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MONITORING HATE SPEECH IN THE MEDIA

In Turkey, we frequently witness the use of a biased, prejudiced and discriminating language. The
provocative, racist and discriminatory language used in the news, and especially in the headlines and
news titles, becomes an instrument that entrenches stereotypes and fuels feelings of hostility and
discrimination in the society. Despite the fact that there are universal and national principles of
journalism, and that some media organizations have been issued their own code of ethics, many
journalistic end products happen to violate these principles. The use of such language entrenches
unrest in the 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 of 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 and group characteristics have an impact on the use
of hate speech; yet under certain conditions, 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 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,
democratic 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
contribute to 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. Such discourse, produced by particular publications with
opposite standpoints, sets the ground for a conflictual atmosphere. Finally, the way Taksim Gezi Park
events were covered in newspapers was important, as it revealed how the media can fuel
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 “interest lobby” discourse lead certain groups, Jews being the
first among them, to be targeted.

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
effective 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.

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
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from newspapers that he was an enemy of the Turks.” The person accused for attacking the priest of
the Church of St. Sophia in Izmir, on December 2007, stated that he committed the crime to become
a hero like Ogiin Samast.

One of the main objectives of the Hrant Dink Foundation, which was 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 the 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 featured in news
stories and opinion 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 to achieve the abovementioned goals-, the national and local press are monitored,
scanned, and news stories and opinion 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 outlets, 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 research 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 a 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 lectures on hate speech, there are theses are
dissertations that study hate speech, and in line with these efforts, we prepared a one-semester
syllabus named “Discrimination, Hate Speech, and Media” in the year of 2012 and shared it with
academicians. In this period, we are working towards improving the content of the syllabus and for
its application in universities. Moreover, we also plan to publish a multi-authored book that will both
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serve as a supplementary source for the syllabus and as an introductory source for the general
reader.

Methodology

Within the scope of the media monitoring work focusing on hate speech, all national newspapers and
approximately 500 local newspapers are scanned based on pre-determined keywords (e.g.
collaborator, Turcophobe, separatist etc.).

While the main focus has been on hate speech based on ethnic and religious identity, sexist and
homophobic discourse were also examined within the scope of the monitoring work. In this study, we
used the critical discourse analysis method, as well as other associated techniques, commonly used in
media studies. In line with the characteristics of news pieces, textual and iconographic (photographs,
pictures and other illustrations) analyses were carried out. In order determine specific indicators for
the content and discourse of the news, first, we conduct quantitative analyses on where (on which
pages), how, and through which sources hate speech is constructed.

We based our definition of hate speech on the 1997 Recommendation on hate speech accepted by
the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe. Hate speech, as defined by the Council of
Europe, “covers all forms of expression which spread, incite, promote or justify racial hatred,
xenophobia, anti-Semitism or other forms of hatred based on intolerance, including: intolerance
expressed by aggressive nationalism and ethnocentrism, discrimination and hostility against
minorities, migrants and people of immigrant origin.”

News articles identified as featuring hate speech -in accordance with the purpose and scope
explained above- are divided into categories based on qualitative characteristics of the adopted
discourse. Based on previously conducted international scientific studies, and in consideration of the
country-specific lingual and cultural differences, hateful discourse was categories as follows:

1) Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion: Any discourse that features negative generalization,
distortion, exaggeration or negative attribution targeting a community as a whole, based on a
specific individual or event (e.g. “Turkey is drowned into the sound of bells!”)

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.).

3) Enmity / War-mongering: Any discourse that includes hostile, war-mongering expressions about a
community (e.g. tyranny of infields)

4) Use of inherent identity as an element of hate or humiliation / Symbolization: Any discourse that
uses various aspects of one’s natural identity as an element of hate, humiliation or symbolization. For
example, use of phrases such as “your mother is Armenian any way” or “is your surname Davutoglu
or Davutyan?” with negative connotations.

In the year of 2013, besides hardline hate speech, discourses that are formulated in a relatively
implicit manner, and that covertly convey discriminating or alienating messages were also tackled as
the subject of a separate file. Media watch on discriminating discourse started with the examination
of discourse constructed around the Black Sea visit of the People’s Democratic Congress (HDK)
members including deputies from the Peace and Democracy Party (BDP). In this study, all news
stories and opinion columns, between February 15 and 28, covering this event in Bizim Karadeniz,
Taka, Cumhuriyet, Hiirriyet, Sabah and Zaman dailies were analyzed and the results were shared in
the previous report.
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In the second report of this year, all news stories and columns about Gezi Events published in
Habertiirk, Hiirriyet, Ozgiir Giindem, Radikal, Sabah, S6zcii, Taraf, Yeni Safak and Zaman dailies
were analyzed. These newspapers were monitored during the first week of the events, June 1-7,
2013. News pieces were then analyzed using content analysis and discourse analysis methods. The
results of this study can be found in the second section of the report.
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PART I

HATE SPEECH
IN
PRINT MEDIA



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: May-August 2013

FINDINGS

During the four months covering May, June, July and August 2013 of the Media Watch on Hate
Speech Research, 81 news stories and opinion columns were identified as targeting ethnic and
religious groups.

The period covering the second four months of 2013 showed a significant decrease compared to
previous periods; however, this decrease did not result from a reduction in hate speech. During the
analyzed period in which the Gezi Events took place, hate speech was directed towards people who
participated in the protests, a group that is difficult to identify. Detailed information on such content
can be found in the special file included in this report, as well as in this section, where we present
various samples, not included in statistical analyses. Again, connected with the news and columns
concerning Gezi Events, there has been an increase in hate speech based on “targeting”, which we
usually avoid including among our categories unless a subject is targeted based on an inherent
element of his/her identity. Since “targeting” was based on participation in and/or support to Gezi
Events, we did not include these items in statistical analyses. However, we still presented various
examples of this sort in the present section so that such content does not go unnoticed.

Another reason for the misleading reduction in the number of news items featuring hate speech was
due to the way we evaluated covert hate speech based on verses from the Qur’an. While direct
guotations from the Qur’an were not labeled as hate speech and were considered as a subject of
another discussion, the addition of hateful expressions by the author was examined within the scope
of hate speech.

Graph 1:
Hate Speech Content over Four-Month Periods
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While there was a decrease in news items featuring hate speech, the number of targeted groups
showed a remarkable increase. Among the 25 groups targeted by hate speech, some were targeted in
a single article, while 15 of them were targeted in multiple articles.

In order to reflect the diversity of targeted groups, groups who had relatively less exposure to hate
speech were not assembled into an “Other” category, as in previous reports. In this way, we tried to
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reveal how groups that become targets of hate speech change depending on the context. That being
said, the permanency of groups that have long been frequent targets of hate speech gives important
clues as to their vulnerability against hate speech.

In the examination of pieces concerning political viewpoints, extra attention has been given to the
boundary between criticism and hate speech. However, groups such as “Kemalists, socialists, and
communists” had to be included in the category of hate speech as they were exposed to blatant
insults.

When we assess common characteristics of targeted groups, we observe that groups were subjected
to hate speech based on their ethnic, religious and national identities, in rank order. Eight groups
based on ethnic origins, six groups based on religious affiliation, and seven groups based on
national identity were subjected to hate speech. Apart from these, we also observed use of hate
speech targeting groups with general expressions, such as “the West” and “ethnic minorities.” Even
though such discourse also targets groups based on their ethnic, national or religious identity, the
particular focus is not explicitly identified. The phrase “the West” frequently involved references to
“the Christian West”, however, since the phrase itself was “the West”, these articles were examined
within a different category. Since a single article may target more than one group, when the articles
with references to “the West — Christian — Non-Muslim” were examined together, hate speech was
identified in a total of 120 instances. However, there were a total of 34 articles targeting these
groups. This is important in terms of highlighting hate speech based on religious references, which
may be misleading due to its potential to be constructed in different forms.

Graph 2:
Number of Target Groups per Period
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As in the previous period, most of the news items identified to contain hate speech were published in
the national press during the period May-August 2013. Among the 81 analyzed news items, 53
(65.43%) were found in 13 national newspapers. The remaining 28 articles (34.56%) were published
in 24 local newspapers. Compared to previous periods, an increase in hate speech was observed in
the local press together with an increase in the diversity of publications resorting to hate speech.
Having said that, the groups targeted with hate speech in the local newspapers were included in
general categories (except several instances where hate speech towards Syrian refugees was
produced by a local newspaper published in Hatay).
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Similar to previous periods, it was observed that hate speech was produced particularly in opinion
columns. Of the analyzed pieces, 61 were opinion columns and 16 were news stories and one of the
items was evaluated as a photo-news. Three pieces, published under different headings in sections
allocated for readers’ contributions, were identified to contain hate speech. It is beneficial to
underscore this issue in terms of “readers’ contributions”. Finally, hate speech was identified in an
item published under the section “Press Archive”. Items published in this section are classified in two
categories; 1) the reproduction of problematic discourse through a favorable representation of
articles that contain hate speech, 2) the unfavorable presentation and targeting of articles without
hate speech content, in accordance with the newspaper’s ideology. If the original article referenced in
the Press Archive section was among the newspapers monitored within the scope of this study, the
reproduction of this discourse was not included in statistical analyses; however, referenced articles
that come from different newspapers were included in analyses. While news items based on targeting
were not included in this period’s statistics, the “Press Archive” section of Yeni Akit daily published on
June 18, 2013 stands out as an example of the second category described above. Under the heading,
“Pervert liars calling people to civil war,” authors such as Can Diindar, Mehmet Tezkan, Cengiz Candar,
and Hasan Cemal are targeted by hate speech based on their evaluations regarding Gezi Events.
Examples of this sort taking place under a heading like “archive”, point to an active participation in
the production of hate speech, rather than a passive “reproduction” process, and demonstrates the
variability of platforms where hate speech can be featured.

As mentioned above, even though their rank order changes, the most frequent targets of hate speech
stay the same regardless of the analyzed period. Similar to previous periods, Armenians constituted
the most frequent targets of hate speech followed by Jews and Christians, in rank order. While the
theme “Christian / hostile West” was encountered in 13 pieces, Kurds (5 pieces), the British (5
pieces) and Rums (Turkey Greeks, 4 pieces) constituted the next frequently targeted groups. Apart
from national, ethnic and religious groups, institutions were subjected to hate speech relatively less
than the previous periods, while hate speech against BDP prevailed. News items referring to BDP
involved an implicit discourse based on suggestions without revealing any names. Such discourse can
be exemplified with phrases such as, “Militants disguised as deputies” or “PKK’s vowless politicians”.
Again, as mentioned above, we also pinpointed a type of discourse, directed at publicly prominent
names, based on targeting and promoting hate due to their supportive stance towards Gezi Events

Two predominant issues, encountered in articles that featured hate speech, were evaluations of the
process labeled as the “Kurdish opening” or the “Solution Process,” and Gezi Protests.

Concerning the Gezi Events, we observed a discourse based on generalization of people, who actually
had gotten together within a flexible structure. On the other hand, concerning hate speech towards
Kurds, in addition to the “good Kurds / bad Kurds” discourse, we observed the use of statements such
as “Communities inhabiting various eastern cities” which obscure the target, however, just for the
very reason are more dangerous. As well as groups who were described in general terms, such as
“Non-Muslim” or “Westerner,” explicitly named groups were also subjected to hate speech such as
the “Syrian refugees”. Hate speech produced through the interpretation of the Qur’an constituted
one of the most remarkable strategies used in this period. The 51 versicle of the Maidah', even
though translated with different words in different articles, was exploited to promote hostility against
Jews and Christians. Even though different interpretations of the Maidah that do not harbor hostility
do exist, by ignoring such interpretations, Qur’an, considered sacred by Muslims, was exploited in
order to lend legitimacy to hate speech. This approach, particularly observed in opinion columns,

Lag you who have believed, do not take the Jews and the Christians as allies. They are [in fact] allies of one
another. And whoever is an ally to them among you - then indeed, he is [one] of them. Indeed, Allah guides not
the wrongdoing people.”
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gains significance when we consider its power to demonstrate how dangerous the manipulative
characteristic of the press can get. Since the production of hate speech via the use of religious
elements is a subject of another discussion, such articles were not included in statistical analyses
unless the author produced hate speech with his/her own expressions.

The distribution of news items according to targeted groups is presented below.

2
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In addition to the above, 23 news stories and opinion columns containing hate speech against women
and LGBT were not included in statistical analyses, but were examined separately in the second part.
The visibility of LGBT during the Gezi Events and the passage of the law in the UK Parliament, granting
approval to homosexual marriage played a role in the 100% increase in the number of news articles
under this category. While hate speech targeting women was identified in 12 news items, hate
speech against the LGBT was observed in 15 items and in some news items hate speech targeted both
groups.

Distribution of Content According to Types, Newspapers, and Categories

As in other periods, hate speech was produced most often in opinion columns (75.30%), whereas a
decrease was observed in the number of news stories (19.75%). Other content featuring hate speech
consisted of pages allocated to the readers’ contributions (3.7%) and to “Press Archive” (1.2%).
Differing from previous periods, where news stories were commonly published without a reference,

? Since a single news item might have targeted more than one group, the total number of instances of each
group being targeted (120) was higher than the total number of news items that featured hate speech (81).
9
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in this period 15 out of 16 analyzed news stories (93.75%) revealed their sources of information.

Graph 4:

Hate Speech by Genre
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H News story
Reader’s Letter

M Press archive

Hate speech was more prominent in the national press during this period as well (65.43%) and the
local press constituted 34.56% of the total amount.

Graph 5:

Hate Speech in National and Local Press
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Among the newspapers where hate speech was most often encountered, the first rank is shared by
Milli Gazete (12 pieces, 22.64%) and Yeni Akit (12 pieces, 22.64%). In the succeeding newspapers,
the number of items containing hate speech was half or less than half of this number: Yeni Mesaj (6
pieces, 11.3%), Ortadogu (5 pieces, 9.43%), Milat daily (3 pieces, 5.66%), Aksam (3 pieces, 5.66%),
Takvim (2 pieces, 3.77%), Anayurt (2 pieces, 3.77%), Sabah, Tiirkiye, Milliyet, and Yeni Safak (all
having 1 piece, %1.88)
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Graph 6:

Hate Sveech in National Press
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In this period, the national press published a greater number of news articles featuring hate speech
compared to the local press, similar to the previous periods. However, the difference between the
national and local press was much smaller due to the 100% increase in the number of hateful articles
published in the local press compared to the previous period (10 instances in the previous period, 28
instances in this period). Hate speech in the local press was prominent in news items concerning local
matters, however, the solution process and the Gezi Events played a role in the increase of hate
speech content.

Graph 7:

Hate Speech in Local Press
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Hate speech content in the press was examined based on 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 the basis of hate / Symbolization

These categories were formed in order to help distinguish and understand hate speech, commonly
constructed in different ways, expressed in an overt or covert manner. It is certainly possible to
identify more than one category in a single media text, however, in those cases; the category
considered as more dominant was assigned for the sake of classification. Only in cases where two
different categories had equal dominance (particularly when different groups are subjected to
different types of hate speech in a single piece), more than one category could be assigned to a single
item.

During the analyzed period spanning four months, the category labeled Exaggeration / Attribution /
Distortion ranked first (36 items) among the four categories. Enmity / War Discourse (25 items) and
Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration (21 items) ranked respectively second and third. Finally, Using a
natural element of one’s identity as the basis of hate / Symbolization (2 items) constituted the least
frequently adopted strategy.

Graph 8:

Hate Speech by Categories
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When the distribution of categories per target group is examined within the categories of hate
speech directed at Armenians, who ranked first among the targeted groups, Exaggeration /
Attribution / Distortion came first with 13 instances, followed by Enmity / War Discourse present in
11 items. Finally, two news items were categorized under Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration.
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Graph 9:

Hate Speech Towards Armenians
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For Jews, who ranked second among the groups subjected to hate speech, the categories
Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion (10 items) and Enmity / War Discourse (10 items) shared the
first rank. Two news items were categorized under Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration and 1 item
under Using a natural element of one’s identity as the basis of hate / Symbolization.

Graph 10:

o+ Hate Speech Towards Jews

B Exaggeration / Attribution /
Distortion

O Entimy / War Discourse

Blasphemy / Insult /
Degradation

B Symbolization

During the analyzed period, for Christians, who were among the three groups most frequently
targeted by hate speech, the dominant category of hate speech was Exaggeration / Attribution /
Distortion assigned to 6 items, followed by Enmity / War Discourse appearing in 5 items. These were
succeeded by the categories Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration identified in 4 items and Using a
natural element of one’s identity as the basis of hate / Symbolization identified in 1 item.
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Graph 11:

Hate Speech Towards Christians
6%

Exaggeration / Attribution /
Distortion

B Entimy / War Discourse
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Degradation

B Symbolization

In this period, there was a relative decrease in the frequency of hate speech against Kurds. Since Gezi
Events were on top of the agenda, the “Solution Process” received less coverage. Therefore, hate
speech against Kurds was encountered only in 5 instances during this period, as opposed to 12
instances identified during the previous period. Among the categories of hate speech targeting Kurds,
Enmity / War Discourse ranked first again (3 articles), while Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion
and Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration were each identified in a single article.

Graph 12:

Hate Speech Towards Kurds

B Entimy / War Discourse

O Exaggeration / Attribution /
Distortion

Blasphemy / Insult /
Degradation

For Rums (Turkey Greeks) who came right after Kurds as targets of hate speech, 4 news items were
identified. The predominant category was Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration identified in 2 of the
items, while one item was classified under both Enmity / War Discourse and Exaggeration /
Attribution / Distortion.
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Graph 13:

Hate Speech Towards Rums (Turkey Greeks)

B Entimy / War Discourse

OBlasphemy / Insult /
Degradation

Exaggeration / Attribution /
Distortion

As stated earlier, the four categories used to classify hate speech content were formed to understand
better how hate speech is constructed. Only the dominant category was assigned to each news item.
Therefore, it would be misleading to regard these categories as mutually exclusive.
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NEWS ITEMS IDENTIFIED DURING THE PERIOD MAY-AUGUST 2013

. Target
Date Newspaper Type Author Heading Grogup Hate Category
Enmity / War
st . Discourse
. op comin
. Opinion P & Jews, (Armenians),
02.May.13 Yeni Gag Selcan Tasgl between “people” . .
. Armenians Exaggeration /
Column and the “Republic” ST
Attribution /
Distortion (Jews)
Kurd,
ini Armenian,
. Opinion . "They" are now . Enmity / War
03.May.13 Ortadogu Ali Onci froel Assyrian, Discourse
! iscou
Column Chaldean,
Zarathustra
. Readers’ Selim A witness is Jews, Enmity / War
03.May.13 | Kent (Kilis) . . . .
Comments Diyarbakirli required Armenians Discourse
, Opinion . 2 police men, 4 .
Akdeniz Nedim ] . Syrian Blasphemy / Insult
06.May.13 Beva Seferod| soldiers, 6 citizens, Refugees / Denigration
z u u i i
Y Column & 1 police fell martyr & g
“Armenians £ tion /
. ini xaggeration
Istanbul Opinion betrayed, Ottomans . gg .
07.May.13 . Necdet Buluz Armenians Attribution /
Gazetesi Col protected . .
olumn Distortion
themselves...”
Opinion O Turk! How great Exaggeration /
08.May.13 | Yeni Mesaj Nurullah Cetin | you are, your blood West Attribution /
Column protects Oneness... Distortion
o Blasphemy / Insult
Erzurum Opinion The Essence of the . / Denigration -
08.May.13 L Dursun Sen Armenians .
Yeni Giln Column Issue Enmity / War
Discourse
. ini Exaggeration
Istanbul Opinion Towards Kurdish- Kurds, gg . /
09.May.13 . Necdet Buluz . . . Attribution /
Gazetesi Col Armenian alliance Armenians . .
olumn Distortion
. . Opinion A friendly, Turk’ish Christians, Enmity / War
09.May.13 | Yeni Mesaj Mustafa Aslan . .
Column warning! Jews Discourse
L Opinion Dead children with o Enmity / War
09.May.13 Yeni Cag Servet Avci . Ezidis .
Column hooked jaws Discourse
. Opinion . Blasphemy / Insult
09.May.13 Takvim Bekir Hazar Stamped cattle Germans . .
Column / Denigration
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Exaggeration /

