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MONITORING HATE SPEECH IN THE MEDIA 
 
In Turkey, we frequently witness the use of biased, prejudiced and discriminatory language in the 
media. The provocative, racist and discriminatory language used in the news - in particular in 
headlines and news headings - becomes an instrument that entrenches stereotypes and fuels 
feelings of hostility and discrimination in society. 
 
Despite the fact that there are universal and national principles of journalism and that some media 
organizations have even issued their own code of ethics, many journalistic end products happen to 
violate these principles. The use of such language entrenches unrest in society as well as a 
widespread prejudice against vulnerable groups. Targeted individuals and groups become restless 
and silent and are forced to renounce their right to participate in social and political life, a sine qua 
non for democracy.  Such provocative and stigmatizing use of language can sometimes result in 
attacks on the members or gathering places of marginalized and antagonized groups.  
 
At the core of hate speech lie prejudices, racism, xenophobia, partiality, discrimination, sexism and 
homophobia. Factors such as cultural identities as well as group characteristics have an impact on 
the use of hate speech; yet certain circumstances such as rising nationalism or intolerance towards 
what is different further increases hate speech as well as its impact. 
 
Due to various reasons, Turkey has been witnessing polarization between various segments of 
society; thus intolerance towards the different, the “other” is becoming more and more widespread. 
Conflicts in Southeast Anatolia ongoing for years, the sudden demographic change in Turkey caused 
by forced displacement of people due to the conflict, as well as the economic, social and cultural 
conflicts have all played a role in the escalation of tension between communities. On the other hand, 
democratization efforts such as the initiatives in minority rights and liberal economy as well as the 
way the Cyprus Question debate is perceived and portrayed as “plots on Turkey by foreign powers” 
also nurture polarization and enmity. Furthermore, developments in the Middle East, discussions 
around the Kurdish and Armenian Questions, and the peace process currently on the agenda lead to 
individuals and institutions who have suggestions for solution to be targeted and certain ethnic 
groups to be portrayed as enemies. Finally, the way Taksim Gezi Park events were covered in the 
media was important as it showed how the media can foster polarization in society. 
 
Hence, the manifestation of hostile perceptions and attitudes towards different groups and 
individuals, who are known or assumed to be members of such groups, has become an important 
and ever-growing problem in Turkey. Even opinion leaders such as government officials, opposition 
leaders and public servants have no qualms when it comes to using such racist and discriminating 
language. As is well-known, the claim of government officials that the Taksim Gezi Park events are 
organized by “foreign agents” and the discourse of “interest lobby” resulted in certain groups, the 
Jewish identity being the first among them, to be targeted. Recently, Prof. Ahmet Atan, the head of 
the Arts Department at Yıldız Technical University uttered the following words, “If you are a Jew, 
Armenian or Greek, I can understand you taking an active role in the Gezi protests. Please search and 
find out who your ancestors are”. With these racist statements, he portrayed Jewish, Armenian and 
Greek identities as enemies whose goal is to harm Turkey. Such statements were also adopted by 
various publications. 
 
Media, often dubbed as the fourth estate, is one of the most effective cultural transmitters. 
Therefore, as much as it has the power to highlight diversity and difference, it can also be extremely 
instrumental and guiding in terms of spreading or banalizing a conflict. If the media behaves 
irresponsible or careless, it can very easily trigger, nurture and strengthen racism and hatred 
between people, and worst of all, it can legitimize and justify such attitudes.  
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For many years, the media in Turkey has been one of the active sources of nationalistic and 
discriminatory discourse. Such a journalism practice substantially contributed to the polarization in 
society. When we look into some of the hate crimes that took place in recent years, it becomes 
easier to understand the impact of the media. Yasin Hayal, who is on trial as the instigator of the 
Hrant Dink murder, said in his statement that, “He did not know Hrant Dink personally, but had read 
from newspapers that he was an enemy of the Turks." The person who is accused of attacking the 
priest of the Church of St. Sophia in Izmir in December 2007 stated that he did the attack to become 
a hero like Ogün Samast. 
 
One of the main objectives of the Hrant Dink Foundation, founded after the murder of Hrant Dink for 
the purpose of carrying on his dreams, ideals and struggle, is to contribute to ending the polarization 
and enmity in society.   

 
 

MONITORING HATE SPEECH IN NATIONAL AND  
LOCAL NEWSPAPERS IN TURKEY 

 
 
Aim and scope of the study 
 
The overarching aim of the study Media Watch on Hate Speech is to contribute to combating racism, 
discrimination and intolerance in Turkey. Taking into account the importance of civilian oversight on 
the media, as one of the instruments for producing and reproducing racism, discrimination and 
alienation, the specific goal of this study is to foster newspapers’ respect for human rights and 
differences, draw attention to the discriminatory language and hate speech used in news articles and 
columns and thereby raise awareness and encourage the print media to stop using hate speech and 
discriminatory language. 
 
In the long run, the study aims to support non-governmental organizations in combating hate 
speech, enhancing media watch skills, and working together systematically to ensure that the media 
is respectful of social and cultural diversity and upholds equity in its language and methods.  
 
Within the framework of the “Media Watch on Hate Speech” -a project carried out by the 
Foundation so as to achieve the abovementioned goals-, the national and local press are 
monitored, news articles and columns that feature discriminatory, alienating and target-making 
discourse are identified, analyzed and brought to public attention through reports and the website 
www.nefretsoylemi.org. The content provided on the project website is also shared through various 
social media, such as Facebook and Twitter. The report is sent to non-governmental organizations, 
media organizations and professional organizations, and also published on nefretsoylemi.org. 
 
Apart from monitoring of newspapers, the project aims at raising sensitivity about hate speech by 
organizing search conferences, seminars and trainings with NGO representatives, jurists, academics, 
professional organizations and journalists.  
 
Throughout the project, with a view to inform people about the concept of “hate speech”, to provide 
opportunities for discussion of possible ways and methods of countering discriminatory and racist 
discourse, and to encourage a more conscious and respectful language towards human rights issues 
and minorities in the media; we hold panel discussions in participation with internationally acclaimed 
academics working in the field, we organize meetings on hate speech in universities whereby project 
findings are discussed based on specific cases. Furthermore, we make efforts so that there are 

http://www.nefretsoylemi.org/
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lectures on hate speech, there are theses and dissertations that study hate speech and in line with 
these efforts, we prepared a one-semester syllabus. Moreover, we also plan to publish a book that 
will feature the themes and subjects covered by the syllabus. 
 
Methodology 
 
While the main focus has been on hate speech based on ethnicity and religious identity, we also 
included sexist and homophobic discourse in our media watch project. The media watch project has 
employed the critical discourse analysis method as well as some other associated techniques, which 
are the general method of choice in media studies. In line with the characteristics of the cases 
studied, textual and iconographic (photographs, pictures and other illustrations) analyses were 
carried out. With a view to designate specific indicators for the content and discourse of the news, a 
quantitative scaling has been used in the first place, followed by the exposure of the various 
elements such as where (on which pages) and how the hateful content is covered, which sources 
have produced it and which individuals/groups are targeted. 
 
Afterwards, the news articles and columns containing hate speech elements - previously identified in 
accordance with the purpose and scope specified above - have been categorized in line with the 
characteristics of the discourse being used. In referral to previously conducted international scientific 
studies and in consideration of the country-specific lingual and cultural differences, the following 
hate categories have been identified: 
 
1) Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion: Any discourse that features the elements of negative 
generalization, distortion, exaggeration or negative attribution targeting a community or a person 
based on a specific incident is considered under this category. 
 
2) Blasphemy / Insult / Degradation: Any discourse that contains direct swearing, insult or 
denigration (e.g. use of words such as treacherous, dog, mud-blood etc.) falls under this category. 
 
3) Enmity / War Discourse: Any discourse that includes hostile, war-mongering expressions about a 
community is classified under this category. 
 
4) Use of Inherent Identity as an element of Hate or Humiliation / Symbolization: This category has 
been created for discourses that use various aspects of one’s inherent identity as an element of hate, 
humiliation or symbolization. For instance, the negative implications of the phrases such as “your 
mother is Armenian anyway.” or “is your surname Davutoğlu or Davutyan?” 
 
Sampling Criteria 
 
Approximately 1000 local newspapers and all national newspapers are watched through a media 
monitoring company based on pre-determined key words (such as collaborator, Turcophobe, 
separatist etc.).  
 
