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As in many places in the world, the use of biased, prejudiced and discriminatory 
language can be observed in the media of Turkey. Universal and national prin-
ciples of journalism do not address the use of hate speech and discriminatory 
discourse; even when they do so, media outlets violate these principles.

Provocative, racist and discriminatory language commonly used by the media, 
particularly in headlines and news titles, becomes an instrument that triggers 
enmity and discriminatory sentiment, while cementing stereotypes and allow-
ing prejudices to take root against vulnerable groups in society. Targeted indi-
viduals and groups become anxious and silent, and are railroaded into giving up 
their essential democratic right to be involved in social and political life. 

Discourse has the power to produce effects well beyond the neutral expression 
of thoughts or description of events. Discourse, which can be analyzed only in 
reference to the historical and social context in which it is generated, directly 
affects the way people make sense of a fact or situation and how they position 
themselves.1  It is through discourse as a social practice that the sense of be-
longing to a group and the relationships between groups are constructed, un-
derstood and justified.2  

Types of discrimination such as prejudice, racism, xenophobia, sexism, and ho-
mophobia lie behind hate speech and discriminatory discourse. Factors such 
as cultural identity and group characteristics influence the frequency of use of 
marginalizing and aggressive discourse, while circumstances such as rising na-
tionalism or intolerance of difference further increase the impact of hate speech. 

Insofar as the media have the power to embrace and normalize diversity and 
difference, they may also be influential in normalizing and fomenting conflict. 

1 Teun A. Van Dijk, “Discourse and Power” in Hate Crimes and Hate Speech, ed. Ayşe Çavdar and 
Aylin B. Yıldırım (İstanbul: Hrant Dink Foundation Publishing, 2010), p. 16.

2 Melek Göregenli, “Nefret Söylemi ve Nefret Suçları”, in Medya ve Nefret Söylemi, ed. Mahmut 
Çınar (İstanbul: Hrant Dink Foundation Publishing, 2013), p. 58.

FOREWORD 
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Media could reinforce and even legitimize such attitudes by triggering and deep-
ening racism and hatred.

For many years, the media in Turkey, as a primary source of hate speech and 
discriminatory discourse, have contributed considerably to the escalation of 
polarization within society. The Hrant Dink Foundation was founded in order to 
continue the struggles and carry out the dreams of Hrant Dink, who, until his 
murder, was portrayed in the media as an enemy in the eyes of society. One of 
the objectives of the foundation is to contribute to ending polarization and enmi-
ty within society. In this regard, the media monitoring work for identifying and 
exposing hate speech against ethnic, national and religious identities in the print 
media of Turkey has been carried out since 2009, as part of the Media Watch on 
Hate Speech project. In addition to research focusing on hate speech, the project 
also includes analysis on discourse that is designed in a more indirect and subtle 
way, as discriminatory discourse special issues. The Hate Speech and Discrim-
inatory Discourse in Media 2019 Report is issued in order to provide a broader 
assessment, and to serve as a reference source; it includes qualitative and quan-
titative analysis of hate speech data in 2019, as well as a work titled “Discrimina-
tory discourse against Kurds in Turkey’s print media: The example of 2019 local 
elections” which consists in analysis of the print media’s discourse on Kurds.

We hope this report will contribute to an increased awareness of the extent of po-
larizing discourse in society and the need for a new language which respects hu-
man rights. 
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ABOUT THE MEDIA WATCH ON  
HATE SPEECH PROJECT

AIM AND SCOPE OF THE STUDY 

The general objective of the Media Watch on Hate Speech project is to contribute 
to efforts to combat racism and discrimination in Turkey. Considering the impor-
tance of civilian oversight of the media, it aims to strengthen respect for human 
rights and tolerance of difference in the media, to draw attention to discriminatory 
discourse and hate speech against persons and groups targeted for certain charac-
teristics of their identity, as well as to raise awareness.

The long-term aim of this project is to contribute to the development of mech-
anisms that would help to combat hate speech and discriminatory discourse, 
enhance the media monitoring skills of non-governmental organizations, and 
make the language and methods used by media more egalitarian and respectful 
to social and cultural diversity by working together with departments of commu-
nication and media studies. 

As part of this work, through the monitoring of national and local press in Turkey, 
texts that include discriminatory, marginalizing and targeting discourse were 
identified. In light of this data, media monitoring reports, including qualitative 
and quantitative analyses based on these data, are issued for periods of four 
months. These reports are sent to NGOs, media outlets, and occupational unions 
of journalists and academics, and are also released on our website.3

As part of the project, meetings, seminars and trainings with NGO representa-
tives, legal experts, academics, occupational organizations and journalists are 
organized in order to raise awareness about hate speech. Upon invitations from 
NGOs and related institutions, workshops and trainings are organized in order 
to exchange knowledge and experience. Moreover, international panel discus-
sions are held, meetings on hate speech are organized with universities, and the 
findings of the project are discussed in order to inform people about the concept 
of hate speech, to provide opportunities for discussing the possible methods for 
combating discriminatory and racist discourse, and to encourage the media to 
use a more conscious language which respects human rights. 

3  https://hrantdink.org/en/asulis-en/activities/projects/media-watch-on-hate-speech
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In 2012, with the purpose of adding to the curriculum conceptual discussions 
on hate speech and ways of combating it, a draft syllabus titled Discrimination, 
Hate Speech and Media was prepared through close cooperation with academics 
and representatives of NGOs, and then shared with academics. The content of 
the syllabus has been developed in accordance with feedback from academics, 
and the work continues towards implementing the syllabus in universities.

In parallel with the works on curriculum, a book that would serve as a supple-
mentary source for the syllabus, and as an introductory source for the general 
reader, was published in December 2013. Edited by Mahmut Çınar, with a preface 
by Fuat Keyman, the book was published –in Turkish– under the title Media and 
Hate Speech: Concepts, Outlets, Discussions.

Since the 2015 fall semester, as part of a collaboration with Istanbul Bilgi Uni-
versity’s Communications Department, students taking the courses titled 
“Independent Interdisciplinary” under the supervision of professors Itır Erhart 
and Nazan Haydari Pekkan have been attending workshops focusing on media 
monitoring methods and contributing to the media monitoring work of Hrant 
Dink Foundation.4

In news discussion workshops that continued in 2019, topics such as discrimina-
tion, hate speech and rights-based journalism were discussed through the analysis 
of selected columns and articles. Moreover, in order to reach a wider audience, the 
findings from the media watch reports have been turned into infographics and pub-
lished as booklets. Infographics and videos are also shared on social media.

The knowledge and experience on hate speech and discriminatory discourse gained 
thanks to the work carried out since 2009 have paved the way for the founding of 
ASULIS Discourse, Dialog and Democracy Laboratory at the Hrant Dink Founda-
tion, the first research center focusing on discourse in Turkey. Since the foundation 
of ASULIS in 2016, the project continues as a part of a broader study on discourse 
under the umbrella of the laboratory.

4 In this regard, we would like to thank the students of Bilgi University who contributed to 
media monitoring during 2019 and our volunteers for their contribution to the project and the 
process of issuing this report.
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METHODOLOGY

As part of the media monitoring work focusing on hate speech, all national news-
papers and approximately 500 local newspapers are monitored based on predeter-
mined keywords and phrases (e.g. “Jew”, “Muslim”, “traitor”, “bigot”, “giaour”, 
“refugee”) with a system provided by a media monitoring center. Weekday editions 
of these publications are scanned for news articles and columns containing these 
keywords and items containing hate speech are thus found. 

While the main focus is hate speech on the basis of national, ethnic and religious 
identity, striking examples of discourse targeting women and LGBTIs are also 
included in the reports. The critical discourse analysis method commonly used in 
media studies is employed in the analysis process. In order to determine specific 
indicators for media items and discourse, quantitative scaling is used at first and 
then it is revealed which newspapers feature hate speech most, how it is featured 
and whom it targets.

In identifying hate speech in the news articles and columns, the recommendation 
adopted by the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe in 1997 is taken as 
a basis. This recommendation defines hate speech as the following: “[Hate speech] 
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.”

In accordance with the purpose and scope explained above, news articles identi-
fied as featuring hate speech are categorized based on qualitative characteristics of 
the adopted discourse. The categories of hate speech determined by international 
studies previously conducted in the field of discourse, and in consideration of the 
country-specific linguistic and cultural differences, are as follows:

1 exaggeration/attribution/distortion: Any discourse that features negative gener-
alization, distortion, exaggeration or negative attribution targeting a community 
as a whole, based on a specific individual or event (e.g. “Enough with the Syrians”).

2 swearing/insult/defamation: Any discourse that contains swearing, insult or 
defamation about a community (e.g. “treacherous”, “traitor”, “immoral”).

3 enmity/war discourse: Any discourse that includes hostile, war-mongering ex-
pressions about a community (e.g. “Greek atrocity”).

4 symbolization: Any discourse that uses various aspects of one’s inherent iden-
tity as a basis of hatred, humiliation or symbolization (e.g. “Will a Jew represent 
us in Eurovision?”).
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MEDIA WATCH FINDINGS 

As part of the “Media Watch on Hate Speech” project, 4364 columns and news 
articles targeting national, ethnic and religious groups were found in national and 
local newspapers in 2019. It was observed that 108 of them contained different 
categories of hate speech against more than one group. In these texts, 5515 hate 
speech content targeting 80 different groups were found.  

In the January-April 2019 period,  issues such as New Year’s celebration in Tak-
sim, the sinking of refugee boats in the Aegean Sea (January 16), France’s dec-
laration of April 24 as Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day (February 6), the 
anniversary of the Khojaly Massacre (February 26), International Women’s Day 
(March 8), US decision to recognize Israel’s dominance in the Golan Heights 
(March 25), racist attack at two mosques in New Zealand (March 15), 31 March 
local elections, Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day (April 24) contributed to 
the generation of hate speech.

In the May-August 2019 period, issues such as the international arrest warrant 
for foreign companies’ executives working with Turkish Petroleum (June 10), re-
vote for Istanbul mayor (June 24), the Cyprus Peace Operation anniversary (July 
19), the Srebrenica massacre anniversary (July 11), the anniversary of the coup 
attempt (July 15), Turkish Interior Minister’s order to send Syrians back to their 
registered cities (July 22), trials for damages filed in the US against Turkey over 
the confiscated properties during and after the Armenian Genocide, (August 30) 
Victory Day contributed to the generation of hate speech.  