Hatay . ‘Do not be Syrian o
10.May.13 . News story | News Service Attribution /
Ozyurt treacherous!’ refugees . .
Distortion
. Bartholomeos also L Exaggeration /
. Abdissamet Christians, T
13.May.13 | Milli Gazete | News story uttered that . Attribution /
Karatas Armenians . .
statement Distortion
ini Exaggeration
- Opinion . Thousand-year-old . gg . /
14.May.13 | Millilrade Vehbi Ors Armenians Attribution /
Col brotherhood . .
olumn Distortion
ini Yuruk tents fumin
. . Opinion . & ] Enmity / War
14.May.13 | Yeni Mesaj Mustafa Aslan in Taurus Armenians .
Column . Discourse
0 Mountains
Don’t give your
ini blessings if you
. Opinion g1y . Enmity / War
14.May.13 Yeni Gag Selcan Tasgl don’t want to pay Armenians .
Column " o Discourse
0 the price” by your
life...”
ini Ezidi Esed drinks
o Opinion . o Blasphemy / Insult
17.May.13 Yeni Akit Sevki Yilmaz | blood, the modern Ezidis / Denigrati
enigration
Column (!) world watches... &
Use of inherent
Kitahya ini identity as an
y Opinion Suleyman Profound Y
20.May.13 Zafer ¢ tructuri Jews element of hate or
anan structurin
Gazetesi Column & humiliation /
Symbolization
Message of the
ini May 19
Kayseri Opinion Nurullah v . Ethnic Blasphemy / Insult
20.May.13 Erci Avd Commemoration of inoriti / Denigrati
rciyes In minorities enigration
y Column Y Ataturk, Youth and &
Sports Day
Opinion "They are Gypsies, Exaggeration /
22.May.13 Ortadogu Sukrd Alnmiagik we are Roma Attribution /
Column Turkmenians...” Distortion
ini . Muslim standin
. Opinion Ismail Hakki . . & . Blasphemy / Insult
22.May.13 | Milli Gazete ki against enemies of | Non-Muslim . .
Column Akkiraz istam / Denigration
ini Ummah Western
. Opinion . . . Enmity / War
22.May.13 Yeni Akit Faruk Kose consciousness and countries, bi
iscourse
Column total jihad Jews
Zirve Opinion Nurullah Who are PKK and . Enmity / War
27.May.13 . . Armenians .
Gazetesi Column Aydin Armenian converts? Discourse
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ini Exaggeration
. Opinion . The West and the West, the gg . /
29.May.13 Ortadogu lhsan Muslu Civilizati British Attribution /
ivilization ritis
Column Distortion
ini Exaggeration
. . Opinion Dear Bozdag! Is Christians, g$ . /
30.May.13 | Yeni Mesaj Akin Aydin Erdogan the Satan? | Attribution /
rdogan the Satan? ews
Column g Distortion
. Exaggeration /
. We cannot be allies S
05.June.13 | Milli Gazete | News story | Mustafa Kilig . Lo Westerners Attribution /
with the infidels . .
Distortion
Armenians,
Two martyrs of a Serbi
ini erbians,
. Opinion just case: Selguk Blasphemy / Insult
06.June.13 | Ortadogu Abbas Bozyel buracik Halil Rums, / Denigration
uracik, Hali . i i
Column ) Bulgarians, &
Esendag
the French
Opinion We are raising
. Mahmut ) o Blasphemy / Insult
10.June.13 | Milli Gazete Topta hypocrytical Christians / Denigration
i i
Column ptas Muslims g
Muhsin Government is . Exaggeration /
L o Armenians, .
17.June.13 Yeni Akit News story Bayraktar / revitalizing the Christi Attribution /
ristians
Ankara monastery Distortion
ini Exaggeration
. Opinion . Get Your Hands off gg . /
18.June.13 | Ortadogu Murat Ide ¢ our i Jews Attribution /
of Our Fla
Column 8 Distortion
"SUSA" is an . tion /
ini Xaggeration
. Opinion Mehmet enlightening gg .
21.June.13 | Dogru News Jews Attribution /
Col Baran document of a . .
olumn ] Distortion
period
. Blatant Mason Blasphemy / Insult
21.June.13 | Milli Gazete | News story | Mustafa Kilig Masons L
Propaganda / Denigration
Hiseyin . Exaggeration /
o N Infidels come out of . T
24.June.13 Yeni Akit News story Kulaoglu / Non-Muslim Attribution /
) everywhere! . .
Istanbul Distortion
Opinion Exaggeration /
24.June.13 | YeniSafak Yusuf Kaplan The Key Point West Attribution /
Column Distortion
ini No such cowardice
Opinion Rasim Ozan Kemalists, Blasphemy / Insult
25.June.13 Sabah . was ever seen o . .
Column Kitahyali before Socialists / Denigration
Opinion
26.June.13 istiklal Ali Bektan Why is UEFA an The French Exaggeration /
Column enemy of the Attribution /

18




Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: May-August 2013

Turks? Distortion
. Opinion o The British, Enmity / War
26.June.13 Takvim Erglin Diler War started .
Column Jews Discourse
Exaggeration
. Reader's Why does a Muslim gg . /
28.June.13 | Milli Gazete Samet Pagaci . Jews Attribution /
Comment exist? . .
Distortion
: Opinion . , . Exaggeration /
Milat Muhammed | Turning the Qur'an Shi’ism / L
01.July.13 Gazetesi Bakil it 'haf Shi‘it Attribution /
azetesi zkili into mus’ha i'ites
Column ¢ Distortion
Use of inherent
, , : identity as an
L Readers Let’s be one against L
04.July.13 Yeni Akit ] Fuat Cakir . Christianity element of hate or
Voice satanic minds o
humiliation /
Symbolization
The independence
ini of the nation will be | Ethnic groups
Opinion ] ) g ) P Blasphemy / Insult
05.July.13 Anayurt Fuat Yilmazer | ensured by the will inhabiting / Denigrati
enigration
Column and determination Turkey &
of the very nation
Deputy received his
. L Blasphemy / Insult
05.July.13 | Adana Toros | Newsstory | Anonymous last award in a Christianity . .
/ Denigration
church
i We should not have
. Opinion Huseyin Macit . . Enmity / War
10.July.13 Yeni Cag Vusuf any business with Rums Oi
usu iscourse
Column the Rums
ini 25 Days to Gettin
. Opinion Vy & Blasphemy / Insult
10.July.13 | Sivas Postasl Ayhan Batur | the Discharge Paper Kurds . .
Column / Denigration
olu July 14 2011
Ankara P Exaggeration /
ress
12.July.13 News Archi Anonymus Armenian Cruelty! Armenians Attribution /
rchive
Vaktim Distortion
ini Exaggeration
. Opinion Mustafa The merit of o gg . /
13.July.13 | Milli Gazete & deceivi Muslim! Christians Attribution /
zcan eceiving a Muslim!
Column & Distortion
. Opinion Mahmut Infidels are getting . Enmity / War
16.July.13 | Milli Gazete Non-Muslims .
Column Toptas all the marbles Discourse
Samsun Opinion Dursen . Enmity / War
16.July.13 . Betrayal Among Us Armenians .
Manset Column Ozalemdar discourse
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Enmity / War
discourse (directed
to the West)

Opinion . Western
- Ismail Hakki , . .
17.July.13 | Milli Gazete . Qur’an and believer | World, Jewish,
Akkiraz Blasphemy / Insult
olumn Christian S
/ Denigration (for
Christians and
Jews)
Opinion
. . West, Blasphemy / Insult
17.July.13 Yeni Akit Mustafa Celik | No acquittal will ) P ) y/_
Column come from Council Kemalists / Denigration
of Wolves
Durhasan
Koca, Head of p . .
the 87.9% of this Exaggeration /
22.July.13 | BoluTakip | News story . country says 'l am a Armenians Attribution /
Confederation " . .
) Turk Distortion
of Turkic
Tribes
22.Julv.13 Karadeniz Opinion ismet Civilization of blood Christians, Blasphemy / Insult
July.
v Glne Bakis Column Hacisalihoglu and hatred Jews / Denigration
Kibris Halkin Opinion Unwavering hatred Blasphemy / Insult
24.July.13 . C. Turanh Rums, Greeks L
Sesi Column and grudge / Denigration
Kayseri Opinion Nurullah Are Arabs a Blasphemy / Insult
29.July.13 . . Arabs . .
Erciyes Column Aydin damned society? / Denigration
o Infidel looters...
Opinion . . . Snail sellers of the . Blasphemy / Insult
29.July.13 | Adana Toros Ismail Cevik . Non-Muslims . .
Column Infidel / Denigration
Neighborhood...
Opinion Serdar Gezi Events, PKK Exaggeration /
30.July.13 Yeni Akit A and Armenians of Armenians Attribution /
rseven
Column 2015!.. Distortion
ini Are we ready for Armenians, Exaggeration
N Opinion Mehmet y gg . /
30.July.13 | Milli Gazete Sevket Eygi the second act of Jews, Attribution /
Column ve disaster? Christians Distortion
ini Know Thy Friend
oo Opinion y. Christians, Enmity / War
30.July.13 Yeni Akit Abdullah Yildiz| and Foe with the | Di
Column Quran! ews iscourse
ini Exaggeration
Samsun Opinion Dursen . Armenians, gg . /
31.July.13 .. Dance with the PKK Attribution /
Manset Column Ozalemdar Jews

Distortion
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Opinion

Behget Can6z

Milat ] El Sisi's of the West, Zionists, Enmity / War
31.July.13 . (President of o .
Gazetesi Col Harlot Civilization Jews Discourse
olumn STAM)
o Unbearable
. . Opinion . lightness of taking Christianity, Enmity / War
31.July.13 | Yeni Mesaj Nurullah Cetin .
Column revenge from West Discourse
Atatirk
Corum Opinion Selahattin West, Enmity / War
31.July.13 . Wake up already! . .
News Column Aydemir Armenians Discourse
Canakkale Opinion Necmi Enmity / War
31.July.13 Flag... Kurds, Jews .
News Column Akyalcin Discourse
ini Masons, Masons, .
L Opinion Abdurrahman . . Enmity / War
31.July.13 Yeni Akit Dilinak Communists and Communists, Discourse
ili iscou
Column P Jews! Jews
31.Julv.13 Milat Opinion Abdilkadir The War's filth left West, The Blasphemy / Insult
July. .
v Gazetesi Column Ikbal to Muslims British / Denigration
02.Auz.13 Samsun Opinion Dursen From EMPHATY to Armenians, Enmity / War
.Aug. N
& Manset Column Ozalemdar YOUPATHY! Jews, Kurds Discourse
Recurrence in E tion /
ini xaggeration
Opinion Mustafa heedlessness, Jews, Non- gg .
06.Aug.13 Anayurt N s bet land Musli Attribution /
evruz Sinaci etrayal an uslims
Column y. Distortion
calamity!..
. We are not Exaggeration /
o Sinan Kaya / . . o
06.Aug.13 Yeni Akit News story Ank comfortable in our Armenians Attribution /
nkara
uplands Distortion
. Exaggeration /
German violence to D
13.Aug.13 Aksam News story DHA aTurk Germans Attribution /
Distortion
o Exaggeration
. Opinion Mahmut World Rabiat'll g$ . /
19.Aug.13 | Milli Gazete Tobt Adevi S West Attribution /
opta eviyye Square
Column ptas yve =9 Distortion
Exaggeration /
20.Aug.13 Milliyet News story Senad Ok British Torture The British Attribution /
Distortion
Exaggeration
British Robbers of " g$ . /
20.Aug.13 Aksam News story | Nebahat Kog The British Attribution /

Karacaahmet

Distortion
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ini Christians,
. . Opinion . ) Enmity / War
20.Aug.13 | Yeni Mesaj Mustafa Aslan | Are you coming? Armenians, .
Discourse
Column Jews
Sinan Church tour for o Exaggeration /
L . . . Christianity, T
21.Aug.13 Yeni Akit News story Yavuzoglu/ | primary school kids Judai Attribution /
udaism
Ankara in the Foster Land! Distortion
Bloodsucker £ tion /
ini xaggeration
. Opinion Yusuf vampires, may gg .
21.Aug.13 | Milli Gazete Altunt God' b Jews Attribution /
untepe od's curse be
Column P Distortion
upon you...!!!
Exaggeration
. Greek Hostility gg ) /
21.Aug.13 | Kibris Giines | Photo-News | Anonymous Greeks Attribution /
towards Turks! . .
Distortion
ini Mustafa Western
Lo Opinion . Developments in Enmity / War
27.Aug.13 Tirkiye Necati world, .
Col " the Islam World o Discourse
olumn Ozfatura Christianity
ini Will the Prime
Opinion . o ] Enmity / War
27.Aug.13 Aksam Turgay Gller | Minister give such a Jews Di
iscourse
Column talk one day?
. . Exaggeration /
Lo Ramazan Armenian Game in . o
28.Aug.13 Yeni Akit News story Armenians Attribution /
Alkan / Ankara Van . .
Distortion
o . Exaggeration /
. . Missionary snare in . o
28.Aug.13 Tlnaydin News story IHA Armenians Attribution /

Van

Distortion
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EXAMPLES BY CATEGORY

Enmity / War Discourse

Heading: Masons, communists and Jews!
Newspaper: Yeni Akit

Date: 31.07.2013

Type: Opinion column

Author: Abdurrahman Dilipak

In this column authored by Abdurrahman Dilipak, we see an example of hate speech built on political
views. Dilipak, who positions the groups mentioned in the title against Muslims, first, depicts those
who share a particular group membership, an ideology or a religious identity as “deep state” and
“mafia,” and defines them as “carrion crows”. Second, he creates a sharp contrast between a group,
in which he also includes himself, and the groups he explicitly names, by his statement “this is an
eternal and a never-ending world-wide war.” Dilipak quotes from Imam Humeyni, “If all Muslims
poured a glass of water, Israel would be flooded” and couples this with a quote from the poet Necip
Fazil Kisakirek, “O! My enemy, you are my expression and my pace / Like the morning needs the
night, for me you are a must”. Via such quotes, he promotes a violent conflict among people and
establishes an “us — other” relationship based on conflict and hate.
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Masonlar, komiinistler
ve Yahudiler! %

Yetmedi mi hala! Evet
lar, komiinistler ve Y: er
var. Mafia var, derin devlet
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Enmity / War Discourse

Heading: From EMPATHY to YOUPATHY!
Newspaper: Samsun Mangset

Date: 02.08.2013

Type: Opinion column

Author: Dursen Ozalemdar

In this article, the recent developments in Syria and Egypt are juxtaposed with the developments
during the Gezi Events and the “Solution Process” without explicitly naming the latter events. The
article portrays Kurds as “the country’s enemies” and associates them with Jews and Christianity. The
text makes an implicit call for violence by stating that Turkey is showing “patience and endurance” to
what Kurds, who actually belong to the said religions, are “doing” and justifies potential acts of
violence. The Peace and Democracy Party (BDP) deputies, named once in the article, are depicted
with expressions such as “those who commit crime of betrayal to the homeland,” and “militants
under the disguise of deputies.” Moreover, concerning the situation Turkey is confronted with, he
emphasizes that “patience” is shown. The text refers to the characterization of police intervention
during Gezi Events as “excessive use of force” and defines those who object to the use of excessive
force as “sold out”. Publishing this kind of an opinion column, especially in a locality that can be
considered more vulnerable in terms of being prone to danger, and during a sensitive period,
contributes to social polarization, which may potentially result in violence.
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TEFEKKUR

EMPATI'den
SENPATI'ye !

Suriye ve Mi-
sirdaki insanlar,
kendi durumlarini
gorip, Turkiye'de
40 yii askin bir
zamandir devam
eden, Ermeni ve
Yahudi  kokenli
kirt-lerin, yaptikla-
rini karsilastirdiklarinda, Turkiye'nin ne kadar
SABIR ve TAHAMMUL gésterdigini gérerek,
kendilerine reva goriillen KATLIAMLARA feryat
etmektedir.

Dursen OZALEMDAR

Devlet'in BABA gibi olmasi prensibinde, Mi-
sir ve Suriye'deki KATLIAMLARA karsin, daha
da azginlik iginde olan PKK hlara, Vandallara,
Sadece Cop ,Biber gazi ve Su sikarak karsilik
veren Giivenlik giiglerinin, durumu ile mukaye-
se ettiklerinde, Misir ve Suriye’deki katliamlar
yaninda, Tirkiye'dekinin baba sefkati ile yapi-
lan IKAZ gibi gériildugudr.

VATANA IHANET SUGU ISLEYEN, Millet

LITANLARA dahi, alicenaplik iginde olan Tiir-
kiye, En Ust diizeyde maas, makam ve imkan-
lar saglayarak bu insanlari I[HANETLERINE
ragmen adam yerine koyma SABRINI goster-
mesi, hayat hakki tanimasi, Tirk milletinin gu-
ciine ragmen, bu azinigin, AZGINLIGINI hos-
gori ve Kanunlar mgvacehesinde uygulama

Medlisi gatisi altindaki Vekil kimligindeki MI-
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onemlidir.

goru ve Kanunlar muvacenesinde uyguliama
yaparak ADALETI SAGLAMA da, Misir ve Su-
riye insanin kendine uygulananla, Tirkiye'de
uygulanani yan yana getirdiginde EMPATI ya-
pabilecek bir KANTARI bulmasinin da mimkin
olmadigidir.

ORANTISIZ GUC yaygarasi ile, TERORIST-
LERE kars! sikilan su, biber gazi'ni dahi ¢ok
goren satiimiglarin, POLIS ve Giivenlik gligleri-
mize, Terdristlerin attigi, MOLOTOF BOMBAS!,
CIVILI HAVAI FISEK, Celik bilye atan SAPAN-
LAR, KALDIRIM TASLARI ve ellerine gegirdik-
leri, tedarik ettikleri her turlli yaralayici, OL-
DURUCU madde ile saldirirken, bunlan MA-
SUM gengler olarak telaffuz etmeleri, ne denli
bir IHANET i@inde olunuldugunu gérmemek ve.-
anlayamamanin sapikligidir.

Altan yukari dogru, ayni eyler
nan lilke diismant bu insanlarin_ K7
ki olugumu, ayni oyunu oynayarak, Suriye’ deki
faaliyetleri, filen ortada iken, Heyetler ve sahis- .
lar gonderilerek, Turkiye'yi UYUTMA politika-
larinin, yogunlugunu bu giinlerde gormekteyiz.

BDP lilerin, bosluk bulduklarindaki yaptiklari
¢ikislar, Gliney dogu illerimizdeki PKK faaliyet-
leri, Tehdit iceren beyanatlar, Suriye’deki du-
rumlar bir araya getirildiginde, Suriyeli milyon-
larca vatandasin ENPATISINE sigmayan, PKK
ya, Tiirkiye'de gosterilen miisamahanin, ANTI-
PAT| olmasi gergegi ile sekillenebilmektedir.
Irak ve Suriye’de Tlrkmen gergedini dile getire-
meyen Tlrkiye'nin, :

PKK yetkilileri ve PYD sozctleri ile, neyi ko-
nustugu merak konusu iken, isin SENPATIYE
déniismemesi Milli menfaatlerimiz agisindan
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Exaggeration / Attribution /
Distortion

Heading: German violence to the
Turk

Newspaper: Aksam

Date: 13.08.2013

Type: News story

Author: Dogan News Agency (DHA)

’

According to the Turkish Journalists
Declaration of Rights and
Responsibilities “An action or an
offence committed by an individual
should not be attributed to his or
her race, nationality, religion, sex or
sexual choice, any disease or
physical or mental disorder unless
there is relevance or evident public
interest.” It should first be asserted
that this news story, which is
sampled with reference to the
above-mentioned principle, is
problematic in terms of journalism
ethics among other things. If we

examine the news story with regards

to hate speech content, the manner
in which the event in the story is
covered is troublesome, considering
the history of the relationship
between Turkey and Germany.
When we consider the past assaults
of xenophobic groups labeled
“Skinheads” or “Neo-Nazis” who
targeted Turks living in Germany, the
title seems to make a generalization,
associating this group with the
whole German population.
Moreover, the production of such
discourse by a news agency requires
extra attention since hate speech
content produced by news agencies
has a higher likelihood of being
reproduced via various media
outlets that give place to news from
news agencies.

Turk'e Alman siddeti

Il ALMANYANIN Duisburg kentin-
de yasayan Albayrak Ailesi, yakinlari-
n1 ugurlamak igin gittikleri K6ln-Bonn
Havalimani'nda polis siddetiyle karsi-
lasti. Bagina aldig1 cop darbesiyle bayi-
lan Yasar Albayrak (51) hastanelik oldu.
Albayrak “Almanya'da isverenim. Ver-
gi veriyorum. Hukuki yollardan mutlaka
hakkimizi arayacagiz” dedi. « 10'DA
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Alman polis siddeti

ALMANYA'NIN Duisburg kentinde oturan
Trabzonlu Albayrak Ailesi, bir yakinlari-
ni ugurlamak icin gittikleri Kéln-Bonn Ha-
valimani'nda Alman polisinin siddetiyle
karsilastl. Alman polisi tarafindan tartak-
lanan 51 yasindaki Yasar Albayrak, basina
aldigi cop darbesiyle bayilip yere yigil-

di. Basinda 3.5 santimlik yara acilan, gbzi
moraran ve kolu incinen Albayrak, teda-
visinin ardindan taburcu edildi. Alman-
ya'da isveren oldugunu ve bu memlekete
vergi verdigini soyleyen Albayrak, “Hu-
kuki yollardan mutlaka hakkimizi araya-
cagiz" dedi. Sozlusinun biletiyle ilgili bir
yetkiliden bilgi almaya calistigini sdyle-
yen Ediz Albayrak, “Bizimle ilgilenmeyin-
ce 'Neden bize yardimcl olmuyorsunuz?’
dedim, aramizda kisa streli bir tartisma
oldu. Bu sirada gelen polisler babama sal-
dirip dévmeye basladi” dedi. (DHA)
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Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion

Heading: ‘Do not be treacherous!’
Newspaper: Hatay Ozyurt

Date: 10.05. 2013

Type: News story

Author: News Center

The news story, by citing the statements of Mehmet Fettah Ciftci, the head of Hatay Bayir Bucak Turks
Association, contributes to the circulation of hate speech. Ciftci makes a statement concerning
various events that occurred in the camping region of Syrian refugees. On the basis of claims
regarding Syrian refugees’ assaults against citizens of the Turkish Republic, he defines such acts as
“treason against the homeland.” When the tension in the region is taken into account, such
statements can be considered as precursors of extremely dangerous results. Indeed, such results are
hinted at by the statement “(...) don’t be treacherous, since you came, we want you to stay smart
until these events come to an end.” The “good / bad” differentiation discourse produced for
Armenians and Kurds in the previous period is produced this time, in Cift¢i’s discourse, for Syrian
refugees. This is important since it shows the common patterns of hate speech.