Out of all the news items under media watch, the news articles and columns that contain direct and 
explicit hate speech against religious or ethnic groups as well as women or LGBT individuals are 
identified. Elements other than news articles and columns have been left outside the scope of the 
media watch exercise (such as ads, caricatures etc.). The data obtained as a result of a 4-month 
media watch exercise are examined in a periodical report, under two sections. The groups who are 
targeted by hate speech, the reasons why they are targeted as well as the targeting methods 
employed are all explained with examples through cases. 
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Unlike other periods of the study, in this one, a case study, which investigated discourse constructed 
in a more sophisticated way and gave more subtle messages of discrimination was included. This 
media screening of discriminatory discourse focused on the news articles and opinion columns 
written on the Black Sea visit of the People’s Democratic Congress (HDK) committee including 
deputies from the Peace and Democracy Party (BDP). Between February 15-28, 2013, Bizim 
Karadeniz, Taka, Cumhuriyet, Hürriyet, Sabah and Zaman dailies featured opinion columns and news 
articles covering this subject. These news and opinion items were screened and studied using 
content and discourse analyses. The findings of this study can be found in the second part of the 
report (p.49-56). 
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FINDINGS 
 
During the four months covering January, February, March and April 2013 of “Media Watch on Hate 
Speech” study, 104 opinion columns and news articles were identified as targeting national, ethnic 
and religious groups.  
 
The period that consists of the first four months of 2013 showed a slight increase compared with 
previous periods in the number of articles that contained hate speech.  

 

Graph 1: 

 

 
 
 
Although there was an increase in the number of news items featuring hate speech, a decrease was 
observed in the number of targeted groups. Among the 17 groups, 12 of them were targeted in 
multiple articles whereas some, in only one article. In order to portray the diversity of those groups, 
the ones that were targeted less often were not categorized under “Other Groups”.  
 
When we look for common characteristics of targeted groups, we observe that the groups were 
exposed to hate speech based on their ethnic, religious and national identities. Three groups based 
on ethnic origins, six groups based on religious affiliation and four groups based on national identity 
were subjects of hate speech.  
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Graph 2: 

 

 
 
 
As in previous periods, it was observed that the national press was responsible for publishing most of 
the articles identified to contain hate speech during the period covering January-April 2013. Among 
the 104 articles, 94 (90%) were found in 13 national publications. The remaining 10 articles (9.61%) 
were published in 7 local newspapers. Similar to previous periods, it was observed that most of the 
hate speech was produced in opinion columns. The investigated content consisted of 74 opinion 
columns, 27 news articles and one book review. Additionally, two articles were detected in the “Press 
Archives”. As the articles in the “Press Archives” produce hate speech by commenting on news 
articles published in other newspapers, they specifically stand out. Such articles do not only target a 
specific group, but also newspapers or columnists who were quoted. 
 
Most of the hate speech produced during this period was directed towards the Armenian, Jewish and 
Christian populations, in decreasing order. The other most frequently targeted groups were the 
Greek and Kurdish populations. During this period, compared to national, ethnic or religious groups, 
individuals and institutions were subjected to hate speech less often; however, an increase was 
observed in hate speech targeting Peace and Democracy Party (BDP). 

 
The news items that contained hate speech were mainly based on BDP’s Black Sea Tour, the 
anniversary of the Khojaly events, the murder of three women affiliated with the PKK in Paris and 
France’s intervention in Mali. Another interesting point observed during this period was the surge of 
opinion columns that were written with a strong tone of hate, without directly specifying its target 
group. The groups targeted in this type of columns were identified by examining the columns’ 
content. It was possible to identify these groups sometimes under a general heading, such as “Non-
Muslims”, “Westerners” or sometimes more specifically, such as “the Kurds”. 
  
As in other periods, many columnists produced hate speech without citing names or sources, and 
used statements such as “one of my readers”, “someone I’ve met”, or “as far as I’ve heard” to refer to 
an external source. A similar trend was also observed in news articles; hate speech became part of 
the news through either affirming or not taking a critical approach towards expressions that belonged 
to third persons and that contained hate speech.  
 
Although it was relatively less than other groups, hate speech towards Kurds showed a significant 
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increase during the January-April 2013 period. BDP’s Black Sea Tour became the most important 
target of news articles and columns identified as containing hate speech towards Kurds.  

 
The distribution of hate speech according to targeted groups is as follows: 
 

Graph 3
1
: 

 

 
 
In addition to the above, 12 news articles and opinion columns containing hate speech towards 
women and LGBT individuals were not included in the statistical analyses, but were handled 
separately in the second part. Hate speech towards women was detected in three news items and 
one of them was included in the first part as it also contained hate speech towards another group. 
The remaining nine news items targeted LGBT individuals’ sexual orientation and identity.  
 
 
Distribution of Content According to Type, Newspapers and Categories 
 
As in other periods, hate speech was produced most often in opinion columns (71%), while 26% of 
the examined content was news articles. Other content featuring hate speech consisted of “Press 
Archives” (1.9%) and book launches (0.9%). Fifteen out of 27 news articles did not cite any sources 
(56%).  

                                                 
1
 Since one news item can target more than one group, the total number of items that contain hate speech is 

more than the total number of items (104). 
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Graph 4: 

 

 

 
 
Hate speech was more prominent in the national press during this period as well (90.4%), and the 
local press generated 9.6 percent of the total amount. 

 

Graph 5: 

 

 
 
The national where hate speech was most often encountered were Milli Gazete (21 issues, 20.19%), 
Ortadoğu (19 issues, 18.26%), Yeni Akit (13 issues, 12.5%), Yeni Mesaj (11 issues, 10.57%),Yeni Çağ 
(11 issues, 10.57%) and Anayurt (5 issues, 4.8%).  
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Graph 6: 

 

 
 
The number of content featuring hate speech in the local press was numerically small during this 
period as well. However, considering the events that took place during the BDP’s Black Sea Tour and 
the possible effects of the mentioned publications, it could be stated that this scarcity is not 
insignificant.  

 

Graph 7: 

 

 
 
As in previous periods, hate speech samples published in newspapers were studied in four 
predetermined categories: (1) Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion, (2) Blasphemy / Insult / 
Denigration, (3) Enmity / War Discourse, (4) Using a Natural Element of One’s Identity as a Cause 
for Hate / Symbolization 
 
These categories were determined in order to separate and assist in the understanding of hate 
speech, generated in different types, expressed in an implicit or explicit manner. It is certainly 
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possible to detect qualities that pertain to more than one category in an article, but in those cases, 
the more dominant category was taken into account for the sake of classification. However, two 
articles were each labeled with two categories since both categories are equally dominant in those 
cases.  
 
During this study period, Enmity / War Discourse ranked first in the distribution of the categories (62 
items). It was followed by Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion (25 items) and Blasphemy / Insult / 
Denigration (16 items). The method used least often was Using a Natural Element of One’s Identity 
as a Cause for Hate / Symbolization (3 items).  

 

Graph 8: 

 

 
 
Looking at categories according to targeted groups, it was observed that Enmity /War Discourse 
dominated hate speech towards Christians (10 items), as in the previous period. It was followed by 7 
items of Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion and 6 items of Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration. 

 

Graph 9: 
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As for hate speech towards Armenians, Enmity / War Discourse was substantially the most often 
used category (34 items). The second most used category was Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion 
with 11 items, 3 items contained Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration, and 1 item, Symbolization.  

 

Graph 10: 

 

 
 
Being one of the top three groups that were subjected to hate speech, the Jewish population was 
mostly targeted within the category of Enmity / War Discourse (13 items). Six of the items detected 
fell under the Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration category, 5 items under the Exaggeration / 
Attribution / Distortion category and 1 under Symbolization.  

 

Graph 11: 

 

 
 
Being the fifth group subjected to hate speech, the Kurds were targeted mostly within the Enmity / 
War Discourse category (9 items). Two items belonged to the Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion 
category and 1 to the Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration category.  
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Graph 12: 
 

 
 
Being the fourth group subjected to hate speech with 13 items in total, the Greek population (with 
Turkish residence) was targeted by hate speech mostly in the category of Enmity / War Discourse 
with 11 items, and 2 items that belonged to the Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion category.  

 

 

Graph 13: 
 

 
 
As mentioned earlier, these four categories used to classify news content were determined to help 
better understand how hate speech is produced, and only the category with the most apparent 
qualities was used for classification. Therefore, it would be misleading to view these categories as 
mutually exclusive.  

