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MONITORING HATE SPEECH IN THE MEDIA 
 

In Turkey, we frequently witness the use of biased, prejudiced and discriminatory language in the 

media. The provocative, racist and discriminatory language used in the news - in particular in the 

headline and news headings - becomes an instrument that entrenches stereotypes and fuels feelings 

of hostility and discrimination in the society. 

Despite the fact that there are universal and national principles of journalism and that some media 

organizations have even issued their own code of ethics, many journalistic end products happen to 

violate these principles. The use of such a language entrenches unrest in the society as well as a 

widespread prejudice against vulnerable groups. Targeted individuals and groups become restless 

and silent and are forced to renounce from their right to participate in social and political life, 

something which is a sine qua non for democracy.  Such provocative and stigmatizing use of language 

can sometimes result in attacks on the members or gathering places of marginalized and antagonized 

groups.  

At the core of hate speech lie prejudices, racism, xenophobia, partiality, discrimination, sexism and 

homophobia. Factors such as cultural identities as well as group characteristics have an impact on 

the use of hate speech; yet certain circumstances such as rising nationalism or intolerance towards 

what is different further increases hate speech as well as its impact. 

Due to various reasons, Turkey has been witnessing polarization between various segments of the 

society; thus intolerance towards the different, the “other” is becoming more and more widespread. 

Conflicts in the Southeast Anatolia ongoing for about 30 years, the sudden demographic change in 

Turkey caused by forced displacement of people due to the conflict, as well as the economic, social 

and cultural conflicts have all played role in the escalation of tension between communities. On the 

other hand, democratization efforts such as the initiatives in minority rights and liberal economy as 

well as the way the Cyprus Question debate is perceived and portrayed as “plots on Turkey by 

foreign powers” also nurture polarization and enmity. Finally, the ongoing debate about laicism has 

already turned into a common domain of conflict.  

Hence, the manifestation of hostile perceptions and attitudes towards different groups and 

individuals, who are known or assumed to be members of such groups, has become an important 

and ever-growing problem in Turkey. Even opinion leaders such as government officials, opposition 

leaders and public servants have no qualms when it comes to using such racist and discriminating 

language. As one may recall, right before the 2005 Conference on Ottoman Armenians during the 

Decline of the Empire: Issues of Scientific Responsibility and Democracy, the Justice Minister of the 

time, Cemil Çiçek, had stated that conference organizers were “stabbing us in the back”' and had 

called for “whatever necessary is to be done”.  

Media, often dubbed as the fourth estate, is one of the most effective cultural conductors. 

Therefore, as much as it has the power to highlight diversity and difference, it can also be extremely 

instrumental and guiding in terms of spreading or banalizing a conflict. If the media behaves 

irresponsible or careless, it can very easily trigger, nurture and strengthen racism and hatred 

between people, and worst of all, it can legitimize and justify such attitudes.  
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For many years, the media in Turkey has been one of the active sources of nationalistic and 

discriminatory discourse. Such a journalism practice substantially contributed to the polarization in 

society. When we look into some of the hate crimes that took place in recent years, it becomes 

easier to understand the impact of the media. Yasin Hayal, who is on trial as the instigator of the 

Hrant Dink murder, said in his statement that, “He did not know Hrant Dink personally, but had read 

from newspapers that he was an enemy of the Turks". The person who is accused of attacking the 

priest of the Church of St. Sophia in Izmir in December 2007 stated that he did the attack to become 

a hero like Ogün Samast. 

One of the main objectives of the Hrant Dink Foundation, which was founded after the murder of 

Hrant Dink for the purpose of carrying on his dreams, ideals and struggle, is to contribute to ending 

the polarization and enmity in society.   

 

MONITORING HATE SPEECH IN NATIONAL                                                        

AND LOCAL NEWSPAPERS IN TURKEY 

Aim and scope of the study 

The overarching aim of the study Media Watch on Hate Speech is to contribute to combating racism, 

discrimination and intolerance in Turkey. Taking into account the importance of civilian oversight on 

the media, as one of the instruments for producing and reproducing racism, discrimination and 

alienation, the specific goal of this study is to foster newspapers’ respect for human rights and 

differences, draw attention to the discriminatory language and hate speech used in news articles and 

columns and thereby raise awareness and encourage the print media to stop using hate speech and 

discriminatory language. 

