Tong 1989p. 173). Class
has been a very important concept for feminist economists given differencesin
interpretation of gender, class and race relations. | will be pondering on gender and
class relations while bringing domestic labor at the center once again with atwist.
Marxian understanding of exploitation has been the central discussion either as
increased surplus extraction by dominant classes and/or surplus extraction of wives by
their husbands. In this study, | explore domestic labor relation between women of
different classes. The group of women who were engaged in unpaid domestic work (i.e.
evlatlik institution in Turkey) isan intermingling of all three phenomena: child labor,
rural- urban migration and informality of domestic labor. Conflict between lower class
women and the middle and upper- middle class women depends on many complicated
push and pull effects on both sides. Poverty and vulnerability of rural women gives
relative control to urban women and households in terms of decision- making. Domestic
labor isthe link between these groups. As aworking conclusion, in support of
emancipation of all domestic laborers aswell as all other working-class men and
women, | advocate “wages of the housework” as a perspective in shifting debatesin
gender and classrelations.

Section | summarizes how domestic labor is central in feminist thought in linking
class and gender and my direction within the debate. Section 2 elaborates on the central
role of domestic labor in feminist thought and class and gender analysis: direction
within the debate. Section 3 briefly comments on method- methodological issues since
gender and class analysis, particularly with domestic labor debate at the center, pushes

“ Cartesian view of reality hasdivided processof thought. Dualism separates abstract thought mechanismsaswell asconcrete
phenomenon experienced by people. Therearemany propositionsof dualism such asobjective/subjective, emotional/rational,
precise/vague, public/private, productive/reproductive, rigorous/intuitive, formal/informal, agent/structure, masculine/feminine,
scientific/non-scientific that frequently discussedin socia sciencesaswell asin feminist economics (Nelson 1999, 2003).
Scientific/non-scientific duality isindeed the over arching duality which has occupied themindsand heartsfor centuries.
Questioning “ scientific knowledge” hasbeen amethodol ogical, philosophical and practical matter for feminist economists (Barker
and Kuiper 2004, Barker 2003).

® Therehasbeen great resistance against synthesizing Marxism and psychoanalysisdueto Marxist understanding revol utionary
change (See Ann Foreman 1977). According to Marx revol utionary change comesfrom the struggle between theworking classand
the capitalist class. Change depends on struggl e between groupsnot individual's, therefore social consciousnessrather than
individual consciousnessplaysthesignificant role. However, inspiringwork of “ Rethinking Marxists’ continuesto explore so-
called“incompatibility” between Marxismand psychoanalysis(See, Fraad, Resnick and Wolff (1994) and Gibson-Graham, Resnick
and Wolff (2000). | would argue that so-called incompatibility liesin Marxist concept of classrather than Marxist understanding of
social consciousnessand itincompatibility with psychoanalytical individual consciousness. Social -individual dichotomy will be
discussed in section 1.
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the boundaries of economic analysis. Section 4 covers a short summary of my empirical
analysis. Section 5 will concludes with “wages for housework” as a perspectivein
socia feminist thinking and possible road for emancipation of working class and men.

Section |: Central role of domestic labor in feminist thought and class and gender
analysis. direction within the debate

Unpaid housewives and paid domestic workers constitute two main groups in
domestic labor discussions. Many contemporary strategies observed in “developing
countries,” had their precedents in the history of what are now advanced capitalist
countries. Employing domestic servants was an important class-status characteristic
both in Great Britain during the Victorian era and the Post-Civil War after mid 19"
Century in the United States. Live-in domestic workers were very common. There were
generally multiple domestic servants in large households. Girls and women, especially
from rural origins, did not have many other options for work. In the late 20" century,
entry of middle-class women into the workforce raised the demand for paid household
work. Thus the anatomy of domestic labor changed. Today, at the beginning of 21
century, affluent women and/or men are no longer able or willing to do household work
or even raise their children, take care of the elderly or the sick. Y et, payment for
domestic services have not made significant hike. This international movement of
domestic workers can be seen as a narrative of one group needing help and the other
needing jobs. Yet, it isnot that ssimple. A number of recent case studies focus on the
complexities of these arrangements. A major focus of these studiesis the informality of
the arrangements and the implications of informality about the conditions of work.
Another seriousissue is that those who work as paid domestic laborers outside their
own households and in overseas countries, may have their own children, elderly or sick
parents needing care. Although these cases are about paid domestic labor in contrast to
the case study in this paper, which is about unpaid domestic work performed by non-
family members, there are many similarities about the informal nature of the
arrangements and conditions of work.

Marxian and mainstream economists delved into domestic labor debate during
1960s and 70s broadly for similar reasons (Jefferson and King 2001). At the end both
schools were unable to deal with theoretical problems that domestic labor raised.
Therefore, domestic labor could neither find a home in Marxian economics (ME), nor in
the neoclassical economics (NE). In this paper, | will not able to present a critique of the
neoclassical approach for space limitation. But mainly, NE has limited capacity to
understand the dynamics of “the household”. The NE approach to the household can be
summarized under the rubric of New Household Economics (NHE). This approach was
spearheaded by Gary Becker, in his earlier work, following Margaret Reid, Becker
recognizestime and its allocation within the household as an economic problem. The
NE approach has been criticized by many feminist economists extensively (e.g.
Bergmann 1995 and Folbre 1982, Nelson 1996, Ferber and Nelson 1993 and others).
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Classisthe central analytical category across different heterodox schoolsin
economics, sociology, and anthropology to study capitalist system. Gender, on the other
hand is used as the main category of analysis for feministsto study patriarchy across
socia sciences. While Marxists, sociaist, radical and psychoanalytical feminists
consider class and gender as main categories with in their economic analysis to
understand how the forces of patriarchy and capitalism work, liberal feminist do not ask
the same questions, in most cases, they investigate discrimination, occupational
segregation, wages differentials in the labor market. At the same time, feministsin
variety of other social science disciplines® investigate the complex relationship between
gender and class processes.

