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Abstract. The article examines the migration of Russians to Tiirkiye from February 2022 to the end of 2023 and
its socioeconomic impact on the host country. The study identifies the sociological profile of Russian relocants:
educated and financially secure individuals, who maintain connections with Russia and remain highly engaged
in domestic affairs. The analysis is based on statistical data, sociological surveys, and materials from Russian
and international media. Particular attention is given to the factors influencing Russians’ decision to move to
Tiirkiye, including its convenient geographical location, favorable climate, and relatively simple and financially
accessible legalization process. At the same time, adaptation is hindered by language barriers and employment
difficulties for foreigners. The mass influx of Russians in 2022 led to an increase in real estate prices, as well as
the cost of goods and services, prompting the Turkish government to introduce countermeasures, such as raising
the price of “investment passports” and restricting the number of districts available for residence permits.
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Annoranusa. CTaThsl ITOCBSIEHA MUTpAllUM poccussH B Typuuio B mepuorn ¢ deBpais 2022 mo KoHell
2023 1. 1 ee colMaJbHO-3KOHOMUYECKUM MOCISACTBUSIM /i1 IPUHMMAIOIIE CTOpoHbl. B xone uccie-
JOBAaHMS OIpene/icH COLMOJIOIMYECKU MOPTPET POCCUMCKUX PEIOKAHTOB: 3TO IIPeACTaBUTEIN 00pa-
30BaHHOTO 1 00EeCIIeYeHHOTO Kjlacca, MOAIep:KuBaroIe cBsi3u ¢ Poccreil n coxpaHsIoIe BhICOKYIO
BOBJIEYEHHOCTD B OT€YECTBEHHYIO ITIOBECTKY. AHAJIM3 OCHOBAH HAa CTATUCTUYECKUX JAHHBIX, COLIMOJIOT M-
YeCcKUX oMpocax, a Takxke MaTepuajax poccuiickux u 3apyoexxHbix CMU. KitoueBoe BHUMaHUE yIEIEHO
(hakTopaM, TMTOBIMSABIIMM Ha BEIOOp Typrmm mis mepeesna, cpeny KOTOPHIX yIoOHOe reorpadudeckoe
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MOJIOXEHUE, KIMMaT, OTHOCUTEIbHO TpocTasi U (DMHAHCOBO AOCTYIHAs Jeraau3aius. B To xe Bpems
afanTauuio 3aTPYAHSIOT SI3bIKOBOI Oapbep U CJIOKHOCTU € TPYAOYCTPONMCTBOM. MaccoBbIit TPUTOK POC-
custH B 2022 1. IpUBEJ K pOCTY LIeH Ha HEABUXKHUMOCTb, TOBAPbI U YCIYTH, UTO BbI3BAJIO OTBETHBIE MEPbI
CO CTOPOHBI TYPEIKHUX BJIACTEil, BKIIIOYAsl MOBBIIICHHE CTOMMOCTH “WHBECTUIIMOHHBIX MACIIOPTOB”
1 OrpaHWYeHNe PaiioHOB, TOCTYIHBIX 1IsT opopmiieHnst BHK.

KiroueBbie ciioBa: Murpanusi, pejiokaius, peJIoKaHT, yKPauHCKUN KPU3UC, POCCUNCKO-TYPEIIKNE OTHO-

meHus, nemorpacpus PO.

INTRODUCTION

For a number of reasons — the most important
of which today seem to be geographical and visa
accessibility, coupled with logistical advantages in
the context of the sanctions against Russia — Tur-
key has more than once become a haven, tempo-
rary or permanent, for Russian citizens leaving
the country. Perhaps the main historical analo-
gy is the wave of migration following the Octo-
ber Revolution and the Civil War. Comparable
in scale is the mass outflow of population from
the highlands annexed to the Russian Empire
during the Caucasian War to the Ottoman Empire
in the second half of the 19th century. In total, ac-
cording to official data from the Russian border
service, about 500,000 people left the Caucasus
at that time, especially many in 1864 [1, p. 190].
Meanwhile, at the initial stage, the highland-
ers were not considered subjects of the tsar and
the empire, and the Russian government did not
hinder but rather approved and encouraged their
departure beyond its borders — by creating special
commissions to look into the needs of the settlers,
partially financing the relocation of the poorest
families, etc. — right up until the cancellation of
permission for resettlement in 1867.