Hainlik yapmaymn!

Hatay Bayir Bucak Tiirkleri Dernegi Bagkam Mehmet Fettah Ciftci,

Suriye'den gelen ve Reyhanh'da huzursuzluk yaratanlara seslendi..

HABER MERKEZIi
atay Bayir Bucak Tiirkleri Dernegi
Bagkani Mehmet Fettah Ciftgi,
gectigimiz giinlerde Reyhanli
ilgesinde yasanan olaylari sert bir dille
elestirdi.

Suriye'den gelip Tiirkiye'de olay ¢ikarmak
isteyenlere seslenen Baskan Ciftei, “Tiirkiye
Cumhuriyeti vatandaslarina saldiriimasinm
siddetli kimyoruz. Hem iilkendeki olaylardan
kagip Tiirkiye'ye siginacaksin hem ekmegini
yiyip yatacaksin hem de bu devletin
vatandagina saldiracaksin. Bu vatan
hainligidir” dedi.

REYHANLI'DAKI OLAY HEPIMIZi
DERINDEN UZDU

Hatay Bayir Bucak Tiirkleri Dernegi
Baskam Ciftci, 'Suriye'den Tiirkiye'ye gelen
sigimaci Tiirkmenlerin Hatay'in hemen
hemen her ilgesinde akrabalari bulunmaktadir'

diyerek, “Reyhanli'da yasanan olaylar
hepimizi derinden {izmiistiir. Reyhanli'daki
Suriyeli vatandaglarin Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti
vatandasina saldirmasini siddetle kimyoruz.
TURK BAYRAGININ
YAKILMASINI LANETLIYORUZ

lanetle kiniyoruz. Bizler Bayir Bucak
Tiirkmenleri olarak her zaman soyliiyoruz;
hem iilkemize geleceksin canimi zor
kurtaracaksin, hem bu devletin, milletin
ekmegini yiyip suyunu igeceksin hem de bu
devletin vatandasina saldiracaksin. Bu bizim
igin vatan hainligidir. Suriye'den gelen bu tiir
olaylara kariganlara sesleniyoruz; hainlik
yapmayin, geldiginiz gibi bu olaylar bitene
kadar da akilli durmanmizi istiyoruz. Bu milleti
birbirine diigiirmek i¢in emeller kuruyorsaniz
bunu bagaramayacaksimz” dedi.
AMACIN iC KARISIKLIK
YARATMAK OLDUGUNU
DUSUNUYORUZ

Hatay Bayir Bucak Tiirkleri Dernegi
Bagkan1 Mehmet Fettah Ciftci, karisiklik
yaratmadaki amacin i¢ karigikhik ¢ikarmak
olduguna dikkat gekerek, “Bu millet birdir,
milli birligini ve biitiinligiinii hicbir zaman
kaybetmemistir. Bizlerin Suriye'den gelen
akrabalarimiz bulunmaktadir. Akrabalik
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Ayrica Tiirk Bayragimizin yakilmasim da

baglarimiz birinci dereceye kadar dayaniyor.
Bu gibi olaylari ¢ikaranlar Tiirkiye
Cumhuriyeti Devletini karigtirmak ve i¢
karigikhiga gotirmek amagli oldugunu
diigtiniiyoruz. Cok stikiir ki; Tiirkmen
soydaglarimiz bu gibi olaylara bugiine kadar
katilmamugtir. Bugiinden sonra da Tiirkiye
Cumbhuriyeti Devletini zora ve sikintiya
sokacak higbir olayn ierisinde
olmayacaklardir.

TURKIYE CUMHURIYETI

TURKMENLERIN iKiNCI VATANIDIR

Bayir Bucak Tiirkmenleri olarak gerek
¢adir kentlerde kalan ve gerekse pasaportuyla
gelip evler de kalan Tiirkmenlerimizin Tiirkiye
Cumhuriyeti Devleti ikinci vatanlaridir.

Dernek yonetim kurulu olarak oncelikle
bizler yakinen bu insanlari birebir olarak takip
ediyor, bu insanlara gerekli bilgileri veriyoruz.
Yaklagik iki yildan bu yana Suriye'den gelen
akrabalarimiza yardimlarimizi esirgemiyoruz,
bununla ilgili olarak gerekli ilgililerle goriigiip
bu insanlart ikinci vatanlarinda, kendi
evlerindeki rahathgi, huzuru mutlulugu
verdirmeye ¢alistyoruz.

Bu konuda dernegimizle irtibata gegip
goriigen tiim ilgili mercilere Hatay Bayir
Bucak Tiirkmenleri adina ¢ok tegekkiir
ediyorum” dedi.
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Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration

Heading: Unwavering hatred and grudge
Newspaper: Kibris Halkin Sesi

Date: 24.07.2013
Type: Opinion Column
Author: C. Turanh

Turanl’s column, besides constituting an example to hate speech, gives an idea about journalism
practices. The original piece was published in 1963 and referred to an event that occurred at that
time. In the present column, this piece is taken out of context and hate speech towards a particular
group is situated in a continuity. Turanl’s column looks at history from a particular perspective and
accepts this perspective as the absolute truth. Through this perspective, built on a perception of
“hostility,” the events claimed to have taken place in the past become the foundation and justification
for hostility today. The piece contains expressions about Rums and Greeks such as “Some rich Rums
bearing hostility against Turkishness” and “cannibal herd” and ends with the statement that reads
“The Turk is so chivalrous and noble that he nurses his mortal enemies in his bosom.” This statement
goes beyond “othering” and fuels hostility, by implying that “this state of affairs might change some
day” and by posing a threat that could turn into a physical act from a verbal one.

Sonmeyen kin ve garez

Ingilizce "TIME" dergisi, Biyiik
Atatiirk'imize saygisizea  dil
uzatmig. Ama Atatiirk ulu bir
gInar, bir dag parcasini andinr. 0,
diinya durdukga bir insandsti dev
adam olarak anilacaktr. "TIME"
dergiiise,ste orai gimiz b,
bayagi hirslara, seviyesiz kinlere
alet olabilen bir siiriim gazetesi..,
Bunu yapmakla "TIME" dergisi
yiikselmis mi? Yooo, bilakis gok
asagllara  dismistir. Neden
yapmigtir bu dergi, bu saldirny?
Cunkd  birtakim  Tirklik
diismanlarinin tuzagina
diismistir, “TIME” gibi dinyaca
meshur  bir dergiden bu
beklenmezdi ama, isin herhalde
bir de maddi yonii vardir. Ginki
simdiye kadar bu nevi saldinglan
hep Tirklik diismani bazi zengin
Rumlar  finanse etmislerdir.
Bunun da ardinda bu tip, "yeni
dinya"  zengini  Rumlarin

bulundugu siiphesizdir, "TIME"
dergisi ne yazmig Atatirk iin?
$imdi buna gelelim; Atatiirk,
Kurtulug Savas sirasinda Anadolu
da bulunan bir buguk milyona
yakin Hiristiyan's katlettirmis ve
bir kismini da Anadolu'dan
gikarmig! “TIME" iste béyle diyor!
Halbuki bu ger ceklere hic de
uymuyor. 1919'dan 1923'e kadar
Anadolu'da cereyan etmis olan
miithis maceraya, biltiin dinya
sahit olmustur. Bu tarih ok
uzaklarda degildir. Daha diin
denecek kadar yakin bir gecmiste
wuku  bulmugtur.  Bunu
degistirmek, tahrif etmek ayip
degil mi? "TIME" dergisinin tarihi
bilgisi bu kadar mi kit? 1919'da
Yunanlilar, Turk vatani Anadolu'ya
asker cikarmiglar ve icerilere
dogru ~ olmadk  mezalim
yapmiglardir. Bir imha planiyla
hareket eden o devrin Yunanlilan,
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Ege bolgesindeki biitiin Turk kdy
ve kasabalarini insafsizca atege
vermisler, masum ve silahsiz Tark
halkini kiligtan gegirmisler, gebe
kadinlari siingi ile ikiye bigmisler,
ihtiyarlarin ve gocuklarin baslarini
dom dom kursunlanyla delik

desik etmislerdir.
Bu yamyamlar siirist dylesine
mithis  vahset  ornekleri

vermislerdir ki, tarihte gene
Hiristiyanlarin ~ eseri  olan
"engizisyon” mezalimi, bunlarin
yaninda gocuk oyuncag| kalmigtr.
Buna mukabil, Atatirk ortaya
ablmig,  Tirkin  haklarimi

savunmus, bir ordu tegkil ederek

istildcs ~ sdrileri  yurdundan
kovmustur. Bu arada tabii ki, Cetin
harpler olmus, savagan her iki
taraf da kayiplara ugramistr.
“TIME"  dergisi acaba bu
savalarda ve Yunan ordusunun
vahseti sirasinda ne kadar Tirkiin

“insanhgindan

hayatini kaybettigini kag yuvanin
ykildigini, kag Turk koyi ile
kasabasinin yikildigini biliyor mu
ve acaba bunlar incelmek
‘zahmeti ne katlandi mi? Hla bir
Hagh zihniyetiyle hareket eden
"TIME" dergisi, Trkleri, kendi
yurtlarinda bogmaga gelenlerden
hesap soracagina, o yamyam
siiriilerine insanlik adina takbih
edecegine kalkmis da, Atatirk'e
dil uzatmis.. Bu, dogrudan
dofruya . cehaletin,  Tirk
dusmanhiginin eseridir ve bunun
gerisinde, muhakkak ki Athena
goraslar, Turkin asaletinden,
* faydalanan
parazitler vardir. "TIME" dergisi,
iste goziiyle gorsiin ki, Turk can
dismanlarini koynunda
besleyecek kadar civanmert ve
asidir.
C. TURANLI
(13 Temmuz 1963 Halkin Sesi)
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Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration

Heading: No such cowardice was ever seen before
Newspaper: Sabah

Date: 25.06.2013

Type: Opinion Column

Author: Rasim Ozan Kiitahyal

The piece by Rasim Ozan Kiitahyali takes Gezi Park Events as its basis and associates the events with
advocacy for US intervention, collaboration with imperialism etc., while attributing the protests to
Kemalists, socialists, neo-nationalists and CHP. As mentioned in the beginning of this report, we were
conservative in labeling a particular statement as hate speech if it concerned a political group, in
most cases favoring the label criticism over hate speech. However, Kiitahyal surpasses this boundary
by insulting certain individuals who define themselves in accordance with particular ideologies
and/or a particular political stance. Assertions such as, “(...) appealed to baseness,” “(...) licking their
butts,” “maniacal talks”, “pinnacle of nuttiness and being sold out”, “those deprived of dignity,”
“frontrunner of this ignominy,” “because you are unscrupulous, wretched and shameless”, and “I
already knew that you were impertinent and utterly worthless”, combined with the insults to
certain sects mentioned in the piece serve to foster differentiation (and even hate and hostility)
among different ideologies.

Al kl b Erdoij.an i(arsltl vayin yapmn” dive her
g a. lgln glin yalvariyor bunlar.

Yillarca emperyalist dedikleri gliclerin

)
b 6y19 Sl popolarini yalamak icin tim ulusalcilar ve

solcular kuyrukta bekliyor.
Erdogan’dan kurtulmak icin Turkiye've

gﬁrﬁlmemigtir bir ABD mudahalesini savunan sosyalist-

ler ve Kemalistler var.

ilivorsunuz yillarca ensemiz- Bu manyakca laflar Twitter’da acik
Bde “Emperyalizm” dive “Tam acik da yaziyorlar. Delirmisligin ve satil-
bagimsizhik” diye boza pisirenler mishgin son noktasi artik bu.
vardi. Yillarca “Alcak Soros, turuncu dev-
Iste bu palavralarn sikan Kemalistler rimler, Amerikan e.trlp?,l'yali?mi”. dedi-
ve sosyalistler bu siirecte “emperyalist ler. Acik Toplum Enstitiisti’'ne kuifrettiler.
giicler”in képekligine soyundu. Simdi surekli kufrettikleri buytik kapita-
Ciinkii tek amaclan vardi: Erdogan’s list Soros’tan para dilenir halde bu haysi-

yet yoksunlari.

En ac1 olani maalesef Turkiye’'nin ana-
muhalefet partisi CHP bu serefsizligin bay-
raktarligini yapiyor.

Yillarca “Tam Bagmsiz Tiirkiye”
diyenlerin “Emperyalizme tam bagiml
Tirkiye” icin savastigina sahit oluyoruz.

Iste bu kadar ilkesiz, bu kadar sefil, bu
ABD’ve ve lsrail’e kadar hayasiz oldugunuz icin bu halkin

“Su Tayyip’i devirin. cogunlugu sizden tiksiniyor.

£ — /
Ne isterseniz yapanz” R - a Demokratik yollarla hicbir zaman ikti-
diven hain generallerle a.‘.SI m Uzan dara gelemeyeceginiz i¢cin resmen emper-
ayni zihniyetteydiler. s ViV B 4 V8 ] valistlere usakhik yapiyorsunuz.

devirmek... Bu amacg
ugruna her sey
mubahti. Hicbir ahlaki
ilkeleri yoktu.

Erdogan devrilsin
de isterse ulkede kan
gévdeyi goétiirsiin umur-
larinda degildi.

Bu tipler Esad konu- Utanmaz ve asagilik oldugunuzu zaten
sunda CNN, BBC ve Al bilivordum ama bu derece alcakha: ben
Jazeera’yi her giin “Emperyalizmin de tabmin 'etmiyordurrl. g .
kanallan” diye sucluyordu. Boyle bir alcaklik gérulmemistir...

Simdi ayn1 adamlar bu kanallardan
medet umuyor. Emperyalizmin masasi rasimozan.kutahyali@sabah.com.tr
dedikleri cevrelere tapiyorlar. SMS: RO yaz 4122'ye gonder. (1.60 TL) MH: 0216 531 73 73

Empervalistlere “Liitfen daha fazla facebook.com/rasimozankutahyali.sabah

Fednfan Lasrcsts srarnn sranin’” divis hov
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Using a natural element of one’s identity as the basis of hate / Symbolization

Heading: Let us be one against satanic minds
Newspaper: Yeni Akit

Date: 04.07.2013

Type: Reader’s Voice

Author: Fuat Cakir

This piece, published in the “Readers’ Voice / Television” section of the Yeni Akit newspaper, refers to
Gezi Events like many other articles published in this period. Fuat Cakir interprets the events as
“malice to the government” and points at “Christians” as the group responsible from these events by
using the word “priest”. He uses the word “priesthood” as a symbol for Christianity and he presents
an inherent element of identity as a basis for hatred. With expressions such as “The rise of the
government from clearing out all priests”, “(...) this time we will shut out the voices of these priests
till doomsday” hostility among societies and within a particular society is cultivated.
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Using an inherent element of one’s identity as the basis of hate / Symbolization

Heading: Profound Structuring
Newspaper: Kiitahya Zafer
Date: 20.05.2013

Type: Opinion column

Author: Siileyman Canan

The reason why this piece was included in this category was due to the way Jews were positioned in
the beginning of the article, which does not have a sound connection with the end of the article.
Through his statements that read “The Jewish Society has been historically subjected to many exiles
and even mass killings. In a way, Jews invited and deserved such ill-treatments and cruelties. Because
whichever society they inhabited, they abused and morally debased that society”, Canan uses an
inherent element of identity as a basis for hate and also presents a remarkable example of an
understanding that might turn hate speech into a hate crime. The piece makes covert associations
between Jews and unsolved murders, conspiratorial international meetings and their participants. By
such implicit associations, the perception that Jews are behind all these atrocities is fostered and
possible hate crimes are lent legitimacy.
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DERIN YAPILANMA

Hayatin her sahasinda, devlet
yapisindan ferde gelinceye kadar iki
cephesi ile tezahtir etmistir. Tarih
boyunca cesitli kuruluslarda ve
devletler yapisinda bunlari okuyoruz.
Zamanimizda da gortyoruz. Yahudi
toplumu tarih boyunca ¢ok stirgtine
ugramus, hatta toplu éliimlere bile
maruz kalmstir. Bu eza ve zultimleri
bir bakima kendisi davet etmis ve
hak etmistir. Ctinkt bulundugu her
toplum iginde, o toplumu sémtirmtis,
ahlaken yozlastirmistir. Kendisini
tisttin 1rk olarak gérmustiir.
Belirledigi hedeflerine ulasmak icin
de faaliyetlerini gizli tutmaya, hatta
kendisini bile gizlemeye dikkat
etmistir. Cok yerde cift kimlikli olarak
yasamaktadir. Onun i¢in” Dénme *
kelimesi, Sabutay sevi den beri onlar
anlatir. Bu gizlilikleri zaman zaman
ogrenilse dahi, onlar usullerini
degistirmezler. Mesela Bildenberg
grup toplantilari her sene yapilr.
Ama ne goriistiliip konusuldugu
actklanmaz. Bizden de cok kimseler
bu toplantilara katilmustir. Hicbirisi
disarida bir ctimle dahi
soylememistir. Bir toplantiya istirak
eden miiteveffa Ecevit; basinin 1srar
karsisinda, “ Parti baskanligini
birakirim ama toplantida gortistilen
mevzulari sdylemem mealinde
konusmustur. Bagbakan yardimeist
Ali babacan bu toplantilarinin

miidavimidir. Ama agzindan hir

mitdavimidir. Ama agzindan bir
kelime duyulmamustir. Bir
zamanlarimn mukaddesatc gazetesi
bile Bildenberg grup toplantisina
katilmistir. Maalesef.... Fehmi koru.

Ergenekon ismi ile gortilen
davalari, hepimizin gozii éntinde
yapilmaktadir. Davadaki sahit ve
yazih deliller arttikca, ifadeler
alindikca, devletin bir yiizti daha giin
ytziine ¢ikmaktadir. Cumhuriyet
idaresi bizi nereye getirmis, hep
beraber bir daha diistinmemiz lazim.
Diistinmeliyiz ki, yarin baska
Ergenekon kadrolar1 kurulmasin.

Tarih boyunca her tilkede faili
mechul oltmler eksik olmamustir.
1963 yilinda ABD Baskani Kennedy,
Teksas'ta vuruldu. Kennedy'yi vuran
Oswald ismindeki katil zanlis1 da
vurularak oldiirtildi. Kennedy'nin
oltimt karanliklara gomuilda belki
biliniyor ama mahkeme zabitalaria
gecemedi bizde de benzer faili mechul
cinayetler cok Ugur Mumcu,
Muammer Aksoy, Ahmet Taner
Kislah, Bahariye Ugok ve daha
niceleri hepsi sahasinda isim yapmus
sahislar, ama cinayetler hala mechul.

Susurluk davasindan bes sene
hapse mahkim olmus olan Mehmet
Agar, bir sene hapis disar ¢ikt1.
Cikarken soyledigi dtistinduriict: *
Devlet gir dedi, girdik. Cik dedi
cikiyoruz”

Basbakanin ¢alisma odasina bile
dinleme cihazi yerlestirebilen yapilan-
ma, nasil bir yapilanmadir?

Hepimizin hemfikir oldugu bir
kanaat vardir: Her sey insanda
baslar, insanda biter onun icin
Turkiye'nin tek bir meselesi vardur:
Egitim...

insanini sen egitmezsen, baskalari
kendi usultine gore egitir.
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OTHER DISADVANTAGED GROUPS

A total of 23 news items, consisting of 22 items that were not examined in the first section of the
report due to their target groups (women, lesbians, gays, bisexuals, transgender / LGBT) and another
article analyzed in the first section with regards to another target group, were examined in this
section with regards to the adopted discourse.

The sources of the increase in the number of articles examined within this category in this period
were referrals to LGBT and women using a hateful language within the context of Gezi Events and the
issue of homosexual marriage on UK’s agenda. The news items concerning Gezi Events reveal that,
whenever there is an incentive to disparage a certain group, it is the women and LGBT individuals,
still among the vulnerable groups, who get used.