The domestic labor debate was on the complex nature of the relations between
patriarchy and capitalism. Margaret Benston's (1969) research into the relationship of
unpaid domestic labor and the economic system particularly raises the question of why
women still spend much of their time on domestic labor and stay in subordinate
positions in society. These questions led British Marxist feminists to a debate on the
significance of unpaid domestic labor performed by women in the analysis of
capitalism, which was overlooked in Marxist economics theory (Gardiner 1998).
Domestic labor debate was highly abstract. Although abstraction is needed in
theoretical work, it cannot provide rich, textured, nuanced analysis. Thisis not to say
that the debate was not rich. On the contrary, the debate led to a better understanding of
intricate mechanisms, simultaneous processes and tendencies between capitalist
accumulation and domestic labor. It isimportant to mention that the theory behind this
debate was based on the UK and the US experiences. Gardiner statesthat “ itis
impossible to analyze domestic labor in abstraction from the social relationshipsto
which it islinked, relationships between wives, husbands, mothers, fathers, children and
other dependent household members’ (Gardiner 1997, p.10).

Two main positions emerged from the domestic labor debate: 1) domestic labor
subsidizes capitalist production and enhances productivity by means of reproducing
labor power 2) domestic labor is essential for the reproduction of labor power, as such,
it isnot asubsidy. The debate branched into two cross-cutting systems of social power
discussion: a patriarchal system of gender oppression and a capitalist system of
economic class exploitation. A few socialist feminists retreated into an economic
reductionism, while others moved increasingly toward a purely cultural explanation of
women's oppression that has culminated in feminist postmodernism. In the late 1990s,
however, within a discussion of globalization, postmodern feminists have started to
look into materialist explanations.

“ Although economic reductionism has little to offer in this regard, one
often neglected strain of socialist feminism - social reproduction theory -
ismore promising. If socialist feminism isto exist as anything more than

® MariaMies, bell hooks, Harriet Fraad, Christine Delphy, KyraSedgwick, PaulaEngland, Ann Ferguson, IrisY oung, Sylvia
Walby, LiseVogel, Diane Reay, Lydia Sargent are few namesin thisendeavor

7 Jean Gardiner (1997) bases her definition of domestic labor on Margaret Reid’ sdefinition of household production: domestic
labor istherefore, defined asthose unpaid househol d activitieswhich could be done by someone other than the person who actually
carriesthem out or could be purchased if amarket for those activitiesexisted, i.e. thethird party criterion.
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an intellectua artifact, it is essential to engage with the anti-capitalist
insights promoted by those working within the socia reproduction
framework” (Ferguson 1998 p .22)

The debate was able to identify the problems, but lost its momentum in the 1980s
and 1990s. Maxine Molyneux (1979) points out the limitations of this effort: economic
reductionism, functionalist mode of argument in constructing the relationship between
capitalism and domestic labor, narrow focus on the labor performed in the domestic
sphere at the expense of theorizing the wider familial/household context. At the same
time, the domestic labor debate tended to assume that performers of unpaid domestic
labor are members of the family. Following from these limitations of the domestic |abor
debate, this study is formulated to consider the wider familial/household context by
situating the discussion of unpaid domestic work in family and household level
economic strategies. By going beyond economic reductionism and consider the
ideological and emotional aspects of domestic labor and reproduction. Reproduction of
class relations within househol ds and families through unpaid domestic work, in
particular through the relationship between pseudo mothers and the evlatliks.

Domestic labor debates explained husbands control over wives aswell as
capitalists’ increased surplus extraction of wives. Therefore, it doesn’t not explore class
concept given women to women conflict. Women to women conflict have emerged as
an important issues in domestic labor debate to integrate into gender and class analysis.
If we don't discuss this conflict, it continues to feed into the perpetuation of class
differences and devaluation of housework. If housework cannot be acknowledged as
“real” work, housewives and domestic laborers in general cannot unite with working
class men and women as “workers’ there will never be class transformation. Such
perspective if acquired will eventually transform meaning of “work” and alter our
understanding of gender and class. The wages for housework idea was put forward by
Mariarosa Dalla Costa and Selma James (1972)8. Result of my empirical work, growing
number of studies about domestic workersin the context of globalization and migration®
(Ehrenrich and Hochschild 2003; Hondagneu- Sotelo 2001; Parrenas 2001; Anderson
2000, Chin 1998; Phyllis 1989, Silvera1983) and literature on child domestic
laborers'® (Anti-Slavery 2000, 2002a, 2002b, and 2006, ILO 2004a, 2004b, 1LO 20053,
2005b) give me the reasons to bring back “wages for housework” argument once again

8 The “wagesfor housework” ideaistaken to practice by the Global Women Strike Campaign” . Inclusion of women’ sunpaid work
inVenezuelan constitution as economic activity isonetheir most important achievementsin their domestic |abor related work.
Constitution of the Bolivarian Republic of VenezuelaArticle8: “ The State guarantees equality and equity between men and women
inthe exercise of their right to work. The State recognizeswork at home as an economic activity that creates added value and
produces social welfareand wealth. Housewivesare entitled to Social Security in accordancewiththelaw.” Accordingto
www.globalwomenstrike.org articles of the constitution are printed on milk cartons and food wrappings.

° During thelast two decades scholar have been arguing about “feminization of migration.” Throughout 1990s, morethan half of
themigrantsto the United States, Canada, Sweden, the United Kingdom, Argentinaand | srael werewomen (Ehrenrich and
Hochschild 2003). Migrantsfrom South Asiato Gulf Statesand Europe are al so prominently women and almost all are domestic
workers. Inofficial documentsitisargued that illegal migration takesplace at |east asmuch aslegal migration and includes mostly
domestic workers. Migrant domestic workersalso end up at very low paying jobs or without cash income, benefitsand long-term
security.

A ccording tothe International L abor Organization’sInternational Program on the Elimination of Child Labor (ILO-IPEC), there
aremorethan 212 million child laborersin theworld. Various other estimates go up to 250-260 million. Domestic workersand
child prostitutesaretheleast researched category though researchersare showing anincreased interest. Comprehensive statisticsdo
not exist for these categories. Estimatesfor child domestic labor are ashigh asthreemillionif not more (ILO 2004, UNICEF 2004).
Accordingto ILO, most of the statisticsare compiled through local studiesand morelikely underestimate the situation. Thereareno
figuresfor North Americaand Europe.
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in gender and class analysis. Dalla Costa and James (1972) argued that domestic labor
(except it was unpaid), similar to wage labor, produced surplus value. Benston (1971)
also argued that women should demand for pay for the work they do at work.
Historically, but especially after industrialization, domestic sphere was pushed outside
economic system. Public- private dichotomies accentuated with changes in productions
system aswell as cultural, social, religious terrains. The ideology of the family being
the social factory residing in private household strengthened. Of course, their argument
attracted substantial criticisms. Peterson and Lewis (1999), Mallos (1980) argue that
wages for housework would strengthen gender division of labor even further. They also
emphasized difficulties in assigning'* a proper wage for housework. Existing schemes
of state contributions to social reproduction provisioning™® needs close attention in
building the argument for housework wages.