As for the post-revolutionary wave of mi-
gration, according to data from the Turkish ac-
ademic community presented at events ded-
icated to the centenary of the resettlement of
Russians to Turkey, about 200,000 people arrived
in the country at that time, significantly influ-
encing the economy and sociological profile of
its cities. For example, the population of Istan-
bul increased by 30% as a result of these move-
ments [2]. A famous Russian politician, Shulgin,
wrote: “In the chronicles, 1920 will be marked as
the year of the peaceful conquest of Constantino-
ple by the Russians” [3]. Assessments of the “rap-
id Russification” of the Turkish capital are pres-
ent in almost all the memoirs of compatriots who

found refuge there [4, 5]. The degree of influence
of Russian emigration on the cultural, historical,
and social character of Istanbul and several oth-
er cities in Turkey has been thoroughly studied by
Russian and Turkish authors [6, 7]. This paper
does not aim to conduct a comparative analysis
of that era with the current migration trend, al-
though, in the opinion of the Turkish side, the sit-
uation is largely repeating itself [8]. Monitoring
and thoughtful analysis of this phenomenon are
necessary and will be useful to all participants in
the process, including the relocants from Russia
who are establishing a temporary or permanent
life in Turkey today.

One should begin with the definitions of
the notions “relocants” and “relocation” as used
in this study, taking into account their recent
but confident entry into both domestic and for-
eign socio-political vocabulary in clear connec-
tion with Russian citizens who left the country in
2022—2023 at the onset of and during the current
crisis. For example, in relation to Ukrainians who
moved, the more familiar terms “emigrants”/“im-
migrants”, “refugees”, etc., are applicable — de-
pending on their migration status. Meanwhile, in
relation to Russians, the general concept of “relo-
cants” is widely used (primarily by the individuals
themselves), regardless of the actual legal status of
each person abroad.

In this study, the concept of “relocation”
implies a forced change of country of residence
by Russians under the influence of external and
internal circumstances related to the current
Ukrainian crisis. Accordingly, “relocants” are
Russians who have moved under the conditions
and within the framework of this process. Among
the distinctive features of today’s phenomenon
are: maintaining close contact with their home-
land, including sources of income — and in many
cases employment — ongoing communication
with relatives, colleagues, and acquaintanc-
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es in the Russian Federation, remaining within
the Russian information field, and involvement
in the Russian socio-political agenda (at least for
now). There is also a general lack of clear plans
and an indefinite duration of stay abroad, along
with high geographic mobility (changing coun-
tries). If these characteristics fade, giving way to
greater certainty, clear plans for adaptation and
integration, and involvement in the local (rather
than Russian) socio-political and socio-economic
agendas, relocants will become immigrants in
each of the countries where they reside and emi-
grants from Russia.

TURKISH RELOCATION ROUTE
IN NUMBERS

It should be noted that Turkey did not be-
come the main destination for Russians who left.
The primary host countries in 2022—2023 were
Kazakhstan, Serbia, and Armenia. Georgia, Uz-
bekistan, Kyrgyzstan, and even Mongolia were in-
cluded in this list either temporarily or situation-
ally. At the same time, Turkey was the undisputed
leader in the number of air tickets purchased by
Russians in 2022: it accounted for 23% of all sales
[source 1]. Between September 21 and October 4,
2022, it topped this rating by a significant margin
compared to other destinations [9].