In the September-December 2019 period, issues such as the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict, “Operation Peace Spring”, gas and oil exploration works in the Medi-
terranean Sea, and violations of human rights of refugees on the Greek border 
contributed to the generation of hate speech.
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Items on the agenda around which hate speech is centered

JANUARY

1 January 2019 
New Year celebration in Taksim

16 January 2019 
Sinking of refugee boats in the Aegean Sea

FEBRUARY

6 February 2019 
France’s Declaration of 24 April 
as “the Armenian Genocide 
Remembrance Day” in France

26 February 2019 
Anniversary of Khojaly Massacre

APRIL

24 April 2019 
Armenian Genocide
Remembrance Day 

JUNE

Tensions between Turkey
and Southern Cyprus
over natural resource
exploration in the 
Mediterranean Sea

AUGUST

30 August 2019 
Victory Day

OCTOBER

9 October 2019 
The Operation Peace Spring

29 October 2019 
US House of Representatives’ 
passing of resolution that 
recognizes the Armenian Genocide

DECEMBER

Violations of human rights 
of refugees on the Greek border

Christmas and New Year 
celebrations

MARCH

8 March 2019 
International Women’s Day

15 March 2019 
Racist attacks on two mosques 
in New Zealand

31 March 2019 
Local elections

MAY

6 May 2019 
Decision to repeat 
Istanbul mayoral election

JULY

11 July 2019 
Anniversary of Srebrenica Massacre

19 July 2019 
Anniversary of “Cyprus Peace Operation”
trials for damages against Turkey over
confiscated property during and after 
the Armenian Genocide filed in the US

22 July 2019 
Turkish Ministry of Interior’s order to 
send Syrians back to their registered cities

SEPTEMBER

Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict

NOVEMBER

Gas and oil exploration operations 
in the Mediterranean Sea
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DISTRIBUTION OF CONTENT PER TARGETED GROUPS

Armenians

Syrians

Greeks

Jews

Christians

the British

Westerners

the French

Arabs

non-Muslims

Russians

Serbians

refugees

Saudis

atheists

Germans

Americans

Chinese

Kurds

Evangelists

Europeans

Buddhists

Hindus

803

760

754

676

603

334

223

163

140

123

98

92

87

68

54

45

43

43

37

36

35

33

32

30

Cypriot Greeks and/or
 Greeks of Turkey 

graph 1: Hate speech per targeted groups 

Considering the analyzed items, we obtain the following table on the distribu-
tion of content per targeted groups who have more than 30 items of hate speech 
against them:
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In 2019,

Armenians were
.  portrayed as enemies in texts covering the Khojaly Massacre and April 24 Arme-

nian Genocide Remembrance Day, in association with violence and massacre,
.  identified with terrorism through being mentioned in association with PKK and 

ASALA,
. targeted in news articles and commentaries on disputes between Azerbaijan and 

Armenia,
.  portrayed as enemies in texts covering Baku’s inclusion in Azerbaijan, through 

association with violence and massacre,
.   associated with violence in the narratives of the Turkish War of Independence,
.   labeled as the force behind “hostile” groups and persons,
.   portrayed as enemies in reference to past events, in news articles and commen-

taries on the US Senate’s passing of the resolution that recognizes the Arme-
nian Genocide;

Syrian refugees were
.  Systematically associated with criminal actions such as murder, theft and ha-

rassment, and thus coded as potential criminals and identified with security 
concerns and ‘terrorism’,

.  targeted because of their presence in Turkey, in articles and columns on “Op-
eration Olive Branch”,

.  blamed for unfavorable economic conditions and unemployment in Turkey,

.  labeled as a “threat” against Turkey’s demographic structure and generally as 
a source of unease and “tension”;

Greeks were
.  presented as enemy with reference to tensions in the Kardak Islets,
.  portrayed as enemies in reference to past events,
.  presented as a threat against Turks in news articles and columns about Cyprus,
.  portrayed as enemies due to gas and oil exploration operations in the Mediter-

ranean Sea,
.  held responsible as a society for human rights violations against refugees along 

the Greek-Turkish border;
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Jews were
.   identified with violence and portrayed as enemies in articles covering the Israeli- 

Palestinian conflict and tensions in Al-Aqsa Mosque,
.  targeted by using Jewish identity in a generalizing manner instead of referring 

to persons/institutions with such terms as “Israeli state”, “Israel” or “Israeli 
Defense Forces”,

.   portrayed as the hidden power in conspiracy theories and presented as a threat 
against Turkey,

.   associated with many persons and institutions that are mentioned with nega-
tive references in the media,

.   defamed using references to Jewish identity as an expression of insult,

.  associated with violence in articles reporting on the interventions in the Great 
March of Return;

Cypriot Greeks and/or Greeks in Turkey were
.   targeted in discussions about gas exploration in the Mediterranean Sea,

.   associated with violence and massacre in reference to past clashes in Cyprus, 
in the news articles and columns covering the 45th anniversary of “the Cyprus 
Peace Operation” and the 36th anniversary of the foundation of the Turkish 
Republic of Northern Cyprus;

Christians were
.  targeted and marginalized in articles and columns about Christmas and New 

Year celebrations,
.   associated with terrorism and violence because of the attacks on two mosques 

in New Zealand,

.  presented as a threat against Turkey’s national interest and security through 
“Operation Peace Spring”,

.  targeted by way of defining the EU and European countries with which Turkey 
has problems on the basis of Christian identity;

the British were
.  presented as a part of conspiracy theories and portrayed as an enemy of Muslim 

identity,
.   associated with violence as a society in narratives of World War I and the Turk-

ish War of Independence; 



21

Westerners were
.  presented as a threat against Turkey’s national interests and security and 

associated with terrorism during “Operation Peace Spring”,

.  targeted by way of holding all of western society responsible for the crises with 
the EU, European countries, and the US;

the French were
.  associated with violence and massacre as a society in narratives of World 

War I and the Turkish War of Independence,

.  portrayed as an enemy in texts dealing with disagreements and political 
differences between Turkey and France;

Arabs were
.  targeted by way of associating Saudi Arabia’s diplomatic moves with Arab 

identity,
.  presented as a threat against Turkey’s national interest and security in refer-

ence to past events,
.   targeted through defining Syrians with Arab identity in articles and columns.
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The groups subjected to hate speech in less than 30 items are as follows: 

27 items Italians

18 items Afghans, deists 

14 items Bulgarians

13 items Israelis

11 items Iraqis

8 items Iranians, Pakistanis

6 items Fins, New Zealanders

5 items Palestinians 

4 items Austrians, Belgians, the Spanish, Catholics

3 items Georgians, the Dutch, Houthi people 

2 items Albanians, Azerbaijanis, Cherkes people, the Danish, 
Indians, Slavs

1 item Africans, Alevis, Argentinians, Australians, Teutonics,  
the Czech, Easterners, Philippians, Hutu people, Icelanders, 
Qataris, Kyrgyzistanis, Libyans, the Lebanese,  
Hungarians, Malaysians, Judaists, Muslims, Norwegians, 
Middle Easterners, Orthodox Christians, Uzbeks,  
the Bagratuni, the Portugese, Protestants, the Roma,  
the Sudanese, Syriacs, Taciqis, Turkistanis, Vlachs, Yemenis 
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DISTRIBUTION OF THE CONTENT PER TYPE,  
NEWSPAPAER AND CATEGORY    

graph 2: Hate speech per type 

graph 3: Hate speech in national and local press

exaggeration/attribution/
distortion %71.80

%18.25

%2.95

%7

other
%47.91

%2.40

%49.30

news articles

columns

swearing/insult/defamation

enmity/war discourse

symbolization

exaggeration/attribution/
distortion %71.80

%18.25

%2.95

%7

other
%47.91

%2.40

%49.30

news articles

columns

swearing/insult/defamation

enmity/war discourse

symbolization

Excluding the repeated items, items analyzed in 2019 consist of 2160 columns and 
2099 news articles. Media archive pages, files, articles published in the readers’ 
pages, book reviews/evaluations and similar items were analyzed under the title 
of “other”; hate speech was found in 105 items under this category. 
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graph 4: Hate speech in national press
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graph 5: Hate speech in local press5

5 Local newspapers generated hate speech in 15 or fewer items are not included in the graph. For the full list:  
rebrand.ly/2019hatespeech
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graph 6: Distribution of newspaper containing the largest number of hate speech according to the groups 
they targeted most 
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graph 7: Hate speech per categories 

Instances of hate speech in newspapers are analyzed in accordance with four 
categories: 

.   exaggeration/attribution/distortion

.   swearing/insult/defamation

.   enmity/war discourse

.   symbolization 

These categories are determined in order to help understand and distinguish 
between different types of hate speech. In the case of identifying more than 
one category in the same item, the dominant category is regarded for the sake 
of classification. 
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title: Hristiyan terörist camide Müslüman katliamı yaptı  
[Christian terrorist carried out a massacre in a mosque]
newspaper: İstiklal
date: 16.03.2019
type: news article
author: İstiklal
targeted group(s): Christians, Norwegians
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the title and various parts of the article, the attacker is referred to as a “Christian terrorist”, 
associating Christian identity with violence and massacre. With the emphasis on his Christian 
identity, combined with the fact that the murderer targeted Muslims, a sentiment of enmity 
between Muslim and Christian identities is formed. Moreover, in the subsection entitled “In-
spired by the Norwegian killer” based on the account of the attacker, Norwegian identity is 
associated with violence with reference to a previous attack carried out in Norway.

How could it have been written?

title suggestion: Hateful attack on a mosque in New Zealand: Almost 50 Muslims killed

The problem of increasing hateful attacks might have been pointed out by high-
lighting the hateful motivation of the attacks in the title instead of emphasizing 
the perpetrator’s religious identity.
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title: Ermeni olayı İngiliz oyunu [Armenian incident, British plot]
newspaper: Karadeniz’de Son Nokta
date: 29.04.2019
type: news article
author: Karadeniz’de Son Nokta 
targeted group(s): the British
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the article, the statements of historian Yavuz Bahadırlıoğlu are used in the headline with-
out quotation marks. By using Bahadırlıoğlu’s remark in the main headline, the newspaper 
codes the British as a threat to Turkey and provokes the reader against them.
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title: Van’daki Ermeni Mezaliminden Bazı Kesitler- 2  
[Some accounts of Armenian atrocities in Van - 2]
newspaper: Van Sesi
date: 14.02.2019
type: column
author: Muhammed Gürcan
targeted group(s): Armenians
category: enmity/war discourse

In the column, past sentiments of enmity against Armenians are reinforced by repeated use 
of provocative depictions of violence as we see in the following sentences: “Again in this 
village, Armenians put several Muslim children into piles of turf and then set it on fire; they 
burned these poor innocent children alive (…)”, “Armenians set aside children under the 
age of 15 and then killed them with bayonets,” and “An Armenian took our neighbor Firdevs’ 
son and martyred him by breaking him in half through his legs.” The columnist demonizes 
Armenians with remarks containing elements of enmity and hatred.



34

title: Şubat şehadet ve inkılap ayıdır [February is the month of martyrdom and reform]
newspaper: Doğru Haber
date: 20.02.2019 
type: column
author: M. Ali Akay
targeted group(s): Buddhists, the Chinese, Jews, Christians
category: enmity/war discourse

In the column, Buddhist, Chinese, Jewish and Christian identities are associated with vi-
olence and massacre, as we see in the following sentence: “I mean, we want to say this: 
The blood of our most sacred ones shouldn’t be cheap. We are in a century where Muslim 
blood is very cheap. Why? Why are non-believers so reckless, while idolatrous Buddhists 
and Chinese on one side, Jews and Christians on the other side are attacking children of 
the Islamic community like rabid dogs? How can we explain this?” Thus, the columnist rep-
resents Buddhists, the Chinese, Jews and Christians as a threat to Muslims, and foments 
enmity against them.
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title: Rum dostu CHP’ye yavuz darbe [Serious blow to Greek-loving CHP]
newspaper: Star 
date: 03.03.2019
type: news article
author: Star 
targeted group(s): Cypriot Greeks and/or Greeks in Turkey
category: symbolization

This front page article, with its title choice, represents Cypriot Greeks and/or Greeks in Tur-
key as a threat to Turkey, fomenting negative sentiments about and enmity against them.
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title: KKTC’ye Hocalı Soykırım Anıtı dikilmeli  
[A Khojaly Genocide monument must be built in Northern Cyprus]
newspaper: Aydınlık
date: 06.03.2019 
type: news article
author: Ata Atun
targeted group(s): Armenians
category: enmity/war discourse

The article’s summary reads: “It is time to build a Khojaly Genocide monument in Northern 
Cyprus in order to remember the atrocity and genocide carried out by Armenians in Nagorno 
Karabakh against our helpless and innocent kin just because they were Turkish, to pass it on 
to the next generations and to commemorate it for all time, because we are the ones who can 
understand them.” With this type of discourse, the perception of enmity against Armenians 
is reinforced. The columnist demonizes Armenian identity with remarks containing elements 
of enmity and hatred, and foments enmity between peoples.
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title: Muhalefet edin ama… [Do oppose, but…]
newspaper: Bizim Anadolu  
date: 27.10.2019
type: column
author: Hüseyin Tanrıkulu
targeted group(s): non-Muslims, Jews, Greeks
category: enmity/war discourse