A couple of current studies (Jefferson and King 2001, Armstrong and Armstrong
2005) revisit the debate. While former offers concessions for neoclassical and Marxian
economics, latter one urges for sex-conscious™ analytical framework in political
economy. Other studied in domestic labor debate are Fraad, Resnick and Wolff (1994)
and Gibson-Graham, Resnick and Wolff (2000). Fraad, Resnick and Wolff (1994)
present exploitation both in the sense of oppression and surplus extraction in the
household and the firm. Household is described as afeudal space where wives are not
only oppressed but their surplus labor is extracted by a husband who is linked to the
capitalist system. Their approach represents similarities with the Marxist- feminist dual
systemstheory (Y oung 1983). Arguments are based on the US experiences and
tensions, contradictions are discussed given different scenarios. Ancient as well as
communist household types are discussed as emerging household models. Although, in
one of the scenarios, they discuss an increase in the number of individuals who do
surplus labor in the household (which is the scenario in this case study), they do not
carry on thisdiscussion. Gibson-Graham, Resnick and Wolff (2000) edited version
presents various articles on the experiences of laboring body. Their aim isto enlarge to
domain of class concept by exploring th class processesi.e. the process of producing,
appropriating and distributing surplus labor. These processes are surrounded by social
practices, personal experiences, violence, political and emotional possibilities. Such
analysis “offers new possibilities for connecting class to its historical “others’- sites
from which class has been excluded, subjects to whom class has been denied, activities
that have been seen as “non-economic”, identities that have been devalued and
subordinated to class. In the process it may create adesire for new forms of class
politics, perhaps even in those with no desire for that desire” (Gibson-Graham, Resnick
and Wolff 2000 p.2)

1 Beneri a(2003) summarizes aternative val uation methods of unpaid work.
12 Antonopoul os (2007)
13 Argument is not about the biological determination of sexual division of labor that justifies separation between home and work.

Onthecontrary, itisan effort to explain how sexual division of labor isfundamental to classdividethrough women’ sreproductive
capacities. Understanding this process breaksthe dichotomy between production and reproduction.
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Section 2 will elabor ate on the linkage between domestic labor and vulner ability
and poverty.

The gender — based divisions of labor within and outside households has meant
that women are more vulnerable to poverty compared to men even when they reside in
the same household and are members of the same family (Cagatay 1998).* Thus,
feminist economists emphasize the fact that poverty within households is both a shared
experience and an experience that differs by gender and age. While gender-based power
relations render women’ s experiences of poverty different from men’s, class- based
relations create divisions and conflicts among women. Acknowledging that labor is
reproduced partly within households by unpaid work (as well as by paid work) has
paved the way to studies on gender and class relations within economic life (Sacks
1974; Beneria 1979 and 1995; Hartmann 1981), discussed in previous section. Thisis
because domestic labor, while performed mostly by women, is not always performed by
women who are family members. Upper- or middle-class women, in particular, may
bring in another female to substitute for them in childcare and household work. Females
brought into the household in this way can be divided into two categories. those who
are paid, and those who are unpaid®. Paid domestic labor includes recognized *jobs,”
for example those of cleaner, housekeeper, nanny and gardener. Paid workers may live
with the family, or come into the household each day, living elsewhere. The second
category, unpaid workers, may consist of distantly related family members, or they may
be people who have no blood relationship with the family. Unpaid domestic workers are
usually female, and enter the household as children from, in most cases, income poor
rural areas. While supply of domestic labor isamost an “instinctual” , “ natural” coping
mechanism for girls and women, demand side has its own agenda, i.e. solidarity
between women as the employee and employer is hardly possible. Especially, in this
situation where there is no binding contracts, terms of employment. Everything depends
on verbal promises and understanding or lack there of. Paid domestic laborers have
been noticed lately within economic devel opment studies, especially in the context of
migration.

A major goal of economic development policies® in the last ten years has been the
reduction and elimination of poverty and reduction of gender inequality. However, top-
down policy making does not automatically translate into the achievement of time-
bound goals. A major emphasisis on the achievement of sustained growth, whichis

1% The concept of vulnerability involvesbeing at risk of becoming poor asaresult of natural or socially induced crises. Itis
associated with insecurity and defensel essnessin theface of crises(Chambers 1989).

15 Male domestic workersare prevalent in South Asiaand Haiti in household tasksthat can be perceived as* manly” suchas
shopping, gardening, washing cars, small scale maintenance etc.

18 The Millennium Declaration signed in 2000 by member states of the United Nations is the most visible manifestation of the
international consensuson the urgent need to eliminate extremeforms of poverty through avariety of policies. Withthe Millennium
Declaration, member states agreed on the Millennium Devel opment Goal's (MDGs) which consist of 8 goals: 1. eradication of
extreme poverty and hunger; 2. achievement of universal primary education, 3. promotion of gender equality and empowerment of
women, 4. reduction of child mortality; 5. improvement of maternal health; 6.combatting HIV/AIDS, Maariaand other diseases; 7.
environmental sustainability; 8. formation of global partnershipsfor development. Inadditionthereare 18 time-bound targets and
48 indicators to monitor these time-bound targets, the detail s of which can befound at

http://www.unmillenniumproject.org/goal s/index.htm .
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often seen as the most important factor for poverty reduction.!’ As experience from
around the world shows, the benefits of growth do not always trickle down to poor
segments of the population. It isincreasingly recognized that poverty isnot “just” a
shortfall in income or consumption. Poverty is amultidimensional concept that involves
not only income and consumption shortfals, but also others dimensions such as assets
(social and material), self-esteem, dignity, autonomy, lack of time. It is acknowledged
that poverty is about powerlessness even by mainstream institutions such as the World
Bank (World Bank 2000).

Formulation and implementation of a coherent policy framework for poverty
elimination requires a comprehensive understanding of both material and non-material
aspects of poverty. Use of qualitative methods of poverty assessment alongside
quantitative methods'® used in traditional approaches to poverty measurement can be
important for such an understanding. Bringing the voices and realities of those who live
under poverty and in vulnerable contexts into the center of debates on poverty and
policy-formulation isacrucia aspect of effective policy formulation (Chambers 1996,
Narayan 2000, among others).