The explanation here is quite simple. Istan-
bul has long been a major international air hub —
a hub airport for numerous airlines with many
connecting flights. It was actively used in this ca-
pacity before, and after the restrictions that affect-
ed Russian airlines and the aviation industry as
a whole, including limitations on flying passengers
from Russia, Istanbul assumed a leading — and at
times monopolistic — position in the air trans-
portation market. In this sense, Istanbul has been
an undisputed beneficiary of the current conflict.
The Istanbul airport entered the elite group of
global air hubs in 2011 and has continued to ex-
pand its capacity since then. However, by 2017, it
began to consistently lose ground. Its renewed rise
came in 2022, with a growth of 45.7% compared
to 2019. This was, of course, partly due to the end
of the pandemic. However, none of the other top
global airports demonstrated comparable growth
over the pre-COVID period. The year 2022 was

a turning point for Istanbul: from 28th place
among the world’s air hubs in 2019, the airport
rose to 7th place and maintained that position in
2023 [10].

Thus, Turkey became primarily a transit
country for Russians en route to other destina-
tions (mainly European, though not exclusively).
Speaking about Turkey as a relocation destina-
tion, in 2022, approximately 153,000 Russians re-
ceived a residence permit (RP) in the country, be-
coming the leading nationality in terms of permits
issued. Moreover, the majority of them (132,000)
were granted tourist RPs, valid for up to one year
[source 2]. According to the Habr agency, which
analyzes trends in the IT sector, Turkey was
among the most in-demand countries for technol-
ogy professionals in 2022 — behind Armenia, Ka-
zakhstan, Georgia, Serbia, and Cyprus. The main
factors influencing this choice included migration
policy, climate and environment, the presence of
a Russian-speaking IT and business community,
and favorable conditions for the development of
the digital sector.

Continuing with the topic of tourist attractive-
ness (climate and ecology), Thailand ranks sec-
ond after Turkey among Russian travelers, though
with a significant gap. For comparison: in the year
when Thailand welcomed almost 1.5 million
tourists from the Russian Federation, Turkey re-
ceived over 6 million [source 3]. These figures re-
main unmatched by other top tourist destinations
(in descending order): the UAE (with Dubai as
the key driver), Thailand, Egypt, and Sri Lanka.
Russia has consistently held the leading position
in tourist arrivals to Turkey since 2017, losing this
status only once — in 2022 — to Germany. Howev-
er, an important trend should be noted: Germany
also increased its tourist flow to Turkey by 0.5 mil-
lion people, reaching 6.2 million in 2023 — just
100,000 fewer than the total number of Russian
tourists (6.3 million) [source 3].

Equally important is the total number of
foreign tourists visiting Turkey, which stood at
56.7 million. Plans for 2024 include reaching
the 60 million mark. As part of its tourism devel-
opment strategy revised in 2018, Ankara aims to
strengthen efforts in new markets. The Turkish
Ministry of Culture and Tourism is working to in-
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crease tourist flows from Sweden by 23%, Finland
by 15%, the USA by 31%, Canada by 42%, and
China by 102% [source 3]. These are very specific,
quantified goals that deserve attention when ana-
lyzing the prospects of relocants in Turkey.

Does the country’s tourist popularity con-
tribute to its attractiveness as a relocation desti-
nation? If we consider the non-European clus-
ter of countries, then most likely yes. Turkey, as
the clear leader in the tourism segment, is the only
one among them included in the list of preferred
relocation destinations. Meanwhile, Germany has
become the main country of residence for Rus-
sians (specifically holders of Russian passports,
not just individuals from Russia) within the EU
in 2022—2023 [source 4]. Still, it is worth noting
that every second Russian who left in 2022 chose
their country of arrival randomly, and Turkey is
no exception.

IS TURKEY CHANGING
THE RELOCANTS
AND ARE THE RELOCANTS
CHANGING TURKEY?

While the question of the connection between
acountry’stourist attractiveness and its selection as
a new permanent or temporary place of residence
remains open, the link between specific tourist lo-
cations within the country and this choice is quite
evident. An analysis of the distribution of migrants
by Turkish provinces shows that Istanbul received
the largest share in 2022—35.4% — followed by
Antalya (14.8%), Ankara (5.4%), Bursa (3.9%),
and Mersin (3.8%) [source 5]. Notably, Istanbul,
Ankara, and Antalya also lead in the number of
people leaving Turkey. The shares of foreigners in
the country’s population, according to 2022 data,
were distributed as follows (see Table).