Until now, in the articles targeting women and LGBT, the Enmity / War Discourse category of hate
speech has been encountered very rarely or never. On the other hand, 3 pieces were interpreted
under this category during this period. If in a particular content women and LGBT were held
responsible for violent acts that were perpetrated or that might be perpetrated against women and
LGBT that item was evaluated based on its potential to promote hate crimes. Extending the
boundaries of hate speech may cause concern for the importance placed on this issue. To the
contrary, when we consider the number of women killed within a year, expressed in hundreds and
tens of LGBT individuals subjected to hate crimes; the interpretation of these pieces under the hate
category Enmity / War Discourse aims to emphasize the particular importance given to the issue.

Among the content examined under the title “Other Disadvantaged Groups”, hate speech targeting
women was encountered in 11 instances and hate speech targeting LGBT individuals was
encountered in 14 instances. One of these pieces targeted individuals labeled as “transvestites.” This
news story, involving a common mistake in the Turkish media, deems it necessary to once again
repeat the difference between the terms transvestite and trans. Transvestism involves interest in
cross-dressing and taking pleasure in behaving like the opposite sex whereas trans individuals define
themselves as a member of the opposite sex, whether or not they had a sex reassignment surgery.

Graph 14:

Hate Speech Towards LGBT Individuals and Women

u LGBT

B Travestite -
Transsexual

OWomen

%4
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T
Date Newspaper Type Author Title arget Hate category
Group
Enmity / War Discourse
(targeting LGBT)
Halkin LGBT / Blasphemy / Insult /
10.May.13 Gazetesi Islam Library | Anonymous Islam Library W Denigration and
omen
Sonsoz Exaggeration /
Attribution / Distortion
(targeting women)
. Opinion Mehmed Sunni Muslims, get Blasphemy / Insult /
10.May.13 | Milli Gazete . Women . .
Column Sevket Eygi together! Denigration
Third sexual
Opinion revolution: A Blasphemy / Insult
13.May.13 | Yeni Safak P Yusuf Kaplan . . LGBT P . y /, /
Column disaster in the Denigration
making
An undignified
Kayseri Opinion . .g Blasphemy / Insult /
20.May.13 . Kasim Okut | woman is in tame of | Women ) .
Glindem Column hell Denigration
. Does Antalya .
Antalya Opinion Mehmet . . Exaggeration /
23.May.13 . constitute a crime LGBT o . .
Korfez Column Tosun Attribution / Distortion
scene?
Homosexuals are Exaggeration /
27.May.13 Vatan News story | Anonymous LGBT L . .
not wanted Attribution / Distortion
Meat grinders
Opinion Hasan esterday... The girl Blasphemy / Insult
03.June.13 | Yeni Akit P y V- T8I Gpr phemy / Insult /
Column Karakaya run over by police Denigration
panzers today!
. Protection from
Malatya Opinion . . . . . .
07.June.13 Izzettin Aslan | filth and cleaning Women | Enmity / War Discourse
Bakis Column
(2)
. Opinion Dr. Selahattin | The people of Lot Blasphemy / Insult /
14.June.13 | Antalya Hilal . LGBT . .
Column Celik (2) Denigration
Opinion Those are ver Blasphemy / Insult
25.June.13 Takvim P Emin Pazarci Y LGBT P . Y/, /
Column honorable, really! Denigration
Today | will listen to
Opinion Hasan the ‘purling of Blasphemy / Insult
26.June.13 | Yeni Akit P 'p & LGBT P . y/' /
Column Karakaya peace instead of the Denigration
clatter of Taksim’!
A pleasing decision
- p & Blasphemy / Insult /
28.June.13 | Milli Gazete | News story | Anonymous in the USA for LGBT . .
Denigration
perverts
No acquittal will
Opinion come from the Blasphemy / Insult
17.July.13 Yeni Akit P Mustafa Celik . Women P . Y/, /
Column committee of Denigration

wolves for sheep
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Article The Li ;
e Lives of our
Sivas published in Blasphemy / Insult /
17.July.13 o Anonymous | Prophets/ Prophet LGBT . .
Hirdogan Ramadan Lot Denigration
o}
Page
- Blasphemy / Insult /
19.July.13 | Milli Gazete | News story | Anonymous | UK also went nuts! LGBT . .
Denigration
APPROVALTO
A Anonymous / Blasphemy / Insult /
19.July.13 Yeni Akit News story PERVERSION from LGBT . .
London . Denigration
Queen Elizabeth Il
. Opinion Mehmed Unholy Reform Blasphemy / Insult /
30.July.13 | Milli Gazete . L Women . .
Column Sevket Eygi Fires in Mosques Denigration
Isn’t wearing a
miniskirt a kind of
. ) . . Blasphemy / Insult /
31.July.13 Yeni Akit | Press Archive | Anonymous | perversion whenit | Women . .
. . Denigration
is possible to dress
normally?
Opinion . LGBT Blasphemy / Insult
31.July.13 | Yeni Safak P Omer Lekesiz | What is art to you! / P . y /, /
Column Women Denigration
Canakkale Opinion “Sister A woman was raped . .
22.Aug.13 S Women | Enmity / War discourse
Kalem Column Vildan but...
Secularist women
A Intelligence | attacked the imam! Blasphemy / Insult /
25.Aug.13 Yeni Akit News story : Women ) .
Service Denigration
Opinion Fatma Disciples of Blasphemy / Insult
28.Aug.13 | Milli Gazete P P LGBT phemy / Insult /
Column Tuncer Independence Denigration
Lo Kenan Kiran / | Kokonas shut out .
29.Aug.13 Yeni Akit News story Women Targeting

Naim Tasbasi

the azan.
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Among the 23 articles featuring hate speech, 14 were opinion columns, 6 were news stories, 2
articles were published under headings with religious references such as “Islam Library” and
“Ramadan Page,” and finally, one article was published in the “Press Archive” page.

Differing from the previous periods, hate speech targeting LGBT and women was observed more
frequently in opinion columns than in news stories. This difference shows that while the issues
regarding these groups are not considered as important to be discussed in opinion columns; when
they become politically relevant as in Gezi Events, the media discourse also changes though not
necessarily in a positive way. What did not vary compared to previous period were the pejorative
designations used for homosexuality. Again, words such as “perversion” and “deviancy” were used to
describe homosexuality and were even carried to the headings in some instances. The use of
statements like “(homosexuality, a sexual perversion, without a cure at present that causes AIDS)”
and “Feminism, a pervert ideology” contributed to the reproduction of clichés surrounding both
issues.

A significant part of the discourse involving hate speech content against women held women, who
are implied to be “unchaste”, responsible for the atrocities. Again, the coverage of events related to
trans individuals was associated with crime. Even though not considered as hate speech, a violent act
committed against a trans individual was covered with the heading “10 year imprisonment to armed
robbery of a transvestite”, obscuring the person to whom the crime was committed against
(Habertirk Ankara, 21 August 2013)

A majority of the examined articles (69.5%, 16 items) were published anonymously or without citing
any source. Yeni Akit was again, the newspaper that produced the highest number of articles
featuring hate speech against LGBT individuals and women with 7 such articles. Vatan and Takvim
dailies also helped hate speech circulate in the mainstream media by publishing one article each.
Seven local newspapers produced hate speech within a general framework, without an event
occurring in their region of interest.

The reason why we also included these 23 items in the present report, in accordance with the 1997
Recommendation by Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe on Hate Speech, is because
they produce discriminatory, exclusionary or insulting discourse against LGBT individuals and women
via the methods and language they endorse and the overall meaning they generate or because they
carry secondary meanings that legitimize and promote exclusionary attitudes. The examination of
articles, apart from the ones labeled as hate speech, revealed that sexist discourse is not yet wiped
out. This tendency manifested itself by the presence of headings such as “Female driver spread
terror” (Turkiye daily, 8 August 2013) and “56 years old but still like a rock!” (S6zcl daily, 14 August
2013).
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EXAMPLES BY CATEGORY

Enmity / War Discourse

Heading: Islam Library

Newspaper: Halkin Gazetesi Sons6z
Date: 10.05.2013

Type: Islam Library Column
Author: Anonymous

This piece is striking in terms of the fact that it involves hate speech against groups from different
categories, targeting both LGBT individuals and women, and is indicative of discriminatory discourse
that does not limit itself to just one group. The piece starts with references to arranged marriages
according to Islam and presents examples of hate speech classified as Blasphemy / Insult /
Denigration and Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion. In the piece, women are attributed certain
characteristics through statements such as “As already known, women are more desirous then men”
and “women who endorse nudity as a principle for the sake of being trendy”. Then, it is asserted that
the attitudes women are claimed to have developed as a result of these characteristics, might trigger
certain adversities they might face: “The sources of men’s adultery are women’s way of walking, their
revealing clothes, and their seductive look at men. However, we cannot make immoral claims about
women who do not dress very revealingly, who act with dignity/solemnity and who preserve their
looks.” These statements create a dichotomy between “women who act with virtue” and “women
who are desirous and who tend towards adultery”; setting the ground for legitimation of “women
killings” under the name of “honor killings.”

The part of the piece about LGBT individuals, along similar lines, associates homosexual relationship
with the devil and asserts that this is “unpardonable.” The following statement, “What befalls them is
registered in these books. Besides, there are live witness-proofs in front of your eyes in this world”
provides legitimacy and encourages crimes against LGBT individuals, whether or not this was
intended. The article goes one step further and continues with the statement “I am guessing that
volcanic mountains that God did not create for nothing, will all at once come into effect; ‘pouring fire
on guilty sinners’” and ends with the phrase “Those among the believers who wish for shamelessness
to become widespread deserve a painful punishment in the hereafter” In a legal system where a
“reverse sexual intercourse” offer is considered as a reason for mitigation, such statements
encountered in the press promotes animosity among groups with different characteristics.

40



Laizumuna binaen fade edelim ki,
erkein dorde kadar hanimla nikah yapmast
caizdir ve nikahla oldugu middetge bu
ovlifiklerd fslam'a gore gogerlidir. Bu kisi
zina yapmag olmaz. Evli veya bekar 18 yagin-
dan kiigak veya biytk, hemcins veya karyt
cinsten her gahsin arada dini nikah bulun
madan yapu cinsel temas [slam fikhina
gore zinadur, ganahtir. Mahgerde hesaby soru-
e, Allah her seyi bilen ve gorendir, Allah'in
azabi pek siddetldir.

Hor ne kadar ddnya hayatinda sorumlulas
zinayn simdilik rafa kaldrdik deseler de
Allahu Tedld rafa kaldirmaz. Bazilan da zina
yasak olmasin diye kabul etmese, bu sdzlerke
zinanin haramlgns kabul etmiyorlarsa iman«
larvna zarar verir. Harami haram olarak kabul
ctmemek kifirdlr.

“Sarap, zina, zul0m, haksiz yere adam
Olddrme gibi seylerin helal olmasim temenni
ctmek kaftda" (Omer Nesofi Akaidi,
shi219)

Nikah digr iligkiyi arzu edenlerle ilgili
Peygamberimiz sallalabu akeyhi ve sellem
§0yle buyuruyor;

*“Nikah benim stinnetimdir, Kim benim
stinnetimlce amel etmezse benden dofildin”
({bni Msce)

Gz 2w ()

Bu kavram da sspiklardan nasibini
almig/carpitilougtir. Ayetteki “gozlerin sakine
sinlar” dan maksat (kadunlar icin) "tahk
edict bakmasinlar" +ki Boylece zinaya sebe-
biyet vermesinler demektir, Her nedense gerie
atglar "yiize bakmiasinlar « gozker ve eller
diginda heryert namahremdir® diye gevirerek
kadmlanm zola quvala sokmaya
calismuglardie Inanan kadinlara da soyle,
gzlerini saksinlar, iffetlrini korusunlar ve
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agikta olmast ‘. " " o getiren Islam'
goreken yerlert harig, kigisel hokamleriyle
alimly yerlerini dejencre eden
gostermesinler, Ortd- mezheplier, boyle
lerini goR0slerinin "2 o bir hassas konuds
{lzerine kapastnlar, } yeterl efitimi
Viicutlannin alimly . qocuklarina vere-
yerlerini kimseye memektediler, Fiil
gostermesinler; zinay1 + bz
ancak kocalan, 7inasy(!Jndan daba
babalan, kocalaninmn bilyilk bir ginah
babalan, ofullan, olarak dfreten
kocalannin ofullan, mezhep mokallite
kardeglern, erkek len, her nedense
kardeglerinin kendileri il zina
ofullan, kizkardeg- etmekien ger
Jorinin ogular, diger ". Kalmayorlar. Yeter
kadinlar, cinsel ikti- " ki ellerine bir firsat
dara sahip olmayan iy goysin!
ook himeta W 4
e er i Al b it
farn cinsel yonlerini hendz anlamayan 2ok Rl A, W IINCLRIVIAITA VIR, g
ookl b, Giklkhralml Blgri 0% v 1Pkl i tad- Mf\l:lllﬂl gmm: e
splenebiicek s ko e l:'nn‘c\'llllklcnmn yirimedifi v gavenilir ik bir 7 ; I "‘ O
bir il bat kuramadiklan da bir gergek! halkin Gndinde imzalarsimiz. EvIilik, hem

vurmastnlar. Ey inananlar, topluca ALLAH
yoneliniz ki bagank olastniz, 2431
Ayette gegen ifade su sekildedir, kadunlae

“goulerint sakinstnlar - ffeterini korusunlar

alimlr yerlerini gostermesinler”, Bilindigi
gibi kadinlar erkeklerden daha arzaludur
(1224), Kadinlann kintarak yGrtimelen,
aiip sagilmalant ve erkekler cezbedici
bigimde bakmalan, kendilerini zinaya
gotiren nedenlerdendir. Oysa fazla agilip
sigmayan, vakarlyiffeti davranan ve goz«
Jerini sakinan hanimlar hakkinds, ahlaksiz
iddialarda balunamayiz, Fakat arizla, ifel
bir yasays tarz benimseyen hammlanmiza,
kafilerin Meryem's yaptid gibi girkin ifte
ralar atmaktan gen durmazlar! Ama bilme-

Magru olan evIilik sdzkesmesini hice sayip
metres esler edinerek iliskiye girenlenn, zina
otmis saylacagh da bir gerpek, Tek esle evlile
i1 Ongoren Kuran, iki veya daha fuzla egle
evlenmek zorunda kalan bireyler igin s
hkma benimser:

Ne kadar isteseniz de eglerinize adaletle
davranmak elinizde defildir, Dolayisiyla
dierlerini diglayarak ve onlan kocast hem
var hem de yokmug gibi bir durumda
burakarak (ilerinden sadece) birine
yonelmeyin. Ancak her seyi yoluna Koyar ve
0'na karyt sorumlulugunuzun bilincinde
olursaniz, bilin ki Allah gok bagislayseidir
rahmet kaynagidir (4:129)

Cinsel hayata gorekli/yeterli Olg0ler
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hokuki kurallara hem di dini kurallara uygun
bir bigimde yaptinimalidir. Her ikisinin de
sofunluk Oninde yapilmass gerckmektedir
Sevgililer ve sadece imam arasinda yada
sadece nikah memuru arasinda yapilan
ikahlar (kismen) gegersiz sayilirlar,
Bilindii gibi zinann cezast halk Ondinde
uygulanacak olan ytiz celdedir, Nigin halk
Ontinde? Eger dyle olmasaydi
sapik/iftiracilann ckmegine ya strdimis
olurdu!

[mam ikahy ve devletnikahy iisi birden
ve halken huzurunda yapiimalidir. Bu sekilde
ileride, size atilen iftiralan banl kilmis olur-
sunuz! Sadece imam nikahimin veya sadece
devlet nikahunm halk Ontinde yapilmasi,

nikahun gegerl oldudu anlamina gelmez.
Nitekim halk dntnde yapilan imam nikahi ile
510 kadula birlikte olanlar bulunmaktadir
Oysa Kuran'da dnerilen evIiligin tekeglilik
oldufunu daha sonra greccksiniz!

[ sevgilnin, bir imama yada nikah
memurund giderek evienmelen de gegersiz
sayilmaktadir!

SINRYASNUAR

Allah, kendi saltanats alundakilers hep
iylyi-glizeli Ofretmektedir. Seytan is¢ bunun
tam tersini telkin oder, Ole i insan aruk
kendi hemeinsleri ile zina ctmeye baglar
(gogmiste oldugu gibi), Hangi inaniga sahip
olursaniz olun, kendi cinslerinizle tliskiye
gimeniz affedilemez! Ban ilahi kitaplarda
bu mesaj vardir. Onlann baglanna neler
geldigi de bu kitaplarda kayhidir, Ayrica
bunlari canls tanik-Kanitlan da yerylzlinde-
gozlerinizin Oatinde durmaktadi.

"Yoksa siz, stzden dncckilerin bagina
gelenler gibisi sizin de basiniza gelmeden
cennte gireceinizi mi saniyorsunuz?
w214 " ayeti geregince, gogmiste bu tr
tors-sapkin iligkilere girmi kavimlerin hort-
layacagini-ogalacafini ve akabinde Allah'in
boguna yaratmadidy volkanik daglarn, hep-
sinin, aym anda faliyete gesip "sugh
ginahkarlann bagina ates yogdiracagim® tah-
min ediyorum (51/32:34). Ama bu asaime
katirsiniz yada katilmazsinez, 0 sizin bile-
cofinizbir ist Allahim! Ommetd
Muhammed'i Kur'an'a mahkum et!

[nananlanin arasindan hayasizligin
yaygnlagmasini arzulayanlar, dinya ve
ahirette ace verici bir cezay hakketmiglerdir,
ALLAH bili, stz bilemezsiniz. (24/19)
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Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion

Heading: Homosexuals are not wanted
Newspaper: Vatan

Date: 27.05.2013

Type: News story

Author: Anonymous

The news story is about the legislation voted in France allowing homosexuals to get married and
making it easier for them to adopt children. Even though, the article seems to have a neutral tone,
starting from the heading, their condition of “being unwanted” is emphasized. Furthermore, such
reactions are not criticized or at least the opinions of the other party are not covered. Even though it
is not possible to talk about an absolute objectivity in journalism; explicit or implicit distortion of
information/news event or misleading the reader with a particular agenda is certainly out of ethical
principles. However, when the news story is examined in depth; the last sentence that reads “Despite
the show organized in France, according to recent surveys, two thirds of the people want ‘protests
against gay marriage to stop’” contradicts the negative portrayal in the news story supported by the
heading and visuals and reveals the extent of exaggeration / distortion.
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Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration

Heading: Secularist women attacked the imam!

Newspaper: Yeni Akit

Date: 25.08.2013

Type: News story

Author: Intelligence Service

The news item conveys the story of a group of women, depicted as “secularists” “raiding a mosque.”
The word “kokona” is used to describe these women. When we look at the dictionary of Turkish
Language Association, we see that this word has two meanings: 1) Christian woman 2) Old woman
indulgent of her adornment. Whichever meaning is accepted, the choice of this word depicts women
either by their age or religious identity and uses these characteristics as basis for denigration.
Another news story concerning the same issue published in the same newspaper on August 29 bears
the title “Kokonas shut out the azan” In both stories, the said women’s faces are presented in a
recognizable manner and the latter news story goes one step further by openly declaring the names
and addresses of these women. Even though not among the hate speech categories, the news item
was interpreted as “targeting”. The tone endorsed by both stories serves to promote social
polarization, while the information presented in the second news story serves a facilitatory function
for a criminal condition.

LalkCi I(adliar

rahe lf zolan lé Hku M«ktw '
ullah Ece’ye saldirdi. Ece'yi
adinlar) cevredeki
irdi. Imamin sikayetci olmast u f
olda bitti. Ancak tehditlerle yildirilan y
e daha sonra sikayetini geri aldi. ’
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Mujla'da ezan sesifden rahatsiz
olan laikgi zorbalar, cami basip imama

saldirdi. Mugla'nn Bootum ilgesinde  ye maruz kaldgini

bulunan Torba Cami‘ndz okunan vakit
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Laikci kadinlar
imama saldirdi

Mugla'da ezan sesinden rahatsiz olan laikgi zorbalar, cami basip imama saldirdi. imam'tamamse;ddatadalmcamm'demeslneramﬁan
azqn kadinlar saldircanliklann siirdirerek tehditer yagdird. Mudla'nin Bodrum iigesinde bulunan Torba Cami'nde okunan vakit ezanlarin-
dan rahatsiz olan laikgi kokanalar, imam Abdullah Ece'yi darp eftiler. imam Ece'yi, saldirgan kadinlarin eﬁndengevredeld eki vatandaglar kurtar-
di. imamin sikayetci olmast (izerine tartisma karakolda bitti. Ancak tehditierle yildinian imam Ece, daha sonra sikayetini geri aldi.