Historically and across countries, households and families living under poverty
have developed a variety of livelihood strategies, which are ways of combining and
using assets, inside and outside markets.'® Coping strategies emerge in response to
livelihood crises, which result from short-term “shocks’ such as natural disasters,
political crises, civil strife and violence, and economics crises that put livelihoods in
jeopardy and increase vulnerability. People adapt their livelihood strategies to a
‘reduced situation’, but slowly as the system recovers, households employ a new
strategy composed of elements from the former livelihood strategy and the coping
strategy to develop anew portfolio of livelihood activities (Benedikt 2002).

Livelihood and coping strategies of poor people are often invisible to policy
makers or sometimes they appear as marginal to the workings of the economy.
Contradictions between the realities of those who experience being poor and the
presumptions of those who are trying to “help” them have become much more obvious
over the last two decades. Substantial efforts have been underway to identify these
contradictions and to design new models of poverty reduction. However, a growing
literature devoted to understanding the livelihood strategies of poor people shows the
variations in and the dynamic nature of the strategies employed. Through participatory
poverty studies around the world, complex lives of millions of underprivileged men,
women and children are informing new approaches to policy — making. Feminist
economists and other feminist social scientists have been working toward this goal of
understanding the nature and dynamics of poverty in term of power imbalances that

1 E.g. Dollar and Kraay (2000) argued inacontroversial paper that growth isgood for thepoor. A growing literature now focuses
on pro-poor growth acknowledging that not all types of growth are conduciveto poverty reduction or ‘ good for thepoor’ . For
example, seeKlasen ( 2003), Van der Hoeven (2004 ), and others.

18 Qualitativeand quantitative dichotomy isdiscussedin section 3

19« A livelihood comprisesof capabilities, assets (including material and social resources) and activitiesrequired for ameans of
living. A livelihood is sustainable when it can cope with and recover from stresses and shocks and maintain or enhanceits
capabilitiesand assets both now and in thefuture, while not undermining the natural resource base.” (DFID 1999 p.2 based on
Chambersand Conway 1992).

8


http://www.clicktoconvert.com

This watermark does not appear in the registered version - http://www.clicktoconvert.com

create vulnerabilities.
Vulnerability to Poverty

Vulnerability®® refers to individuals or groups lack of coping ability with unforeseen
events, pressure and stress due to ingrained inequalitiesin societies. Therefore peoples
and/or group’ s situation can worsen if vulnerabilities stay unchecked. This leads to
economic deprivation, social dependency, oppression, exploitation, psychical violence,
and psychologicaly harm. Therefore understanding and working on vulnerability isan
important way to prevent poverty. Treatment of domestic labor can make or break
vulnerability-poverty connection.

Vulnerability studies emerged as risk management strategies for natural,
environmental or economic disasters for rural development, especially for basic needs.
Vulnerability basic needs approach focuses on peopl€’ s minimum requirement for
survival. Risk management is an insurance like approach similar to human welfare
approach, people are recipients not as active participants in shaping their lives. The
World Bank raising interest in people-centered approaches use social risk management
based on human resources concept where human capital is envisioned as input into the
production process. None of these approaches open vulnerabilities into a broader
context human development and capabilities approach.

Vulnerabilities find better articulation in non-monetary aspect of poverty (e.i. in
human development and human capabilities approaches that are discussed in next
section). Work of Amartya Sen (1981) on famines and the notion of food entitlement
underlined how income was valuable as long as it increased the capabilities of
individuals and contribute in functionings of a society. A broadening of the concept of
poverty to awider construct; livelihood strategies, coping mechanism, rapid increasein
the study of gender and policies followed to empower women and find ways to
underpin autonomy, or agency, lead along, healthy, creative life and to enjoy a decent
standard of living, freedom, dignity and self-esteem (Philip and Rayhan, 2004)**. Those
who thrive for exact measurements would argue that the notion of ‘vulnerability to
poverty’ is elusive just like human poverty and human capabilities. According Kanbur
and Squire (2001), poor households often identify vulnerability as a condition that takes
into account both exposure to serious risks and defensel essness against deprivation seen
asafunction of social marginalization that ultimately resultsin economic
marginalization. Similar to poverty measurement researchers are trying to isolate simple
set of measures of vulnerability for cross-time, cross-space analysis. Thisistaking
backward steps. Vulnerabilities are mostly hidden in behavioral, mental, psychological
terrains, which eventually connect to our material life. The presence of poverty traps
and other forms of persistence means that reducing vulnerability will have an important
impact on poverty reduction (Dercon 2001).

20 Meani ng of vulnerability isdiscussed in Philip and Rayhan (2004), Decron (2001) and others.
2L philip and Rayhan (2004) proposesindicatorsfor measuring the multi ple dimensionsof vulnerability under thefollowing
categories: ecological security, economic efficiency, social equity, empowerment, poverty, and food absorption
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Multidimensionality, Capabilities Approach to Human Poverty

Measurement of human devel opment and poverty has been operationalized
within international development organizations®. Gradually more, economists and
socia scientists recognize human development and multidimensional approach to
poverty. Yet, still income-based measurement®are influential in policy (Aisbeitt 2004,
Dollar 2002). Efforts to formulate coherent policy framework require conceptua and
measurement shiftsin poverty discussions. Such shiftsin conceptualizations of poverty
have taken place during the last two decades especially with the work of Amartya Sen
leading to broader understandings of poverty and vulnerability. ). His critique of
income-based analysis of poverty led to capabilities approach®®. Instead of what people
can gain has become to what people can become (“functionings’, i.e. what people can
be and do, what people can achieve. With such framework, income and resources are
necessary but not sufficient aspect of poverty analysis, especially in the context of
quality of life and well-being. Therefore, income and human poverty approaches are not
dichotomous. They are not contradictory but complimentary, income is needed for
people to achieve doings and beings, to achieve combination of capabilities. Different
doings and being bring people fulfillment and satisfaction. People flourish more as they
figure out the missing dimensions and achieve them, well-being is more than material
gain.