Russian relocants made up a quarter of the en-
tire migration flow. In 2022—-2023, they pur-
chased more than 27,000 real estate properties in
various cities across Turkey [11], ranking first in
the number of transactions among foreign buyers
at the end of 2022 and maintaining that position
in 2023. However, in 2023, the number of pur-
chases declined significantly: 10,560 compared
to 16,300 the previous year. At the beginning of
2024, demand for Turkish real estate among Rus-

Table. Countries that are donors of Turkish immigrants and
countries that are recipients of emigrants from Turkey in 2022, %

Immigration Emigration
Russia 25
Ukraine 8.1
Iran 6.5 10.6
Iraq 4.8 20
Afghanistan 5.4 6
Uzbekistan
Tajikistan 4.8

Compiled from: [source 5].

sians remained higher than among other groups —
Iranians, Iraqis, and Ukrainians. This ranking
corresponds to the list of countries supplying mi-
grants to Turkey (with the exception of Afghans).
However, by the winter of 2024, transactions had
dropped from the thousands to the hundreds, and
in some areas, even to the tens — indicating a sharp
decline. In February, the Turkish State Statistical
Agency reported 1,846 residential properties pur-
chased by foreigners, which is 44.9% fewer than
in February 2023 [source 5]. Against this back-
drop, experts predicted a rapid decline in Russian
demand for Turkish real estate — which eventu-
ally materialized. According to first-quarter 2024
data, some agencies specializing in foreign real
estate reported a drop in interest and a reduction
of 88% in the number of transactions involving
Russians [12].

This large-scale decline — just like the previ-
ous surge — is largely due to broader factors af-
fecting the entire foreign real estate segment.
The most relevant in the context of this study is
the reduction in the flow of relocants from Russia.
Additional factors influencing the market include
exchange rate instability, and technical difficulties
related to sanctions affecting transactions involv-
ing Russian nationals. However, these obstacles
are being addressed locally to varying degrees (in-
cluding in Europe, where purchases still occur,
albeit at lower volumes). Moreover, they did not
prevent the spike in activity during 2022—2023 —
a period of heightened demand that some realtors
described as “neurotic” [13].

In 2023—-2024, not only did the inflow of Rus-
sians for the purpose of relocation decline, but
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there was also an outflow of previously arrived
relocants — some returning to Russia, but more
often moving on to other countries. This trend is
driven by a combination of factors, most of which
are directly tied to the host country’s conditions
and its policies regarding migration.

For more than 40 years, since 1984, Turkey
has been among the countries capable of foster-
ing startups with market valuations exceeding
USD 1 billion. On the eve of the 100th anniversa-
ry of the Turkish Republic, experts noted a “real
miracle” — a flourishing period of a “very prom-
ising and original Turkish economy” [14]. How-
ever, despite an impressive GDP growth rate of
6%, the standard of living continues to decline:
over 60% of Turkish households spend their en-
tire income on food and housing. This is despite
the fact that agrarian Turkey offers a relatively in-
expensive consumer basket (especially compared
to Russia) and an abundance of affordable local
food — something frequently noted by relocated
individuals who remained in the country, at least
until 2024 [source 6].

Inflation is a significant problem. The col-
lapse of the lira was 44% in 2021, 27% in 2022,
and by 2023, there was talk of its free fall, “even if
the Central Bank of Turkey starts raising the rate”
[source 7]. At its peak, the inflation rate reached
85% [source 8]. Notably, the publication of these
figures was followed by major layoffs at the Turk-
ish Statistical Agency. Added to this are the Cen-
tral Bank’s limited reserves (more than four times
smaller than, for example, those of Kazakhstan),
high dependence on foreign currency inflows and
international trade (with a negative trade bal-
ance), and an acute deficit in investor confidence.