In this column, discussing the opposition parties’ ways of opposing, the author writes:  
“I regret to say it but the political parties in our country give lots of material to the giaour 
when they try to oppose and criticize the government and its practices,” and “You have 
the right to oppose. We respect that. But you shouldn’t do it by pushing the buttons of this 
country and with a political discourse that strengthens the giaour’s hand or by humiliat-
ing before the giaour this great nation which you want to rule.” As we see, with the word 
‘giaour’, which is used as an expression of hatred and insult for non-Muslims in Turkey, the 
perception of enmity against non-Muslim identities is reinforced. Moreover, Jewish identity 
is used as a reference to treachery and enmity: “I happened to listen to a scumbag called 
ENES KANTER on an American channel. At first, I didn’t catch his name or I forgot it, so I 
thought he was a JEW. But he turned out to be a Turkish traitor.” Greek identity is also used 
as a reference of enmity in a similar way: “Even Greek giaours who attempt to occupy [Tur-
key] haven’t done as much harm as these scumbags who spy and work against this country 
to gain worldly possessions.” Thus, in the column, enmity against non-Muslims, Jews, and 
Greeks is fomented.
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title: Katilin takıntısı [The murderer’s obsession]
newspaper: Sabah 
date: 17.03.2019
type: column
author: Mehmet Barlas
targeted group(s): New Zealanders, Armenians, Evangelists 
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

The column discussing the terrorist attack in New Zealand associates New Zealanders with 
violence by emphasizing the attacker’s national identity as we see in the title: “It turns out 
that the New Zealander psycho killer is obsessed with Turks,” and the remark, “Because 
some people among us agree with what this New Zealander psycho killer thinks about 
Turks.” Moreover, the person whom the murderer mentioned as his inspiration is described 
as the following: “Herbert Gladstone, who lived between 1809-98 and served as prime min-
ister for 12 years, was a vicious enemy of Turks and also an Evangelist. He supported the 
Bulgarian revolt and Armenian terrorism, aided exiled opponents of Abdul Hamid and said in 
a speech ‘Turks will continue their lives by smoking their water pipes on the Asian side of the 
Bosporus’.” With these remarks, Armenians are associated with terrorism and the percep-
tion of enmity against this identity is fomented.
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title: Suriyeli gelin kaçtı [Syrian bride runs away]
newspaper: Kayseri Anadolu Haber
date: 23.03.2019
type: news article
author: İHA
targeted group(s): Syrians
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the article, Syrian identity is emphasized and Syrians are associated with crime, as we 
see in the following sentence: “The 65-year-old female victim, who wanted to find a bride 
for her disabled son, found a bride for 30,000 liras, went to the police to accuse of fraud the 
Syrian girl who fled.” The negative representation in the article renders invisible human 
rights violations against Syrian women and reinforces negative opinions about this identity.
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title: Ahlâksız Fransız saldırıyı destekledi [Immoral French supported the attack]
newspaper: Yeni Akit 
date: 19.03.2019
type: news article 
author: Yeni Akit
targeted group(s): the French 
category: swearing/insult/defamation 

In the article reporting on a social media post by a member of the Regional Council of Brit-
tany about the terrorist attack in New Zealand, the French are insulted with an emphasis 
on the national identity of the person in question, and negative opinions about this identity 
are reinforced.

How could it have been written?

title suggestion: Controversial reaction to the attack in New Zealand by a deputy in France

National identity should not have been emphasized in the title, insulting words for 
this identity should not have been used, and the article should have been written in 
such a way as to avoid creating prejudice. The article could have simply pointed out 
the dangerous effects of social media posts that legitimize hateful attacks.
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title: Suriyeli çocuklar can sıktı [Enough with Syrian kids]
newspaper: Antalya Gazipaşa 
date: 27.03.2019
type: news article
author: news desk
targeted group(s): Syrians
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the article, Syrian children are presented as a source of threat and trouble as we see in the 
following statements: “Some Syrians children who pestered the life out of Gazipaşa shop-
keepers went totally insane. It is claimed that a group of Syrian children between the ages 
of 7 and 10 are wandering around as a gang and attacked students in Gazipaşa,” and “Some 
Syrian children who allegedly keyed cars and stole money from cars with open windows (…)”. 
The article promotes a negative representation of Syrian children who are in reality deprived 
of many basic rights; violations of rights are made invisible, stereotypes about children are 
generated and the grounds for isolating them from society are legitimized. 
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title: İnek eti satan Müslümana Hindular saldırdı [Hindus attacked the Muslim selling beef]
newspaper: Ortadoğu
date: 10.04.2019
type: news article
author: Ortadoğu
targeted group(s): Hindus 
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the article reporting the attack on a Muslim because he was selling beef, Hindus are  
labeled as a threat against Muslims and negative opinions about them are fomented 
through generalization. 
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title: Yine kaçak muayenehane [Illegal health care service again]
newspaper: Ankara Milliyet
date: 19.04.2019
type: news article
author: AA
targeted group(s): Syrians 
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the article, Syrian identity is emphasized in a negative manner with the summary “Two 
Syrians who provide health care services in their unlicensed office are caught”, although 
their identity is not directly related to the incident. Thus, existing prejudices against Syrians 
are fomented. 
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title: İsrail’in sürtük bakanı nefret kustu [Bitchy Israeli deputy spread hatred]
newspaper: Yeni Akit 
date: 23.04.2019
type: news article
author: Yeni Akit 
targeted group(s): women

In the title and text of the article reporting the statements of the Israeli minister of justice, 
political criticism is presented with an insulting label of women’s identity; thus gender iden-
tity is turned into a political tool and misogyny is regenerated. 
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title: Nefret ediyorum senden ey Batı! [I hate you, West!]
newspaper: Batman Rehber
date: 21.01.2019
type: column
author: Sadullah Aydın
targeted group(s): Batılılar, Sırplar
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the column, Westerners are associated with massacre, assimilation, perversion, selfish-
ness and violence, and hatred against them is incited as we see in the following remarks: 
“You, the monster who disguises itself as democracy, freedom, human rights, what did you 
give to humanity? What did you give other than unhappiness, pessimism, all kinds of sex-
ual and moral perversion, suicide, hunger, poverty, selfishness, impiousness?” and, “You 
barbarous West, your civilization is a civilization of blood, the wild Europe! Wails of those 
free native people, 40 million honorable Indians whom you massacred after occupying their 
lands, whose skulls you piled into mountains, whose scalps you used as wall decoration, 
whom you insulted, treated like animals and confined in camps, whose hearts are still break-
ing.” And with the remark “I don’t know how to describe you, you are full of crime, murder, 
atrocity! Aren’t you the ones who gave 8,000 innocent and defenseless people including 
women, children, elderly and sick to Serbian butchers in Srebrenica, Bosnia?” Serbians  
are associated with crime, and prejudices against them are reinforced. 
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title: Acımasız Yahudi katiller [Ruthless Jewish murderers]
newspaper: Milat
date: 11.12.2019
type: news article
author: Milat
targeted group(s): Jews
category: swearing/insult/defamation 

In the article reporting on the US President Donald Trump’s statements, his words are con-
doned by using them in the title without quotation marks, in large font size, and negative 
opinions about Jews are reinforced.
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title: Ermeni gibi konuştular [They spoke like Armenians]
newspaper: Yeni Asır 
date: 25.04.2019 
type: news article 
author: Yeni Asır 
targeted group(s): Armenians
category: symbolization 

The article reporting HDP deputies’ statements on April 24 has a title that uses Armenian 
identity as a reason for hatred; Armenians are targeted and existing enmity against Arme-
nians is fomented.  

How could it have been written?

title suggestion: Deputies Kemalbay and Çepni call for the genocide to be faced

Covering the deputies’ statements and calling for facing the genocide would be enough 
instead of presenting this call with a criticism like “They spoke like Armenians”, which 
is vague in terms of who thinks or says that. Moreover, the deputies’ opinions could 
have been asked and discussions about this issue could have been covered.
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title: Tweet-yumruk [Tweet-punch]
newspaper: Sözcü
date: 25.04.2019
type: column
author: Yılmaz Özdil
targeted group(s): Greeks, Syrians
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the column, negative opinions about Greeks and Syrians are fomented: “You gave our 
islands in the Aegean to the Greeks, you let 5 million Syrians dance the halay in Taksim 
on New Year’s Eve, you let 700,000 Syrians who could fight in a war fool around on Florya 
beach, you let them smoke water pipe and also make our people pay for it, you send the 
poor kids of this country to Syria to fight, you make paid military service permanent letting 
the rich live and the poor die, you spend 40 billion dollars for Syrians in Turkey while seizing 
prosthetics of our veterans…” The columnist targets Syrian refugees by portraying them as 
a social and economic threat. 
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title: Yahudi kudurdu [Jews became rabid]
newspaper: Yeni Konya 
date: 06.05.2019
type: news article
author: AA-İHA
targeted group(s): Jews
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the article reporting on Israel’s attacks in the West Bank, Jewish identity is held responsible 
for the attacks perpetrated by Israel security forces. Thus, enmity against Jews is reinforced. 

How could it have been written?

title suggestion: Israel attacks Gaza: There are casualties

The reported attack could have been associated with the responsible state/govern-
ment and violations of rights and crimes in the region could have been emphasized. 
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title: Gâvur gâvuru tutar [The giaour supports the giaour]
newspaper: Milli Gazete
date: 21.05.2019
type: column
author: Mahmut Toptaş
targeted group(s): non-Muslims
category: enmity/war discourse

With the title based on the word “giaour”, which is used as an expression of hatred and 
insult against non-Muslims in Turkey, rooted negative sentiments about non-Muslims are 
reinforced. With the remark “This herd of murderers is united by the fact that this band 
of murderers are all heretics” and through the “us-versus-them” division dominant in the 
overall discourse of the column, non-Muslims are portrayed as enemies. 
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title: Rum ağzıyla rapor [Report from the Greeks’ mouth]
newspaper: Milat
date: 30.05.2019
type: news article
author: Milat
targeted group(s): Cypriot Greeks and/or Greeks in Turkey
category: symbolization

In the article covering the report in the European Commission Enlargement Package, 
the report’s criticisms against several issues such as Turkey’s drilling operations in the  
Mediterranean and the renewal of the mayoral election in Istanbul are defined as “the  
Cypriot Greeks and/or Greeks in Turkey talking” in the article, presenting Greek identity as 
“enemy.” Thus, negative opinions and enmity against Greeks is fomented. 
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title: Rumlardan Türklere linç girişimi [Greeks’ attempt to lynch Turks]
newspaper: Milli Gazete 
date: 24.05.2019 
type: news article 
author: Milli Gazete
targeted group(s): Cypriot Greeks and/or Greeks in Turkey
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

The article claims that a group tried to lynch Turks during a protest in Southern Cyprus 
demanding the opening of Varosha quarter, which has been closed since 1974. With the title 
and content, the article reinforces negative opinions about Cypriot Greeks and/or Greeks in 
Turkey and foments the perception of enmity about their identity. 
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title: Türkiye’nin başarısı Almanları korkuttu [Germans are afraid of Turkey’s success]
newspaper: Vizyon Havadis
date: 12.06.2019
type: news article
author: Vizyon Havadis
targeted group(s): Germans
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the article, with remarks “Germans are afraid because Turkish tourism capital Antalya 
broke the record of tourist numbers in a season!” and “Starting to publish materials target-
ing tourism in Turkey, Germans also published things targeting Turkey and President Er-
doğan”, Germans are labeled as an “enemy” of Turkey and the perception of enmity against 
the identity is reinforced.
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title: Suriyeliler emeklinin sırtından beslendi [Syrians exploited the retired]
newspaper: Yeniçağ
date: 12.07.2019
type: news article
author: Yeniçağ Gazetesi
targeted group(s): Syrians
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