“...neither opulence (income, commodity command) nor utility
(happiness, desire fulfillment) constitute or adequately represent
human well-being and deprivation. Instead what isrequired isa
more direct approach that focuses on human function(ing)s and
the capabilities to achieve valuable function(ing)s’ (Clark 2005,

p.4)

The capabilities approach emphasizes people' s good health, avoidance of
premature death, self-respect, dignity, to be able to appear in public without shame, to
take part in community and public life. Naussbaum (2004) further outlines basic
capabilities asfollows: life, bodily health, bodily integrity, senses-imagination and
thought; emotions; practical reason, affiliation and empathy; being able to live with
other species, play, control over one’s political and material environment. The
capabilities approach brings into discussion social and other material dimensions that
perpetuate poverty alongside income and consumption. Income and consumption
measures do not recognize unequal distribution of resources. Amartya Sen shows that
these measures are not good measures of individual’ s and groups’ well-being. Domestic

22 Construction of human development index (HDI) has been useful to get theword out, non-monetary dimensionsof economic
development. At least, given many other multidimensional quality of life/lhuman development indices, HDI , Human Poverty Index
(HPI) and gender related indices Gender Devel opment Index (GDI) and Gender Empowerment M easure (GEM) arenow widely
used at least in governmental reportsaswell asamong international researchers.

“Relative poverty linedefinedin relation to the overall distribution of income or consumption in acountry; for example, the poverty
line could be set at 30 percent of the country’ s mean income or consumption. Absolute poverty lineis the standard monetary
measure based the cost of basic food needs of an household (i.e., the cost anutritional basket considered minimal for the healthy
surviva of atypical family), towhich aprovisionisadded for non-food need (See Ravallion 1994).

24 Human Devel opment and Capabilities Association (http://www.capabilityapproach.com/)
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labor discussion and my case study situate in the nexus of vulnerability, and coping
strategies in gender and poverty discussions. Historically, vulnerable and poor families
have found a variety of coping mechanisms to address hardship and stress. Such
mechanisms often assign very different kinds of work and functions to women and men
and to girls and boys within families and households. Scott and Tilly (1987) emphasize
the importance of shared values having to do with collective commitment to economic
survival. “If we want to understand how and under what conditions women worked, it
seems advisable to examine family economic strategies’ (Scott and Tilly 1987, p. 7).

Multiple dimensions of vulnerabilities and poverty can be substitutes or
complements of each other. However, complementarity’s or substitutability do not
aways work in harmony. For instance, peoples vulnerabilities within the household,
community and society at large change and contradict. Therefore, short terms needs and
long term interests (Moser 1993) of same groups for instance “poor women” contradict.
People are usually trapped between short-term needs and long-term interests, choice of
food and shelter over loss of autonomy is arepeated theme in development field.
Important task for those who study and advocate multidimensional aspect of poverty
and human development is to explain, to write about those contradiction. Therefore,
descriptive work, narratives are necessary methods for such analysis. Use of qualitative
methods of poverty assessment alongside quantitative methods used in traditional
approaches to poverty measurement can be important for such an understanding.
Bringing the voices and redlities of those who live under poverty and in vulnerable
contexts into the center of debates on poverty and policy-formulationisacrucia aspect
of effective policy formulation (see Chambers 1996, Aryan 2000, among others).

Unfortunately, recognition of human poverty and its multi-dimensional aspect do
not guarantee that studies and research methods will capture the dynamic, structural and
relational factors that give rise to poverty. For instance, cultural identity and politics are
important part of peoples’ lives but demarcation between scientific and non-scientific
stops different type of research in social science. Solution for poverty or other socio-
economic problemsis sought in scientific knowledge. As Alice O’ Connor (2001)
argues scientific knowledge long been an article of faith in American liberalism. If only
poverty could be understood as the failure of the system rather than ariddle for
scientific curiosity, those who are poor and working poor could be more active
demanding better conditions. Technical solutionsto a structural, historical, moral
problem does not really have any optionsin eradication of poverty. So, what to do about
the science-non-science dichotomy? This is certainly another paper topic but next
section will briefly raise some relevant points.

Section3: How can alter native method/methodology discussions play catalytic role

Feminist conceptual discussions create natural alliance with non-positivist
qualitative methodol ogies. Non-positivist qualitative methodologies® are central in

5 Non-positivist qualitative methodol ogical stancewhich | takeisconstructivist grounded theory that celebratesfirst hand
knowledge of empirical world, whiletaking amiddle ground between postmoderni sm and rel ativism. Denzin and Lincoln (2003)
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exploring, understanding and defining human devel opment, human poverty, and
vulnerabilities. Feminist economists (Pujol 1997, Nelson 1998) have been writing on
the dichotomy that leaves feminist way of thinking and accumulating knowledge out of
what is called “science.” Sandra Harding (1993) questions science and knowledge
accumulation. What is knowledge, scientific knowledge, can science be value-free?
Feminist economists try to make visible unexcavated knowledge, knowledge about
oppression, domination, and power. As Harding argues, this act is not a political act, it
is bringing existing knowledge out, un-boxing, unearthing. Questioning “ scientific”
knowledge, “what scienceis’, “ what economists understand as science” has paused
difficulties during the fieldwork. Harding’ s understanding of scientific knowledge
provided encouragement to conduct my interviews. A compl ete socio-economic study
needs emotions, intuition, conscience, moral back into knowledge accumulation and
production/reproduction of societies. Production boundary, in fact, is a historically fluid
concept. It iscrucial to see progression of boundaries and definitions in the context of
history of economic thought. Major dichotomy between productive and unproductive
(reproductive) labor; how do economists define economic activity has been an evolving
issue. Brennan (2006) investigates selected writings of Adam Smith, Thomas Malthus,
Nassau Senior, W. Stanley Jevons, Alfred Marshall and presents how over time
meanings given to “labor”, “employment”, “income”, “consumption”, “capital” have
paved the way for a production boundary. He argues that historically economic
boundaries have never been clear cut and often been in state of flux. Only in recent past,
since post 11 WW “production boundary” that dominates economic inquiry. Therefore,
there is always room within these fluid boundaries. This gives me more hope for
pushing the idea of wages for the housework.

Section 4: Empirical Work

While theoretical approaches to domestic labor debate situates women’s unpaid
household work at the center of accumulation processes, the literature on domestic
workers problematizes arrangements and conditions of paid live-in or live-out
domestic workersin national and international contexts. Thus, domestic labor in general
isidentified with two categories. This study will introduce a third category in this
discussion. Thefirst category is unpaid domestic labor of mothers, daughters, sons
and husbands, extended family/kin and other household members. Time use surveys?®
are sources to capture alocation of time within the household by each or specific
household member. For instance, Ironmonger (1996) shows how significant domestic
labor for national production is, when counted in the gross domestic product _The

arguethat “ constructivism assumestherel ativism of multiplesocial realities, recognizethemutual creation of knowledgeby the
viewer and theviewed, and aimstoward i nterpretive understanding of subjects’ meanings’ gDenzi nand Lincoln 2003, p.250).
Thus, we need an approach similar to Max Weber' sunderstanding of sociology “Verstehen®™” to explore multiple truths of the
researcher and the participants'. It istheinterpretation of storiescollected and researcher’ slong-term lived experience. Both
approaches require empathy. This ability of understanding other people’ sinner feelingsand difficultiesgivestheresearcher alever
to explore different socio-economic worlds. Grounded theory often comescloser to traditional positivisminthat it doesnot consider
multiplerealities. Methodsthat consist of systematic datacollection and analytical interpretation of datato develop, refineand
inform theory with assumptionsof an objective, external reality. A neutral observer discovers data.