 

 
 



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: January-April 2013 

 

 

14 

 

NEWS ITEMS SELECTED DURING THE JANUARY-APRIL 2013 PERIOD 

Date Newspaper Type Author Title Targeted Group 
Hate 

Category 

January 1, 

2013 

Ankara Haber 

Vaktim 

News 

Article 
Habervaktim 

Curse Your New 

Year’s Eve!  

 

Christians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

January 3, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
Adnan Yavuz 

Bloodshed At 

Christmas time 
Christians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

January 7, 

2013 
Yeni Akit 

Press 

Archive 
- 

Hürriyet Article 

Titled “Religion 

Related Test 

Questions to Non-

Muslim Students” 

Non-Muslims 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

January 7, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet Şevket 

Eygi 

2015 Will Be 

Very Tough For 

Turkey 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 8, 

2013 
Yeni Akit 

News 

Article 

Muhsin 

Bayraktar 

Christian 

Propaganda At 

The Library 

Christians and Jews 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

January 8, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 

Yusuf Han 

Kardelen 

Here’s Jewish 

Thinking 
Jews Symbolization 

January 9, 

2013 
Yeni Akit 

Opinion 

Column 
Faruk Köse 

Jewish 

Charlatans’ Plea 

For Innocence 

Jews 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 9, 

2013 
Yeni Akit 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

Ferocious Jews, 

Attacked A 

Mosque and an 

Ottoman Heritage 

In Jerusalem 

Jews 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

January 11, 

2013 
Yeni Mesaj 

Opinion 

Column 
Hasan Demir 

What am I 

supposed to 

tolerate? 

Christians and Jews 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 14, 

2013 
Posta 

News 

Article 

Hasan Dönmez 

(DHA) 
     That’s rude! Schizophrenics 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

January 14, 

2013 
Yeni Akit 

Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa 

Miyasoğlu 

Terror Would End 

With Informed 

Politics 

Armenians and 

Alevis 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 14, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
Mustafa Kılıç 

Unexpected 

Zoroastrianism  
Zoroastrians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 16, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet Şevket 

Eygi 

Covert Non-

Muslims Wanting 

To Create Tension 

Between Sunnis 

and Alevis 

Alevis, Armenians, 

Jews 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 16, 

2013 
Yeni Mesaj 

Opinion 

Column 
Ali Karaca 

Weird Creatures 

With Tongues 

Sticking Out  

Jews 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

January 22, 

2013 
,Yeni Akit 

Köşe 

yazısı 
Asım Yenihaber 

From Sara to 

Sakine, Kurdish 

Supporters From 

Armenian 

Supporters! 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse. 
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January22, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

Opinion 

Column 
İshak Beyazay 

PKK Is Hormuz 

With Seven 

Husbands! 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 22, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
Mustafa Kılıç 

ANOTHER 

FIRST IN THE 

AKP 

GOVERNMENT: 

YEZİDÎ 

TEMPLE 

Zoroastrians 

Yezidis, Christians 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

January 22, 

2013 

Ankara İlke 

Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 
Nihat Kaşıkçı 

WHERE AND 

HOW WILL 

YOU DIVIDE 

IT? 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 28, 

2013 
Yeni Mesaj 

Opinion 

Column 
Mustafa Aslan 

Enough Is 

Enough! 

The British, The 

French, Christians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 28, 

2013 
Yeni Çağ 

Opinion 

Column 
Servet Avcı 

This Parliament     

Would Bring  

Forth A War! 

Armenians, Greeks 
Enmity, war 

discourse. 

January 28, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
Fatih Yedier 

Efforts Of 

Subversion By 

The Ministry 

Christians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

January 29, 

2013 
Yeni Mesaj 

Opinion 

Column 
Bayram Coşkun 

Tricked By Santa 

Clause, Child 

States: “I Will 

Become 

Christian” 

Christians and Jews 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

January 29, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

Home For 

Treachery And 

Agents 

Greeks 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 29, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

Treaty of Serves 

Rises From The 

Grave! 

Greeks and 

Armenians. 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 29, 

2013 

Ankara Haber 

Vaktim 
Archives Arşiv Hunt For Şahin! 

Armenians and 

Jews 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 30, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 
Fikri Atılbaz 

Service Has No 

Limits – Halki 

Seminary On Its  

Way To Become 

A University  

Greeks 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

January 31, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 
Neval Kavcar 

Neat Solution: 

The Seminary 

Should Move To 

Athens! 

Greeks, Kurds 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

January 31, 

2013 
Yeni Akit 

Opinion 

Column 

Ali Erkan 

Kavaklı 

Armenian 

Presence In The 

PKK 

Armenians and 

Jews 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 4, 

2013 
Yeni Akit 

Opinion 

Column 

Ali İhsan 

Karahasanoğlu 

The Agenda On 

The Socialist 

International 

Meeting is Mali 

and the Dismissal 

of CHP 

The French 
Enmity, war 

discourse 
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February 4, 

2013 
Yeni Mesaj 

Opinion 

Column 
Yusuf Karaca Islamist Nuns! 

Christians (and 

women) 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

February 5, 

2013 
Yeni Çağ 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

Armenian 

Reinforcement to  

Upper Karabakh 

from the AKP 

government 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 5, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
Mustafa Kılıç 

Surerstitous 

powers on the 

loose in the 

region! 

Yezidis, Christians, 

Zoroastrians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 5, 

2013 
Anayurt 

Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa Nevruz 

Sınacı 

This parliament 

would bring forth 

a war!(I) 

Kurds, Greeks, 

Armenians , Jews 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 6 , 

2013 
Yeni Akit 

Opinion 

Column 
Mustafa Çelik 

Losing to an 

organized icon-

worshipping 

minority 

Christians and Jews 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 6, 

2013 
Önce Vatan 

Kitap 

sayfası, 

Kuşbakışı 

Oğuz Çetinoğlu 

Publicity of a 

book 

(‘Deportation’) 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 6, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet Şevket 

Eygi 

It’s not as easy or 

cheap! 

Armenians, 

Christians, Jews 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 7, 

2013 
Anayurt 

Opinion 

Column 

Nalan Keziban 

Atay 

Torture to a 

prisoned Turkish 

soldier 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 7, 

2013 
Anayurt 

Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa Nevruz 

Sınacı 

This parliament 

would bring forth 

a war! (II) 

Greeks, Armenians, 

Jews 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 11, 

2013 
Anayurt 

Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa Nevruz 

Sınacı 

Dirty game, 

treachery and 

devious trap 

Armenians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

February 12, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet Şevket 

Eygi 

Reformist 

theologians who 

sabotaged 

madrasas and 

sects 

Armenians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

February 12, 

2013 

Bursa 

Karacabey 

Opinion 

Column 
Serkan Ökçe 

They don’t forget 

about it 
Armenians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 14, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

Opinion 

Column 
Davut Şahin Vatican’s secrets Christians 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

February 14, 

2013 
Yeni Akit 

Opinion 

Column 
Hasan Karakaya 

If Pope did not 

resign, Vatican 

would have been 

in trouble  

Christians 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

February 14, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
İmzasız 

Becoming like 

Non-Muslims 
Jews and Christians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 15, 

2013 
Aydınlık 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet 

Perinçek 

Armenians Right 

Before War 
Armenians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 18 , 

2013 
Adana 5 Ocak 

Opinion 

Column 

Dr. Necat 

Yaycıoğlu 

Mad  Hadji Aga 

and bandits with 
Armenians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 
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neckties 

February 18, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

A Turkish union 

will be formed 
Armenians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 18, 

2013 
Yeni Çağ 

Opinion 

Column 
Hasan Demir English Trickery! 

The British 

 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

February 19, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

Fe eyne tezhebun 

(Where are you 

going?) 

Christians and Jews 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

February 20, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
Anonymous Crusade Dinner Christians and Jews 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 20, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 
Yıldıray Çiçek 

Black Sea did not 

allow 

separationist germ 

to pass through 

Kurds 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 20, 

2013 
Sözcü 

Opinion 

Column 
Mehmet Türker 

How dare did 

they go to Sinop? 
Kurds 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 20, 

2013 
Yeni Mesaj 

Opinion 

Column 

Prof. Dr. 

Nurullah Çetin 

Perfect time to 

remember 

Ataturk’s message 

to the youth 

Armenians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

 

 

February 21, 

2013 
Güneş 

Opinion 

Column 
Metin Özkan 

BDP’s Black Sea 

game 
Kurds 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 21, 

2013 
Sözcü 

Opinion 

Column 
Mehmet Türker 

Movie-maker 

Sırrı’s IQ 
Kurds 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

 

February 21, 

2013 
Yeni Çağ 

Opinion 

Column 

İsrafil F. 