The article makes the inference that Syrian refugees in Turkey share in the income of the 
retired based on the following claim: “The government fed Syrians with the money that 
should be used for giving a well-earned raise to the retired. President Erdoğan said, ‘We 
spent 37 billion dollars for Syrians.’ According to the current exchange rate, 37 billion dol-
lars make 212 billion Turkish liras. With this money, a 738 lira raise can be given to 12 million 
retirees, and this amount could be paid for 2 years.” Using information without adequate 
context, the article labels Syrian refugees’ presence as an “economic threat” and targets 
Syrian identity. 
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title: Sana ne oluyor ey Ermeni!.. [What is it to you, Armenian!]
newspaper: Bursa A Gazete
date: 29.07.2019
type: haber
author: yenisafak.com
targeted group(s): Armenians
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the article covering a commentary published in a weekly newspaper on drilling opera-
tions in the Mediterranean Sea, negative opinions about Armenian identity are reinforced 
and the perception of enmity is fomented. 
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title: Besle kargayı oysun gözünü [Biting the hand that feeds you]
newspaper: Korkusuz
date: 24.07.2019
type: news article
author: Korkusuz
targeted group(s): Syrians
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

Syrian refugees are accused of “ungratefulness” with the title and the remark “We gave 
food and jobs to 4 million Syrians, but look what they have done.” Moreover, this accusa-
tion is supported by the selected images (a protest banner calling for support for refugees, 
a photograph that is claimed to be depicting a Syrian and an illustration allegedly drawn by 
a Syrian). The article states, “Turkey embraced millions of Syrians who escaped from the 
civil war. These lands became a cozy home and provided subsistence for them. However, an 
illustration by a Syrian named Moustafa Jacoub who went to the US was enough. He turned 
the crescent in the Turkish flag into the mouth of a monster and the star into people run-
ning away. And he shared this ugly image with the caption ‘Syrian refugees in Turkey’.” An 
opposition between Syrian and Turkish identities is formed by positioning Turks as “com-
passionate hosts” as opposed to the “ungratefulness” attributed to Syrians. Furthermore, 
Syrians are targeted with the use of a deputy’s statement “Syrians made the cities inhabit-
able” as a subheading. While the entire article presents Syrian refugee presence in Turkey 
as a problem, it also targets Syrians by accusing them of being “ungrateful” to Turkey. 
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title: Suudiler’in Türk düşmanlığı [Anti-Turkism of Saudis]
newspaper: Diriliş Postası
date: 21.08.2019
type: news article
author: Diriliş Postası
targeted group(s): Saudi Arabs
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

This article reports on an article published in a Saudi Arabian newspaper. While the article 
in question is defined as “anti-Turk”, this “enmity” is attributed to all Saudis, and all the 
bearers of Saudi identity are coded as enemies. 

How could it have been written?

title suggestion: Saudi Arabia-based Okaz newspaper publishes tourism warning about Turkey

More information could have been provided on the tourism warning and the article 
could have been expanded to include the views of Saudi Arabian officials in Turkey 
and professionals working in the tourism sector. As it is, the article is only portraying 
Saudi Arabians as enemies.
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title: Ümmet yok, millet var [There is no Ummah, but nation]
newspaper: Cumhuriyet
date: 23.08.2019
type: column
author: Erol Ertuğrul
targeted group(s): Syrians
category: exaggeration/attribution/distortion

In the column, discriminatory generalizations about Syrians are made and all Syrians are 
associated with crime, as we see in the following remark: “Today, there are covered women 
with veils and men with beards and thobes called Syrians wandering around in our country. 
During holidays, they return to their country and stay there for days, and then come back to 
Turkey. Since they can stay in their country for days, they do not need to stay in our country. 
And this is not racism. We know that Syrians are involved in prostitution, robbery, plunder 
and murder incidents in our country. We also know that their population increases rapidly 
due to their birth rate. In Hatay and Kilis, the Syrian population grew larger than the Turk-
ish population.” Throughout the column, the Syrian presence in Turkey is presented as a 
threat and negative opinions about this identity are reinforced. 
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title: Dost gördüğümüz o Rus bu [Here is that Russian we see as friend]
newspaper: Karadeniz
date: 15.11.2019
type: news article
author: Karadeniz
targeted group(s): Greeks
category: swearing/insult/defamation

In the article reporting on the Russian foreign minister’s visit to the Genocide Memorial in Arme-
nia, with the word play in the title,6  the person in question is insulted due to his national identity. 

6  In the Turkish title, a word play is made with the Turkish words “Rus” (Russian) and “orospu” (whore).

How could it have been written?

title suggestion: Russian Foreign Minister visits Genocide Memorial in Armenia

Journalistic language that insults all members of an identity and foments enmity 
against identities should have been avoided.
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title: Suudi Kral için yas ilan ettiğimiz Araplar bile bizi sırtımızdan hançerledi  
[Even the Arabs, for whom we declared a period of mourning when the Saudi King died, 
stabbed us in the back]
newspaper: Sözcü
date: 13.10.2019
type: news article
author: Sözcü
targeted group(s): Arabs
category: enmity/war discourse

Reporting on the Arab League’s decision about Turkey’s Operation Peace Spring, the article’s 
title accuses all Arabs of betrayal with the remark “The saying ‘Turks have no friend other 
than Turks’ is confirmed once again” above the title; thus enmity against Arabs is reinforced. 
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title: Batı yasakçı halkı baskıcı [The West is repressive, its people are oppressive]
newspaper: Yeni Akit
date: 14.08.2019
type: news article
author: Harun Sekmen
targeted group(s): Westerners
category: enmity/war discourse

This article, covering the issue of Islamophobia, contains such statements as, “It is hard to 
miss the fact that European leaders’ repressive attitude has parallels with Western people’s 
aggressive attitude towards Muslims,” and “Disregarding the basic human right of freedom of 
religion, Western countries adopt a repressive attitude, while the remnants of the Crusaders  
attack our mosques in an organized way. While European capitals made decisions that ban 
Muslims from wearing the headscarf even on the street, Western people encouraged by lead-
ers who incite Islamophobia organize bloody attacks on our mosques.” With such statements, 
all Westerners are implied as responsible for massacre and violence, presented as anti-Islam 
and anti-Muslim, and the perception of enmity against this identity is reinforced. 
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title: Bir kişiyi bıçaklayan travestiler, kendilerini çeken gazetecilere tepki gösterdi 
[Transvestites who stabbed a person reacted to journalists reporting]
newspaper: Karaman Gündem 
date: 30.01.2019
type: news article
author: İHA
targeted group(s): LGBTIs

The reported criminal incident is covered with an emphasis on the suspect’s gender identity 
though it is not directly related to the incident, and this emphasis is maintained throughout the 
article. While the relation between the gender identity of suspects and the reported incident is 
not explained, transphobia and discrimination against LGBTIs is reinforced with the misuse of 
the word “transvestite.” 

How could it have been written?

title suggestion: Knife attack in Karaman

In this article reporting a criminal incident, it would be enough to provide informa-
tion as to where and why this incident happened, how it ended and the detention of 
the suspects. The term “transvestite” was incorrectly applied, and should not have 
been used. “Transvestite” is a term used to define specifically people who wish to 
look and act like a member of the opposite sex, but it does not contain any infor-
mation regarding gender identity and sexual orientation. The usage of this word, 
which is commonly used to define transgender people in the media and is loaded 
with negative connotations in collective perception, reinforces transphobia. As long 
as it is not an indispensable part of news stories, the person in question should be 
asked how they want to be defined instead of using assumed definitions, and if this 
is not possible, the appropriate terminology should be found and used.7 

7 KAOS GL, Kaos GL 2017 Medya İzleme Raporu (Ankara: Ayrıntı, 2017), p. 54. 
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title: Aileyi yok etme çabaları [Efforts to abolish the family]
newspaper: Bor’un Sesi
date: 20.05.2019
type: column
author: Recep Ulusoy
targeted group(s): LGBTIs

In the article, LGBTIs are coded as perverts and labeled as a threat to society due to their 
sexual orientation and gender identity as we see in the following sentence: “All illegal rela-
tionships, especially LGBTI perversion, are encouraged though YouTubers, famous actors 
and social media celebrities who are followed especially by the youth.” Thus, discrimination 
and violence that target LGBTIs are normalized and spread.
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title: LGBT sapkınlıktır, hastalık değil [LGBTI is not a disease, it is perversion]
newspaper: Kayseri Yenidoğan
date: 02.07.2019
type: news article
author: İsmail Şahin
targeted group(s): LGBTIs

The article features author Furkan Altunöz’s opinions about some municipalities’ support 
for LGBTI+ Pride Week; Yılmaz’s statements defining LGBTI individuals as “perverts” are 
used in the title without quotation marks. The article labels LGBTI individuals as a threat to 
society and targets them due to their sexual orientation and gender identity. 
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DISCRIMINATORY DISCOURSE REPORTS ISSUED AS PART OF 
THE MEDIA WATCH ON HATE SPEECH PROJECT

.   Discriminatory discourse against Kurds in Turkey’s print media: 
The example of 2019 local elections

.   “Saturday Mothers/People” in national press of Turkey:  
May 1995-September 2018 

.   Representation of Children in the Print Media of Turkey - June 2018 

.   Discrimination against Syrian Refugees in Media: Misinformation and 
Distortion (2017) 

.   Giaour Discourse in Print Media (2017) 

.   Four Day War in Nagorno-Karabakh and the Discriminatory Discourse 
Analysis of the Media in Azerbaijan, Armenia and Turkey (2016) 
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ON THE MARGIN OF THE NATION: THE KURDS

Mesut Yeğen

“Who is a part of the nation and who is not?”, “Are there gradations to being one 
of us, to belonging to a nation?” These questions have played an important part in 
shaping modern political communities, but have been given uniform, consistent 
answers in few places, if any. Experiences and literature on these experiences sug-
gest that in many places in the world nationhood is built as a community whose 
limits may be narrowed or expanded and which has different gradations or des-
ignations for different members. In this regard, it is easy to see that Turkey is no 
exception to this. It may even be said that Turkey constitutes a good example of 
the amorphous and gradational quality of nationhood. The last one hundred years 
of Turkey has shown that what is referred to as “nation” or “Turkish nation” is a 
plurality with layers whose limits have been narrowing and expanding over time.

In a historical context, even though limits and gradations of nationhood in Tur-
key were established under the influence of innumerable factors and with the 
participation of ordinary people, the state was still the primary actor in the pro-
cess, which is probably what happened elsewhere as well. Issues concerning 
who is one of “us” and who is not, who is at the center of the nation and who is 
on the margin, and who is in between, have been determined for one hundred 
years by what the state has been saying and doing.

When we look at what is said and done, what we see initially is the following:  
1. The limits of what constitutes belonging to “the nation” and being one of “us” 
do not correspond precisely to those who are citizens of the Republic of Turkey 
or those who live within its boundaries; 2. There have always been gradations of 
belonging to “the nation” adorned with rules and exceptions. In other words, for 
the last hundred years, there have almost always been people whose belonging 
to the Turkish nation is considered suspicious, despite their being Turkish citi-
zens, and there have been gradations of belonging to the nation.

This seemingly complex picture of limits and layers of “belonging to the Turkish na-
tion” can be easily simplified. The state’s actions and discourse for a hundred years 
show that Christian and Jewish citizens of Turkey remained so marginal along the 
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limits of Turkish citizenship that they are almost outside of it, whereas Muslim cit-
izens who are considered a part of the nation are graded as “Turks” or “those who 
are expected to become Turks.” Thus, the last hundred years of “belonging to the 
Turkish nation” suggest that those who belong to the nation are designated as Turks 
at the center, prospective Turks as in between and so-called Turks as on the margins.

Of course there have been exceptions to this system of gradation, which identifies 
Turkish speaking Muslims as Turks, non-Turkish speaking Muslims, such as Kurds, 
Circassians, Arabs and so on, as prospective Turks, and non-Muslims such as Arme-
nians, Greeks and Jews as so-called Turks. Circassians, who were accused of betray-
ing the state, Kurds who rebelled, and more recently Gulenists who attempted to 
stage a coup, were quickly placed on the margins, if not outside of “belonging to 
the nation.” Then again, Greek and Armenian citizens who “proved their loyalty to 
the state” by helping, or fighting alongside, the Turkish army during the Turkish 
War of Independence were temporarily taken in from the margins of the nation. 