%6 Time use statistics provide measurements of unpaid work by using input and output methods based on market valuations.
(Beneria2004).
12


http://www.clicktoconvert.com

This watermark does not appear in the registered version - http://www.clicktoconvert.com

second category identifies paid domestic labor done by non- family members such as
cleaner, housekeeper, nanny, and gardener. They may live-in or live-out of the homein
which they work. This category can be observed in two distinct ways, local domestic
workers and migrant domestic workers. Locals who supply their labor use word of
mouth; as soon as one person makes an arrangement this creates opportunities for others
within her family and community. Similar personal and community connections work at
an international level. However, limitations on the movement of labor between borders
create middlemen, usually agencies organizing movement of people. There may be
serious repercussions for laborers during the course of action. These laborers may find
themselves in the middle of a scam.

This study identifiesthe third category that is unpaid non-family/non-kin
members of the household as domestic workers as in the case of Turkey, where such
arrangement isknown as “evlatlik” . Although evlatliks are fed, clothed, and given a
basic education, they usually experience alack of freedom and are unable to earn
money of their own. They may not accumulate material assets, yet evlatliks may (do)
utilize pseudo family’ s social networks. Access to pseudo families’ network may ease
access to education, health, and labor market opportunities. Given the goodwill of the
families, complexity of the emotional terrain is hard to navigate. The emotional bond
between evlatliks and the pseudo household members creates burden for eviatliks due to
power imbalances®’. There are similar practices around the world®®, however, thereis
lack of research on why such practices emerge, evolve, disappear and reappear.
Qualitative research strategies such as field study, case study, small sample surveys,
oral history, participant observation, and variety of other strategies could be used.

In the case of Turkey, such arrangements culminated in an institution called
“eviatlik” , aword that can be translated imperfectly as the diminutive of the word child
(eviat). Evlatliks are mostly orphan and/or poor peasant girls, who are brought into
upper and middle class households under conditions of “quasi — adoption.” *° While
evlatliks are distinct from legally- adopted children, they are given familial attributes,
reside with their quasi- adoptive families and their basic material needs are provisioned
by the quasi-adoptive family until they form their own households through arranged
marriages. Although they are brought into their new homes under the pretext of
“charity” and “protection”, a central aspect of this arrangement is the performance of
domestic work by the evlatliks starting at the age of five or six until marriage.

Just as poor households, which have their livelihood strategies for alleviation of
poverty and improvement of well —being, middle and upper class households have
strategies of reproduction and improvement of overall well- being. The eviatlik
ingtitution is aresult of the interface between the rural poor and /or vulnerable

27 Weaccept the fact that power imbalances do exist between biological family members. Infact, power (in)balance are at the
center of the discussions on gender division of labor. However, thisstudy will bring out subtle nuancesthat perpetuates gender

% The phrase “quasi-adoption” isused to distinguish between the status of evlatliksand legally- adopted children, who acquire the
legal rights, such asinheritancerights, of biological children. Evlatliksarenot children who arelegally-adopted at the time of
arriva to the quasi-adoptivefamily. The practicecontinuesto exist, butitisrare. Evlatliksarealso different from“foster children”,
who live with afamily other than their biological family for atemporary period of time. Foster parenting (koruma aileciligi ) isa
form of child protection which wasrecently introduced into law in 2000. The practiceisnot widespread.
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households' strategies alleviate poverty and urban middle class households' strategies to
reproduce themselves through the use of unpaid domestic labor and fulfill their class
identity by engaging in what appears to be charity and “giving” at first sight. Pushing
and pulling forces of gender and class relations in Turkish society created this
ingtitution. On the one hand, middle and upper middle class households needed help for
reproductive household labor. On the other hand, poor and /or vulnerable rura

househol ds with multiple children needed better living conditions for their children in
urban households. Their intention was to have, at least, one less mouth to feed (bir agiz
eksiltmek).

By tracing the life cycles of evlatliks through different households, | hopeto
develop a dynamic understanding of poverty, well-being and social reproduction.

Thefirst set of questions will explore the transfer of the young female children
from rural households to middle and upper class urban familiesin order to live/work
until marriage. Was such atransfer part of awidespread "livelihood approach” for rural
peoplein Turkey? Or, was it a coping strategy in response to an economic, political,
ecological crisis or stress in households and/or communities which at a certain juncture
made it very hard for families to reproduce themselves in particular the girls who were
sent away as evlatliks? Do rural families have the sufficient material assets and
resources to sustain their families? Were the biological households poor in absolute or
relative terms? Did they perceive themselves as poor in relative or absolute terms? Was
the evlatlik phenomenon a common misfortune? How is the evlatlik practice perceived
by poor rural families? Isit seen as a misfortune or an opportunity for young girls? Is
there a stigma attached to the institution from the point of view of poor rural
communities? Do evlatliks have both of their parents at the time when they leave their
biological homesto go to their pseudo- families? Are they orphaned? What were the
assets of the biological family? How did the remaining siblings fare economically in
comparison to the evlatliks? How was the well-being of evlatliks affected by the move
to the pseudo-family? Did it improve or decline? Do biological family members benefit
from evlatliks new networks that developed during their life in pseudo family
households in the urban areas?

Historically, reproductive labor has always been women's and girls responsibility
while intensifying during economic crises. In fact, household members can cope with
external shocks by increasing household activities by female members. Needs that are
provisioned through the market before the shocks can be provisioned within the
household using more time of the female members. Why did the biological families not
use the labor of the girls without sending them away? Do rural poor and vulnerable
households see the need for reproductive labor in middle and upper middle class
households? Do rural families see their daughter's reproductive labor as girls' assets?
What are the decision- making mechanisms? How do the biological families
find/identify the pseudo-households? What would happen to evlatliksif this institution
did not exist?