Kumbasar 

Racists who 

planted the ‘wind’ 

should take the 

storm 

Kurds 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

 

February 25, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 
Şükrü Alnıaçık 

ARMENIAN 

REVENGE 

SQUADS! 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 26, 

2013 
Yeni Çağ 

Opinion 

Column 

İsrafil K. 

Kumbasar 

Don’t forget or let 

forget the Hodjali 

genocide 

Armenians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

February 26, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 
Orhan Karataş 

Khodjali 

Genocide and 

Armenians’ real 

face 

Armenians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

February 27 , 

2013 

Çanakkale 

Çan’ın Sesi 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

Çan Grey Wolves 

makes press 

release on 

Khodjali 

Massacre 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

February 27, 

2013 
Yeni Akit 

News 

Article 

Hasan Önal 

(TBMM 

Bürosu) 

The Khodjali 

curse with the  

‘We are all 

Armenians’-

sayers 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 
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February 27, 

2013 
Yeni Mesaj 

Opinion 

Column 
Mustafa Aslan 

In Turkish to the 

Turkish nation... 
Jews and Christians 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

February 28, 

2013 
Yeni Çağ 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

Lynch to Azeri 

youth from 

Armenians 

Armenians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

 

February 28, 

2013 
Sözcü 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

Lynch attempt 

from Armenians 

to 2 Turkish youth 

in the French 

parliament  

Armenians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

March 1,  

2013 
Yeni Çağ 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

The Khodjali 

massacre of 

Armenian 

murderers made 

into a movie 

Armenians Symbolization 

March 1,  

2013 
Güneş 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet Memiş 

Hoca 

Armenian  attack 

in the French 

parliament 

Armenians 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

March 5,  

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

Wake up you, 

Muslim! 
Jews 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

March 11,  

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 

Enver 

Gökdemir 

TO ALL 

DISTURBED BY 

THE TURKISH 

IDENTITY... 

Armenians and 

Greeks 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

March 11,  

2013 
Anayurt 

Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa Nevruz 

Sınacı 
On black nights.. 

Kurds, Armenians 

and Greeks 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

March 13, 

2013 
Yeni Mesaj 

Opinion 

Column 
Haydar Baş 

Greater Middle 

Eastern Project is 

a tool for 

exploitation 

Missionaries 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

 

March 14,  

2013 
Güneş 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet Memiş 

Hoca 

I waited and 

waited but 

Germany 

remained silent 

Germans 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

March 19, 

2013 
Milli Gazete 

News 

Article 
Anonymous 

Non-believers’ 

torture 
Non-Muslims 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

 

March 19,  

2013 
Ankara İlke 

Opinion 

Column 
Ali Kaybal 

The spirit of the 

Gallipoli war 

should be kept 

alive 

Armenians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

 

March 21, 

2013 
Milat Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 
Halil Mert 

Dardanelles: 

Combat in a 

thousand and one 

fronts 

Jews 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

March 21,  

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 
Orhan Karataş 

New reason for 

betrayal 
Armenians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 
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March 22, 

2013 
Aydınlık 

Opinion 

Column 
Türker Ertürk Virus 

Students with 

headscarves 
Symbolization 

March 22, 

2013 
Aydınlık 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet 

Perinçek 

(Nazi-

Tashnagsoutioun 

Collaboration-II) 

Enmity towards 

Turkey under 

Hitler’s 

leadership 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

March22, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 

A.Ender 

Gökdemir 

GALLIPOLI 

VICTORIES; 

WON AT THE 

COST OF 

TURKS’ LIVES 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

March 28, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 
Yıldıray Çiçek 

WHO IS 

DISTURBED BY 

THE SAYING 

“HAPPY IS THE 

ONE WHO SAY 

I’M A TURK” 

Kurds 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

March 28, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 

A.Ender 

Gökdemir 

This is Bursa 

Kent Square, This 

is the “Soldier’s  

Square” (2) 

Kurds 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

March 28, 

2013 
Ortadoğu 

Opinion 

Column 
Orhan Karataş 

O, my brother, 

who voted for 

AKP! 

Jews 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

April 1,  2013 Milli Gazete 
Opinion 

Column 
Adnan Öksüz 

April 1st; fool’s 

day or the day the 

Crusaders 

massacred the 

Muslims! 

Christians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

 

April 4, 2013 Yeni Çağ 
Opinion 

Column 

Uluğtekin 

Yılmaz 

We are the 

children of the 

Black Sea! 

Kurds 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

April 8, 2013 Samsun Olay 
Opinion 

Column 

M. Halistin 

Kukul 

27 things about 

Turks 
 Armenians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

April 8, 2013 Ortadoğu 
Opinion 

Column 

Ender 

Gökdemir 

WILL YOU BE 

ABLE TO 

ERASE THE 

TURK FROM 

TURKEY AND 

ERASE OUT 

THE TURKISH 

NATION? 

Armenians, Greeks 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

April 9, 2013 Milli Gazete 
Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet Şevket 

Eygi 
Turkey’s cryptos Jews 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

April 10, 2013 Yeni Mesaj 
Opinion 

Column 
Yusuf Karaca 

Masked non-

believers with an 

Islamic sauce 

Christians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

April 10, 2013 Yeni Çağ 
Opinion 

Column 

Hüseyin Macit 

Yusuf 

We did it in 

1974,and we’ll do 

it again 

Greeks 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

April 10, 2013 Yeni Çağ 
Opinion 

Column 
Hasan Demir 

Those who don’t 

know what 
Armenians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 
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they’re saying! distortion 

April 11,  2013 Milli Gazete 
Opinion 

Column 
Davut Şahin 

English politics 

and Thatcher 
The British 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

April 11, 2013 Ortadoğu 
Opinion 

Column 
Neval Kavcar 

Soros mess for 

the Wise Men (?) 
Armenians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion + 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

April 12, 2013 Yeni Mesaj 
Opinion 

Column 
Akın Aydın 

Forgotten Turks 

at the European 

hole 

Christians,  Jews 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

April 17, 2013 Milat 
Opinion 

Column 

Hatice 

İslamoğlu 

Erdem 

Lousy apology, 

great repentance 
Jews 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

April 17, 2013 Yeni Çağ 
Opinion 

Column 

Hüseyin Macit 

Yusuf 

Time to face with 

the Greeks 
Greeks 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

April 18, 2013 Ortadoğu 
Opinion 

Column 

A.Ender 

Gökdemir 

Fly birdies, fly to 

Izmir 

Greeks, Armenians, 

Zoroastrians, 

Christians 

Enmity, war 

discourse 

April 18, 2013 Taka 
Opinion 

Column 
Osman Yazıcı 

PKK claims 

Black Sea as a 

state 

Kurds 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

April 18, 2013 Taka 
Opinion 

Column 
Dr. Enver Uzun 

What the novel 

‘Yaban’ makes 

you think 

Armenians 

Enmity, war 

discourse + 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

April 18, 2013 Yeni Mesaj 
Opinion 

Column 
Yusuf Karaca 

“Joyful 

Games”week! 
Christians and Jews 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

April 23, 2013 Yeni Akit 
News 

Article 
Ramazan Alkan 

BDP run 

municipality 

opens Yezidi 

house 

Yezidis 
Enmity, war 

discourse 

April 23, 2013 Takvim 
News 

Article 
Anonymous Armenian mud Armenians 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

April 24, 2013 Ortadoğu 
Opinion 

Column 
Behiç Çelik 

The alleged 

Armenian 

genocide, the flag 

and Izmir 

Armenians 

Blasphemy, 

insult, 

denigration 

April 29, 2013 Ortadoğu 
Opinion 

Column 
Nazif Kurucu 

Turkish genocide 

in Europe 
Westerners 

Exaggeration, 

attribution, 

distortion 

April 29, 2013 Ortadoğu 
Opinion 

Column 
Necdet Sivaslı 

Calculations are 

being made in 

Armenia for a 

divided Turkey 

Armenians 
Enmity, war 

discourse 
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Enmity/War Discourse 
 

Title: This parliament would bring forth a war (I) (II) 
Newspaper: Anayurt  
Date: February 5, 2013 / February 7, 2013 
Type: Opinion Column  
Author: Mustafa Nevruz Sınacı 
 
 
Although this information is not provided in Mustafa Nevruz Sınacı’s writing, it was observed that 
both of his articles were written in continuity with the articles written by Servet Avcı under the same 
heading on January 28, 2013 in Anayurt newspaper. All three of these writings provide information on 
“Meclis-i Mebusan” (House of Representatives during the First and Second Constitutional Eras of the 
Ottoman Empire), where they refer to events of that time period. Servet Avcı's article provides this 
information only at the very end of the column, thereby creating an impression throughout the 
writing that it is about the current national assembly of Turkey. Sınacı's writings do not provide this 
information in any explicit way at all.  
 