Despite these exceptions, the limits and gradations of “belonging to the Turkish 
nation” were designated by the aforementioned logic of mobile gradation and its 
consequences were manifested in accordance with this logic of gradation. After 
one hundred years, a majority of Turkey’s Christians and Jews, who had been 
kept on the margins and subjected to all kinds of discrimination and oppression, 
moved outside of the sphere of the Turkish nation by leaving Turkey, the rest 
remaining on the margins. On the other side, a majority of non-Turkish speaking 
Muslims moved up to the designation of Turks from that of prospective Turks.

Except for Kurds, or most Kurds… While Bosniacs, the Laz, Circassians and Arabs 
were to a large extent vacating the designation of prospective Turks and moving 
to the central designation of “belonging to the Turkish nation”, a considerable 
amount of the prospective Turk. Kurds did not accept the invitation to move to the 
center of “belonging to the Turkish nation”, probably because they already consti-
tute a large population living in a specific region. In other words, the logic of mobile 
gradation that conditioned the consequence of “belonging to the Turkish nation” 
and which largely worked for Armenian, Greek, Syriac, Jewish, Bosniac, Circassian, 
Laz, Arab citizens and so on, failed, or did not fully work, when it came to Kurds.

The fact that this logic in part failed and in part worked for the Kurds has funda-
mentally shaped the state’s attitudes towards them. From 1924 almost up to the 
present day, the Turkish state has considered Kurds prospective Turks or so-called 
Turks depending on the state of affairs, time and events, despite the fact that 
Kurds, for a few years right before the foundation of the Republic, were seen as 
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equal citizens having the right to preserve their ethno-cultural identity. Kurds’ 
mobility in or against the Turkish nation rendered the state’s discourse and per-
ception regarding Kurds as varied and mobile. This variety and mobility was re-
flected in the discourse and minds of institutions, politicians, media and citizens 
who look up to the state as the great designator of limits and gradations of be-
longing to the nation. While all these actors were thinking about, talking about, 
and creating their representations of Kurds, they did this with words, notions and 
images stretching along a spectrum from prospective Turks to so-called Turks.

Leaving aside those Kurds who became Turks “in every aspect” about whom no one 
feels a need to talk and think about at length or produce specific images, Kurds as 
prospective Turks have been labeled as “those who forgot about their ‘Turkishness’”; 
who stuck to the remnants of the past like religion and feudalism as tribes, lodges 
and cults; and who were subjected to underdeveloped economic conditions caused 
by geographical characteristics and feudal masters. Thus, there have been efforts to 
bring Kurds as prospective Turks into the sphere of Turks by reminding them of their 
Turkishness; having them make them contact with the Turkish language through in-
struments such as schools, military service and displacement; abolishing such rem-
nants of the past as tribes, cults and feudalism; and helping them become developed 
and prosperous. During this work that is on the wane but still going on today, Kurds 
who were expected to become Turks have been mentioned with images and notions 
such as “mountain Turks”, “kart-kurt Turks”,8 “reactionaries”, “bigots”, “bandits”, 
“tailed Kurds”, “those who speak a 300-word language”, “those who speak a hy-
brid language of Persian-Turkish”, “kıro” 9 “aghas and their croppers.” The common 
point of all these images and notions is obvious. Kurds were the ones who have to be 
fixed and adapted to the norm, the norm of Turkishness. 

On the other hand, the uprisings of 1925 and 1930 and the insistence on the part of 
some Kurds to participate in politics around the idea of Kurdishness, showed that 
Kurds have some aspects that cannot be fit into the frame of prospective Turks. 
On the moments of encounter with this aspect of the Kurds, the state and those 
who are attached to the state through their discourse and minds decided that the 
Kurds’ relationship to Turkishness has also an aspect going beyond prospective 
Turkishness. Kurds as a people who are expected to promote Turkishness showed 
that they have a side that would make them one of those who have to be located  

8 This echoic word “kart kurt” refers to an absurd theory about Kurds’ origins. It is said that the 
name “Kurd” was derived from the sound “kart kurt”, which Turks’ boots made when they 
were walking on snow on mountains.

9 This word means “boy” in Kurdish, but it came to be used as an insulting word in Turkey.
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outside, on the margin of Turkishness in the eyes of the state. This situation 
paved the way for replacing the notions and images that regard and show Kurds 
as prospective Turks with new ones. The aspects of Kurds that cross the limits of 
prospective Turkishness were mentioned with notions and images such as “red 
forces”, “those who must be burned alive with their homes and animals,” “those 
who are the tools of imperialism,” “those who wear a cap during the day and 
carry a gun at night,” “so-called citizens,” “those who make the wolves hungry.” 
The common point of this second set of notions and images is obvious as well: 
Kurds not as ones who have to be fixed and adapted to the norm of Turkishness, 
but ones who must be thrown out to the margins of Turkishness.

In short, a general overview shows that Kurds have been conceived of and talked 
about by the state and its supporters according to two sets of images over the last 
hundred years: Images that consider Kurds as prospective Turks and images that 
consider them as so-called Turks. Nevertheless, there was a general trend in the his-
tory of this depiction: For almost 50 years after the foundation of the Republic, Kurds 
had been largely mentioned with notions and images corresponding to the idea of 
prospective Turkishness; later they came to be mentioned with notions and images 
corresponding to the idea of so-called Turks, rarely at first and then increasingly in 
the ‘90s and ’00s. Even though they came close to being considered equal citizens 
with the right to preserve their culture for a few years after 2010, this ended in 2015 
and they continued to be mentioned with images suggesting that they are seen as 
prospective Turks sometimes and as so-called Turks most of the time.

In this situation that continues today, it is certainly not easy to identify which as-
pects of Kurds and how many Kurds are considered to be within the category of 
so-called Turkishness. Thus, it cannot be said that all Kurds with all their aspects are 
placed in the category of so-called Turkishness of “belonging to the Turkish nation.” 
However, given the fact that Kurds with Turkish citizenship constitute one fifth of 
the population, it can be said that a remarkable number of “aspects” of a consid-
erable percentage of the citizenry are understood with images corresponding to 
so-called Turkishness.

Since the development of an environment that would make it possible again to 
code Kurds largely as prospective Turks is not very likely to happen, it seems that 
the adventure of becoming “us” or “nation” in Turkey is faced with this question: 
Will the current situation that places Kurds on the margins continue, or will there 
be a new situation that would render Kurds as equal citizens having the right to 
preserve their ethno-cultural identity? In other words, will the gradual quality 
of “being one of us” or “of the nation” continue in a way that more citizens than 
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ever are placed in the sphere of so-called Turkishness, or will we go on with a new 
way of “being one of us” or “of the nation” based on a different and equal citizen-
ship freed from any gradations?

This report suggests that we are far away from the latter and shows that Kurds 
are still being coded based on the distinction between “acceptable” and “unac-
ceptable.” While Kurds are not considered so-called Turks altogether, a consid-
erable portion of them are thought of with images like “under the influence of 
foreign powers”, “deceived”, “anti-perpetuity” and “associated with terrorism.” 
The situation revealed by this report shows that we are still far away from “a way 
of being us” based on a different and equal citizenship freed from any gradations.
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As part of the media monitoring work carried out under the Hrant Dink Foundation, 
hate speech in print media has been monitored, identified and exposed for 10 years. 
The considerable reservoir of knowledge and observation concerning hate speech in 
Turkey and reflection of discrimination in the media that has been created thanks to 
this uninterrupted work continues to grow. In the “Media Watch on Hate Speech” 
project, newspaper items considered as containing hate speech are listed based on 
factors such as targeted groups and types of discourse and examined through critical 
discourse analysis. The findings of this monitoring work focusing on media discourse 
reveal important aspects of discrimination, marginalization and polarization.

In identifying hate speech, the project takes as a basis the 1997 Recommendation 
adopted by the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe. In this recommen-
dation hate speech is defined as the following: “[Hate speech] covers all forms of 
expression which spread, incite, promote or justify racial hatred, xenophobia, an-
ti-Semitism or other forms of hatred based on intolerance, including intolerance ex-
pressed by aggressive nationalism and ethnocentrism, discrimination and hostility 
against minorities, migrants and people of immigrant origin.”10 Hate speech, as the 
expression of “discrimination in a more aggressive, insulting, plainly targeting and 
exclusionary”11 way, may directly and openly insult, marginalize, target, label and 
accuse the targeted group or identity.  

Discriminatory discourse, which is more subtly constructed and targets or attacks 
more implicitly compared to hate speech though it is always discriminating and 
marginalizing, is found in the print media as frequently as hate speech. Although we 

10 “Recommendation No. R (97) 20 of the Committee of Ministers to Member States on ‘hate 
speech’”, https://rm.coe.int/1680505d5b (last access: 9 April 2020).

11 Mahmut Çınar, “Habercilik ve Nefret Söylemi”, in Medya ve Nefret Söylemi: Kavramlar, Mecralar 
ve Tartışmalar, ed. Mahmut Çınar (İstanbul: Hrant Dink Foundation Publishing, 2013), p. 142.

INTRODUCTION
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define discriminatory discourse as a discourse that conveys its discriminatory mes-
sage more subtly as compared to hate speech, it is hard to draw a clear line between 
the two. This challenge stems from the inherent difficulty of discussing discourse 
on one hand and the fact that discriminatory discourse is deeply intertwined in lan-
guage in a latent way on the other hand.  

Though print media’s discourse has continued to change in accordance with so-
cial and political developments over the years, it is observed that it frequently tar-
gets minorities and fragile groups with the hate speech it contains. It is even seen 
that some groups are always targeted by this discourse in the media. The fact that 
these groups are the fixed “other” of print media can be explained by deep-seated 
perceptions of enmity. On the other hand, the findings of media monitoring work 
sometimes fail to reveal all aspects of discrimination against other groups. Mon-
itoring and analyzing this discrimination, which is sometimes expressed latently 
or implicitly, is critically important for revealing the forms and extent of discrimi-
nation in Turkey. Thus, as the Media Watch on Hate Speech Project, we open up 
for discussion discourses that are not technically considered hate speech and the 
media’s tendencies in this regard with “discriminatory discourse reports”; we try to 
analyze the discourse and discrimination based on specific cases such as women’s 
representation in media, the discourse in news stories on murders of transgender 
women, discrimination against Syrian refugees, representation of children, and me-
dia coverage of Saturday Mothers/People. Considering the last two years of media 
monitoring, we see that 39 out of 6,517 articles and columns that were identified as 
containing hate speech in 2017 targeted Kurds, and this number rose to 80 out of 
6,782 in 2018. The fact that hate speech against Kurds was relatively less frequent 
in 2017 and 2018 makes it important to analyze print media’s discourse concerning 
Kurds and Kurdish identity and to reveal how direct or indirect discriminatory dis-
course is generated regarding Kurds.