Many of these issues directly affect the en-
tire population and are felt in everyday life and
at the household level. As for Russian relocants,
few have personal experience managing a house-
hold under conditions of high inflation. Perhaps
some retain childhood or adolescent memories of
their families’ economic struggles during and after
the collapse of the USSR. That experience is likely
negative, which contributes to heightened anxiety
in the face of Turkey’s objectively high econom-
ic volatility, where they now reside — often tem-
porarily and involuntarily. Uncertainty in Turkey

consistently emerges in surveys as a major source
of discomfort for relocants and their family mem-
bers [source 9].

Low wages are also a significant disadvantage
for relocants. Given that most Russians who left
came from large cities, often with established ca-
reers or relatively successful businesses, the issue of
income plays a major role. Meanwhile, Turkey is
considered one of the poorest countries in Europe.
According to 2023 data, it ranked among the five
countries with the lowest minimum wage: North
Macedonia (EUR 359), Albania (EUR 375), Bul-
garia (EUR 399), Serbia (EUR461), and Turkey
(EURS519). Moreover, up to 50% of employees
in Turkey receive the minimum wage [source 10,
pp. 10-11]. At the same time, the cost of living
in Turkey is average compared to other Europe-
an countries, and the minimum wage is roughly
equivalent to basic living expenses. According to
the Turkish Association of Economic Entrepre-
neurship and Business Ethics (/GIAD), which
annually assesses the minimum financial security
level required across regions, the cost of living in
2024 was approximately USD 484 — below the of-
ficially established minimum wage [15]. As of Jan-
uary 1, 2024, the minimum wage in Turkey has
increased by 49%, reaching 17,002 Turkish liras
(USD 578.25) [source 11]. Clearly, this increase is
a weak response to ongoing inflation.

Explaining the choice of Turkey by Russians,
it should be noted that housing and food pric-
es are relatively low compared to Europe. Rent
for a one-room apartment in 2022—2023 ranged
from approximately USD 360 to 800, depend-
ing on proximity to the city center. The price
per square meter for purchasing housing ranged
from USD 1,000 to 1,700. Basic utility bills during
this period typically did not exceed USD 60 per
month, while Internet service cost approximate-
Iy USD 10 [15]. However, in the context of rapid
inflation and general economic volatility, these
figures are subject to constant change. It is also
important to consider costs related to kindergar-
tens and schools. The consumer basket includes
public transport (as owning a private car is con-
sidered a “luxury” in Turkey), the basic food bas-
ket, fitness centers, and leisure activities. In terms
of daily spending, Russians tend not to adopt
the cost-saving strategies of local residents, who
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typically dine in mid-range restaurants for under
USD 30-50 for two people and purchase weekly
groceries at local markets or inexpensive super-
markets for USD 60—80 [15].

The year 2024 brought some relief to all res-
idents of the country. The annual inflation rate
dropped to 61.78% in July, down from 71.6% in
June, falling slightly below the market forecast of
62.1% [source 12]. This marked a long-anticipat-
ed slowdown in price growth and was the lowest
rate since October 2023. It is worth noting that,
for Turkey, the most significant components of
the consumer price index are food and soft drinks
(25% of total consumption), transport (17%), and
housing and utilities (14%). Situationally, infla-
tion decreased in these and several other catego-
ries as follows: food and soft drinks: 58.91% (down
from 67.93%), transport: 46.07% (down from
65.67%), clothing and footwear: 39.7% (down
from 47.84%), furniture, household appliances,
and current maintenance services: 56.58% (down
from 67.72%), healthcare: 63.02% (down from
78.51%), recreation and culture: 54.82% (down
from 61%) [source 13].

Not all relocants remained in the country long
enough to witness the decline and slowdown of
inflation. Moreover, it is difficult to predict how
long this trend will continue. The same uncer-
tainty applies to the unemployment rate, which in
May 2024 fell to a record low of 8.4% — the low-
est figure since November 2012 [source 14].
The number of unemployed dropped to 3.011
million, while employment rose to a record 32.92
million. Labor activity among young people also
increased slightly (adjusted for seasonal fluctua-
tions), though the overall unemployment rate in
this age group did not improve compared to April
and even increased marginally. Still, the record-
ed 15% — down from the previous 21% — is con-
sidered encouraging [source 14]. However, all
of these indicators reflect broader issues tied to
the socio-economic transformation of Turkey un-
der Erdogan, including what has been described
as the “strengthening of the economic positions
of the Islamic part of the Turkish bourgeoisie”
[16, p. 46].