In the long run, the study aims to support non-governmental organizations in combating hate 

speech, enhancing media watch skills, and working together systematically to ensure that the media 

is respectful of social and cultural diversity and upholds equity in its language and methods.  

Within the framework of the “Media Watch on Hate Speech” - a project carried out by the 

Foundation so as to achieve the abovementioned goals - the national and local press are 

scanned, news articles and columns that feature discriminatory, alienating and target-making 

discourse are identified, analyzed and brought to public attention through reports and the website 

www.nefretsoylemi.org. The content provided on the project website is also shared through various 

social media, such as Facebook and Twitter. The report is sent to non-governmental organizations, 

media organizations and professional organizations, and also published on nefretsoylemi.org. 

Apart from monitoring of newspapers, the project aims at raising sensitivity about hate speech by 

organizing search conferences, seminars and trainings with NGO representatives, jurists, academics, 

professional organizations and journalists.  

Throughout the project, with a view to inform people about the concept of “hate speech”, to provide 

opportunities for discussion of possible ways and methods of countering discriminatory and racist 

discourse, and to encourage a more conscious and respectful language towards human rights issues 

http://www.nefretsoylemi.org/
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and minorities in the media; we hold panel discussions in participation with internationally acclaimed 

academics working in the field, we organize meetings on hate speech in universities whereby project 

findings are discussed based on specific cases. Furthermore, we make efforts so that there are 

lectures on hate speech, there are theses and dissertations that study hate speech; in line with these 

efforts, we are preparing a one-semester syllabus. Moreover, we also plan to publish a book that will 

feature the themes and subjects covered by the syllabus. 

Methodology 

While the main focus has been on hate speech based on ethnicity and religious identity, we have also 

included sexist and homophobic discourse in our media watch project. The media watch project has 

employed the critical discourse analysis method as well as some other associated techniques, which 

are the general method of choice in media studies. In line with the characteristics of the cases 

studied, textual and iconographic (photographs, pictures and other illustrations) analyses were 

carried out. With a view to designate specific indicators for the content and discourse of the news, a 

quantitative scaling has been used in the first place, followed by the exposure of the various 

elements such as where (on which pages) and how the hateful content is covered, which sources 

have produced it and which individuals/groups are targeted. 

Afterwards, the news articles and columns containing hate speech elements - previously identified in 

accordance with the purpose and scope specified above - have been categorized in line with the 

characteristics of the discourse being used. In referral to previously conducted international scientific 

studies and in consideration of the country-specific lingual and cultural differences, the following 

hate categories have been identified: 

1) Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion: Any discourse that features the elements of negative 

generalization, distortion, exaggeration or negative attribution targeting a community or a person 

based on a specific incident is considered under this category. 

2) Blasphemy / Insult / Degradation: Any discourse that contains direct swearing, insult or 

denigration (e.g. use of words such as treacherous, dog, mud-blood etc) falls under this category. 

3) Enmity / War Discourse: Any discourse that includes hostile, war-mongering expressions about a 

community is classified under this category. 

4) Use of Inherent Identity as an element of Hate or Humiliation / Symbolization: This category has 

been created for discourses that use various aspects of one’s inherent identity as an element of hate, 

humiliation or symbolization. For instance, the negative implications of the phrases such as “your 

mother is Armenian any way” or “is your surname Davutoğlu or Davutyan?”. 

Sampling Criteria 

Approximately 1000 local newspapers and all national newspapers are watched through the media 

monitoring centre based on pre-determined key words (such as collaborator, Turcophobe, separatist 

etc.). Additionally, a total of 16 newspapers, chosen in line with their circulation, are manually 
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monitored as part of the media watch. The manual media watch takes place five days a week, and 

each day there is a reading of four newspapers chosen randomly out of 16 newspapers.  

The following newspapers have been manually-monitored: Zaman, Posta, Hürriyet, Sabah, News 

Türk, Milliyet, Vatan, Akşam, Sözcü, Yeni Şafak,  Star, Cumhuriyet,  Taraf, Radikal, Birgün, Evrensel 

Out of all the news items under media watch, the news articles and columns that contain direct and 

explicit hate speech against religious or ethnic groups as well as women or LGBTT individuals are 

selected. Elements other than news articles and columns have been left outside the scope of the 

media watch exercise (such as ads, supplements, caricatures etc.).  