In this report inspired by these considerations, the following issues are examined: 
Around which topics and themes the print media covers Kurds and how Kurdish 
identity and Kurds are presented in newspapers as a public platform. Considering 
the fact that the media’s discriminatory discourse becomes more obvious and clear 
during election periods when political debates intensify, this work focuses on dis-
criminatory discourse against Kurds in print media. In this regard, a sample was set 
based on the remarkable developments that happened in 2019, especially during the 
period leading up to local elections. This sample was then monitored; articles and 
columns containing apparent discriminatory discourse were categorized and ana-
lyzed based on the ways in which they deal with topics related to Kurds or directly 
concerning Kurds.
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Methodology

The language generated by the media is not just a neutral instrument used for shar-
ing information and expressing opinions. The discourses coded into the language 
have social and cognitive influences and origins.12 The usage of language and discur-
sive preferences are strategies; the way in which the print media presents news does 
not only include word choices and linguistic preferences, but also visual material. In 
this work, inspired by T. A. van Dijk’s discourse analysis which he elaborated in the 
context of micro-discursive meaning on sentence level, macro-discursive meaning 
on the topic level and socio-cognitive system that presents the distinction between 
“positive us”/“negative other”, a discourse analysis focusing on syntax, topics and 
metaphors was carried out.13 In the analysis of print media’s discursive strategies, 
critical discourse analysis theorist Ruth Wodak’s categorization  is used to identify 
how targeted persons and/or groups are named (referential strategies); how these 
groups are defined and which characteristics are attributed to them (attribution 
strategies); which arguments are used for supporting discriminatory and marginal-
izing discourse containing negative generalization and reference and how these are 
arguments are justified (justification strategies); from which perspective and whose 
point of view is naming, defining and justification done (perspective strategies). In 
this work, elements like the tone of articles and columns, their themes and main ac-
tors of the texts, mentioned references, word choices and visual material preferences  
are used as a basis for examining the ways of speaking about Kurds and potential 
mental representation that would be created by all these elements. In other words, 
the aim was to answer the question how and in what ways Kurds are treated in arti-
cles and columns generating discriminatory discourse against Kurds.

Scope

Dealing with discriminatory discourse against the Kurds, this report consists in 
qualitative analysis of articles and columns published in 2019 in various newspa-
pers. As with the aforementioned hate speech monitoring, a media monitoring 
work was carried out with the help of a media monitoring agency’s service based 

12 Yasemin İnceoğlu, “Tartışmalı Bir Kavram: Nefret Söylemi”, in Medya ve Nefret Söylemi: 
Kavramlar, Mecralar ve Tartışmalar, ed. Mahmut Çınar (İstanbul: Hrant Dink Foundation 
Publishing, 2013), p. 75.

13 Teun A. Van Dijk, “Söylem ve İktidar”, in Nefret Suçları ve Nefret Söylemi, trans. Pınar Uygun 
(İstanbul: Hrant Dink Foundation Publishing, 2010), pp. 9-41.
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on keywords for this report. Considering the analyzed period, a list of words/
phrases that may be related to this issue was created. The list includes the follow-
ing: “Kurd” (and also “Kurds, “Kurdish fellows”, “Kurdish origin,” etc.), “East-
erner/easterner”, “Southeasterner/southeasterner”, “Kurdistan”, “separatist”, 
“trustee”, “HDP” and “Öcalan.” Then texts from nine daily national newspapers 
(Birgün, Cumhuriyet, Evrensel, Hürriyet, Sabah, Sözcü, Star, Yeni Akit and Yeni Şafak) 
that contain those words were monitored and analyzed. The newspapers were 
chosen according to their ability to reach different groups in the political scene 
and their different ideological and political positions. In creating the sample, im-
portant developments during the process of local elections in 2019 were taken 
into consideration. Given that discriminatory discourse in media becomes more 
evident during an election period with heated issues and new debates, the focus 
was the six months from February 2019 when the election campaigns started un-
til August 2019 when trustees were appointed to many municipalities.  

In the study, each of the following topics were analyzed in terms of how they 
were covered in the selected newspapers in a period of one week: President 
Recep Tayyip Erdoğan’s statement on the usage of the word “Kurdistan” 
during the local election process; local elections; Abdullah Öcalan’s first 
meeting with his lawyers after eight years; the Turkish Supreme Electoral 
Council’s decision to redo the election in Istanbul; former prime minister 
and candidate for Istanbul Metropolitan Mayor’s Office Binali Yıldırım’s vis-
it to Diyarbakır; the redoing of the election in Istanbul; and appointment of 
trustees to several HDP municipalities. Though the monitored weeks were 
selected on the basis of important developments during the election process, 
all texts that include keywords were read and analyzed. Thus, as part of the 
monitoring work, articles and columns dealing with topics other than the 
election were also taken into consideration and a total of 2,356 newspaper 
items were analyzed. In the discourse analysis, the texts that were included 
in the sample after monitoring were analyzed under four categories based on 
the dominant type of discourse: “acceptable” Kurds / “unacceptable” Kurds; 
association of Kurdish language to crime; Kurds across the border; Kurdish 
identity as a “national security problem.”

The analysis of selected texts showed that the discourse varies depending 
on the topic and is constructed with various dynamics and systems. It is 
observed that some texts conveyed discriminatory and marginalizing mes-
sages concerning Kurds more implicitly than hate speech and with indirectly  
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constructed discourses, while some other texts made Kurdish identity a di-
rect target of hate speech. In the articles and columns that were analyzed 
under the categories “acceptable” Kurds / “unacceptable” Kurds and Kurdish 
identity as a “national security problem”, there is a dominance of discours-
es that cannot be directly defined as hate speech but which are constructed 
more carefully to convey their discriminatory and marginalizing messages in 
more subtle ways. And the texts analyzed in the categories “association of 
Kurdish language to crime” and “Kurds across the border” are considered as 
examples of direct hate speech since they target Kurds as a whole and label 
the identity itself as the carrier of negativity by making generalizations about 
Kurdish identity.
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PRINT MEDIA ANALYSIS

GENERAL FINDINGS

Since the focus of the report was the local elections in 2019, most of the analyzed 
articles and columns were about the election agenda. However, texts from the 
monitored newspapers about Kurds in Syria, Iran and Iraq were also analyzed. 

In the discourses concerning Kurds in the monitored newspapers, it is seen that a 
language that directly or indirectly excludes and marginalizes Kurds and the prac-
tices of “inclusion” and “exclusion” are used.14 This is a concept mentioned by Ruth 
Wodak when she discusses discrimination generated through discourse. An “ac-
ceptable” Kurdish identity is defined and those who are outside of it are marginal-
ized. While Kurdish identity is portrayed as positive and acceptable only on the basis 
of shared religious belief or choice of political party, Kurds who are considered unac-
ceptable are associated with negativities by being identified as a group “under the 
influence of foreign powers”, “deceived”, “anti-perpetuity” and “associated with 
terrorism.” With these “attribution strategies” that are often used in the construc-
tion of such texts, “other Kurds” are presented as an element of threat. This report 
focuses on both extremes of print media’s discriminatory discourse against Kurds.

Not giving a place and voice to the subjects of the texts is an issue that was identified 
in our previous discriminatory discourse reports.15 This study also shows that in arti-
cles and columns about Kurds or which include analysis concerning Kurds, what this 
group has to say is not used as a primary source and their opinions are covered only 

14 Ruth Wodak, “‘Us’ and ‘Them’: Inclusion and Exclusion – Discrimination via Discourse”, in 
Identity, Belonging and Migration, ed. Gerard Delanty, Ruth Wodak and Paul Jones (Liverpool: 
Liverpool University Press, 2011), p. 56.

15 Ezgi Koman and Şeyma Özkan, “Representation of Children in Print Media of Turkey - June 
2018” (İstanbul: Hrant Dink Foundation Publishing, 2018), https://hrantdink.org/attachments/
article/2304/hate-speech-and-discriminatory-discource-in-media-2018-report.pdf; İdil 
Engindeniz, Şeyma Özkan, and Funda Tekin “Saturday Mother/People” in National Press of 
Turkey – May 1995-September 2018”, in Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse In Media 2018 
Report (İstanbul: Hrant Dink Foundation Publishing, 2019), https://hrantdink.org/attachments/
article/2136/hate-speech-and-discriminatory-discource-in-media-2018-report.pdf
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in a very limited way, if at all. In these texts, the boundaries between providing in-
formation and giving commentary are breached and a commanding and judgmental 
language is used. This language that can be seen in many articles about Kurds is used 
to imply and regenerate the relationship of dominant constituent versus subaltern 
constituent. Thus, it can be said that Kurds are indirectly led to be passive and silent. 

As stated in many other discriminatory discourse reports as well, the reported 
incidents or actions are associated with an identity in some texts. For instance, 
in news about car accidents, when the person who caused the accident was a 
woman, an emphasis like “woman driver had an accident” is often seen. Such 
articles generate sexism on the basis of prejudices that assume women are inex-
perienced and unskillful in driving16 and serve to foment such prejudice. Similarly, 
discrimination against Syrian refugees is also generated with an emphasis on na-
tional identity. For instance, in articles about various crimes, when the suspect 
is Syrian, this relationship is sometimes presented as if it is directly related to 
the incident. In articles analyzed for this study, it is seen that various incidents 
are reported with descriptions like “Kurdish terrorist” and “Kurdish insult.” The 
ethnic identity or language of those who are held responsible are highlighted in 
news articles. In this way, Kurdish identity is associated with violence and crime, 
and Kurds are portrayed as “the negative other” by being turned into the sub-
jects of the negativities that are reported in articles. With such an emphasis on 
Kurdishness, Kurdish identity is depicted as a threat.

In newspaper items about Kurds living outside of Turkey, it is seen that discourses 
that target Kurds as a whole are dominant, and discriminatory language against 
Kurds takes on an aggressive, insulting and targeting tone when international or 
cross-border developments are discussed. In this regard, print media uses differ-
ent discourses concerning Kurds within Turkey and Kurds across the border. For 
instance, while the claim that the “Kurdish state” will take Turkey’s lands incites 
hatred against the Kurds, the identity as a whole is turned into a target.17 On the 
other hand, in texts about Kurds living across the border, hate speech is easily used 
since there is a group that cannot be evaluated from within the boundaries of Tur-
key and Turkishness, and thus more malicious discourses are used.

16 Mahmut Çınar, Yonca Poyraz Doğan, Tayfun Ertan, Barış Soydan, and Rana Şenol, “Haberde 
Kadına Yönelik Cinsiyetçi Söylem”, in Ayrımcı Dile Karşı Habercilik Kılavuzu (İstanbul: P24, 
2015), pp. 16-17.

17 Sabah, 5 April 2019.



93

‘“ACCEPTABLE” KURDS / “UNACCEPTABLE” KURDS

The way Kurds are positioned in relation to “Turkishness”, which is used as a 
cultural and legal code for defining the society of Turkey, may vary depending 
on the period and context. This positioning is shaped by “inclusion” and “exclu-
sion” practices, which Wodak points out when discussing discrimination on the 
discursive level. Kurds are seen as “includable” into the “Turkishness sphere” 
in certain instances and sometimes they are held outside of this sphere through 
marginalization in terms of “us” and “them” opposition.18 

This section deals with how the category “acceptable Kurd” is created during the 
regeneration of Kurdish identity and what kind of a discriminatory discourse this 
practice generates against Kurdish identity in the print media of Turkey. In the 
analyzed texts, Kurds who have “the positive aspects” of the dominant identi-
ty, who do not act on ideological motivations and who vote for the ruling party, 
are seen as acceptable, and embraced. The voices of Kurds who are not seen as 
acceptable are not included in such texts. The boundaries of acceptable identity 
are thus determined. The segments that are excluded and marginalized because 
they are not considered acceptable are coded as “anti-perpetuity”, “traitor” and 
“enemy” in some texts. Moreover, it is seen that the media generally presents 
Kurds not as active subjects who make their own decisions, but as passive sub-
jects who cannot understand what is happening and who cannot see the truth.

This study reveals how local elections are used as an instrument for generating 
and popularizing discriminatory discourses. While the results of elections and 
Kurds’ voting preferences are turned into elements of discriminatory discourse 
against Kurds and their process of identity building, voting as a democratic com-
petition becomes a process in which a group is marginalized and excluded.