The second set of questions will probe reproduction issues through the lens of
class and gender relations within the pseudo households. In order to assert their roles
within the household especially in relations to the husband and/or elder parents, women
from middle and upper class households organized household tasks that are done by
lower class women, both paid and unpaid. Do pseudo families make use of paid
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domestic labor while they have evlatliks in their households? What are the differences
between these two forms? Why and how do both forms co-exist? How are evlatliks
different from paid domestic laborers? Are evlatliks treated differently than pseudo
families' children? Do they go to school? Do evlatliks acquire skills, job training? What
istheir relation to the pseudo parents? Do pseudo parents provide them with assets,
money transfers? What kind of other social networks can evlatliks use while they are
living with the pseudo family as well as after forming their own households? Do they
have close relations with pseudo families' children? What are the processes through
which emotional attachments are created? Can we observe non-material dimensions of
poverty, vulnerability and the coping mechanism?

Biological relations to a poor rural household, and institutional relation to a
well-off urban household creates ambiguous results for evlatlik in her own household.
The third set of questions will emphasize the evlatliks' relations within their own
nuclear households. The pseudo family as well as the biological family may strengthen
or weaken evlatlik’ s bargaining power within her own household vis-a-vis her husband.
How do the relations with the biological and pseudo family develop after evlatliks form
their own househol ds? Can she claim any assets, resources from her biological family?
Does she benefit from rural relatives' agricultural activities? Are there any in kind
transfers to her own household? Can evlatlik’s children benefit from the social networks
of their pseudo families? How does the well- being of evlatliks compare to the well-
being of their biological siblings?

The fourth set of questions will examine the processes through which such an
institution appears, evolves and disappears. How and why did it disappear? Did it
indeed disappear or get transformed into a different practice? Does the disappearance or
transformation signal a change in the livelihood strategies of poor rural families, or
demographic changes or the rise of new opportunities for poor rural households? Or
doesit signal atransformation in the provisioning of reproductive labor for middle and
upper class households?

Section 5: Conclusion

Increased criticisms about neoclassical economics, emergence of the human
development approach, open-ended discussions in domestic labor debate, and above all
rapid socio-economics around the world, open up spaces to consider old ideas such as
“wages for housework” in the new context.

Unfinished
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APPENDIX A
Table 1: Identified Persons:
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City of Accepts/Reject
Search for current participation or
NAMES participant Residence Contact NA *
Oown

P1 experience Mersin D A
P2 Exfam Mersin D A
P3 Exfam Mersin D A
P4 Exfam Mersin D A
P5 Exfam Tarsus D A
P6 Community istanbul | A
P7 Community  \ersin I A
P8 Community  persin | A
P9 Snowball Adana | A
P10 Snowball Ankara | A
P11 Snowball Mugla | A
P12 Snowball Alanya | A
P13 Snowball Alanya | A
P14 Snowball Alanya | A
P15 Snowball Alanya | A
P16 Snowball Mersin I A
P17 Snowball Mersin I A
P18 Snowball Ceyhan I A
P19 Snowball Tarsus I A
P20 Snowball Tarsus | A
P21 Snowball Mersin I-i A
P22 Snowball Mersin I-i A

P-1 Exfam Deseased NA NA

P-2 Exfam Cyprus NA NA
P-3 Snowball Silifke I R
P-4 Snowball Mersin [ R
P-5 Snowball Anamur | R
P-6 Snowball Anamur [ R
P-7 Snowball Anamur [ R
P-8 Snowball Antalya | R

P-9 Neighbor Avusturalya NA NA

P-10 Neighbor Not found | NA

P-11 Snowball Tarsus | NA

P-12 Community Not found | NA
P-13 Snowball Istanbul I R
P-14,15 Snowball Mersin I R

P-16 Snowball Adana NA NA

P-17,18 Snowball Kadirli I NA
P-19 Snowball Mugla I R
P-20 to -26 Snowball Alanya I R

KEY TOTABLE 1

P1: Participant 1 (to participant 22, P22)
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P-1: prospect participant 1 who did not participate (to prospect participant -26, P-26)

Exfam: Extended family

Community: where researcher grew up

Snowball sampling is a specia hon-probablity method to reach desired sample characteristic due to it
rare existence or invisibility. It may be extremely difficult and costly to locate respondents in such
situation. This method relies on referrals from initial persons (participants) to generate additional
subjects. In case of accurate referrals cost of search may be reasonable (less than expected). The most
critiqued issue is sample bias. The technique itself reduces the likelihood that the sample will represent a
good cross section from the population. (Denzin and Lincoln 1998, 2003)

EMPIRICAL NOTE:

Asdiscussed in empirical section, evlatliks as non-family members of
households®® cannot be traced through larger surveys such as labor force, census and
demographic and health surveys (DHS) since their status is ambiguous. In a best-case
scenario, censuses should be ultimate sources to trace information; education,
employment, health status of this non-family members, the invisible population®. The
study is based on open-ended unstructured interviews®? with eviatliks and personal
experience®®. Pre-field work activities started over the long distance phone
conversations with own family members and childhood community members who
currently live in Turkey as well as extensive use of electronic mail through different
networksin Turkey. After starting actual fieldwork, snowball method®* was used to find
prospective participants.

Out of 48 prospective participants, 20 participants were directly and 2 women
wereindirectly*® interviewed and interviews were tape-recorded*®(see table 1 in
Appendix A). 26 prospect participants gave different reasons for not participating (see
table 2 in Appendix A). 8 out of 26 argued that their lives were not relevant to the study.
During initial conversations with prospective participants, alot of similarities regarding
their experiences and current state emerged. However, this does not detract from the
rich variations among the individual stories of the participants. (Miles and Huberman
1994, Lincoln and Denzin 2003).

30 population census, demographic health surveys, labor force surveysare major sourcesto examine non-family member within the
households.

31 Alternativeliving arrangements (coping strategies) existin: old parentsliveintheir children’s, relative’ and kin’ shousehold;
young rural girls/boysmay livewith relativesin theurban area. Unmarried middle aged women may livewith relatives; Such
coping mechanisms create diverse processes and outcomesfor girlsand boysfor men or women.

%2 Prior to theinterviews over 40 questions were prepared to give some structure to researcher. However, in order to be ableto
understand participants' point of view i.e. her world, interview must beflexible, objective, empathetic, persuasive and one hasto be
agood listener. Unstructured interviews should be creative (Douglas Jack 1985 “ creativeinterviewing”) interviewscloseto oral
history. How to rules should not apply (Denzin and Lincoln 1998). Researcher should adapt herself in changing situations. Long
hours of socializationisnecessary for the participant to feel freeand familiar to theresearcher. A bond hasto be created between the
two. Rushingintoinformation gathering would not befruitful.