Ece'yi kargiayan cami cemaatinden
bir vatandag Bodrum'da bu gib
lann sikea yasandiini da diie
di. Ece ise can
i belirterek eski gdrev yaptigi camiye
donecedini ifade etti. imam Abdullah
Ece'nin Torba Cami'ndeki grevinden
aynimasi durumunda yeni biri atanana
Kadar cami imamsiz kalacak.
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‘® Mugla'nin Bodru

qiveniGinin omad-

o 2 - 3

Abdullah Ece, sikayetgi oldu ama, baskilara dayanamad,

S VS
Ezandan rahatsiz olan ko caminin ya-
mindaki Alt Mandalya nde oturuyormus.

Kokonalar
Sus

(HEAY

le ezan okunmasina ragmen imama sal-

diran kokonalar sebebiyle camide ezan
i reResiAL o e
@ Abdullah Ece ve cami cemaatine saldi-
ran kokonalar; “$erefsizler, yobazlar,
hayvan herifler, p.¢cler, gidin Mekke ve
Medine’de yasayin. Biz Miisliiman de-
giliz, Yahudiyiz" seklinde hakaretlerde
bulundu. imam da can giivenligim yok di-

yerek camiye gitmez oldu. < 11'DE
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Mutjla nin Bodrum ilgesinde ok kisik sesle ezan okunmasina ragmen imama saldiran kokanalar sebeblyle ‘camide ezan sesi kesildi.

- KENAN KIRAN / NAIM TASBAS!
. Mugla'nin Bodrum iigesinde ezan okunm

BULUNMUSLAR
40 bin isinin yasadit Torba mahallesinin tek
cami olan Torba Camii'nin 2000 yiinda ingaa
edilmeye baslandigi, cami ingaatina baglarken,
cami ingaatinin durmas! igin imza kampanya-
st dizenledigi, 2010 ylinda cami agiligi sirasin-
da potesto diizenlendidi ddrenildi. Torba Ca-

qrup sadivanin

Abdullah Ece ve abdest alanlara, ‘Kapatin gu
ezani’ diya badird. imamin (Abdullah Ece) eza-
i duyuimayacak sekilde 0-1 seviyesine getirme-

IIz.VMyiz'dedHefveknalilahEceve

cami cemaatine; ‘Serefsizler, yobazlar, hay-
van herifler, p.cler, gidin Mekke ve Medi-
"WORTO A e
Mmaﬂmﬂs

Adii kaynaklar, imam Abdullah Ece'nin Bod-

A mmlwemnyammmmmmsazw

nusu gruptan gikayetci oldugunu, Bodrum ilge
Miiftiisii Emin Ank'in araya girerek imam Ab-

- duliah Ece'nin sikayetinden vazgegmesini sagla-
saldinya  dijin ifade i

YAPTILAR
Torba Camii'ni yapan isadami Yiimaz Erhal,

- 2000 ylinda ingasina bagladiklan caminin tim

engellemelere ragmen 2010 yilinda bitiridini
wm *Caminin agiiginda protestolar yap-

Camhinmomw caminin agt-

" ligndan bugine degin camiye tepkilerin devam

ettigini kaydeden Yimaz Erhal, “Oradaki baz
atelst kadinlar ezana kargilar, Istam’a kargilar. 8-
10 kadin ezanin sesi ¢ok Gikiyor diyerek caminin
hocasina hiicum ediyorfar, sonra da olay karako-

"l intikal ediyortar. Biz bu camiyi yaparken, bu-

rada bir grup, bu caminin yapimamas igin elle-
rinden geleni yapt. imza topladiar, bayrak agt-
far, caminin agiiginda protestolar yaptiar, Bun-

Ezandan rahatsiz olan kokanalar caminin

yazin 40 bin kisi olan bir yer. Burada cami yoktu,
vatandas Cuma namazina gitmek istiyor, Bayram
namazina gitmek istiyor, gidemiyordu. Bu milie-

tin bir intiyacidir. Tark milletinin 2 tane umdesi
var. Birincisi bayrad, ikincisi ise minaresidir. Biz
diinyada boye temsi edilyoruz. Camirin hocas,

olmamast gereken bir sey oldu. Ben Bodrum'a
tatil igin geldim. Burada boyle bir gey olmast-:
na gok izilidim. ‘Isqal altinda miyiz acaba?" di-
ye sordum kendime. Bu sikayet eden insanlar
adina ben utandim Tirk vatandag: olarak” di-
ye konustu. :

Bodrum Miftiisii Emin Ank ise, Torba Ca-
mii‘nde gorevii imamim izinli oldugunu ve gore-

Dogan Haber Ajansi (DHA) camiyi yaptiran Yil-
maz Erhal'in, “Vekil imam camide zikir gektirdi®
dedidini one stirdi. Yilmaz Erhal, DHA'ya vekil
imamin camide zikir gektirdigine yonelik stizle-
rinin kendisine ait oimadigini, DHA'nin yalan ha-
ber yaptiini soyledi.

mmmmrmmmmmmmm Tmmw«)
bin kisinin yasadigini, 2000 yilinda ingasina basladikian caminin tiim engellemelere ragmen 2010 yilinda ancak bitirebildiklerini sdyledi.
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Blasphemy / Insult /
Denigration

Heading: Those are very
honorable, really!

Newspaper: Takvim

Date: 25.06.2013
Type: Opinion Column
Author: Emin Pazarci

As stated earlier, the Gezi
Events (and correspondingly
the Pride March) played an
important role in the
production of hate speech
against LGBT individuals and
women in this period. Five
items out of the total twenty-
three items were based on
these events. In his article,
Pazarci associates Gezi Events
with LGBT Pride March. In the
piece starting with the
statement “Looters were also
supported by lesbians, gays,
bisexuals, transvestites and
transsexuals”, LGBT individuals
are described as “these people
who became public’s
nightmare” and as “those in a
state of sexual perversion”. The
participation of CHP in the
Pride March was presented as a
proof that they are
“disconnected from the public”
and LGBT individuals were used,
one more time, for denigrating
another group.

In the statement that goes
“Even transvestites believe that
they will gain reputation by
organizing “honor” rallies!”, the
use of the word “even” pushes
the said groups to the bottom
ranks of the “human hierarchy”
understood to exist in the
author’s mind.

Cok onurlu
bunlar, cok!

apulculara, lezbiyen, gay, bisekstiel,

travesti, transekstiel destedi de geldi.
Onlar da Taksim'de toplandilar; adina
“Onur Yiiriiyiisi” verdikleri bir eylem
diizenlediler. “Her yer
Taksim, her yerde direnis”
sloganlan attlar.
Eylemciler, hethalde artik
kendilerini daha giili
hissediyorlardr!
Ustelik, bu eyleme
CHP Genel
Bagkan
Yardimcist
19 Sazgin

- 7 Tannkuluile
milletvekili Binnaz
Toprak da
destek verdi.

4 CHP'liler,
capulcular, gayler ve travestiler kol kolal!

Stylediklerine bakilirsa, daha Gzgiir bir
Tiirkiye yaratacaklarmis. Bu eylemlerle
“sokaklarda ozgiirliik sarkilar
soyleyecekleri” giinlere ulasacakmisiz.

Tabi ki CHP'nin destegiile!

Iste CHP belini bu yiizden bir tiirlii
dogrultamuyor. Vatandas geceleri evine
giderken, kse baslarmi tutan bu insanlarla
karsilasmamak icin yol degistiriyor.
Aralarin camlanndan kafasini uzatip
pazark yapan yar ciplak, erkek-kadin
kanisim travestilerle ilgili olarak ocuklarmnin
“Bunlar kim?” sorulanna verecek cevap
bulamuyor. Belli yerlerdeki bayanlar, bunlar
yiiziinden aksamlart sokaga glkamiyor,
Ama, pek cok bélgemizde halkin kabusu
haline gelen bu insanlarla CHP'l
milletvekilleri yan yana!

Ustelik, “daha fazla ozgiirlik”
diyorlar. Daha rahat hareket etmek
istiyorlar. Gariptir, bu talepleri de CHP'den
karsilik buluyor.

Tiirkiye'de her sey birbirine karismig
durumda...

Belli gruplar “ézgiirliik” adina
kamu mallanna saldinyor. Bazlan, yarasa
misali geceleri sokaga ctkip vatandast
huzursuz ediyor. Kimisi “6zgirlik”
derken, batidan gelen talepleri yerine
getirmeyi marifet sayiyor. Cinsel sapkink
icinde olanlar ise “onur” mitingleri

emin.pazarci@takvim.com.ir
EMinNn PAZARC
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icinde olanlar ise “onur” mitingleri
diizenleyip “daha fazla” diyor.

Bu tilkede 6zgiirlik sadece gogunluga ve
sade vatandasa haram!

Garip ve anlagimaz bir durumla karst
karstyayz. Herkes bir yol tutturmus gidiyor.
Ulke éyle bir hava estiriliyor ki... Travestler
bile “onur” mitingleri diizenleyip, itibar
kazanacagini saniyor!

*kk

Diin gazetede bir haber géziime carpt.
Ankara’daki eylemleri kendi bakis actsi ile
vatandasa sunuyordu...

Gece saat 22:00 civarnda “halkin”
sokaklarda biriktigini yaziyordu.

Eylemcilerin iglerinde pek ¢ok cocugun
bulundugundan bahsediyordu,

Kalabaliklann vuvuzellalar ile tencere ve
tava caldignt, aynca cesili sloganlar attigini
ortaya koyuyordu.

Gazeteye gore, buraya kadar herhangi
bir stkintt yoktu.

Sikint, polis miidahalesi ile baghyordu,
Polisin yaptig miidahale, okuyucuya
“polis siddeti” ara basld ile sunuluyordu,

Oysa, polis miidahalesi en son noktaydi.

Gece yarisina dogru baz insanlar sokaga
ckmislard. Kag kisiydiler bilemiyorum.
Ama, tencere, tava, hatta vuvuzella calarak
halki rahatsiz etmiglerdi. Ustelik, bu eylem
insanlarmn dinlenmeye calistid pazar
glintiniin aksami yapiliyordu, Muhtemelen
cevrede bol miktarda cocuk ve hasta ile
birlikte ertesi giin yapilacak Gnemli bir
sinava hazirlananlar da vardi.

Ayrica, nceki aksam Berat
Kandili'ydi. Islam inanisina gére cok
onemli bir giindti ve camilerde, evlerde
ibadet edenler bulunuyordu.

Gazetenin yazdigina bakiirsa,
eylemcilerin arasinda cocuklar da yer
aliyordu. Onlar gece yarist sokaga salanlar,
kaba bir cocuk istisman sergiliyordu.

Bunlarin hepsi suctu...

Ayrica, yine gazetenin haberine gore, 0
kalabalik, “Her yer Taksim, her yer
direnis” slogani atiyordu. Slogana
bakilirsa, polisle catismak igin sokaga
ctkmistt. Bu durumda ne yapmasi
gerekiyordu polisin? Bu sucu seyretmesi,
sessiz kalmast ve huzurunu korumak icin
var oldugu evlerinde oturan masum
insanlann hakkini ve hukukunu hige
saymast mi? Tabi ki degil. Diinyanin
herhangi bir yerinde polis ne yapiyorsa,
Tiirkiye'de de onu yapiyor. Kimse kusura
bakmasin, ama burasi Patagonya degil
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Apart from this column, all articles featuring hate speech against women and LGBT within the context
of Gezi Events are classified under the Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration category and are listed

below:
Date Newspaper Type Author Title Target Group | Hate Category
03 June. Yeni Akit Opinion Hasan Meat grinders LGBT Blasphemy /
2013 Column Karakaya yesterday... Insult /
The girl run Denigration
over by police
panzers today!
26 June. Yeni Akit Opinion Hasan Today | will LGBT Blasphemy /
2013 C Karakaya listen to the Insult /
olumn
‘purling of Denigration
peace instead
of the clatter
of Taksim’!
17 July. 2013 Yeni Akit Opinion Mustafa Celik No acquittal Women Blasphemy /
Column will come Insult /
from the Denigration
committee of
wolves for
sheep
31 July. 2013 Yeni Safak Opinion Omer Lekesiz | What is art to LGBT / Blasphemy /
!
Column you! Women Insult /
Denigration
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PART 11

DISCRIMINATORY DISCOURE
IN
PRINT MEDIA

DISCRIMINATORY DISCOURSE OF THE PRINT MEDIA

IN THE COVERAGE OF GEZI PARK PROTESTS
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1) Aim and Scope of the Study

The Gezi Protests started in May 2013 with the attempt of the authorities to demolish the Gezi Park
and rapidly grew as a result of civil resistance by individuals from a diversity of social layers. The
protests have been a landmark event in the social, economic, ecological and cultural history of
Turkey. The protests led to a crack in the political mindsets, which was extremely vital for Turkey’s
democracy adventure. This crack, on the one hand, necessitated actors in the social sphere to
reposition themselves in the face of social subversion; and on the other, the public observed
reactions developed against Gezi Events with great attention.

During this period of social mobilization, the print media, one of the most important mediums
enabling exchange of information and ideas among people, was put through a test of professionalism
and ethics with regard to the tone and language it adopted in the light of freedom and objectivity
principles. The most important addresses of this test had been media members who did not cover
the events on television and newspapers in the first of week of the protests® during the most heated
days. It would not be unjustified to claim that this period was managed by (auto)censorship,’
considering the media members who resigned, were warned or fired during the Gezi Events.” On the
other side, media institutions that chose to resist against (auto)censorship were subjected to political
and physical violence,® and they subsequently received public support by means of the social media.’
People, by declaring boycott lists,? expressed their criticisms regarding editorial policies endorsed by
media organizations. In light of all these discussions, it has become essential to understand how the
media layout reshaped during Gezi Events and its social impact. The primary objective of this study
was to examine how the media covered discriminating discourse produced in the political and
social spheres and the mechanisms through which such discourse was reproduced and to explore
the cognitive mindsets of the media. Within the scope of this goal, the definition of discriminating
discourse was not restricted to discourse that targeted particular social groups and was founded on
ethnic or religious grounds. To the contrary, all social layers bearing the potential to be
targeted/stigmatized and that were overtly or covertly referenced were included in the media
analysis, just as in political analysis of discriminating language.

2) Methodology and Sampling Criteria

In this study, all types of items regarding the Gezi Protests were examined using content analysis, a
method commonly adopted in media studies. Firstly, in order to allow for quantitative measurement,
data regarding all news stories and columns (reporter/columnist’'s name, name of the newspaper,
news type, page number, title) were created in a computerized format. Then, all items were coded

® For an article on the evaluation of media institutions in terms of journalism principles, please see Mehves
Evin, “Gezi ve Gazetecilik”, Milliyet daily, 25.07.2013.
URL: http://cadde.milliyet.com.tr/2013/07/25/YazarDetay/1741210/
* For detailed information about the condition of media members working in big media institutions during Gezi
Events, please see Kerim Karakaya, “Gezi Olaylari Tiirk medyasini sarsmaya devam ediyor”, The Wall Street
Journal, 04.07.2013.
URL: http://www.wsj.com.tr/article/SB10001424127887324399404578585543820609944.html
> For a list of media members who resigned or were dismissed during Gezi Event, please see Emel Gllcan,
“Medyanin Dort Aylik 'Gezi' Glincesi”, bianet, 23.10.2013.
URL: http://www.bianet.org/bianet/ifade-ozgurlugu/150727-medyanin-dort-aylik-gezi-guncesi
® For the assaults and prison sentences against media members, please see Emel Gilcan, “#Diren Basin
Ozgiirliigu!”, bianet, 24.07.2013
" For public support to media members via social media please see Twitter, #DirenBasin
® To read the full boycott list please see Twitter, #boykotediyoruz or http://boykotlistesi.com/tum-liste/
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based on the stance taken against Gezi Protests (critical, supportive, equivocal,9 informative, and
express no stance about the protests). Additionally, the theme/emphasis of the news article (fueling
enmity, targeting discourse, denigration, rhetoric of democracy, informative, creating opposition)
and keywords referenced in the media texts were included as variables. With this template, it was
possible to observe the statistical relationships among the variables and to obtain the results that will
be explained below.

The data collection phase was restricted to the time period between June 1 and 7, 2013. The primary
reason for choosing this particular time period was the effort to analyze spontaneous reactions of
the media organizations, which, in the face of Gezi Events, were in a period of political repositioning
and restructuring. The initial and instant reactions were believed to bear the potential to disclose the
mindset of print media more explicitly.

Another important reason was that such a comprehensive research encompassing quantitative and
qualitative analyses would, provided the necessary resources, trigger other comparative research
covering a wider time period.

Two crucial criteria were established in order to determine the newspapers that would be monitored
within the designated time span. First, all national newspapers published in Turkey were listed and
categorized based on their supposed standpoints about the Gezi protests, prior to any research.'
The three categories were as follows: 1) Newspapers that were critical of the Gezi Protests, 2)
Newspapers that were supportive of the Gezi Protests, 3) Newspapers that did not state a definite
stance on the issue. For each category, three newspapers with the highest circulation were
determined, among which two were included in the sample. ** Secondly, the third newspaper to be
included in each category was chosen among papers that could be classified, based on their
circulation, as appealing to a minority and at the same time, has a significant degree of
representativeness in the media. The newspapers in the first category (critical towards Gezi Events)
were specified as Sabah, Habertiirk and Yeni Safak,"> newspapers in the second category (supportive
of Gezi Events) were Sozcii, Taraf, and Ozgiir Giindem,™ newspapers in the third category (stating no
definite stance) were Zaman, Hiirriyet and Radikal.™

°The “equivocal stance” category encompasses arguments that criticize some aspects of the protests while
supporting other aspects.
'°The categorization of papers was not based on any previous research. Additionally, it should be noted that
this categorization did not imply any criticization of newspapers regarding their endorsement of journalism
principles such as objectivity and independence. To the contrary, the purpose of this categorization, formulated
with limited resources, was to allow for sampling criteria to be independent and objective. The most objective
method to categorize the newspapers would be to classify the dailies based on their assumed / claimed policies
and motivations in news production. Even this very assumption is the subject of this report and will be tackled
in the section on findings.
" The Directorate General of Press Advertisement (Basin ilan Kurumu), Haziran 2013 Circulation Report
URL: http://www.bik.gov.tr/istanbul/haziran-2013-tiraj-raporu/
It would not be unjustified to describe the overall editorial policy of Yeni Safak daily within the media order,
as endorsing Islamic conservative values.
It would not be unjustified to claim that the Ozgiir Giindem daily accomodates representation of Kurds,
considering the fact that it brings Kurds’ political and social struggles to the fore.
“It would not be incorrect to assert that Radikal daily is followed by readers with a relatively liberal democratic
standpoint emphasizing and giving importance to democratic rights and freedoms.
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3) Findings

In the above-mentioned newspapers, a total of 1893 news stories, photo news, cover pages, opinion
columns, interviews and commentaries were published.” Upon further inspection, it was observed
that among the 1893 items, 67% constituted news stories, 23% constituted opinion columns and the
remaining 10% consisted of photo news, headlines and commentaries.

Graph 15:

Distribution of data

@ News story
O Opinion column

O Other

The number and variety of items published during the data collection period illustrates the interest
of the print press towards the Gezi Events. The interest of the print press corroborated by the
guantitative data emphasizes the parallelism between turbulent agenda of the political life and the
speed of news production in the press.

Nonetheless, the number of items regarding the Gezi Events varied among the monitored
newspapers. Habertlirk, with 334 items, came the first in terms of the number of news items
published on the issue and Ozgiir Giindem came the last with 115 items. Zaman, the newspaper with
the highest circulation in the sample, published a total of 139 items.

> The importance and impact of the images used by the print press during the Gezi Events necessiates a
detailed content analysis; therefore, in the present study, visual content was not subjected to analysis.
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Graph 16:

Number of news items
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It does not seem possible to suggest a meaningful explanation for the large variation among
newspapers in terms of the total number of items they published on Gezi Events. The number of
items published on the event can be reliably explained neither by the degree of interest shown by
each newspaper nor by the newspapers’ political stance toward the events. Nevertheless, the
editorial policy, the manner of covering the news, and even the number of pages are plausible
factors that predict the number of items published about Gezi Events.

3.a. Stances of Newspapers towards Gezi Events

When the overall stance of the press towards the protests was evaluated, it was seen that the
editorial policies of the newspapers have been cautious following the unexpected outbreak of the
Gezi Events. The number of news stories and opinion columns classified under the informative, no
definite stance and equivocal categories, highly outnumbered the news stories and columns
classified under supportive and critical categories. The higher proportion of the content adopting a
cautious approach can be explained by the time period this study covers, a period when the political,
social and legal dynamics of the Gezi Events just started to be apprehended and the Gezi Events was
still ongoing.
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Graph 17:
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As seen from the graph above, news stories and columns regarding Gezi Events that were classified
as informative, no stance and equivocal constitute more than half of all items. The proportion of
content for each newspaper classified under these categories is as follows: Habertlirk (94.3%), Sabah
(79.9%), Hirriyet (75.4%), Taraf (74.6%), Sozci (70.2%), Radikal (56.4%), Zaman (55.1%), and Yeni
Safak (53.6%). As the rankings indicate, Ozgiir Giindem differs from other papers in terms of the
proportion of informative, no stance and equivocal content it published, which was 34.5%.