In the article titled “Religious Kurds slapped HDP” focusing on the election re-
sults in Ağrı, Şırnak and Bitlis, it is implied that the “Kurdish question” was 
solved when “religious Kurds slapped HDP” with an image that makes reference  
to a “Solution Process” and by using the remark “the solution is found” above 
the title.19 

18 Mesut Yeğen, in ‘Müstakbel Türk’ten Sözde Vatandaşa: Cumhuriyet ve Kürtler (İstanbul: İletişim, 
2014), p. 47.

19 Yeni Akit, 2 April 2019.
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Yeni Akit, 2 April 2019
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In an article which defines Kurds who voted for the ruling party as “Muslim Kurds”, 
Kurds who did not vote for the ruling party are demeaned by being implicitly labeled 
as “the ones who are not Muslim,” as we see in the following remark: “HDP, who did 
not present candidates in Western metropolitan cities in order to prevent the victory 
of the Public Coalition of AKP and MHP, and who focused on eastern and southeast-
ern cities, is faced with the slap of Muslim Kurds in local election.” While Kurds who 
voted for the ruling party are affirmed with the description “Muslim Kurds”, Kurds 
who are not included in the frame drawn by the author, who do or do not highlight 
their Muslim identity, or who do not define themselves as Muslim, are not given voice.

The article also notes that “AKP which won favor in the eyes of Muslim Kurds” raised 
its votes by two points in eastern and southeastern regions compared to elections 
in 2014, and emphasizes that “Muslim Kurds” made this increase happen; but then 
this increase in votes is mentioned with the description “Turkish nation who retort-
ed HDP in elections.” Mentioning the ones who voted for the ruling party under the 
label “Turkish nation” while positioning the ones who voted for HDP outside of this 
definition indirectly point to the building of “acceptable other” and “unacceptable 
other.” Throughout the article, Kurds are presented as a homogenous whole with the 
emphasis of belonging to the same religious and national community with the use of 
descriptions like “Muslim Kurds”, “religious Kurds” and “Turkish nation.”

It is observed that in some newspapers included in the sample the “perpetuity” 
discourse is frequently used while some newspapers avoid using this discourse. In 
newspaper items, “perpetuity” is coded as “loving Turkey”, “Turkey’s unity, per-
sistency” and used to such an extent that it becomes an instrument for distinguish-
ing a certain identity and generating discrimination; such much so that constitu-
ents of Kurdish identity are distinguished through the discourse of “perpetuity.” 

Mehmet Acet, in his column titled “This is the result of the clash between Econ-
omy and ‘Perpetuity’”, deals with the result of the March 31st local elections.20 
“Commenting on the voting behavior of Kurdish voters under the title “Strategic  
importance of Kurdish votes is understood once again,” the columnist creates an 
opposition by categorizing Kurdish identity according to the voted for party, as we 
see in the following sentence: “The distribution of Kurdish votes that HDP cannot 
turn into HDP supporters may be interpreted as a sign that the concern of perpetu-
ity is reflected among Kurds more than Turks.” In the column, while political partic-
ipation and voting behavior of Kurds who voted for the HDP is framed as “anti-per-
petuity,” a language that distinguishes voters as “loving their country” or “not 
loving their country” on the basis of ethnic identity is used by turning elections as a  

20 Yeni Şafak, 3 April 2019.
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democratic competition into an issue of “perpetuity.” Moreover, with the descrip-
tion “Kurdish votes that HDP cannot turn into HDP supporters,” the columnist por-
trays Kurds as passive subjects by implying that Kurds are somehow “misguided” 
and acting not of their own volition.

Yeni Şafak, 3 April 2019
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Reader letters that are selected for publication are significant since they reflect the 
editorial choices of newspapers. A letter published in Yeni Akit’s “Mail from Read-
ers” with the title “Reconstruction must be based on consultation” is an example 
of this.21 Proposing a reconstruction “in state’s formal and civil institutions” and 
“political scene for the peace and prosperity of the country and nation,” the article 
portrays Kurdish citizens as subjects who cannot make decisions for themselves, 
as we see in the following statement: “In order to save our citizens and voters of 
Kurdish origin from the pressure of the terrorist organization PKK, we have to come 
together with the clan leaders and religious scholars of Kurdish origin and look for 
ways for explaining clearly about voting for political parties that submit to evil forces 
to our citizens with Kurdish origin.” Moreover, the columnist defines Kurds as “a 
group that is in need of being saved from the pressure of a terrorist organization” by 
assuming a protective and patronizing role, which further reinforces the attribution 
of passivity. On the other hand, Kurds are marked as a dangerous group with the 
claim that they vote for political parties “submitting to evil forces.” 

21 Yeni Akit, 2 May 2019.

Yeni  Akit, 2 May 2019
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Also, with the remarks “come together with the clan leaders and religious schol-
ars of Kurdish origin” and “With all its might, the state must show that it always 
supports patriotic and religious Kurdish clans and religious scholars,” Kurdish 
identity is recognized on the basis of clans and implicitly defined in terms of being 
Muslim. Sides of the “Kurdish question” are divided into acceptable and unac-
ceptable ones with portrayal of the legitimate side of the issue as including “pa-
triotic and religious Kurdish clans” and “religious scholars.” Thus, the columnist 
considers only the ones whom he deems acceptable as a part of the reconstruc-
tion for “peace and prosperity of the country and nation.” To summarize, Kurdish 
identity is polarized on the basis of being “acceptable” or “unacceptable.”

Resul Tosun, in his column titled “The man who made Kurds love the state!”, 
comments on the periods before and after 2002 when the AKP came to power and 
makes some comparisons between the two periods.22 With the remark, “Methods 
for countering terrorism before 2002 turned Kurds against the state,” the govern-
ments of the periods in question are criticized with the suggestion that they did 
not carry out counter-terrorism methods legally. Stating that AKP governments 
“carried out counter-terrorism legally” and acted as a “paternal state with relief 
actions,” the columnist tries to draw a line between before and after 2002, but he 
still discusses Kurds from the perspective of “counter terrorism” for both periods. 

Furthermore, the columnist constructs two opposite poles of Kurdish identity 
and implies that Kurds are a community either “acting with faith in religious uni-
ty” or “led to side with the PKK” as we see in the following sentence: “At the be-
ginning of the 1900s, when the British wanted Kurds to found a state [and when] 
the foundation of a Kurdish state was opened up for discussion (…)  during the 
Lausanne meetings, Kurds were acting with faith in religious unity, [but later] be-
cause of wrong policies of counter terrorism, they were led to side with the PKK.” 
While being acceptable is associated with “religious unity” and being unaccept-
able with “led to side with the PKK”, one group is attributed positive qualities 
and the other group is associated with terrorism.

22 Star, 19 March 2019.
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Star, 19 March 2019.
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ASSOCIATION OF KURDISH LANGUAGE TO CRIME

In articles and columns generating discriminatory discourse against Kurds, it is 
seen that the Kurdish language is also targeted. This targeting has a more implic-
it quality compared to hate speech; discrimination against the Kurdish language is 
done not by mentioning it directly with a malicious discourse, but rather by men-
tioning it in association with crime or appealing to existing prejudices. Association 
with crime emerges when the Kurdish language as a natural part of the identity is 
used for defining the crime and criminal in stories on crimes. In some cases, just 
mentioning the Kurdish language in articles is enough to associate it with criminal-
ity. In this section, how the Kurdish language is associated with criminal incidents 
in the selected newspapers and what kind of a discriminatory discourse this practice 
generates will be analyzed.

The article titled “One dangerous provocation after the other in the capital” reports 
on graffiti appearing under a bridge in Ankara.23 With the statements “Provocative 
writings in the streets and bridges in Ankara” and “‘Biji Mansur’, meaning ‘Long live 
Mansur’ in Kurdish is written under the bridges, giving the impression that Nation 
Coalition candidate Mansur Yavaş is cooperating with HDP”, Kurdish language is 
approached in the context of a “dangerous provocation.” The article’s noting that 
the incident was brought to prosecution gives the reader the impression that Kurd-
ish language may be a crime factor.

The article titled “YPG/PKK terrorists executed the Arab couple” reports a criminal 
incident that allegedly happened in Syria.24 The article does not give clear infor-
mation about where this incident took place (first the city Hasakah, then Raqqa, is 
mentioned), but the language that the suspects speak is emphasized with the de-
scription “YPG/PKK terrorists who swear in Kurdish.” In the article, the language 
that the suspects speak is highlighted, though it is not directly related to the incident.  

23 Sözcü, 6 March 2019.

24 Sabah, 3 May 2019.

Sözcü, 6 March 2019
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Under the title “Reaction against YPG/PKK occupation continues”, a demonstra-
tion that is said to have been staged by Arabs against YPG in Syrian city Deir ez-Zor 
is reported. Although the murder story featured on the left of the image and the 
demonstration story featured under the image are about two different incidents, 
this juxtaposition gives the reader the impression that the two incidents are related.

In the first part of the article, with the statement “The footage showing that YPG/
PKK terrorists who swear in Kurdish took out their anger on the Arab couple whom 
they stopped at the scene has been shared on social media”, what is happening in 
Syria is portrayed as a Kurdish-Arabic conflict with an emphasis on the ethnic iden-
tity of the murdered and then a demonstration that is said to be staged by Arabs. In 
the article, the murder is implicitly associated with Kurdish identity by emphasizing 
that insults were made in Kurdish. The article associates Kurdish identity with crime 
in both ways in which it covers the story.

The newspaper Yeni Akit covering the same incident with the title “PKK mem-
bers executed Arab couple on the street”25 also features the statement “The 

25 Yeni Şafak, 5 July 2019.

Sabah, 3 May 2019
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footage showing that YPG/PKK terrorists who swear in Kurdish took out their 
anger on the Arab couple whom they stopped at the scene has been shared on 
social media.” With this sentence, Kurdish language is associated with crime as 
in the article by the newspaper Sabah.

KURDS ACROSS THE BORDER

In this section, articles and columns generating discriminatory discourse against 
Kurds living outside Turkey will be analyzed. It is seen that the media constructs 
quite a different discourse in covering Kurds living outside of Turkey compared to 
the texts about Kurds living in Turkey; there is harsh exclusion and hate speech 
beyond discrimination and marginalization.

Yeni Şafak, 5 July 2019
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The article titled “Turkish villages in Iran raided” reports on the events in the 
West Azerbaijan province of Iran.26 In the article stating that Iran-based PEJAK 
started to “raid Turkish villages”, it is also claimed that the provincial governor 
“put thousands of Kurdish terrorists on salary” and Kurdish identity is associat-
ed with terrorism. Prejudice against Kurds is fomented with an emphasis on the 
identity itself as the perpetrator of the events in question.

Moreover, with the statement quoted from the locals “West Azerbaijan Governor 
Mohammad Mehdi Shahriari of Kurdish origin is behind the blocking of all energy, 
water, education and other infrastructure services. The governor who was involved 
in many scandals to the detriment of Turks is protected by Interior minister Rah-
mani Fazli, who is also of Kurdish origin”, the fact that the governor and interior 
minister are Kurdish is emphasized. A polarizing language based on the categories 
“us” and “them” is used in the article and the impression of enmity between Turks 
and Kurds is given.

An article published in Sözcü with the 
title “They are using Kurds to divide 
Syria” reports on the statements of 
Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lav-
rov on the US presence in Syria.27 Lav-
rov’s remark “We are faced with the 
fact that the US is speculating. The 
US is trying to use Kurds to estab-
lish a so-called state on the west of 
the Euphrates including the regions 
where Kurds weren’t previously liv-
ing” is changed and featured in the 
title. With the title “They are using 
Kurds to divide Syria”, Kurdish iden-
tity is associated with the division of 
Syria on one hand and on the other 
hand Kurds are represented as pas-
sive subjects who are used by other 
forces. Moreover, throughout the 
article Kurds are encoded as an ele-
ment of danger and threat.