Despite some improvements in socio-
economic indicators, Russian relocants contin-

ued to leave the country. At this point, it is im-
portant to emphasize another, and perhaps even
more decisive, reason for the outflow of Russians
from Turkey: the official policy of the Turkish au-
thorities toward Russian relocants. If one were
to describe this policy in a single word, it would
fall somewhere between “restriction” and “tight-
ening”, with a variable tendency toward one or
the other. In this domain, relocants have shown
heightened sensitivity, and the actions of the host
country have played a critical role in shaping their
decisions.

In this context, attention should be given to
the impact of the 2022 inflow of Russians on both
Turkey and its population. One of the most no-
ticeable challenges for local residents has been
the sharp rise in real estate prices — both for
purchase and rental. The housing price index in
Turkey averaged 211.59 points between 2010 and
2024, reaching a record high of 1,273.50 points in
May 2024 [source 15]. Although the share of Rus-
sian buyers has since declined, they continue to
purchase Turkish real estate more frequently than
other foreign nationals. According to data from
the first half of 2024, Turkey remained among
the top five most in-demand countries for Rus-
sians, accounting for 7% of the foreign real es-
tate market [13]. The highest annual increases in
housing prices were recorded in Antalya, Istanbul,
and Mersin [source 16].

A similar situation unfolded in the rental mar-
ket: Turkish property owners often prefer to rent to
foreigners. This has created significant difficulties
for local residents seeking housing, pitting Turkish
tenants and landlords against one another. Addi-
tionally, Russian relocants have affected the Turk-
ish labor market, displacing local job seekers —
particularly in higher-paying sectors. Frustration
on this issue is widespread, with sentiments such
as “Turkey can’t take in everyone!” commonly
expressed. In thematic chats and public forums,
there are even calls to report employers who favor
foreigners, often bypassing local labor regulations.

Mutual cultural difficulties also play a role.
First and foremost, the existing language barri-
er should be highlighted. Relocants rarely speak
Turkish, relying instead on English as a universal
means of international communication. While
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some demonstrate a desire to learn the local lan-
guage, this does not significantly change the overall
picture. For Russians who lack proficiency in any
foreign language, Turkey will inevitably lose out
to a number of alternative, more or less “Russian-
speaking” destinations — such as Armenia, Geor-
gia, Kazakhstan, Mongolia, and Serbia. The reli-
gious aspect is not immediately fundamental but
gains importance over time, as the presence of
people of other faiths in a predominantly Muslim
country becomes more noticeable.

In response to growing discontent among
the local population, the authorities have tak-
en several steps directly targeting the migration
sphere, with Russian relocants — as the largest
group among new arrivals — being most affected.
In November 2023, the notification procedure for
renting out housing for less than 100 days was re-
placed with a permit-based system. Formally, this
measure concerns tourists, but it is well known
that many relocants began their stay in Turkey un-
der this status. The official aim of the reform was
to “create a clear distinction between residential
and tourist real estate, oblige landlords to pay tax-
es and lure tourists to hotels” [17].

However, the main restrictive measure was
the regulatory change increasing the minimum
real estate value required to obtain a residence
permit (RP) in Turkey. The threshold rose from
EUR 75,000 in Istanbul, Ankara, and Antalya —
and EUR 50,000 in other cities — to EUR 200,000
uniformly. Meanwhile, the average transaction
value for Russian buyers was typically around
EUR 150,000. The new rules, after taking effect,
did not apply to those who received a certificate
of housing ownership between April 26, 2022, and
October 16, 2023. In this context, realtors natural-
ly began to anticipate a decline in demand, which
had largely been driven by the opportunity to ob-
tain a Turkish RP. They also predicted a forth-
coming increase in the minimum investment re-
quired to obtain citizenship, although this has not
yet occurred: Turkey’s “investment passport” still
costs EUR 400,000 in 2024 [17].