The data obtained as a result of a 4-month media watch exercise are examined in a periodical report, 

under two sections. The groups who are targeted by hate speech, the reasons why they are targeted 

as well as the targeting methods employed are all explained with examples through cases. 

FINDINGS 

In the 4-month period of the Media Watch on Hate Speech (covering January-February-March and 

April), a total of 115 columns and news items that target national, ethnic and religious groups have 

been identified.  

The most striking finding within the first four months of 2012 is the increased quantity of news items 

and columns that have been identified as featuring hate speech. While the number of items 

containing hate speech remained under 50 in the three reports prepared during 2011, this figure 

reached up to 115 in the recent reporting period with a dramatic increase.  

Chart 1:  
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periods, had been reported. In this period, no changes have been observed in the number of groups 

targeted; 17 different groups have remained to be targeted by hate speech. 

 

Chart 2 
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published with a view to deny allegations of genocide or prove that it was the Armenians who 

massacred the Turks. The content of these news items, which were inevitably based on violence, 

hostility and generalization, will be addressed in more detail in the media criticism section. In this 

context, two article series appeared in the Yeniçağ newspaper under the heading “The Armenian 

Atrocities”. These two series are examined separately in the final section (see pp. 55-61) and are not 

included in the statistical analyses since they are about a specific period of time and since they are 

based on controversial accounts of history. In terms of the groups targeted by hate speech in this 

period, Armenians were followed by Christians and Jews - both on an equal footing, and then by 

Rums (Orthodox Greeks of Anatolia). Majority of the hate speech elements against Christians, as was 

the case in previous periods, are the news items that featured the theme “the Crusader mentality”. 

In some of these news items, Armenians and Jews are also targeted, with an emphasis that these 

groups “cannot be friends to Muslims”. Another interesting point is that in the very same period, 

many writers, on different grounds, made references to the 51st ayat of the Maide Surah (verses from 

the Quran), which advices “not to befriend/ally with Christians and Jews”. In articles of this sort, the 

citation from the Quran is often followed by the subject/person that is being criticized, and then 

Christians and Jews are positioned against “Us, Muslims”. Hence, articles featuring these references 

have been included in the analysis. However, our analysis did not consist of a criticization of the holy  

book but rather criticization of a method used by the writer to legitimize hate speech. Finally, hate 

speech targeting Rums is built on describing Rums as “treacherous and collaborative (with the 

enemy)” and portraying them as a threatening element, in such a way that it has nothing to do with a 

specific agenda except for the criticism of the Cyprus policy.  

Chart 3 
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In the first period of 2012, items targeting Kurds that were considered as employing hate speech 

were not very frequent, in parallel with the previous period.  The content of the news items analyzed 

is dominated by a threat perception that is based on the assumption that Kurds are separatists, and 

that the time will come to the Laz, the Circassians, the Albanians and the Bosnians.  

Other than that, the news items commenting on the incidents during Newroz1
 celebrations have not 

been considered as hate speech and have been analyzed in a separate section. This is because these 

news items distinguish between bad Kurds and good Kurds, describe Newroz celebrations as “terror” 

and call only those people who participated in the celebrations as “separatists, autonomy maniacs”. 

These news items do not seem to be blaming all Kurds; some authors even “sincerely celebrate the 

Newroz Feast of the Kurds” while calling the participants “traitors who took to the streets on the call 

issued by BDP (pro-Kurdish Peace and Democracy Party).” Hence, the targets have been considered 

as BDP and its supporters rather than Kurds. In the previous period, it was discussed whether the 

hate speech was shifting from the Kurds towards the BDP. Although criticism of BDP tends to exceed 

the limits of criticism and transforms into insult and denigration, there is no doubt that they should 

be considered within the scope of freedom of expression. However, limiting the celebration of the 

Newroz to a political party call and thinking of Newroz independent of the Kurds would be nothing 

but alienating the issue from its context. Therefore, these news items are examined in detail in the 

last section (see pp. 50-54). 