On the other hand, the comparison of the proportions of critical and supportive content revealed
important clues about the editorial policies of papers concerning the Gezi Events. For Yeni Safak
Daily, having a relatively lower proportion of informative, equivocal and no stance content, the
critical content (41%) gains weight, while this proportion is 15.2% and 1.2% in Zaman and Radikal, in
respective order. If we evaluate the data based on supportive stance towards Gezi protests, it is
possible to observe the divergence between Radikal and Zaman. In the Zaman Daily, where we
observe a balanced distribution of all categories, the proportion of supportive content is 29.71%
while this proportion is 42.4% in Radikal Daily. In other words, the editorial policy of Zaman differs
from that of Radikal concerning the Gezi Events, such that in Zaman the critical content has a
relatively higher proportion and the supportive content has a relatively lower proportion, whereas
the opposite pattern is true for Radikal. In this regard, Sabah daily with a proportion of 7.3%
supportive content, together with Yeni Safak daily (5.3%) and Habertiirk daily (5.7%) published a
smaller proportion of supportive content compared with the overall average proportion (25.6%) of
supportive content. However, while 12.7% of the content published in Sabah had a critical stance,
there was no news stories or columns in Habertlrk criticizing the protests. This finding is striking
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considering the fact that Habertiirk was classified among the papers critical of the protests'® prior to
research. In the Ozgiir Glindem daily where there are fewer instances under equivocal, informative,
and no stance categories compared to other papers, the proportion of supportive content is 64.2%.
The proportion of supportive content published in Hirriyet, S6zcii and Taraf, all among the papers
with higher circulations, was around 20-30% and none of these newspapers published critical
content.

Furthermore, while S6zcl did not publish any content that was classified as equivocal, in Hirriyet
and 8.2% in Taraf dailies the proportion of equivocal content was 2.7%. Therefore, it is possible is to
assert that these newspapers revealed their cautious attitude through the informative content they
published instead of taking an equivocal stance or taking no stance at all.

In conclusion, even if we noticed an overall tendency towards publishing cautious content (news and
columns with informative, equivocal or no stance contents), the political orientation of newspapers
revealed itself as an important factor effecting/determining the editorial policy. It is possible to see
how political orientations of papers differ from each other by looking at the following data:

1) The increase in proportion of content critical of the protests (e.g. Yeni Safak) or
supportive of the protests (e.g. Ozgiir Giindem) in newspapers where cautious content
has a relatively lower proportion

2) The distribution of critical and supportive content in newspapers where cautious
content has a relatively higher proportion.

3) The distribution of cautious (i.e. informative, equivocal, no stance) content,

4) How higher or lower the proportion of supportive and critical content of each paper is
compared to the corresponding overall averages.

These findings enable us to examine similarities and differences between content commonly
published and content published during Gezi Events in newspapers whose editorial polices and
political attitudes we are already familiar with.

3.b. Differences between content of news stories and columns

The findings reveal that one of the factors affecting the formation of editorial policies is the different
viewpoints endorsed by news stories and opinion columns. The analysis of this difference, which
cannot be directly observed by looking at the overall distribution, is important for manifesting this
commonly observed phenomenon. The differences between the content of news stories produced by
news services and the opinions expressed by columnists hints at the fact that the newspapers do not
have an absolute and homogenous editorial policy."”

'® The reason why Habertirk was classifed among the papers “critical of the protests” prior to research, was
firstly because of the fact that on June 1 and 2 protests were not covered in headlines and secondly, because of
the public reactions against Fatih Altayh, editor in chief of Habertiirk, following his interview with PM Recep
Tayyip Erdogan. Consequently, Habertirk was one of the papers included in boycott lists.

7 As mentioned above, dismissal of authors whose columns do not comply with the relevant editorial policies,
is a frequently encountered condition in Turkey. This hints at censorship, on the one hand, and at the existence
of a conflict of opinion within a newspaper as well as to the fact that editorial policies are not actually
homogeneous. However, dismissals of journalists during Gezi Events might be evaluated as a tendency to
homogenize editorial policies.
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Graph 18:
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According to the data regarding the distribution of thematic emphases across different genres, while
news services preferred to produce informative content, the columnists explicitly expressed their
critical or supportive opinions of the protests. For example, while 74.7%, 91.4%, 82.1%, 79.6% of
news stories published by the news services of Radikal, Hiirriyet, S6zcli and Taraf, respectively, were
informative, for opinion columns, this proportion ranged between 0-14%. In other words, while the
news stories are used to produce informative content, the columns mostly convey a certain political
attitude. Likewise, the proportion of columns published in the above-mentioned papers, that are
supportive of the protests is 76.1%, 80%, 96.9%, and 66%, in the order of presentation. On the other
hand, while 92% of the news stories published in Sabah daily were informative, it had a more
oscillating position in terms of its columns, which were 27% critical and 21% supportive of the
protests. However, when we look at the overall proportion of columns with supportive content
published in Sabah daily (7.3%), supporting the protests does not present itself as a dominant
political attitude. While the proportions of new stories classified as informative were 53.4% and
42.4% in Yeni Safak and Ozgiir Giindem, respectively, the proportion of columns that were
supportive of the protests was 49.1% and critical of the protests was 95.4%, again in the order of
presentation. The differing political attitudes of these two papers, revealed by the overall
proportions, become more apparent when we look into the content of news stories and columns.
One the other side, Habertiirk and Zaman showed different trends of all the papers examined. While
Habertilrk did not publish any news stories that were not informative, it also did not publish any
columns that were critical of the protests. Furthermore, again in Habertirk, it was observed that the
proportions of columns that had an equivocal stance (26.8%) and that expressed no stance (12.19%)
were higher compared to other papers.
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On the other hand, the balanced distribution of these proportions for both news stories and columns
published in Zaman daily did not allow us to reveal any difference across the two genres. In Zaman
daily, 10.5% of the opinion columns had a critical stance, 34.2% had a supportive stance, 28.9% had
an equivocal stance and finally, 15.7% of the columns did not express any stance. Thus, of the two
papers harboring similar proportions of cautious content, the proportion of columns supportive of
the protests were 46.3% in Habertirk while this proportion was reduced to 34.2% in Zaman daily.
Differing from Habertirk, 10.5% of the columns published in Zaman daily had a critical stance. Even
though the difference between Habertlirk and Zaman can be anticipated from these proportions, the
political standing of both papers towards Gezi Events is ambiguous compared to the other papers.

On the basis of the findings presented above, it can be claimed that the editorial policy of a
newspaper cannot be predicted by the content of news stories. To the contrary, the columns/
columnists, even though not quantitatively dominant, carry predictive power over editorial policies
since they form and articulate opinions. Therefore, in order to understand the standpoint of a
particular newspaper towards any issue, it is crucial to conduct a dichotomous investigation and
analysis.

3.c. Discriminating Content in Newspapers

To understand the dominant thematic emphases of the overall content of the newspapers is crucial
for analyzing discriminating discourse produced in the print press during the first week of the Gezi
Events. Prior to coding, we designated six themes/emphases with a potential to result in
discriminating discourse: fostering enmity, targeting, denigration, rhetoric of democracy, informative
content and sole opposition. Among these themes, assumed to exist in the news content, the
category labeled fostering enmity entails racism, ethnic and religious discrimination, xenophobia,
polarization and hierarchization of social groups and economic conspiracy theories. The second
category labeled targeting entails discriminating discourse that marginalizes or criminalizes certain
social groups. The label denigration, which can encompass an infinite diversity of acts, is defined
with regards to discrimination based on gender, gender identity and age. The label rhetoric of
democracy entails discriminating discourse based on the concepts of national will, democratic rights,
condemnation of violence and multiculturalism. The sole opposition label implies discriminating
discourse based on attribution of particular opinions regarding Gezi Events to a certain social group,
political party, individual etc.

Graph 19:
Thematic Emphasis of News Content
Fostering Rhetoric of Sole
Other Enmity Targeting | Denigrating Democracy Opposition TOTAL

Habertiirk 1 6 2 0 37 6 52
Hiirriyet 9 1 2 0 101 0 113
Ozgiir Glindem 4 0 1 0 55 9 69
Radikal 2 5 5 0 62 0 74
Sabah 17 19 18 0 26 5 85
Sozcii 3 3 3 0 34 27 70
Taraf 4 7 3 0 76 11 101
Yeni Safak 4 64 19 0 32 23 142
Zaman 1 1 5 0 76 2 85
TOTAL 45 106 58 0 499 83 791
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Above, we see the distribution of discriminating news stories and columns with different thematic
emphases across newspapers. First, it should be noted that a particular news piece could have more
than one theme; therefore, in some cases, a news item was counted more than once. Even though
this way of analyzing the data could be quantitatively misleading, if a certain news item bears more
than one emphasis in the framework of the production of discriminating discourse, it was considered
as justified to represent that item more than once in terms of its impact. The distribution of data
revealed that Yeni Safak daily the produced the highest proportion of discriminating discourse with
the themes fostering enmity, targeting, denigration, and sole opposition (101 news items). Other
newspapers that produced discriminating discourse involving the same thematic categories are as
follows, in rank order: Sabah (59), Sézci (36), Taraf (26), Habertiirk (15), Ozgiir Giindem (14),
Harriyet (12), Radikal (12) and Zaman (9). On the other hand, Hurriyet produced the highest
proportion of discriminating discourse constructed by rhetoric of democracy (101 news items). This
discourse was based on groups, which held different views about the fulfillment of requirements of
democracy, blaming each other. Other newspapers that developed such a discourse are as follows in
rank order: Taraf (76), Zaman (76), Radikal (62), Ozgiir Glindem (55), Habertiirk (37), Sézcii (34), Yeni
Safak (32), Sabah (26). Based on this data, it is possible to assert that for newspapers that commonly
produce discriminatory discourse using direct methods such as fostering enmity, targeting and sole
opposition; the production of indirect discriminating discourse (i.e. rhetoric of democracy) is
reduced.

3.d. The Cross Analysis of Newspapers’ Stances Towards Gezi Events and Emphases of the News
Items

One of the most important contributions of this study is the analysis of the relationship between the
stance towards Gezi Events and the content/tone of the news items. Such an analysis will provide the
opportunity to question the techniques used in news coverage/production, considering the fact that
all news stories and columns, wherever they stand (critical, supportive, informative, equivocal or
express no stance), have the potential to contain discriminating language/discourse.

Out of the news items with a critical stance against the Gezi Protests, which were published in Sabah
and Yeni Safak dailies, 10% in Sabah and 36.5% in Yeni Safak involved discriminatory discourse based
on “fostering enmity”. For discriminatory discourse based on “targeting”, these proportions were
31% and 10%, and finally, for discriminatory discourse based on “sole opposition” the proportions
were 15% and 15%, all in respective order. On the other hand, in the news items with a supportive
stance towards the protests, published in the same papers, the emphasis on “rhetoric of democracy”
attracts attention. While the news content that does not take any stance against Gezi protests are
mostly informative in Sabah daily, similar content in Yeni Safak contain discriminating discourse
based on “fostering enmity” (12.5%), “targeting” (12.5%), and “sole opposition” against certain
targets (37.5%).

Prior to research, we assumed that Hirriyet, Zaman and Radikal dailies would take an equivocal
stance towards the protests. After conducting the study, we saw that these papers published news
content with a supportive stance and most of these contents were built on rhetoric of democracy
and providing information regarding Gezi Events. However, 2% of the news items with a supportive
stance were based on “fostering enmity” and 4% were based on “targeting”. In Zaman daily, 10% of
the supportive content involved the theme “targeting” and in Radikal daily, 50% of the news critical
of the protests had the theme “fostering enmity” and “targeting”.

Similarly, Taraf and S6zci dailies, both of which supported the protests with their editorial policies,

published news items with a supportive stance towards the Gezi protests that involved discriminating

content based on “fostering enmity” and “sole opposition” against certain targets. Of the supportive

news items published in Taraf daily, 1% contained discriminating discourse based on “fostering
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enmity” and 8% contained discriminating discourse based on “sole opposition”. On the other hand,
these proportions were 3% and 29%, in respective order, in S6zcu daily. Furthermore, of the
supportive news items published in Ozgiir Giindem, 1% contained “targeting” and 10% contained
“sole opposition” against certain targets.

Finally, in Habertirk daily, endorsing an editorial policy based on strategies to criticize the protests;
4% of the supportive news items involved discriminating discourse based on “targeting”, 12.5% were
based on “sole opposition”, finally 75% were based on “rhetoric of democracy”. In the same
newspaper, 29% of the news items both supportive of and critical of the protests were based on
“fostering enmity”, 14% on “sole opposition”, and finally, of the news items that did not take any
stance, 20% contained discriminating discourse based on “fostering enmity”.

To conclude, the statistical relationship between the political standing of the newspapers towards
Gezi Events and thematic emphases of the news contents reveals that discriminating discourse is
produced regardless of political stance. However, it can be said that the thematic emphases of
discriminating discourse were contingent on the political stances taken against the event.

3.e. Targets of Discriminating Discourse
Discriminating Discourse based on Fostering Enmity, Targeting and Denigration

Among the newspapers that produced discriminating discourse based on “fostering enmity” and
“targeting”, Yeni Safak came first with 64 news stories and opinion columns in the first, and 19 items
in the second category. Sabah came the second with 19 items in the first and 18 items in the second
category. However, the quantitative difference between the two papers in their production of
content based on “fostering enmity” necessitates handling Yeni Safak daily separately.

In the production of discriminating discourse based on “fostering enmity”, xenophobia was the most
salient element in Yeni Safak. Especially in stories where international governments, intelligence
services, international investors and international media are the primary targets, the emphasis is
made on the international sources of Gezi Events. In this framework, some of the keywords that give
clues as to the use of discriminating language are as follows: the manipulation by foreign groups,
ulterior motives of the West in their evaluation of the protests, foreign provocateur, foreign
governments, to tame Turkey, foreign press, agents, lIsrael, instigation, agent-provocateur,
international organization cutting down ads, methods of CIA, international foundation, intelligence
organizations.18

Another salient feature of the news discourse was fuelling social polarization. This sort of discourse
draws on the past and present dynamics of the country's politics while emphasizing social differences
as differentiating factors. Salient keywords in such contents are as follows: headscarf, faithful
segment, the new temple of the Left (referring to Gezi Park), Anitkabir out, provocateur, chaos, wax-
finished comical soldiers (referring to demonstrators in izmir), revolutionary machos, political rant,
anti-capitalist, artist, revolutionary, the resurgence of the pro-tutelage mentality, to go too far,
instigators ready to ambush, Taksim Platform, capulcu (looter), artist, foolish, adulation, ignominy,

' For an article that contains phrases such as, “’An evil filthy conspiracy’ camouflaged by ‘innocent pauses’”,
deep barons, provocateurs with diplomatic passports, provocateurs, the Irish among us, militant media, evil
calculation, international base, foreign nationality, intelligence member, and agent, please see: Tamer
Korkmaz, “Pusudakiler”, Yeni Safak, 07.08.2013. URL:
http://yenisafak.com.tr/yazarlar/TamerKorkmaz/pusudakiler/38038
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stupid, alcoholic ¢apulcu (looter), lazy generation, reclamation, manners, neo-nationalist, coup
d’état, exploitation, white Turk. *

Discriminating discourse based on hierarchization of social groups can be described as making
comparisons among groups and favoring one over the other. The most frequently encountered
keywords in content classified under this category were as follows: Different segments at Gezi,
Alewite-Sunnite, secular-religious, the young, innocent environmentalists, to be a decent person,
those who prefer to perceive the events as hostility towards the ruling party and take advantage of
the conflict, those who wish for a civil war, those who see fighting with the police as a political
behavior, those who made a career out of vandalism or instigation of a coup d’état, demonstrators
taking advantage of peaceful masses for their own provocation, demonstrators who mistakenly
consider themselves as anti-authoritarian, protests of a group of high school kids not even in their
puberty.®

The least encountered content in Yeni Safak, within the category of fostering enmity, is discourse
built around economic concerns. The stories emphasizing the impact of Gezi Events on Turkey's
economy involved the following keywords: political and economic harm, the trend Turkey attained in
the last decade, the relationship between lumpen capital and the state, increase in unemployed
young, economic stability, IMF.*

Upon having a closer look at all the keywords and situating them in Turkey's political context, it is
observed that, indeed, the categories cannot be evaluated independently from one another and that
they have intersections. In conclusion, discriminating discourse based on “fostering enmity” both
targets social groups that gained prominence during Gezi Events as internal enemies, and portrays
foreign individuals and organizations, who were either considered as the sources or the instigators of
Gezi Events, as external enemies.

With regards to discourse based on “targeting”, Sabah and Yeni Safak produced an equivalent
number of stories. In this content category, where an effort was made to exclude or criminalize
certain groups, the most striking keywords were as follows: those playing pot and pan, Marxist
terrorists and provocateurs, Republic Protests, provocation of Ergenekon circles and opposition
parties, alcohol lobby, "the police has no culpability”, Marxists and Maoists, media valeting the
demonstrators, the provocation of CHP circles and nationalist Jacobins, DHKP-C, TIKKO, “this has far
gone from the purpose of protecting the green”, to prevent opportunists slandering the "Don't touch
my park and life" protest you started without herding any ideology, "What are flags with the hammer
and the sickle, even extinguished in Russia, doing in Taksim?", "Fractions left over from Tito's
Yugoslavia", weird images of parties and fractions, "you are paralyzing life in the city", personally
harmed people, those who want to make a splash from love for trees, exploitation, those groups, the

¥ For an article that contains phrases such as, Muharrem ince got out of control, one-eyed half-witted fake
guerilla members, well-off clowns, so-called artists that became symbols of artificiality, blindness and
vandalism, wax-finished comical soldiers, please see: Omer Lekesiz, “Ragmen”, Yeni Safak, 05.06.2013.
URL: http://yenisafak.com.tr/yazarlar/OmerLekesiz/ragmen/38013
% For an article that contains phrases such as, artists, marginals, those who call themselves militarists, several
well-intentioned youngsters steered away from their struggle, may a looter ever be a businessman, cheap
heroes, and sign of honour(!), please see: Mehmet Ziya Gokalp, “Direniste en ucuz yol ¢apulcu isadamligl”, Yeni
Safak, 07.06.2013. URL: http://yenisafak.com.tr/yazarlar/ZiyaGokalp/direniste-en-ucuz-rol-capulcu-
isadamligi/38033
*! For an article that contains phrases such as, the trend Turkey attained in the last decade, IMF, a lumpen
capital that made a habit out of earning money from money, easy income methods maintained by this capital
through its corrupt relations with the state, the concoction of the Gezi Park issue, please see: Siileyman Seyfi
0giin, “Gezi Parki notlar1”, Yeni Safak, 06.06.2013. URL:
http://yenisafak.com.tr/yazarlar/SuleymanSeyfiOgun/gezi-parki-notlari/38018
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sincerity of some citizens, streets closed up by the protestors, war zone, illegal organizations,
POMA?*, conflict, (the recycler man) thrown down the bridge (by the protesters), partisan of terrorist
organization, MLKP, Revolutionary High-schooners, TKP.%

Differing from Yeni Safak, the keywords identified in Sabah daily were as follows: Taksim, streets,
drugs, wave of anger surpassing opposition of CHP, protester violence, Molotov cocktail, the internet
program Zell, marginal task force, agitating people, MOBESE, organizing the young.**

As revealed by the keywords, discourse of the news items in both newspapers aim to judge and
target others based on their own political or religious standpoint. When each key word is evaluated
with reference to debates on the agenda, the message aimed to be given and the discursive methods
can be understood more clearly. Again, by examining the keywords, it is seen that different
fragments of Gezi Events and their life styles are characterized by certain terms bearing negative
connotations within the context of the stories. The social groups mentioned above are mostly
targeted on the grounds that they are the perpetrators of political exploitation.

Another striking point revealed by the findings is the fact that no discriminating content based on
denigration of gender or gender identity was encountered in any newspaper. Actually, a few stories
regarding the visibility of LGBT during the Gezi Events were published in Radikal, Ozgiir Giindem,
Taraf, and Habertiirk dailies. However, in Sabah, Zaman, Yeni Safak and Hirriyet dailies no content
was observed regarding LGBT individuals. The limited coverage of LGBT individuals by the print press,
being relatively less than the coverage of other social groups bring with it the risk for LGBT to be
ignored. When the close relationship between the categories is considered, the absence of such
discourse does not conceal the discrimination LGBT are subjected to through being ignored.

Discriminating Discourse based on Sole Opposition

Discriminating discourse based on “sole opposition” against a particular social group, political party
or individual was encountered most frequently in So6zci daily with 27 such stories. Yeni Safak
followed S6zcii with 23 stories. The fact that these two papers contained an equivalent number of
stories within the “sole opposition” category and the highest number of such stories do not indeed
seem surprising. The two papers, known to be in opposite political poles, cultivate opposition based
on the references of the other.