% Fullbrook (2004) reiterates demands of economicsstudentsfrom 17 countriesin an Open L etter to all economics departments
calling on them to reform economi cs education and research by adopting the broadband approach. I nterdisciplinary dialogue,
empirical grounding are possibl e through expanded research methods: “ procedures such as partici pant observation, case studies and
discourse analysisshould berecognized aslegitimate means of acquiring and analyzing dataal ongside econometricsand formal
modelling. Observation of phenomenafrom different vantage pointsusing various data-gathering techniques may offer new insights
into phenomenaand enhance our understanding of them.” (p.5)

34 Snowball sampling isaspecial non-probablity method to reach desired sample characteristic duetoiitsrareexistenceor
invisibility. It may be extremely difficult and costly tolocate respondentsin such situation. Thismethod relieson referralsfrom
initial persons(participants) to generate additional subjects. In case of accuratereferralscost of search may bereasonable (lessthan
expected). Themost critiqued issueissamplebias. Thetechniqueitself reducesthelikelihood that the samplewill represent agood
cross section from the population. (Denzin and Lincoln 1998, 2003). A part from telephone and e-mail contacts, | attended sometea
parties (kabul gunu) at middle and upper middle class householdsto be ableto reach out to prospect participants.

35 Partici pantsinformation wasgather fromtheir pseudo sibling.

36 Onrequest of five participantstape recording was not used. | nstead researcher took notes.
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Table 2: Reasons for declined interviews and obstacles for reaching out prospective participants
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Declined without
explanation Sick

Can not
handle

P-4 X
P-6 E
P-5 s

P-8

P-7

P-11

P-17

P-18

P-14 X

P-15 X

P-12

P-13 E
P-20 t026

P-19 X

X: Declined without explanation

S: Sickness

E: Cannot handle her past

WA: Wrong address

NA/P#: No address and/or phone number

Wrong
address

WA

WA

NOFI: No final interview given continued follow up efforts

M: Moved
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No address
and/or
phone found

NA/P#

NA/P#
NA/P#

Initial

meetings

without

final

interviews other

dead

NOFI
NOFI

NOFI

moved
over seas
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APPENDIX B
Questions to stimulate open-ended unstructured interviews with the evlatliks:
Participants name, age, sex, date of birth and place

1. Approximate date of becoming a member of the current (past) household? How old were you
when you first arrived to the pseudo household?

2. Do you remember why you started to live with this family? Who brought your for the first time?

3. Do you have any contacts with your biological family? Were you able to visit them? Were they
able to visit you?

4. Do/did you want to go back to your biological family? Yes or no? why?

5. Do/did you want to stay in this family? If yes, why. If no, why. Until when?

6. Can you describe your life with this family? Do you think your “work” (your experience within
the new household has anything to do with economics? What was/is your contribution in this

household? ( 1 will try to learn about perceptions of evlatliks about work/life)

7. Did the new household have more than one non-family member? Were there older evlatlik in the
new household when she arrived? If yes, how old where the elders when she first arrived?

8. Where did your biological family live? Do they live in rural areas, slum, squatters? Do you send
money or in kind presents? to your biological family and/or relatives?

9. Did your biological family own assets? (land, house, farm animals). Did they have access to
other resources?

10. How many siblings did you have? What are their ages, educational level, current living
arrangements.

11. What is your parents educational status?

12 . Do you use your birth name? Or, has your birth name been changed after arriving to the new
household? Do you have national identity card? When was it issued for the first time?

13. How many biological children did the new household have? Do your remember their ages?
(approximately).

14. Do/did both parents in the new household work outside home? What were parents’ occupation?

15. Did/do you go to primary/secondary school or literacy courses? Or, did/do you go attend any skill
development courses such as sewing, cooking etc courses?

16. Did you have other opportunities if you decided to leave the new household? What were the
aternativesif you had left the new household?

17. When did you first start to do housework? Did you do cleaning, cooking, gardening, shopping,
ironing, childcare? Who taught you these activities?
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18. Were there other evlatliks in the same household or neigborhood?

19. If other evlatliks exist in the same household and/or neigborhood, did you spend leisure time with
them?

20. Did you get any kind of payment (cash or in-kind even if you don’t receive daily fee-monthly
salary) during certain times of the year such as holidays (bayram), new year? Does the family
provide clothing and other persona needs?

21. Can you tell me about your day; when did you wake up and what was the routine? When did you
go to bed and when did you eat your meals? Did you take any breaks? Who decided about your rest
hours, wake-up and sleep time, breaks?

22. What happenned when you got sick and need personal care?

23. Where did you Sleegp?

24. Did you eat your meals with the family at the same table?

25. Did you have close relations with the members of the family? Who were you most close?

26. Did you travel with the family? Did you go to visitations with them?

27. Did you have an arranged marriage? Did the pseudo household give you gifts such as jewelery,
cash, household appliances, furniture etc?

28. What is your husband’s occupation? How many children do you have? What are the ages,
education and etc.

29. Have you done any work outside home after marriage?

Questions to stimulate open-ended unstructured interviews with the “pseudo household” members
who had domestic workers.

1. Why did you prefer evlatliks?

2. Did you work full time outside home when you had evlatliks in the household?

3. What did evlatliks do in your household? What were their primary responsibilities?

4. Do you think thisis an historical phenomenon? Do you think it is cultural, regional, religious
practice?

5. How did you find evlatliks?

6. Could you compare and contrast paid and unpaid domestic work whom you employed? Did you
shift to daily paid workers? Why did you shift to daily paid workers?

7. Did the domestic worker join family events?
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8. Did the evlatliks socialize with guests at your house? Did they only take care of domestic chores
or able get to know, exchange information.

10. Did you send your evlatlik to your neighbors’, relatives or friends houses to do occasional
chores?

11. Did evlatliks have their free time? Who planned their daily schedule? Was there any set
schedule?

12. Did you take care of evlatliks personal needs?

13. Do you have same age children/teenagers'young adults in the household how did you treat
(evlatliks) and your own children? How did you balance? Draw the lines?

14. Did you take her to vacations, visitations to friends and family?
15. Did you give them daily allowance?
16. Did you provide any opportunity for job training?

17. Were evlatliks counted as your household members during population censuses?
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