26 Yeni Şafak, 5 July 2019.

27 Sözcü, 4 July 2019.

Sözcü, 4 July 2019
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The article published in Yeni Şafak with the title “Kirkuk on the verge of clash” 
reports the incidents that happened during Newroz celebrations in Kirkuk.28 In 
the article, it is emphasized that “Kurdish parties” insisted on celebrating with-
out permission although celebrations in Kirkuk Citadel require a permit from the 
governor’s office. With the expressions “Kurdish parties (…) without a permit” and 
“Kurdish parties who want to assume dominance in Kirkuk again did not obey this 
ban”, Kurdish identity is presented as the carrier of the mentioned negativities. 
The text does not include the names of the political parties in question; the group 
turned into the subject of the news is rendered vague and only Kurdish identity is 
mentioned. Moreover, with the claim that these political parties made a call with-
out a permit and that there were “armed groups” in the celebration, Kurdish iden-
tity is associated with being dangerous, escalating conflict and causing tension.

The negative image created in the article is supported with a photograph of people 
carrying the flag of Iraqi Kurdistan, with the caption “Kirkuk on the verge of clash” 
and an image of a helicopter flying low.

28 Yeni Şafak, 21 March 2019.

Yeni Şafak, 21 March 2019
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KURDISH IDENTITY AS A “NATIONAL SECURITY PROBLEM”

In the analyzed texts published during the given period, it is seen that Kurdish 
identity is often framed with danger and security concerns and thus Kurds are 
mentioned with labels such as “danger”, “against Turkey”, “enemy”, “guided by 
others” in association with security concerns as part of hate speech and discrimi-
natory discourse. In this section, how Kurds are associated with national security 
concerns in news articles and columns and what kind of a discriminatory discourse 
is generated in this way will be analyzed.

Yeni Akit, 3 May 2019
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Rahim Er, in his column titled “The backdrop of ‘dictator’ discourse”29 states “the 
establishment of a sub-contract Kurdish garrison state from Erbil to the Mediter-
ranean is prevented by Operations Euphrates Shield and Olive Branch,” and he 
reinforces negative sentiments about Kurds with the description “sub-contract 
Kurdish garrison state.” The columnist, by implying that Kurds are enemy troops 
owned by foreign forces, with metaphors of “sub-contract” and “garrison”, indi-
rectly represents –in an indirect way– Kurdish identity as a threat facing Turkey. 

Engin Ardıç’s column titled “Seriously dangerous times ahead” deals with Tur-
key’s NATO membership and Turkey’s relationship with NATO.30 Targeting the 
opposition leader by creating fear through Kurds, Ardıç represents Kurds as a 
negative part of the “dangerous times ahead” vision, as we see in the follow-
ing sentence: “If Kılıçdaroğlu becomes president of this country one day (…) he 
wouldn’t mind when a Kurdish state is established under his nose.” Moreover, 
with the remark “This is what a Kurdish state that would demand Turkey’s lands 
and the US want”, he associates Kurdish identity with separatism based on a 
conspiracy theory.

29 In the archive page in 3 May 2019 issue, the newspaper Yeni Akit features this article previously 
published in the newspaper Türkiye.

30 Sabah, 5 April 2019.

Sabah, 5 April 2019



107

This report analyzes around which topics and themes the print media covers Kurds 
and how Kurdish identity and Kurds are presented in newspapers as a public plat-
form; considering the observation that media’s discriminatory discourse becomes 
more obvious and clear during an election period when political debates intensi-
fy, the focus was the period leading up to local elections in 2019. The texts in the 
sample were analyzed under the categories based on the ways in which they deal 
with topics directly or indirectly related to Kurds. In the articles and columns about 
Kurds published in the monitored newspapers, it is seen that a discriminatory dis-
course that directly or indirectly excludes and marginalizes Kurds, and marginalizes 
those who are outside of “acceptable” Kurdish identity, is generated. While Kurdish 
identity is portrayed as positive and acceptable only on the basis of shared religious  
belief or choice of political party, Kurds who are not considered acceptable are as-
sociated with negativities by being portrayed as a group “under the influence of for-
eign powers”, “deceived”, “anti-perpetuity” and “associated with terrorism.” Thus, 
in this report, both exclusionary and inclusionary aspects of the discourse on Kurds 
generated by print media were analyzed.

It can be said that in articles and columns that are about Kurds or that include anal-
ysis concerning Kurds, what this group itself has to say is not used as a primary 
source and their opinions are covered only in a very limited way; the boundaries of 
providing information and making comments are breached and a commanding and 
judgmental language is used. Thus, it can be said that Kurds are rendered passive 
and silent in these texts.

In the analyzed articles, it is observed that sometimes the ethnic identity or lan-
guage of the suspected people is emphasized, and descriptions like “Kurdish terror-
ist” and “Kurdish insult” are used. Through this language adopted by print media, 
Kurdish identity is associated with crime and Kurds are portrayed as the actor of 
negativities, thus “the negative other” in news.

In the analyzed texts, it is seen that hate speech is generated more explicitly about 
Kurds who live across the border compared to Kurds within Turkey. In texts about 
Kurds across the border, hate speech is more easily employed against this group who 

CONCLUSION
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cannot be considered within the boundaries of Turkey and Turkishness, and more 
malicious discourses are generated. However, print media’s discourse on Kurds liv-
ing outside of Turkey is sometimes extended to include all constituents of Kurdish 
identity and makes Kurds as a community the target of discrimination. In this report, 
the language that print media uses in dealing with the Kurds and issues related to 
them was examined in terms of ways of generating hate speech and its examples, 
then they were analyzed under specified categories. We hope this report helps to ini-
tiate discussion on discriminatory discourse against Kurds and rooted discriminatory 
tendencies of print media, and also to contribute to the recognition and understand-
ing of the various dimensions of discrimination on a social level and ultimately to 
efforts for creating an alternative discourse for combating discrimination. 
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GENERAL OVERVIEW

Media Watch on Hate Speech is a media monitoring project that has been carried 
out under the Hrant Dink Foundation for 10 years now. Through the uninterrupted 
media monitoring work conducted over this decade, significant data, in terms of 
quality as well as quantity, has been accumulated, and analyzed by experts. While 
conducting the research on hate speech and discriminatory discourse, the founda-
tion also continues to initiate and carry out discussions around these concepts in 
order to keep this issue relevant to the public.

As part of the media monitoring project, weekday issues of all national newspa-
pers and almost 500 local newspapers are monitored. It was observed that in 2019 
hate speech was produced on an average of more than 17 articles and columns per 
day; 80 different ethnic, religious and national identities were targeted through-
out the year in these texts; thus negative sentiments about these identities were 
reinforced. The data obtained through this work suggest that current issues also 
contribute to the rise of hate speech against certain identities, in addition to more 
rooted and deep-seated hatred. For instance, it is seen that the racist attacks on 
two mosques in New Zealand on March 15, 2019 were covered with discourses that 
associate Christians, non-Muslims and New Zealanders with terrorism. Groups 
such as Armenians, Jews, Greeks and Syrians are targeted systematically and fre-
quently, regardless of the hot topics of the day.

Changes in the quality of hate speech is equally as important as the quantitative 
data about hate speech. For instance, in 2017 and 2018, 12% and 16%, respectively, 
of the hate speech examples found contained enmity and war discourse,31 a rate 
that rose to above 18% in 2019. This fact shows that hate speech is targeting vari-
ous groups and portraying them as enemies in an increasingly more open manner. 

In light of these findings, it may be said that print media in Turkey systematically 
generates discriminatory discourse and hate speech. This situation is caused by the 
social and political atmosphere in Turkey, as well as the media ecosystem in which 

31 See Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in Media 2017 and 2018 reports, https://hrantdink.
org/en/asulis-en/publications
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such discourse is generated. This context is not peculiar to the media and society 
of Turkey, and hate speech and discriminatory discourse is not a problem exclusive 
to Turkey. Political tendencies such as rising nationalist and populist discourses 
around the world, polarization, xenophobia, anti-refugee and anti-migrant senti-
ments nurture and popularize discrimination. This situation points to the need to 
counter hate speech and discriminatory discourse not only locally but also globally, 
and to the importance of raising awareness.

It can be seen that the Covid-19 pandemic, which started in the winter of 2019 and 
reached a global scale before long, increased xenophobia, racism and anti-migrant 
sentiments. Migrants and refugees who are seen as the cause of various unfavor-
able political developments, and as a threat against the social structure, are stig-
matized as “the usual suspects” in association with the pandemic. The discourse of 
public figures and politicians has a guiding role in this regard. Thus, there is a need 
for a new discourse and mindset that would reveal the structural and socioeconomic 
problems that migrants and refugees face, and the fragility of these groups; a dis-
course that would contribute to removing the labels which are put on these people.32 

When initial information about the virus and its disease was gathered, a curfew 
was imposed in Turkey on children, elders and people with chronic diseases on the 
grounds that they are high risk groups, a practice that has a stigmatizing effect. In 
parallel with this effect, other types of discrimination such as ageism and ableism 
were opened up for discussion. In addition, various precautions for preventing the 
spread of the disease such as “working from home”, “home education” and “online 
shopping” made visible the inequalities that exist in terms of accessing and bene-
fitting from these precautionary measures. Furthermore, the inequalities in access 
to healthy living practices are especially aggravated for many people working in sec-
tors like food, transportation, and manufacturing, the production and service oper-
ations of which continued uninterrupted during the pandemic. These inequalities 
are covered and discussed through discriminatory discourses against these groups.

While this report was being written, anti-racist protests that started in the US were 
already being embraced by many countries such as the UK, France, Brazil and In-
donesia, and protests and debates revolving around anti-racism, racial inequality 
and anti-discrimination were being given extensive coverage. The global outburst 
against racism and police violence that occurred after George Floyd, a Black US citi-
zen, was killed by police has the potential to guide many global anti-discrimination 

32 Steven Vertovec, “Covid-19 and Enduring Stigma”, April 2020,  
https://www.mpg.de/14741776/covid-19-and-enduring-stigma (last access: 25 June 2020).
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efforts and discussions. The media should be included in these efforts, given its 
role in spreading racism and discrimination. For instance, the frequent use of the 
description “unarmed black man” in the coverage of Floyd’s murder, especially in 
the US media, gave way to a new discussion about the language used in the news. 
With emphasis on the fact that the victim was unarmed, prejudices that associate 
Black people with crime are regenerated and the legitimacy of killing is reduced to 
a framework of causality solely based on whether or not the victim was armed. In 
other words, the fact that Floyd was Black is implicitly presented as a factor that 
would legitimize his murder.33 In discussions about this issue, the language that 
media outlets generate is questioned in terms of the way it legitimizes violence.

While hate speech and racism spread on different platforms and take on new shapes, 
methods for countering them also diversify and spread. Corporate policies of plat-
forms like Facebook, Twitter and YouTube for countering fake news, hate speech 
and aggressive discourse are being closely followed and discussed globally. The 
need for creating a pluralist, inclusive and rights-based discourse in every field and 
sector feels increasingly urgent. Thus, two predictions can be made in this regard: 
the risks of leaving identification of the line between hate speech and freedom of 
expression to private companies will be increasingly questioned, and the responsi-
bility of states, public institutions, traditional means of communication, civil society 
actors and international organizations in these efforts will be discussed more.

As of 2020, Media Watch on Hate Speech project takes a break from systematic 
media monitoring work and issuing periodical hate speech reports in order to con-
tinue its efforts with different methods concerning hate speech and other ways 
of countering it. It is certainly important to analyze and discuss the examples of 
discrimination and intolerance such as hate speech, discriminatory discourse, gen-
der-based discrimination, homophobia, and transphobia in order to counter them. 
Thus, inspired by the belief that a language and life free from racism, hate speech 
and discrimination is possible in print media, all other media and every aspect of 
life, we will continue to carry out various works for raising awareness in online plat-
forms. Moreover, in 2020, we are preparing to open the archive of our 10-year me-
dia monitoring work to researchers.

We hope this report, like our previous reports, contributes to the creation of a rights-
based, pluralist discourse that is free from discrimination, racism and violence.

33 Kelly McBride, “‘Unarmed Black Man’ doesn’t mean what you think it means”, June 2020, 
 https://www.poynter.org/ethics-trust/2020/unarmed-black-man-doesnt-mean-what-you-think-

it-means/ (last access: 19 June 2020).
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