These writings contain statements that target groups directly, such as “Separatist Greeks”, and they 
try to associate concepts like “ethnic fanaticism”, “civil war”, “disintegration”, “betrayal” and “taking 
100 years’ worth of revenge on behalf of their loathsome roots and beliefs” with “Kurdish, Greek, 
Armenian and Jewish lobbies”. They glorify the Turkish identity and incite hatred towards the 
mentioned identities, talking about “historical grudges” they are claimed to have.  
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Enmity/ War Discourse  
 
Title: BDP-governed municipality opens Yezidi house 
Newspaper: Yeni Akit 
Date: 23.04.2013 
Type: News Article 
Author: Ramazan Alkan 
   
In this news piece containing hate speech towards Ezidis, they are identified as “devil-worshippers”. 
They are claimed to worship the devil, which is thought to be “evil” by religious beliefs, and this 
identification leaves them vulnerable to a possible religiously fanatic act of violence. This news article 
is also important in terms of showing how hate speech towards a certain group can be used as a 
means to target another individual, group or institution. The individual/institution who is claimed to 
support Ezidis (BPD or BDP Mayor of Sur) are indirectly presented as targets. The news item states 
that Demirbaş  (BDP leader) is “making way for a new agitation” by saying “Kurds of Yezidi descent 
are slaughtered”. It is also mentioned that BDP is trying to “sell snails in a Muslim neighborhood”. 
Such statements are supported by another sub-heading, “Citizens of Diyarbakir also react adversely”, 
and prepare grounds for a possible conflict. It is observed that using statements such as “work 
somebody up”, the article's tone does not reflect a proper news tone, but rather uses more 
provocative language.  
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Exaggeration / Attribution/ Distortion 
 
Title: Armenians tried to lynch 2 young Turks at the French parliament  
Newspaper: Sözcü 
Date: February 28, 2013 
Type: News Article  
Source: Not cited  
 
During the Khodjali events' anniversary, the attack on the two young people who wanted to bring the 
subject up in the French Parliament was published in the Sözcü newspaper, as well as Yeni Çağ, under 
the heading “Lynch by Armenians on Azerbaijani youth”. The fact that these two newspapers with 
different and irreconcilable political views used very similar language shows that hate speech is not a 
characteristic of a certain political approach.  
 
Both news articles claimed that “Armenians living in France”, “Armenians” or “40 Armenian members 
of the racist Dashnaksutyun party” were the offenders in these events, described as “lynching” or 
“lynching attempts”. Moreover, the Sözcü newspaper used the words “Armenian murderers” while 
talking about the Khojaly events. Both news articles demonstrate examples of news stories going 
beyond information conveyance and criticism by emphasizing a certain identity and attributing 
certain qualities to that identity.  
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Exaggeration/Distortion/Attribution 
 
Title: Armenian mud 
Newspaper: Takvim 
Date: April 23, 2013 
Type:  News 
Source: Not Cited 
  
The news article is about an offense committed against the Turkish Airlines (THY) that has recently 
added Buenos Aires to its travel destinations. In the sub-heading of the article, it is stated that THY's 
success with the new destination was disturbing Armenians and that they were trying to slander 
Turkey and THY. By combining the statements such as “Armenian mud”, “started an attack” with the 
“information” about the claimed events, all the Armenians are negatively portrayed. Also, looking at 
the parts of the text written in bold letters, we see that the Armenian identity is emphasized. As can 
be seen from the heading written on a background with a THY plane (“They envy success”), it can be 
observed that the news in its whole is based on verbs that carry emotions such as “envy” and 
“disturbance”. The information conveyed is not based on facts and is not cited, rendering the 
situation exaggerated and distorted.  
 
This news article is also interesting in terms of visuals. A picture of a woman, although completely 
irrelevant to the subject matter, brings forth yet another problem in terms of women's representation 
in media. The image portrays a woman sitting on what is guessed to be a suitcase, and she is dressed 
up in a way that suggests she is going on a vacation, as she has a sun-hat and sunglasses. Her legs, 
which are revealed in her shorts, constitute a major part of the image. This irrelevant use of visuals 
can be interpreted as an example of how women are used as “attractive” elements or “sexual 
objects”.  
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Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration 
 

Title: O, my brother, who voted for AKP 

Newspaper: Ortadoğu 

Date: March 28, 2013 

Type: Opinion Column 

Author: Orhan Karataş 

 
 
In his column, while making a list of all the people that are “attacking the Nationalist Movement Party 
(MHP)”, Karataş also uses the term “Jewish converts” as an insult and produces hate speech towards 
both Jewish people and those who converted to other religions from Judaism for various reasons. The 
article also contains insults towards the individuals who are part of the group known as Commission 
of Wise People. Karataş first describes a group that is “pious and in love with their country, their 
nation and their flag” and then states that the people in this commission are completely against all 
these values. He describes them as a “treacherous group” and states “Everyone is following what 
their own blood directs them to do.” Thereby, he produces a discourse that targets members of this 
commission whose names are publicly known.  

 
 

 
 



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: January-April 2013 

 

 

31 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: January-April 2013 

 

 

32 

 

Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration 
 
Title: Vatican's secrets 
Newspaper: Milli Gazete 
Date: February 14, 2013 
Type: Opinion Column 
Author: Davut Şahin 
 
In this writing, which begins its narrative with Pope Benedict XVI's resignation, Christianity is 
described as deviancy. Davut Şahin elaborates on his opinion as such: “When you observe the 
pictures and statues at church, you can tell that the road to deviancy is built early on. Almost the 
whole church is full of semi-nude or completely nude male and female figures” and he claims that it is 
impossible for a regular church going child “not to be extremely affected by all these figures 
underlying an enormous amount of 'sexual' messages”. He then goes on to add, “Under these 
circumstances, the church automatically produces 'psychopaths' who had been 'sexually abused', as 
he interprets various religious figurines in an insulting fashion and in accordance with his personal 
views, stigmatizing people belonging to that faith with a mental disorder. 
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Symbolization 
 
Title: Here's Jewish thinking 
Newspaper: Milli Gazete  
Date: January 8, 2013 
Type: News 
Author: Yusuf Han Kardelen 
 
This news article, which demonstrates, even in the title itself, “Using a Natural Element of One’s 
Identity as a Cause for Hate/Symbolization”, talks about how a New York based company turns rocket 
pieces sent from Gaza to Israel into various items for sale. The article uses statements such as “Jewish 
thinking”, “Jewish commercial thinking” and “Jewish merchants”, strengthening the preconceived 
relation between the Jewish population and trade, and targets a nation as a whole, generating 
negative feelings towards the Jewish population by using words such as “ferocious Zionist”.  
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Symbolization 
 
Title: Virus 
Newspaper: Aydınlık 
Date: March 22, 2013 
Type: Opinion Column  
Author: Türker Ertürk 
 
Türker Ertürk talks about his impressions at a panel held to commemorate the naval victory during 
the Battle Gallipoli on March 18, where he participated as a guest speaker. In his column, he 
addresses the matter of why none of the head-scarfed students of the university participated in the 
panel. Starting his discussion on head-scarf users that wear it as part of their faith, Ertürk goes on to 
use other sources which he does not cite, and presents the head-scarf as a symbol for a certain 
ideology, thereby stigmatizing everyone wearing one. Ertürk discusses this ideology, associating it 
with certain qualities such as “treachery” and “lack of knowledge” and desires such as “wanting to 
take over the country”. He also describes this group of people and the ideology he attributed to them 
as such: “at enmity with national values and expecting help from the ignorance of the middle ages”. 
In this way, Ertürk strengthens the prejudices against women wearing headscarves, which is already 
prevalent in some groups.  
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OTHER DISADVANTAGED GROUPS 
 
Twelve articles, which consist of 11 articles that were not included in Part One based on the groups 
they target (woman, lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender /LGBT) and one article already analyzed in 
Part One with regards to another category, were subjected to discourse analysis in this part.  
 