Nonetheless, this legal initiative merely for-
malized a trend that had already taken shape —
the reduction in the number of residence permits
issued. Problems with RP issuance began as early

as autumn 2022, when the first large wave of Rus-
sian relocants arrived. At the time, media reports
noted that “in some areas of Turkey, particularly
those popular with foreign residents, like Mah-
mutlar, which is favored by Russians, the issuance
of residence permits has been temporarily sus-
pended” [18]. This is related to the 20% quotas
set by Turkish authorities for foreign residents in
the most attractive regions, including Istanbul,
Antalya, and others.

Alongside these government measures,
the Turkish business sector — especially bank-
ing — introduced unfriendly practices. Russians
encountered numerous difficulties in opening
bank accounts and managing their finances in
Turkish banks, further complicating the already
challenging process of adapting to life in a new
country. By December 2023, the number of Rus-
sians living in Turkey with residence permits had
declined by 34% [19]. Businesses began to leave
along with individuals: the number of companies
with Russian capital dropped from 140 in 2022
to 68 in 2023 [20]. The main destinations for this
“exodus from Turkey” among Russian relocants
were Serbia and Montenegro.

WHO IS MOVING TO TURKEY?
SOCIOLOGICAL PORTRAIT
OF RUSSIAN RELOCANTS

The first attempts to study Russian relocants
and construct a collective image of them were
undertaken as early as 2022, and continued with
more thorough studies in 2023—2024. It should be
noted that pioneers in this field face considerable
challenges at all stages of research: due to the ab-
sence of precise data and an established feedback
infrastructure for conducting questionnaires and
surveys, it is objectively difficult to both plan and
execute such studies. Nevertheless, a number
of general characteristics of relocants appear to
be reliable and, more importantly, applicable to
the Turkish cluster, since many respondents were
located there.

Let us begin with the age of the relocated Rus-
sians. According to both recent and earlier studies,
the new Russian emigration has noticeably grown
younger — the average age of respondents is 32.
Another notable characteristic is the predomi-
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nance of men among those who left. This is a new
trend. The relatively young age and male majority
are not directly related to mobilization; the trend
of young men leaving began nearly a decade ago.

Speaking about the qualitative characteristics
of relocants, analysts and experts unanimously
agree that the foundation of this new wave con-
sists of members of the most educated and affluent
social class. A significant number of them are en-
gaged in craft businesses (a broad entrepreneurial
sector characterized by a high degree of self-ex-
pression — such as cooking, handicrafts, private
clubs, etc.) orinvolved in the digital economy [ 18].

An important feature of the mass portrait of
relocants in 2022 — alongside their professional
and socio-economic status — is their level of pre-
paredness for departure. Many made the decision
spontaneously, in a state of panic, which also
draws a parallel to post-revolutionary Russian em-
igration. Several analysts emphasize the “push”
factors, “forcing people to leave even without ex-
perience of studying or working abroad, person-
al and professional contacts and clear prospects
for future work in a new place” [18, p. 25]. Re-
locants indicated on their social media that they
“left because they were very scared”. Fear did in-
deed play a decisive role in the decision to move
in a number of cases: many perceived their actions
“not so much as a move, but as an evacuation, an
emergency rescue from something that suddenly
became dangerous” [19, p. 16].

Clearly, panic and the spontaneity of the deci-
sion significantly impacted the ability to establish
themselves in the country of temporary or perma-
nent residence. Furthermore, two conditionally
defined (but chronologically distinct — February
and September 2022) subgroups within the same
wave differ in terms of political and other forms
of activity (e.g., social engagement, and partici-
pation in volunteer efforts). Though this is more
typical of a relatively narrow segment of relo-
cants — the most active users of social media and
messaging platforms — it is worth noting. Another
noteworthy aspect, possibly due to the accessibil-
ity of all forms of communication, is the mainte-
nance of close contact with family and friends in
Russia, as well as a high level of engagement with
the Russian political agenda.