When discriminating discourse based on “sole opposition” in Yeni Safak is examined, the following
keywords are encountered: CHP mentality, psychological warfare, February 28, malice, struggling
Ezidi mentalities, reaction against the government, status quoist forces, overthrowing the
government, trap, chaotic atmosphere, opposition, those who want to take advantage of the conflict,
indecisive opposition, pro-Ergenekon-neo-nationalist-status quoist forces, Janissary looters,

?2 "Intervention Vehicle for Communal Events" abreviated as TOMA are water cannon trucks commonly used
by the police forces during the protests. During the protests, a group took control of a construction vehicle in
Besiktas and chased the police. They called it POMA, which was a word game on TOMA meaning "Intervention
Vehicle for Police Events".
2 Foran example that contains the following phrases, Marxist terroist groups, slanderers blinded by ambition,
those playing pots and pans, Marxist terrorists and provocateurs, provocations of the opposing parties, alcohol
lobby, enemies of the ballot box; please see Hasan Celal Glizel, “Demokrasimizi deldirmeyiz, basbakanimizi
yedirmeyiz”, Sabah, 04.06.2013. URL:
http://www.sabah.com.tr/Yazarlar/guzel/2013/06/04/demokrasimizi-deldirmeyiz-basbakanimizi-yedirmeyiz
* For a sample item that contains phrases such as, marginal segments, illegal organizations, neo-nationalist
and partly fascist opportunists who only look after their own interests, crudeness; please see: Yasin Dogan,
“Firsatgilar ve diisen maskeler...”, Yeni Safak, 05.06.2013.
URL: http://yenisafak.com.tr/yazarlar/YasinDogan/firsatcilar-ve-dusen-maskeler/38006
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terrorizing the streets, policy of exploitation, political project, lacking opposition, CHP turned
demonstration for democratic demands into a street protest, trying to tweak democracy, Republic
celebration walk.”?

By examining the keywords encountered in Yeni Safak, it is possible to see that “sole opposition”
discourse mainly targets the Republican People's Party (CHP). The use of adjectives such as neo-
nationalist and status quoist to describe CHP and phrases such as overthrowing the government,
trap, and policy of exploitation reveals that Yeni Safak prefers to fabricate conspiracy theories and to
stay on defense in its opinion formation process.

On the other hand, the keywords used by So6zcii were as follows: "One Minute's Darkness for the
Sake of Perpetual Light" Protest, footsteps of fascism, glorious resistance, authoritarian ferocity, Mr.
Tayyip, the person who always creates tension, partisan businessmen and political parties, pro-Sharia
zealots, AKP's game, religion trade, religious exploitation, oppressive regime, power-drunk, teachers
wearing headscarves, an attitude of infallibility, Kadir Topbas at least has some dignity, relentless
police state, the person called Tayyip, arrogance of a dictator, one man power, PKK rags, thousands
of AKP supporters assembled by a text message.?®

In So6zcli daily, opposition strategies used against the ruling party are built on national values and
exclusionary secularism. The keywords such as “pro-Sharia zealots”, “religion trade”, and “religious
exploitation” point at religious factors, whereas phrases such as “the person who always creates
tension” and “an attitude of infallibility” point at the ruling party and the personality of the Prime

Minister as targets.

As revealed by the keywords, attitude of both newspapers towards the political groups with
opposing standpoints was the main source of discriminating discourse they endorsed. Yeni Safak
based its criticisms of Gezi Events on concepts supposed to be represented by CHP and adopted a
conspiratorial attitude, whereas S6zcl based its support for Gezi Events on the current policies of AK
Party and adopted an oppositional attitude. This may serve as an example of debates in Turkey's
political arena being reflected in the media outlet. To conclude, analysis of media discourse
demonstrated that political conflicts constitute an important source of discriminatory discourse
based on “sole opposition” against the “other”.

Discriminating Discourse based on Rhetoric of Democracy

Up to this point, we tried to understand the references utilized in the production of direct
discriminatory discourse during Gezi Events. To pinpoint discriminatory discourse built on rhetoric of
democracy is not as simple as the first. The reason for this is the use of rather implicit references.
Moreover, the overall gist of this type of content is considered as "politically correct" since the
arguments are grounded on the concept of democracy. As a matter of fact, the greatest number of
news item belonged to this category. This might be due to the fact that discriminating discourse
permeates to politics and political discourse in Turkey and is produced on a nonconscious level.

* For a sample article that contains phrases such as, pro-Ergenekon--neo-nationalist—status quoist forces,
Janissary looters, dark spheres and political looters, illegal organizations that collaborate with well-known
governments -adversaries of Turkey- terrorizing the streets, and policy of exploitation; please see, Mehmet
Metiner, “Basbakani yedirmeyiz”, Yeni Safak, 06.06.2013.
URL: http://yenisafak.com.tr/yazarlar/MehmetMetiner/basbakani-yedirmeyiz/38020
*® For a sample article that contains phrases such as, a person called Tayyip, Tayyip mayyip, one man power,
their envy for an oppressive regime and sultanate; please see, Emin Colasan, “Koyun sirisi(!) uyaninca”,
So6zcli, 04.06.2013. URL: http://sozcu.com.tr/2013/yazarlar/emin-colasan/koyun-surusu-uyaninca-307237/
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In this section, we preferred to conduct an overall content analysis rather than looking at each
newspaper separately. The slippery concept of democracy in today's society and especially its usage
during the Gezi Events make it more appropriate to conduct an overall analysis. Besides, it would be
ill-advised to judge the editorial policy of a newspaper based on the content of news stories and
columns as they have differing understandings of democracy.

In this context, the keywords encountered in the content supportive of the protests were as follows:
Tahrir of Turkey, arrogance, "enough", democracy garden, the President is disconnected from the
public, from Kasimpasa, oppression, an attitude that declares all, who do not adhere to one's moral
values, as second-class citizens, archaic democracy, adolescent syndrome which involves trying to get
approval from a father figure, a single moral code, tear gas, police violence, 'police, do not terrorize,'
a government that has 50% visual and auditory impairment, bad management, uncompromising,
stubbornness, polluted power, a government that castigates, feeds, and claims guardianship, AKP
turning into a state, divisive discourse, Gezi Spring, police oppression, rhetoric of "because, | said so",
oppressive government, fear politics, forces against life, rebellion against authoritarianism, power
drunk, threatening tone, a sovereignty that is crazy for the 50%, initiatives to personalize the
government, irresponsibility of AKP.

Murat Utkucu, while criticizing the attitude of the ruling party during the Gezi Events uses the simile,
"The ruling party is 'intoxicated' by the feeling of having excessive power, as much as | would not like
to make this simile, it has the self-confidence of a typical 'drunkard' needling here and there, making
a great display." With such a statement, Utkucu responds to the Prime Minister’s targeting
discriminatory statements and uses the word "drunkard" referring to PM Recep Tayyip Erdogan's
frequent criticisms against alcohol users. He reflects this criticism back to his party’s government, by
embracing the word "drunkard" which the PM commonly uses with a negative connotation. Just as
the pejorative word used by the Prime Minister contains discriminatory elements, using the same
adjective for the ruling party, which frequently expresses its faith in Islamic values, is effective but at
the same time bears a quality that reproduces discriminatory discourse.
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var™
militarist ahmakliklar yer aliyor.
Sokakta direncerck dik durmasini
SErenmeye baslayan yiizbinlel
kendi kudretini bir kenara birakip
l1u§ku~ﬂnl “vazifeye”™ cag
avallilif: da herhalde
mhuriyet mitingleriyle tarihe
karsti. Asker denenin siradan
erler ya da temenler degil
NATONnun emrinde Genelkurmay
oldufunu gérmezden gelmek
baslh bagma sagmalik.

AKPnin fa:
siyasetine kars1 meydanlardaki
birlikteligi korumal Snemli! Ama
Szgiirliik temelli antifasist
antiotoriter siyasi hatti korumalk
belki daha dnemli. Bes giinden bu
yana meydanlara hilkim olan
hava Erdogan ve hiikiimet
karsithfmina endeksli olmakla
birlikte mesela agilim siyascti ve
Kiirt halk: aleyhine atilan bir
slogan heniiz sosyal medyada
paylasilmadi. Bununla birlikte
gegtik gelenceksel nasyonal
sosyalistleri HEPAR gibi sivasi
tarihimize yeni arz-1 endam etmis
fasist siyasctlerin de meydanlarda
bayrak gésteriyor olmasi tehlike
hakkinda fikir veriyor. izmirde
simirh da olsa BDP binasima
yénelik saldin girisimleri diin

heniiz teoriyle taglandirmis degil
ve bu teorinin ne olacag
meydanin nabzim kimin
tutacagima bagl...

Kitleler eylem iginde 6g&renip
déniigiiyor

Ne olursa olsun, apolitik
yviizbinlerce insam meydanlara
¢eken ve giinlerce direnmesini
saglayan basta Sayin Basbakan
olmak {izere polis tegkilatimizin
gazlayan, coplayan ve su sikan
biitiin personelini tek tek
kutlamak gerekiyor. Basbakan
¢ok hakl... Kervan yolda
diiziiliiyor, kitleler eylem iginde
SErenip déniisiiyor.

Son olarak , * Bahan™mn
siyasi sonuglarinm bugiinden
kestirmek zor gérinse de su an
icin Basbakan dilhil herkesin
srendifi bir gergek var: 1. Taksim
bu

lenin, mazlumun kendini iyi
hissettigi bir yerdir, Glinkii direnis
iyilesgtirir. 2. 1 Mayis
dar. Bu hakikat
tescillenmistir. Aksi beyhude
cabadir. Ulkenin en karizmatik
basbakaninin yasaktan bir ay
sonra diistiiEil trajik durum
ortadadar. 3.
cikana

girmelk ve orada kalmak igin polis
siddetinin her tirliistine katlanan
yluzbinlerin artik eskisi gibi
olamayacag asikardir. Clinkii cop
bilin¢lendirir. Kafaya inen her cop
darbesi kirk kitaptan daha
aydimlaticidir. 4. Taksim, biitiin

sahip bir

olduunu kamtlamagtr. Kudreti,
solun kadim ve direnisci
geleneginden ve meydanda
hatiralar: yatan
gelmekte, halka sirayet etmektedir.,

Simdi sira Taksim Ruh
direnisgileri kardeslik barikatinin
arkasina ¢afirmasinda. Belki de
bu, Baris'in tesisi igin bir biiyiik
sans olacak.

Taksim Gezi
Parki'ndaki

yle
tiim Tirkiye'ye

yayi estek
rUste:
polisin
cekiimesiyle,
paylasimin
hakim oldugu
bir sivil
dayamisma
hareketine
dnlisto.

As in Utkucu's article, Ayse Batumlu's article also endorses a supportive stance towards Gezi Events.
However, in Batumlu's piece it is being questioned why the political reactions expressed during Gezi
protests haven't been expressed for other events that happened in Turkey, with the reproachful
statement "Where have you been before?" The author's examples focus on the Uludere/Roboski
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massacre as revealed by the striking statements that read "Let's come to more recent times. Even
the Roboski massacre realized 525 days ago was not able to stop you from watching "love is a fairy
tale" series” or "When 34 saplings in Roboski, just like many others, were killed extrajudicially by the
state, let alone getting up, didn't you even have the strength to touch on your light switches?" With
such statements involving the second-person plural pronoun, Batumlu adopts a discourse with a
potential to create a we / you contrast. She bases her piece on a hierarchization of suffering by
juxtaposing the feelings of people that participated in the Gezi Events and lost their loved ones to the
suffering of Kurds as a result of the mass violence against Kurds committed by governments.

In his piece, Mehmet Tiirker, while supporting the Gezi protests and the protesters, bases his
criticisms on the ruling party and the PM Recep Tayyip Erdogan who negotiated with the Kurdish
movement during the peace process. The author addresses the PM with the phrase "Mr. Tayyip", and
accuses the PM for protecting "herds of pro-PKK murderers" while firing tear gas to the protesters. It
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was observed that Tirker adheres to discriminating discourse based on opposition and fostering
enmity targeting the Kurdish movement, as well as the PM for executing the peace process.

As revealed by the keywords, stories supportive of the protests are based on feelings of anger and
resentment that have the potential to support discriminative discourse. Such discourse, in some

65



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: May-August 2013

cases, involves denouncement of the ruling party and Recep Tayyip Erdogan, in other cases, creates a
we / you contrast, and while in other cases, fosters enmity.

The keywords encountered in stories critical of the protests were as follows: Ballot box, deflection
from the goal, instigation, undemocratic, normalization, election, naive citizens, wannabe, public's
will, fifty percent, the protest at the beginning, getting out of hand, those who want to turn Turkey
into Syria, showing off power, alcoholism, property damage, those who make sincere demands,
those who damage public property, minority, majority, uncontrollable streets, advanced democracy.

Sevilay Yukselir tries to investigate why Gezi protests got more intense and draws attention to how
the legitimate goal of the protests was altered. The author, in her evaluation of the motives of
people with whose viewpoints and actions she does not agree with, uses statements such as "purse-
snatchers who want to take advantage of conflictual atmosphere in the streets", "scurvy and
treacherous dark forces", "a terrifying plot in which global actors are involved as well", "Some want
everywhere to become Sivas, everywhere to become Madimak". Such statements, on the one hand,
bear the risk to public trust and to target the legitimacy of Gezi protests and on the other, cultivate
the concept of an enemy whose identity we cannot clearly define. For this reason, it can be argued
that the content of the column is based on warning the readers against the dangers of an indefinite

enemy.

Oyun biiyiik! Bu oyuna gelmeyelim!

aghgimla ilgi-
li stkintilar devam
ettiginden her

gun, her dakika sokaga
cikip, “Neler oluyor
memlekette?” soru-
sunun karsihgimni yokla-
yamiyorum. 10 giindir
yasananlari hem sos-
yal medya ve basindan,
hem goérevi icabr mey-
danlarda yatip kalkan
muhabir arkadaslardan,
hem de eylemci arka-
daslardan takip ediyo-
rum. Sokagin yasadiklari-
n1 her daim canl canl izlemeye alisik
bir muhabir, gézlemci icin cok hos bir
durum degil belki bu durum ama olan
bitene disaridan, tamamen objektif bir
go6zle bakmak icin de inanilmaz bir fir-
sat yakaladigimi distiintiyorum.
Televizyonun karsisinda oturup
giin boyu Turkive'de yasananlarla
ilgili yurtici ve yurtdisindaki yayinla-
n izlemek, iktidar1 canhiras savunan
kalemler dahil, eylemlerle ilgili tiim
vazilip cizilenleri okumak ister istemez
fotografi daha buyuk gérmemi sagh-
yor.
Saka maka iyi oldu aslinda bu
benim icin. Clinku belki ben de
sokakta olsaydim insanlarin duygu
ve dustincelerini anlamak icin, olay-
lar1 bu kadar bluiytiik pencereden
izleme sansina sahip olamayacak-
tim. Ogrencilik yillarimdan bilirim.
Meydanlara daldiginizda ruhunuz ister
istemez etkilenir o havadan. Giderken
bi baska, gittikten sonra bambaska bi
ruh haline burtintrstintiz. Meydan size
gore her sevi anlativordur; oysa degil-
dir. Bir meydanlar, sokaklar vardir, bir
de o meydanlarin, sokaklarin havasin-
dan faydalanmak isteyen kapkapcilar

YUKSEL/R @

vardir. Bazilarina bakar-
saniz bugiin meydan-
lar sadece demokrasi ve
ozgurluk cighklan atan
insanlarla dolup tasi-
yor. Onlara gore bilgisa-
yarinin basindan kalkip
sokaklara akan yeni bir
nesil var ve bu yeni nesil
geleceginin bu iktidarin
istedigi gibi degil, kendi
istedigi gibi sekillenme-
sini istiyor.
Ama isin ash o
degil! Evet o yeni nesil
sokaklarda haykiriyor;
“Yasam tarzima dokunma” diye-
rek ama diger yanda da pislik ve hain
birtakim karanlik gtigler pek bi heye-
canli olan o yeni nesli nasil kullanaca-
ginin planlarini yapiyor.

Olay buytik degerli okurlarim.
Emin olun su anda, ¢iktigi noktadan
bambaska bir yerlerde. Ve ne yazik ki
gbremiyor insanlar bunu. Sirf Recep
Tayyip Erdogan’a ya da onun iktida-
rina hasmane duygularindan dolay:
kendini meydanin coskusuna kaptiran
son derece akliselim insanlar bile rtiz-
gara kaptirmis bi halde tam gaz stir-
dirtyor “eylemler devam etsin” alki-
smi. Oysa is artik Gezi Parki projesine
karsi olmaktan cikt ve kuiresel aktorle-
rin de dahil oldugu korkung¢ bir kum-
pasa doéntstii.

Birileri diyebilir ki simdi; “Ne
diyorsun Sevilay? Ne kumpasa,
ne kirli elleri? Hiikiimet agziyla
konusma liitfen! Gor artik gozii-
niin 6niindeki gercegi. Ayrica
ne Gezi’si, ne parki! O bir kiwil-
cim oldu. Biz sadece Gezi icin
degil artik, canimiz: sikan her
sey icin sokaktayi1z! Hiikiimetin
vasam tarzlarnnmzla ilgili

uygulamalarina, yeni cikardi-

a1 kanunlarina ya da diizenleme-
lerine, egitim sisteminde yaptig
koklii degisikliklere, 3. kopriiye
Yavuz adinin verilmesine hayir
demek icin meydanlardayiz!”

Ben de o zaman onlara derim Ki;
“Bi dakika arkadaslar!”

Bi dakka clinkii evet sen sadece
bu gerekgelerle sokaktasin, o eylem-
lerin icindesin ama bil ki yani basi-
nizda bu gerekcelerden yola ¢ikip
tilkede kaos yaratmak isteyen birile-
ri de var. Bu kaostan faydalanip Kurt
Meselesi’'nin ¢6ziimu icin atilan adim-
lan durdurmak, toprag: hentiz tizerine
ortiilen derin devleti mezardan kaldir-
mak, ekonomide son duzlige ¢cikmis
Turkiye'nin eski giinlere geri dénmesi
icin bir i¢ catisma, i¢ savas ¢ikartmak
derdinde olanlar var.

Bunlarn da gér giizel kardesim.
Bunlar da goér ve ne yapip yapma-
vacagina 6vle karar ver derim! Derim
cunki bu benim sorumlulugum. Bir
gazeteci olarak bir dost olarak 6ng6-
riom. Onceki aksam Rize’de yasanan-
lar bariz bir 6érnek ne demek istedigi-
me.

Baazilan istiyor ki artik her yer
Sivas olsun. Her yer Madimak olsun.
Géritin gérmeyin ama bilin ki mey-
danlardaki insanlarin hakli demokra-
tik talepleri, haykirislar1 korkung bir
kavgaya dogru yol aliyor. Bir i¢ catis-
ma cikarilmak isteniyor. Litfen bu
oyuna gelmeyelim. Bu oyun sadece
hitikimeti zora distirmez. Ya da mey-
danlara c¢ikan insanlari... Bu oyun
bliyiik bir oyun ve unutmayin ki hepi-
mizi zora sokar. Buittin tilkeyi. Cinkt
gercek olan sudur, Albert Einstein’in
da dedigi gibi: “Kavganin kazana-
m yoktur. Ya kaybedersiniz ya da
daha cok kaybedersiniz!”

sevilay.yukselirf@sabah.com.tr - SMS: SY yaz 4122’ ye gonder. (1.60 TL) MH: 0216 531 73 73
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On the other hand, Erdal Safak, while evaluating the criticisms and curses directed to him,
characterizes the "opposite" side as "a group of high school kids not even in their puberty". Then, he
goes on to express his pity for the youth "for being manipulated by those with ulterior motives, by
those who have different plots in mind". These statements are remarkable for the author’s reliance
on ageism. While the author criticizes political attitudes and actions of the young, he bases his
criticism on their young age. Moreover, the author's remark about his pity for the young reveals that
he perceives the young people within the political landscape as passive individuals.

Mayis planlar

u bir haftada, halk deyimiyle, “Bir
Saraba dolusu” kiifiir ve hakaret

isittim. Sosyal medya iistiinden,
mail’lerle, gazetenin 6niinde yapilan
protesto gosterileriyle...

En cok kovan, ergenlik cagina bile gelme-
mis bir grup liselinin eylemi oldu. Aslinda o
cocuklara kizmadim, acidim. Baska hesap-
lar pesinde kosanlarin, baska baska senaryo-
lar yazanlarin aleti olduk-
lan igin.

Cunku gevre duyarli-
i1 olanlarin baslattikla-
r1 eylem ne yazik ki artik
renk degistirmeye bas-

ladu.

Bu degisimi “Turk
bahan” kilifina uydur-
maya kalktilar. Mizrak
cuvala sigmayinca, vaz-

gegctiler. Yeni bir model

aramaya, yeni bir kulp

bulmaya koyuldular.
Buldular da.

Yeni sablonlari: “1968 Mayis’1”.