Although the articles analyzed used the word “transvestite”, it is a misuse of the word, and therefore 
we have preferred to use the acronym LGBT for all articles. What is meant by “transvestite” in these 
articles is transgender individuals. Transvestism involves the enjoyment of cross-dressing and 
behaving as members of the other sex, whereas transgender individuals define themselves as a 
member of the other sex, regardless of a sex change operation.  

 

 

Date Newspaper Type Author Title 
Targeted 

Group 
Hate Category 

January 7, 2013 Sabah 
Opinion 
Column 

Refik Erduran 

I cannot 
tolerate dust, 

but I can 
tolerate 

dustmakers 

LGBT Symbolization 

January 9, 2013 Yeni Akit News Article Furkan Altınok 
That’s what 

ODTÜ is! 
LGBT 

Blasphemy, 
insult, 

denigration 

January 15, 2013 Yeni Şafak News Article Anonymous 

Covert NATO 
operation ( 
‘Come from 
the land, if 

you’re a real 
man!’) 

Women 
Blasphemy, 

insult, 
denigration 

January 21, 2013 Şok News Article Anonymous 
Killing 

Machine! 
LGBT 

Exaggeration, 
attribution, 
distortion 

January 28, 2013 Yeni Akit 
Readers’ 
Opinion 

Kubilay Ertekin 
(Kuşadası) 

Terrorist 
women and 
Alawism (!) 

Women 
Blasphemy, 

insult, 
denigration 

February 4, 2013 Yeni Akit News Article Furkan Altınok 

Support from 
BDP and CHP 

to the 
perverse 

LGBT 
Blasphemy, 

insult, 
denigration 

February 4, 2013 
Kocaeli 

Demokrat 
News Article Anonymous 

Police raid to 
transvestites 

LGBT 
Exaggeration, 
attribution, 
distortion 

February 4, 2013 Yeni Mesaj 
Opinion 
Column 

Yusuf Karaca Islamist Nuns! 
Women (and 

Christians) 

Blasphemy, 
insult, 

denigration 

February 11, 
2013 

Yeni Akit News Article Senai V. Akfırat 
Act of 

homosexual 
seduction 

LGBT 
Blasphemy, 

insult, 
denigration 

February 14, 
2013 

Milli Gazete News Article Anonymous 
France living in 

immorality! 
LGBT 

Blasphemy, 
insult, 

denigration 
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March 6, 2013 Şok News Article 
Kadir Özen 

(DHA) 

When the 
transvestite 
undressed, 

Emre died of a 
heart attack 

LGBT 
Blasphemy, 

insult, 
denigration 

March 25, 2013 Yeni Akit News Article 
Yiğit 

Doğaner/Ankar
a 

CHP’s new 
interest is in 
the perverse 

LGBT 
Blasphemy, 

insult, 
denigration 

 
Although lesbian and bisexual individuals are often not directly subjected to hate speech, it would not 
be incorrect to detect animosity towards both male and female homosexuals where the term 
“homosexual” is used. Half of the articles that were analyzed under the title “Other Disadvantaged 
Groups” contain hate speech towards (male and female) homosexual individuals. Hate speech 
towards transgender individuals, described as “transvestites” in articles, are found in three items 
(25%), and hate speech towards women were detected three times (25%) within the covered period 
and publications. 

 

Graph 14: 

 

 
 
Among the 12 articles with hate speech, 2 were opinion columns, 9 were news articles and 1 was an 
article found in the “Readers’ Opinion”. Considering that hate speech towards national, ethnic and 
religious identities are produced mostly in opinion columns, it could be observed that hate speech 
towards LGBT individuals and women are more easily penetrated into news articles. The adjectives 
defining homosexuality remained the same as in previous periods, and homosexuality was often 
defined as a “perversion” and “deviancy”.  
 
Samples that contained hate speech towards women revolved around women's physical qualities 
and sex work. News about transgender individuals were either related to crime or contained the 
word “transvestite” as a degrading quality.  
 
Most articles (8 items, 67%) were published without an author's name or any cited sources. As in 
previous periods, Yeni Akit was the newspaper that produced the highest number of articles 
containing hate speech against LGBT individuals and women. Newspapers such as Şok and Sabah 
also helped hate speech circulate in the mainstream media by publishing 3 articles each.  
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Hate speech against LGBT individuals was used to defame BDP and Republican People's Party (CHP), 
as in previous periods.  
 
The reason why these 12 articles are analyzed separately is because they generate discriminatory, 
exclusionist and insulting speech towards LGBT individuals and women through the methods and 
speech they employ and the general meaning they create, and because they create subtle meanings 
that legitimize and affirm the exclusionary approach they take.  
 

 

 

EXAMPLES 
 

 

Exaggeration/Attribution/Distortion 
 
Title: Killing Machine! 
Newspaper: Şok 
Date: January 21, 2013 
Type: News Article 
Author: Not Cited 
 
We can see that this news article did not differentiate between transvestite and transgender 
individuals like many other articles. Using the title “Killing Machine!” in a sensational journalism 
approach, the article serves more to frighten people than to inform them. A woman in lingerie, of 
whom we do not know if she's the person mentioned in the article, is used as a visual. This article 
affirms the association of transvestism with sex and sex work, and its visual aid gives us a clue about 
women's representation in media in general. From the very beginning of the article, it is repeated 
that the person mentioned is a “transvestite” and that she has “had sex with dozens of people”. The 
referral to sex work is clarified by the statement that she “hit the streets the next day” and by using 
this statement, the article drifts away from a formal news article tone. This article, which would have 
required responsible journalism, does not in any way inform readers about AIDS or ways to prevent 
AIDS, and it does not go beyond defining transvestites (transgender individuals) as “people spreading 
disease” and involved in crime.  
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Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration 
 
Title: Islamist Nuns! 
Newspaper: Yeni Mesaj 
Date: 04.02.2013 
Type: Opinion Column 
Author: Yusuf Karaca 
 
Yusuf Karaca's writing aspires to describe a certain group of women and produces hate speech against 
them; however, it ends up targeting a wider group of women due to the article’s ambiguity. Talking 
about the existence of a “group of soldiers that fight for the West and the cross, under the Islamic 
attire”, he mentions that “the female version” is even more dangerous. He claims that these women 
who wear headscarves, yet do not talk badly about Christianity, and “defend the equality of religions, 
promote churches or praise Christian individuals aim to “carve a fickle hole in a Muslim's faith”. With 
these statements, Karaca turns all women with such views into “enemies” and “traitors”.   Stating that 
these women's priority is to look “pretty”, making it sound as if this were a fault, Karaca also 
mentions that some of them are separationists (Kurd or Armenian supporters). Lastly, Karaca talks 
about a certain style for wearing the headscarf, which he claims that “it is said to have belonged to 
prostitutes in the past”, and he tries to disgrace these women by associating them with sex work.  
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Using a Natural Element of One’s Identity As A Reason for  
Hate-Denigration / Symbolization 
 
Title:  I cannot tolerate dust but I can tolerate dustmakers 
Newspaper: Sabah 
Date: 07.01.2013 
Type: Opinion Column 
Author: Refik Erduran 
 
Refik Erduran's column titled “I cannot tolerate dust, but I can tolerate dustmakers” was analyzed as 
hate speech as it inaccurately discusses the terms transgender and transvestite and uses a natural 
element of one’s identity as a reason for hate and denigration. After stating that “saving the honor of 
manhood” is an “exaggerated allergy”, Erduran talks about the peace process and the support he 
shows for the possibility of peace. After listing a number of qualities that Erduran believes the public 
holds for being a “real man”, he claims that he has all those qualities, yet with the following 
statement, he depicts the transvestite, which in fact he means to say the transgender, as the opposite 
of manhood, a negative option and a perversity: “If there will be peace in this country (…) if I knew 
that I could help save a single life of a Kurdish or Turkish youth, I would turn transvestite. A pervert, a 
coward or a sycophant…I wouldn’t care what people would call me.” This sentence Erduran becomes 
an interesting example of how transphobia can be stated in such a “natural tone”. 
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Black Sea Visit of HDK and BDP 
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The Appearance of HDK and BDP Representatives' Black Sea Visit in the Media 
 

Goal 

In this study, news articles and opinion columns that appeared in six newspapers from February 15-28, 
2013 regarding the Black Sea visit of a committee from the People's Democratic Congress (HDK), including 
parliament members from the BDP, were examined. The study screened two local newspapers- Bizim 
Karadeniz and Taka, and four national newspapers- Cumhuriyet, Sabah, Hürriyet and Zaman. News articles 
and opinion columns were studied in terms of racist and discriminatory speech using the content analysis 
method. 
 