Relocants have once again illustrated the the-
sis regarding the greater social and geographic
(territorial) mobility of those who had previous-
ly changed their place of residence — typically
moving from one region of Russia to another. As
a well-known, somewhat bleak Russian joke goes:
Moscow is just a transit point between the provinces
and London. Simply put, even before 2022, some
individuals in the country “were already part of
Russia that left, they just physically left after Feb-
ruary 20247 [20, p. 38]. Surveys indicate that this
group tends to express less uncertainty regarding
their financial security and professional compe-
tence in their new countries of residence. On av-
erage, it takes about six months for them to gain
such confidence. Many show high adaptability,
quickly adjusting their life plans and strategies.

TURKISH PROSPECTS
FOR RUSSIANS: CONCLUSIONS

The conducted analysis shows that the choice
of the Republic of Turkey for temporary or per-
manent residence by Russians is determined by
a combination of factors. Foremost among them is
the many years of tourist familiarity with the coun-
try. After the intensification of the Ukrainian cri-
sis, those Russians who had previously visited
Turkey — often more than once — chose it as their
first destination. Many already rented or owned
property there. Contributing to the decision to
relocate were favorable climate and ecological
conditions, while Turkey’s geographical location
and the presence of a state-of-the-art air hub in
Istanbul made it convenient for those who need-
ed to fly regularly to Europe and other regions of
the world — destinations that have become inac-
cessible directly from Russia since February 2022.

For long-term residence in the country of
Atatlirk, key factors included a relatively gener-
ous visa-free period (up to three months, with
a continuous stay of 60 days) and the relative ease
of legalization — although these conditions have
become more restrictive over the past two years.
Turkey remains one of the few countries that has
not suspended its “investment passport” program
for Russian citizens. It is also relatively easy for
wealthy Russians to obtain a residence permit
(RP) in Turkey. Short-term RPs can be renewed.
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However, several nuances should be considered.
As with the terms of the investment passport
program, not all real estate qualifies for RP ac-
quisition. Due to the influx of foreign applicants,
the number of quotas and available locations was
significantly reduced at the end of 2022. Addition-
ally, 1,169 districts across the country have been
closed for RP issuance [21]. Obtaining docu-
mentation based on a long-term apartment rental
(typically for one year) was a convenient option,
but toward the end of 2022, Russians encountered
specific difficulties with this process. As the out-
flow of relocants increased, the issue began to re-
solve itself.

Another advantage of choosing the “Turkish
coast” as a relocation destination was the weaken-
ing of the Turkish lira, which created added ben-
efits for those holding hard currency. In addition,
the successor state to the Ottoman Empire is no-
table for its religious freedom and broad opportu-
nities for personal self-expression. However, it is
important to keep in mind that Turkey is a Mus-
lim country.

Challenges faced by Russian relocants include
the difficulty of finding housing to rent or pur-
chase, often exacerbated by the language barrier.

Turkish citizens are generally reluctant to speak
English in government offices, banks, and other
institutions, complicating the legalization process.
Furthermore, it is nearly impossible for foreigners
to find employment in Turkey. Consequently, one
of the defining characteristics of Russian relocants
is having a source of income that is not tied to their
physical location, or a contract with a local com-
pany. “Remote employees” or “digital nomads”
tend to adapt most successfully.

Despite the difficulties associated with relo-
cation, the general atmosphere in Turkey is per-
ceived by relocants as hospitable, and the stance
of Turkish authorities and society as a whole is
viewed as friendly. At the initial stage, up to one-
third of respondents who had recently moved to
the country expressed a willingness to remain in
Turkey for more than three years [22]. This, in
turn, influenced the previously existing migration
balance in Turkey, where the leading groups of
immigrants had traditionally been citizens of Iran
and Iraq. As the situation evolved in both Rus-
sia and Turkey, the moods and plans of Russian
relocants shifted accordingly — leaving room for
the hope that a significant portion may eventually
return to their homeland.
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