Yani, Fransa’nin 45 yil 6nce buglinlerde
yasadigi calkantiyi, Turkiye’'ye uyarlamak!

1968 Mayis’inin nedenlerini, gelismelerini
ve sonuglarini anlatmayacag@m; merak eden
Wikipedia’da bulup okuyabilir.

Ama gerek icerideki, gerekse disari-
daki s6ziim ona siyasal-toplumsal analiz-
cilerin Turkiye’deki tabloyu 1968 Mayis’1
Fransa’sina benzetmeye, hatta dayatma-
va kalkismalarinda bir amacg, bir hesap var:
General Charles de Gaulle senaryosu-

nun bizde de tekrarlanmasi beklentisi.

Malum, 1968 Mayis’1 olaylarinda oto-
ritesi sarsilan, siyasal giicti yipranan
Cumbhurbaskan: Charles de Gaulle, 11 ay
sonra, 1969 Nisan’inda duizenledigi refe-
randumu kaybedince gorevi birakmis, evine
cekilmisti.

“Acaba” divorlar, “Basbakan Erdogan da
boyle bir tuzaga disebilir mi?..”

Diismez. Ne 2013 Turkiye’si, 1968
Fransa’sina benziyor, ne de Erdogan’in siva-
sal kariyeri ve durusu, General Charles de
Gaulle ile benzerlik tasiyor.

Onun icin bos yere ne kendilerini
vorsunlar, ne de bizi...

AFA
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The keywords detected in the content with a critical stance against the protests, by describing the
course of Gezi Events as having the potential to harm majority's democracy and the Gezi protesters
as violence-prone, have a tendency to create a hierarchy among the society.

In conclusion, it can be asserted that different facets of democracy are tackled in the critical and
supportive content of different newspapers. Whereas the stories supportive of the protests
underscore the legitimacy of Gezi protests with regard to the use of democratic rights and freedoms,
and criticize government's attitude and particularly the police violence; the stories critical of the
protests maintain that the ruling party (national will) who came to power by democratic elections is
opposed by illegitimate methods. Discriminatory discourse featured in media texts with different
standpoints, which can be considered as the two sides of a political debate, results from the severe
attempts of both sides to confute the legitimacy of the other being reflected in discourse. For this
reason, discriminatory discourse based on the rhetoric of democracy is indirect and allows room for
legitimation/normalization of discriminatory statements.

3.f. What do headlines say?

Headlines manifest the daily political attitudes of newspapers and are vital for reaching the intended
audience since the cover page and the headline of a newspaper is the part that first catches attention
and is regarded as worthy of reading. Therefore, headlines constitute the parts of a newspaper
where the use of discriminating discourse is the most consequential and where utmost effort should
be paid to avoid using such discourse.
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An Olive
The message | Branch from
'The past . .
] is received, the The bar has been All for
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AGAINST THE VICTORY OF
Speaks!.. CUSTODY FOR THINK?
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protesters for AN We are open
The Court peace, Call to Environmental to all kinds
. INVITATION All for
Suspended the Conscience of demands Provocateurs .
Zaman . . TO COMMON . democratic
the Execution | government to Turned into as long as caught in the act
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from Gl

When the headlines were published on June 1, the day following the evacuation attempt to Gezi
Park, are evaluated, we see only 5 newspapers that covered Gezi Events in their headlines: Hirriyet,
Taraf, Zaman, Radikal and S6zcii. Among these dailies, Hiirriyet, Radikal, Taraf and S6zcii’s headlines
emphasized police violence and injuries, while Zaman captioned the decision of the court to suspend
the redevelopment plans of Gezi Park. S6zci's headline that read "PHOTOSTORY OF TORTURE AND
VIOLENCE AGAINST THE PUBLIC" forms a direct association between the government and violence
and differs from the other papers by its choice of words.

In the second day of our monitoring, all dailies except Habertlirk covered Gezi Events in their front
pages. Following the retreat of the police from Taksim, Zaman and Radikal emphasized common
sense, while S6zcii and Ozgiir Glindem prefer headlines with a focus on the victory of the protesters.
The manner in which S6zcili covered the news story becomes more apparent in the heading that read
"Tayyip gave in, Police Retreated From Taksim VICTORY OF THE PEOPLE". Ozgiir Giindem preferred a
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much simpler heading: “Resistance Won”. S6zci's depiction of the adversities during Gezi Events
through the personality of the Prime Minister and the emphasis placed on the victory gained against
the PM can be regarded as an indicatory of the paper's discursive style based on “sole opposition” to
the government. On the other hand, Taraf daily, with the following heading, makes the same
emphasis without personalization, "Invasion is over - the square belongs to the people/ Everywhere
Taksim, everywhere resistance". Hirriyet daily alludes to the impact of the social media, with its
headline, "#taksimin5days" and portrays the changes in Taksim Square since the beginning of the
events. Sabah daily uses the headline, "Gas cut down fog lifted," highlighting the violence of the
events. As for Yeni Safak, it came with a different headline that goes, "Who is managing this anger?"
With this headline, it questions individuals and groups behind the events, describing Gezi Events as a
directed social movement. Here, again, we witness the creation of the image of an enemy, not yet
clearly defined.

In the third day of our monitoring, the dailies Hirriyet and Radikal emphasized "environmental”
sensitivity by displaying images of the Gezi protesters cleaning Taksim Square, whereas, Zaman daily
came out with the headline, "Environmental conscience turned into ravage," a quotation from an
interview with Ulker Durukan, the head of the Environment-Friendly Association. Here, it is
guestioned whether Gezi Protesters are sincere in their environmental sensibilities and provocative
features of the violent events are underscored. Sabah and Habertiirk came out with the headlines
qguoted from different parts of Fatih Altayl’s interview with PM Recep Tayyip Erdogan, on June 2.
While Sabah quoted the part regarding the protection of life styles and democratic rights, Habertirk
focused on government’s environmental policies. However, it is remarkable that both dailies carried
to their headlines the parts where arguments were proposed against the social demands of Gezi
protesters. On the other hand, S6zci daily came out with the headline "People are Getting Furious as
Tayyip Speaks" which personalized the social demands and directed them at PM Recep Tayyip
Erdogan. While this personalization is more moderate in Taraf daily, with the heading "Has not taken
his lesson," the Prime Minister is criticized because of the way he evaluates Gezi Events. Yeni Safak
daily interpreted international advertising agencies cutting down their ads for TV channels as a
strategy to create pressure and threaten; and supported the rhetoric of external enemy with its
heading "Ad Blackmailing". Finally, Ozgir Gindem daily, with its heading "Opportunity for
Democracy" highlighted the importance of Gezi Events with regard to democratic rights and
demands.

In the fourth day of monitoring, the dailies Hirriyet, Zaman, Radikal, Sabah, and Habertiirk came out
with headings referring to Abdullah Gil's statement, "The Message is Received" calling all parties to
order. However, the heading used by Habertirk "WELL-INTENTIONED MESSAGES ARE RECEIVED"
emphasized the well intentions of some of the Gezi protesters, implying that some others may not be
so well-intentioned. Ozgiir Giindem’s headline was critical of police terror, while Sézcii placed the
emphasis on Recep Tayyip Erdogan's speech which was described as threatening, and Taraf’s
headline read "One person's whim" targeting the Prime Minister. Finally, Yeni Safak daily used the
headline "There is a foreigner in the Square" claiming the existence of a foreign hand in Taksim
protests.

Following Deputy Prime Minister Biilent Aring's reconciliatory speech, a majority of the papers came
out with headlines displaying the contradiction between democracy and violence. While Zaman,
Sabah, Habertiirk, and Yeni Safak, referring to the moderate declarations of the government, came
out with headlines drawing a thick line between democracy and violence; Radikal used quotations
from BDP deputy Sirri Siireyya Onder’s declarations following his negotiations with Abdullah Giil and
Biilent Aring. On the other hand, Ozgiir Giindem emphasized social call for democracy in its headline
quoting from BDP co-chairman Selahattin Demirtas's speech. While the S6zcii daily called out to the
Prime Minister with its headline "Tayyip, Get It Already", Hirriyet questioned the attacks of the men
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holding sticks to the protesters during Gezi events in izmir. Finally, Taraf daily conveyed how
particular companies were affected because of their political attitudes via its headline "Business
world is in panic".

On the sixth day, following the detention of the protesters who actively used the social media,
Hirriyet, Radikal, S6zcli and Taraf captioned this event. Taraf's headline that read "Organization
named ‘Why did you share this photo’" reveals how active social media users are perceived within
the legal arena. On the other hand, Zaman daily emphasized its position against violence with the
heading "Provocateurs caught in the act" and announced the arrestment of provocateurs who leaked
into groups of citizens using their democratic right. When this headline of Zaman is evaluated
together with the news story below (the story is about the accusation of foreigners with diplomatic
passports as well as a young adult and two children making a stun grenade), it can be said that the
headline brings social distrust into the forefront, and targets particular social groups by defining a
crime without waiting for the judicial process to end. Sabah daily gave place to Taksim Platform, who
communicated its demands to Biilent Aring, in its front page with the headline "THE BAR HAS BEEN
RAISED IN THE PLATFORM". The newspaper claimed that the Platform has included "irrelevant" items
about the third bridge and the third airport in their list of demands concerning the Taksim Gezi Park.
It would not be unjustified to claim that, the paper aims to discredit Taksim Platform and its
reliability with these statements. Yeni Safak maintained its xenophobic discourse by accusing the
British and American media for taking advantage of Gezi Events to harm Turkey's economy.
Habertlrk, on the other hand, differed from the other papers by giving place to Sezen Aksu's
magazinish message of democracy in its front page. Finally, Ozgiir Giindem emphasized the urgent
necessity to meet democratic demands.

Finally, coming to June 7, all papers featured in their front pages, different parts of the speech PM
Recep Tayyip Erdogan made while he was in Tunisia. Hiirriyet and Radikal dailies with their headings
"It cannot be managed with 'take this and give that' mentality" and "Stubbornness of the barracks" in
corresponding order, focused on the Prime Minister’s stance against negotiations. On the other
hand, Zaman, Sabah and Habertirk dailies quoted the same phrase from Prime Minister's speech:
"We are all for democratic demands". Because this political discourse draws a sharp line between
what is and what is not democratic, it would be justified to claim that such a discourse might end up
creating an excluded group. S6zcii used a headline that read, "A Democrat or a Sultan? Which one do
you think?" criticizing Recep Tayyip Erdogan and his manner of administration. On the other hand,
Ozgiir Glindem repeated its expectation of an urgent reform package to ensure democratization.
Finally, Yeni Safak and Taraf dailies evaluated the declarations of the Prime Minister with two
different economic agendas. Yeni Safak maintained the Prime Minister’s discourse by targeting the
interest lobby, and evaluating the PM’s abrasive speech positively. Contrarily, Taraf emphasized the
responsibility of the Prime Minister for damaging the Turkish economy by his sharp declarations.

In conclusion, as can be seen from the headlines, the discriminating discourse used in the political
sphere is reflected on the headlines and is thus reproduced in the social sphere. In their headlines, all
newspapers stuck with a certain attitude; while some newspapers could not abstain from using
discriminating discourse, some newspapers endorsed discriminatory discourse as their editorial
policy. As we also tried to emphasize earlier, fostering enmity, targeting and hierarchizing were
frequently encountered thematic emphases in the headlines.

Conclusion

In this report, we tried to examine how discriminating discourse, produced in the political and social
spheres during the Gezi Park Events, was covered in the print press and the mechanisms used to
reproduce such discourse. It was observed that discriminatory language and discourse categories
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were present in the Turkish media and such discourse was reproduced in a fragmented, yet deep-
seated fashion.

In this study, we examined all news stories, opinion columns, headlines, interviews and
commentaries regarding Gezi Park Events published in the print press from June 1 to 7, 2013 by
content analysis; a method commonly used in media studies. Newspapers, manually monitored
during the designated time period, were classified into 3 categories. Sabah, Habertiirk, and Yeni
Safak dailies were categorized as having a "critical stance against the protests", Sozcii, Taraf, and
Ozgiir Giindem dailies as having a "supportive stance towards the protests," and Zaman, Hiirriyet,
and Radikal dailies as "having an equivocal stance".

When the standpoint of the newspapers is evaluated in terms of their editorial policies, it is observed
that media organizations behaved cautiously. The number of news stories and columns that were
categorized as having an equivocal stance, declaring no stance and as having informative content,
were much higher than the number of news items with a supportive or critical stance towards the
protests.

However, the proportion of news items that have a critical vs. supportive stance, gives important
clues about the editorial policies of newspapers. As the number of news items categorized as having
an equivocal stance, as declaring no stance and as having informative content decreases, the
proportion of critical and/or supportive content increases. For example, Yeni Safak and Ozgiir
Gulndem constituted the two newspapers that published the lowest number of cautious articles,
however, they endorsed different editorial policies. While Yeni Safak, with its critical articles, stands
against Gezi Events, Ozgiir Giindem endorses an editorial policy that is supportive of the Gezi Events.
Apart from the cautious content, all news items published in Taraf, Radikal, S6zcli and Hirriyet
dailies were supportive of the Gezi Events showing that all four papers endorsed a positive editorial
policy towards Gezi Events.

On the other hand, the examination of the supportive and critical news items published in Habertirk
and Sabah, two dailies with the highest proportion of cautious content, revealed that there were no
critical news items and a small number of supportive news items in Habertlrk. Differing from
Habertirk, in Sabah daily, the critical news items outnumbered supportive news items.

Finally, in Zaman daily, the proportions of cautious, critical and supportive articles were evenly
distributed. Hence, no claims can be made regarding the standpoint of the paper regarding Gezi
Events.

Based on these findings, the newspapers, which were categorized prior to research can be re-
categorized after examining their stances towards the Gezi Events: 1) Newspapers with a critical
approach against the protests: Yeni Safak, Sabah; 2) Newspapers with a supportive approach towards
the protests: Hiirriyet, Radikal, Ozgiir Giindem, Taraf, Sozcii; 3) Newspapers that do not reflect a
particular approach: Zaman and Haberturk.

It was observed that one of the factors playing a role in the formation of editorial policies following
Gezi events was the difference of opinion disclosed in news stories and opinion columns. The
distribution of news content revealed that, while the news services mostly preferred to produce
informative news, the columnists were more direct in expressing their opinions, whether supportive
or critical of the protests. For instance, 76.1%, 80%, 96.9%, and 66% of the opinion columns
published in Radikal, Hirriyet, S6zcii and Taraf, respectively, were supportive of the protests.
However, in the same papers the average proportion of supportive news stories was 16%. Hence, it
can be concluded that, while news stories are functionally used to convey informative content,
opinion columns commonly reflect a particular political attitude.
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The research findings did not reveal a significant relationship between the production of
discriminatory discourse and the overall stance of the newspapers towards Gezi Events. All papers
used discriminatory discourse surrounding different subjects and in different ways. However, direct
discriminatory discourse, which involved fostering enmity, targeting, denigration and sole opposition,
was more frequently observed in newspapers with a critical stance against Gezi Events. Meanwhile,
indirect discriminatory discourse, which involved rhetoric of democracy built on the
accusation/remonstration of groups with different views about the requirements of a democracy,
was most frequently encountered in papers supportive of the Gezi Events. Based on the findings, it
can be claimed that newspapers that produced a higher proportion of direct discriminatory discourse
involving fostering enmity, targeting and sole opposition, featured less indirect discriminatory
discourse based on rhetoric of democracy.

In Yeni Safak daily, which featured the highest proportion of news items based on fostering enmity
and targeting, it was possible to come across articles that emphasized the role of foreign
governments, intelligence services, international investors and the international press, as well as
articles emphasizing international sources of Gezi Events. Moreover, it was also possible to detect
polarizing discourse that drew on the past and present dynamics of the country's politics, and that
emphasized social differences as differentiating properties, hierarchizing discourse based on making
comparisons among different groups and favoring one over the other, as well as discriminating
discourse that emphasized adverse effects of Gezi Events on Turkey's economy, that is, discourse
based on economic concerns. To conclude, discriminating discourse based on fostering enmity
targeted prominent social groups as internal enemies and portrayed foreign individuals and
organizations, who were either perceived as the sources or the instigators of Gezi Events, as external
enemies.

In terms of content based on targeting, Sabah and Yeni Safak produced almost equal numbers of
news items of this sort. Within this category, involving exclusion or criminalization of certain social
groups, both newspapers produced content that judged and targeted others based on their own
political and religious stance. References to different constituents of Gezi Events and their life styles
were made by different jargons, which were assigned negative meanings within the context of the
articles. These social groups were mostly targeted on the grounds that they prepared the
foundations for political exploitation.

Another striking point revealed by the findings is the fact that no discriminating content based on
denigration of gender and gender identity was encountered in any newspaper. As we mentioned
above, when the close relationship between the categories is considered, it does not seem
reasonable to argue that expressions encountered in content that fosters enmity or targets certain
groups do not involve denigration.

Discriminating discourse based on sole opposition against a certain individual, social group, or
political party was encountered most frequently in S6zci daily followed by Yeni Safak daily. The fact
that these two papers had an equivalent number of articles within the sole opposition category and
the highest number of such articles does not seem surprising. For as much as the two papers, known
to be in opposite political poles, cultivate opposition based on the references of the other.

The articles published in Yeni Safak daily within the sole opposition category mostly targeted
Republican People's Party (CHP). On the other hand, discriminating discourse based on sole
opposition produced by Sozci daily was based on national values and exclusionary secularism. In
conclusion, one of the most important factors cultivating discriminatory discourse was the attitude of
the two papers towards political viewpoints that they did not endorse. As this example also reveals,
the discussions in the political sphere are reflected in the media discourse and political opposition
became an important element of discriminating discourse based on sole opposition.
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The rhetoric of democracy entailed discriminatory discourse emphasizing democratic rights and
freedoms and criticizing the events with references to democracy. Detecting this type of
discriminatory discourse is more difficult compared to direct discriminatory language/discourse,
because while the content of these articles is politically correct, the tone of the articles carries the
risk to reproduce discrimination. Since rhetoric of democracy penetrated into all examined
newspapers, we preferred not to base our inferences on particular newspapers. Instead, analyzing
the data on supportive and critical content was considered as more purposeful for understanding
how rhetoric of democracy penetrated into press discourse. Based on the analyses, it was observed
that supportive news items drew on feelings of anger and resentment while making harsh criticisms
against AK Party and Recep Tayyip Erdogan. On the other hand, critical news items might promote
creation of a social hierarchy, by claiming that Gezi Events might be harmful for the majority’s
democracy and by describing the Gezi protesters as violence-prone. To conclude, it can be said that
supportive and critical news items tackled different facets of democracy.

While the stories supportive of the protests underscored the legitimacy of Gezi protests with regard
to using democratic rights and freedoms, and criticized government's attitude and especially, the
police violence, the stories critical of the protests maintained that opposition to the ruling party
(national will) who came to power by democratic elections is illegitimate. Discriminating language
featured in viewpoints, which can be considered as the two sides of a political debate, results from
the severe attempts of both sides to confute the legitimacy of the other being reflected on the tone
of their discourse. For this reason, discriminating discourse based on rhetoric of democracy is indirect
and allows room for legitimizing/normalizing itself.

Finally, it was observed that the progression of the headlines was concurrent with political
developments. While the headlines of Sabah, Habertlirk and Zaman newspapers referred to
declarations of the ruling party, Prime Minister or President Abdullah Gl calling for democracy and
sobriety, the headlines of Hirriyet and Radikal dailies were critical of the police violence and drew
attention to the significance of social media. Therefore, it can be said that the headlines were in
conformity with the overall standing of the newspapers towards the Gezi Events. Additionally,
headlines of S6zcli and Taraf newspapers had a harsher tone, giving prominence to and criticizing the
ruling party and Prime Minister Erdogan. To the contrary, in accordance with its critical attitude
towards Gezi Events, the headlines of Yeni Safak depicted Gezi Events as plotted by those who aim to
hamper economic and political development of Turkey. On the other hand, Ozgiir Giindem's
headlines were critical of police violence and emphasized social democracy. Yeni Safak and Sozci
newspapers stand out when all the headlines are examined with regard to the production of
discriminatory discourse. Yeni Safak's emphasis on international forces and Sozcii's criticisms
solidified in the personality of Tayyip Erdogan resulted in headlines based on fostering enmity,
targeting and sole opposition.

The examination of the media discourse during the Gezi Events, which carry great political, social and
cultural importance for Turkey, is an important pursuit for revealing the close relationship between
political developments in Turkey and discriminatory discourse of the print press. The study revealed
that each new expression/phrase that appears with each political development is used by the print
media and is reproduced in different ways. During the reproduction phase, even though the political
attitudes of the papers do not prevent the production of discriminating discourse, they shape how
such discourse is constructed. One of the most important contributions of this study is opening the
way for future studies to investigate how discriminating discourse is organized. Due to limited
resources the sample size and the time period covered by this study was restricted. It will be
particularly rewarding to conduct a comparative study with a larger sample covering a longer time
period.
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