When selecting the national newspapers, an effort was made to include papers that represented different 
ideological approaches in Turkey. Cumhuriyet was selected because it represented the Kemalist thought; 
Hürriyet for having a liberal, albeit timid opposition stance toward the government; Sabah, for adopting an 
approach that stands in close conformity to the government, and Zaman for appealing to the conservative 
faction of society.  
 
The HDK Committee and BDP Representatives, who have been holding meetings in various parts of Turkey 
as part of a process publicly known as the "Settlement Process", also travelled to the Black Sea region as the 
next destination for their meetings and held the first one in Çorum. Although not confronted with any 
difficulties in Çorum, the Committee was, however, met with very harsh protests in Sinop and Samsun, 
including lynch attempts, and therefore, the Black Sea visit was suspended.  
 
The analysis below was limited to news articles and opinion columns that appeared in local and national 
newspapers before, during and right after the visit. One hundred and one items, consisting of 72 news 
articles and 29 opinion columns that appeared in two local and four national newspapers, constituted the 
sample in this study. In identifying the racist and discriminatory strategies used in the titles and content of 
the news and opinion pieces regarding the committee's Black Sea visit; the focus was on choice of words, 
syntax, choice of main actors and the way they were presented. 
 

Content Analysis 

HDK and BDP Representatives' Black Sea visit appeared more often in news articles as compared to opinion 
columns. The texts studied consisted of 29 opinion columns and 72 news articles. It was observed that 
Cumhuriyet daily covered the events more often in the opinion columns compared to the other 
newspapers.  
 
Table 1 Distribution of newspaper items subjected to content analysis according to type 
 

Newspapers News Articles Opinion Columns Total 

Bizim Karadeniz 19 4 23 

Cumhuriyet 12 8 20 

Hürriyet 12 4 16 

Sabah 11 4 15 

Taka 8 5 13 

Zaman 10 4 14 

Total (Number of Items) 72 29 101 
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The titles of news articles and opinion columns were separated into three categories as "Positive", 
"Neutral" and "Negative", regardless of the content of the items. These evaluations were made objectively, 
based on the approach taken towards the treatment shown to the committee during their Black Sea visit. 
For a title to be placed in a certain category, it was mandatory that three independent researchers agreed 
on the same category. When there was no consensus, the researchers discussed the item among 
themselves until they reached an agreement. 
 
All titles that justified, legitimized and/or held BDP guilty with regards to the lynch attempts, were grouped 
under "Negative". Titles such as What are PKK representatives doing in Sinop? (Bizim Karadeniz, February 
15, 2013) or “Black Sea visit-a devious plan” (Sabah, February 20, 2013) were categorized as "Negative" as 
they created the impression that the BDP representatives were responsible for the events. Presenting the 
title in quotation marks, as seen in the second example, can mean that the newspaper editor keeps a 
distance between him/herself and the sentence, or the person responsible for constructing the sentence. 
However, it is an important editorial choice to determine whose views are turned into news or what kind of 
statement was extracted from the entirety of an article and made into a title. If the title consists of 
statements that affirm the racist/discriminatory approach, as seen in the example, it could be claimed that 
the newspaper editor's title choice is ideologically motivated.   
 
On the other hand, all titles that condemned the lynch attempt and showed support for the committee's 
right to travel were grouped under "positive". For example, titles such as Nationalism Again (Hürriyet, 
February 21, 2013) and Nation's War, People's Peace (Zaman, February 26, 2013) were categorized as 
"positive" as they created an impression that condemned the lynch attacks. Finally, all other titles that did 
not have a positive or negative impression were categorized as "neutral", such as BDP Deputies Began Their 
Black Sea Tour From Çorum (Sabah, February 18, 2013) or BDP Deputies are in Trabzon (Taka, February 20, 
2013). 
 
As in the case of titles, news content was also evaluated under the same three categories – "positive", 
"neutral" and "negative". The same evaluation method used for categorizing titles was also used for news 
content. If the content of a news article or opinion column whose title was categorized as "negative" was 
conveyed without any editorial intervention, such pieces of content were evaluated as "neutral". As a result, 
the number of negative titles superseded the number of news articles/opinion columns that had negative 
content. 
 
Table 2 Distribution of positive, negative and neutral titles of news articles and opinion 
columns/commentaries 

 

Newspapers Positive Neutral Negative Total 

Bizim Karadeniz 2 9 12 23 

Cumhuriyet 6 12 2 20 

Hürriyet 4 12 0 16 

Sabah 4 8 3 15 

Taka 2 5 6 13 

Zaman 3 8 3 14 

Total (Number of Items) 21 54 26 101 

 
As can be seen in Table 2, about half (54%) of the titles were neutral, 21% were positive and 25% were 
negative. In other words, in broader sense, newspapers conveyed an equal amount of negative and positive 
titles. Looking at the distribution of titles in terms of newspaper type, a difference between newspapers 
was observed. A large majority (69%) of negative titles were encountered in local newspapers. No 



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: January-April 2013 

 

47 

 

"negative" titles were encountered in Hürriyet daily, and more "positive" titles were found than "negative" 
ones in Cumhuriyet. Sabah and Zaman dailies had almost an equal number of "positive" and "negative" 
titles, and Bizim Karadeniz and Taka had significantly more "negative" titles than "positive" ones. 
 
Table 3 Distribution of positive, negative and neutral in terms of news content 
 

Newspaper Positive Neutral Negative Total 

Bizim Karadeniz 1 13 9 23 

Cumhuriyet 7 13 0 20 

Hürriyet 3 13 0 16 

Sabah 2 11 2 15 

Taka 2 5 6 13 

Zaman 3 8 3 14 

Grand Total (Number of 

Items) 18 63 20 101 

 
As can be observed in Table 3, the distribution of the content of news articles and opinion columns 
showed a similar trend to the distribution of titles. Similar to the news titles, positive (18%) and negative 
(20%) pieces of content were nearly equal. No negative content was encountered in Cumhuriyet and 
Hürriyet dailies. The newspapers where negative content was most often detected was Taka, constituting 46 
percent, and Bizim Karadeniz, with 39 percent. The negative content found in Zaman (21%) and Sabah 
(14%) was relatively less. Except for Cumhuriyet and Bizim Karadeniz, the ratio of positive news content to 
total news content was almost the same (14-21%). Cumhuriyet daily differed from other dailies in its high 
rate of positive content (35%) and Bizim Karadeniz in its low rate of positive content (4%).  
 
As can be observed in Table 3 and 4, more than half of the titles and pieces of content were grouped under 
"neutral". Like the titles, the great majority of the negative content (75%) was encountered in local papers. 
Although national newspapers contained relatively less "negative" pieces of content, publishing news on the 
lynch attack of the committee, which included parliament members from the BDP, with "neutral" language, 
was evaluated as a problematic approach in light of journalism ethics. A journalist is expected to condemn 
any attack that threatens a human being's life, regardless of their ethnicity, religious beliefs or their ideas. 
Newspapers that write about the trapping of the committee in a building and the threatening of their lives 
in a "neutral" tone, without mentioning how their rights to travel and to freely express themselves were 
restrained, normalize the violent attack by presenting it to the public without any filters. This kind of 
approach, which is taken especially by the mainstream media, shows that one of the fundamental principles 
of journalism that of defending public peace, is not being fulfilled. It is required that all studies that perform 
content analysis in the media should highlight the problem of presenting such news articles in a neutral 
tone, and the importance of rethinking the concept of “neutral” under such circumstances.  
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Table 4 Distribution of the content of news articles and opinion columns as positive, neutral and negative 
 

  Positive Neutral Negative Total 

BİZİM 

KARADENİZ 1 13 9 23 

News Article 0 13 6 19 

Opinion Column 1 0 3 4 

CUMHURİYET 7 13 0 20 

News Article 1 11 0 12 

Opinion Column 6 2 0 8 

HÜRRİYET 3 13 0 16 

News Article 0 12 0 12 

Opinion Column 3 1 0 4 

SABAH 2 11 2 15 

News Article 0 10 0 10 

Opinion Column 2 0 2 4 

TAKA 2 5 6 13 

News Article 0 5 3 8 

Opinion Column 2 0 3 5 

ZAMAN 3 8 3 14 

News Article 1 8 1 10 

Opinion Column 2 0 2 4 

Grand Total 18 63 20 101 
 

When Bizim Karadeniz daily, which stood out for having negative content, was observed in terms of type of 
news items, it was seen that opinion columns with negative content (67%) was more than negative news 
articles (33%). On the other hand, Taka daily had an equal number of negative news articles and opinion 
columns. As for Cumhuriyet paper, which stood out for its positive content, most of the content identified 
as "positive" were opinion columns (86%). Similarly, all the content identified as positive in Hürriyet and 
Sabah consisted of opinion columns (Table 4). 

 

Racist/Discriminatory Speech in News Articles and Opinion Columns 

Within the context of the news articles and opinion columns, titles have a significant importance, as they 
state the main idea of the writing and convey the most important information about the writing to the 
reader. Since the titles have an undeniable role in the circulation and popularization of racist and 
discriminatory speech, one of the main focus areas of this study is title analysis. In the following content 
analyses, the choice of words, syntax and main actor whose words are used, within titles and the content of 
the news article or opinion column, will be taken as the main components of the study. 
 
In this context, when the titles of news articles and opinion columns written on the Black Sea visit of BDP 
deputies and the attack they were subjected to are studied, the first interesting point is the implication that 
this trip arouses “suspicion”. This implication shows itself in the form of an exclamation mark: What will 
they be telling to the people of the Black Sea! (Bizim Karadeniz, February 18, 2013); What are BDP 
representatives trying to do! (Bizim Karadeniz, February 20, 2013); Parliament Members of BDP and HDK 
are in Sinop! (Bizim Karadeniz, February 20, 2013). In other pieces of context, it is emphasized that this visit 
is part of a ‘devious’ plan that ‘serves some secret goals’: ‘Black Sea visit- a devious plan’ (Sabah, February 
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20, 2013), Do not attempt to fool the Black Sea (Taka, February 21, 2013). In this way, BDP deputies are 
identified as people ‘with sinister plans’ and ‘hoping to fool the people of the Black Sea’, parliament 
members are presented as enemies and their visit is presented as a threat by news editors and columnists.  
This implication made in the titles is further developed and explained in detail in the content of the articles 
and BDP deputies are claimed to be supporters of the PKK. Furthermore, they make statements that hold 
these parliament members responsible for over 30 years of ongoing violence: “Where were these 
parliament members when 30 to 40 thousand of our people were being killed, being martyred by the 30-
year-long PKK terror? Were they not supporting the PKK? Were they not in the front lines during the PKK 
demonstrations and protests, provoking the Kurdish people and children to attack our soldiers and police?” 

2In the remaining part of the writing, it is conveyed that “we”, Turks, are always the injured party and 
maintain the “superiority” even in the face of terror: “Our children did not have molotov bottles, sidewalk 
bricks, guns or bombs. They did not work havoc everywhere or burn things down.” Such statements also 
serve to emphasize the conflict between “us” and “them”. 
 
In another news article, the title quotes from the Public Workers’ Syndicate’s Confederation’s (Kamusen) 
Provincial Director, asking “What are PKK representatives doing in Sinop?”(Bizim Karadeniz, February 15, 
2013). The content of this article claims that BDP deputies are “traitors, co-conspirators and pawns”, 
thereby creating enmity towards the deputies. 
 
In a column of another newspaper, Zaman, the implied ‘suspicion’ behind the committee’s Black Sea visit is 
strengthened by information on the individual parliament members’ personalities or their past: 

 
“…I found the identities of those parliament members interesting, too. Only one is originally 
affiliated with BDP; that is Sebahat Tuncel. She was elected as a parliament member for Istanbul 
while she was under arrest and therefore was acquitted. The other three belong to the ‘Labour, 
Democracy and Freedom Block’. The deputy for Mersin, Ertuğrul Kürkçü is a well-known public 
figure. He is a former Revolutionary Left Party (DEV-SOL) leader. He is the only Revolutionary Youth 
(DEV-GENÇ) survivor of the 1972 Kızıldere raid. He spent many years in prison. He had been the 
object of some accusations by the leftist circles. Levent Tüzel was the leader of the Labour Party 
(EMEP) for years. He was elected deputy for Istanbul during the last election. There are people who 
want to create tension in the streets. Beware!"3 

 
The ‘provocation-motived’ visit of the BDP deputies, which already is looked at ‘suspiciously’, is 
strengthened with these pieces of personal information, whereby both members of the parliament and BDP, 
as a political actor, are shown as targets. It appears that the information on the pasts of Sırrı Süreyya Önder, 
Sebahat Tuncel and Ertuğrul Kürkçü are chosen to invoke the de facto negative judgments of the leftist 
movements of the 70s, and to strengthen the image of ‘provocating’ and question their reliability. In this 
way, an attempt is made to form a relationship between the past of the deputies and their Black Sea visit, 
and to support the implied meaning that they have gone to the Black Sea not for peace, but for 
‘provocation’. Moreover, Ertuğrul Kürkçü is presented as a leader of the DEV-SOL, although this title is still 
uncertain.  
 
In news articles about Sırrı Süreyya Önder, he is especially shown to be responsible for the events: Önder 
from BDP ignited the wick (Bizim Karadeniz, February 21, 2013), Condemn Önder first / He cursed out of 
the window and caused havoc (Bizim Karadeniz, February 25,2013). Another article with the title ‘BDP has 
to learn its lesson’ quoted from deputy prime minister Bülent Arınç (Sabah, February 22, 2013), contains 

                                                 
2
 Erkan Turan, “Parliament Members of BDP and HDK are in Sinop!", Bizim Karadeniz, February 20, 2013, p.7, Column 

3
 Mustafa Ünal, “There  are people  who want to create tension in the streets”, Zaman, February 20, 2013,  p.21, 

Column 
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more statements from him: “Instead of getting support from the wave of democracy continuing for over ten 
years, and to strengthen the political channels that were widened every year, BDP either gave into to PKK 
terror or to the chaos of the streets”. Thereby, the article acts as a mediator in holding the committee 
members responsible for the attack. To support this claim, certain newspapers publish writings stating that 
‘even’ people within BDP did not agree that this visit was a good idea, thereby strengthening the claim that 
these parliament members were not reliable and that they visited the area with ‘provocative goals’: Some 
members within BDP were against the visit (Sabah, February 21,2013), BDP left for Black Sea despite 
warnings of provocation (Zaman, February 23, 2013), What Sinop showed (Sabah, February 23,2013), Not 
a matter of committee but a matter of will (Cumhuriyet, February 20, 2013) and Does the thief have no 
fault? (Sabah, February 24, 2013).  
 
In all these news articles and columns, it is emphasized that the real injured party is the people of the Black 
Sea, of Sinop and Trabzon: Anger Overflowing at Sinop (Bizim Karadeniz, February 25, 2013), The Goal is 
Trabzon (Taka, February 27, 2013). This way, the attack on the committee is justified and shown to be a 
natural event: Good friends of the treacherous PKK members, the BDP deputies were welcomed as such 
in Sinop!, Sinop shock for BDP deputies! (Bizim Karadeniz, February 19, 2013), BDP was welcomed with 
stones at Black Sea (Taka, February 19,2013), Wish you welcome (Taka, February 19, 2013).  
 
In the details of all the news articles and columns, BDP deputies are shown to be responsible for the 
violence and losses that have been continuing for over 30 years, thereby legitimizing the attack on the 
parliament members: 
 

“The unusual explosion at Sinop, was caused by an “overflowing of anger”. The anger that grew 
over the years with martyred soldiers and the provocations of PKK and BDP could not be contained 
any longer and it was waiting to be ignited. It is only natural... "4  

 
In short, the media that commented “negatively” on the Black Sea visit made by the HDK Committee and 
BDP deputies in an attempt to discuss the peace process with the public, presented the visit as an act of 
‘provocation’, and the message of peace was either put aside or completely ignored. This way, the 
‘motivation’ of BDP deputies, who are already presented as ‘the usual suspects’ by news editors and 
columnists, were questioned, and they were shown to be inducers of the attacks. Media institutions that 
made news on the event using a “neutral” tone failed at contributing to national peace. Through the 
committee’s visit, Kurdish people were subjected to discrimination and hate speech by being associated 
with terror, instigation, violence and provocation, as opposed to being associated with political rights and 
demands. Considering the rise of lynch attempts in Turkey, media institutions’ normalizing role points to a 
situation against global human values.  
 

                                                 
4
 Ahmet Küçükbaş, “Anger Overflowing in Sinop”, Bizim Karadeniz, February 25,2013, p.4, Column  