Another news heading that has not been included in the statistical analyses but that has been 

separately evaluated is the atheism debate that started after the death of actress and scenarist 

Meral Okay (see pp. 60-61). In this scope, in the two news articles published in Yeni Akit, Okay was 

denigrated for being an atheist, and it was openly emphasized that she was not one of “us”. Hate 

speech towards atheists, which we had not encountered before, is quite striking in terms of 

understanding the influence and potential of the agenda in this respect.  

Finally, with regard to the Hrant Dink’s murder case, the news items targeting Fethiye Çetin and 

Etyen Mahçupyan have been examined. These news articles, which have been categorized as 

personal insult and thus not included in statistical analyses, denigrated not only Çetin and 

Mahçupyan but also the followers of the Dink case, who were –by distorting Dink’s words- accused of 

“Anti-Turkism”, based on the argument that they see Turkish nationalism as poison. Hence, in the 

backdrop of a murder committed due to hate speech, Dink’s lawyer and an Armenian writer are 

targeted. Therefore, the three columns in question are examined separately (see pp. 62-65). 

In addition, as addressed in the previous reports, the news articles and columns containing hate 

speech towards LGBTT individuals and women have not been included in the statistical analyses but 

evaluated in another section. In the thirteen news items analysed in this context, homosexuality is 

directly identified as “deviance and sickness”, and transvestites and transsexuals are portrayed as 

people “spreading threats and behaving scandalously”.  

                                                           
1
 A traditional feast which marks the first day of spring celebrated between March 18 and 24. In Turkey, it is 

widely celebrated by Kurds and is considered as a potent symbol of  Kurdish identity. Newroz celebrations had 
been illegal in Turkey for decades until 1995. 
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Distribution of the News Items according to Genre, Newspaper and 

Category 

In this period, hate speech has mostly been observed in columns (80%), while 17% of hate speech 

content was observed in news articles and 3% in the readers' letters. In 45% of the news articles, no 

news source has been provided. 

Chart 4 

 

In this period, hate speech has been observed more often in the national press (80%) as compared to 
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National newspapers whereby hate speech was most frequently encountered have been Yeni Mesaj, 

Yeni Akit, Yeniçağ, Anayurt, Milli Gazete and Ortadoğu.  

Chart 6 

 

 

Whereas in the local press, the news items containing hate speech are far less in quantity. 

 

Chart 7 
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In this period, examples of hate speech appearing in newspapers were analyzed in four categories: 

1) Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion 

2) Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration  

3) Enmity / War Discourse 

4) Use of Inherent Identity as an element of Denigration / Symbolization 

These categories were determined to help better understanding and distinction between different 

types of hate speech, which usually occur in various different formats - either overtly or covertly. Of 

course it is possible to identify more than one of the above categories in the same content, yet in 

such cases the dominant category is selected for classification purposes.  

In the four-month period that was studied, Enmity/ War Discourse appeared to be the most 

frequently observed category of hate speech. This was followed by Exaggeration/ Attribution/ 

Distortion and Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration. In this period, Symbolization was the method least 

resorted to.  

 

Chart 8  
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Chart 9 

 

Similarly, hate speech targeting Christians mostly consists of Enmity/ War Discourse.  

Chart 10 
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Chart 11 
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Chart 12 
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These four categories, identified to classify the hateful content were created to help us understand 

how hate speech is produced: ultimately the category that was more dominant was taken as a basis 

and used for classification. Hence, it would be misleading to see the categories as invariable criteria. 

On the other hand, to make a comparison, for example the category of Symbolization, which had 

been the dominant method of hate speech targeting Jews in the last two reporting periods, was 

replaced by the category of  Enmity/ War Discourse, whereas in the same period hate speech 

targeting Armenians strikingly manifested itself in an increased Enmity/War Discourse. In this sense, 

we can say that these four categories have been effective in identifying hate speech that is produced, 

usually with typical methods, against specific groups either with or without connection to the agenda 

in the Turkish media. The second section which analyses specific cases in terms of discourse will be 

more explanatory in this sense.  
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NEWS ITEMS SELECTED IN THE PERIOD JANUARY – APRIL 2012  

Date Newspaper Type Author Heading 
Target 

Group 
Hate Category 

02.01.2012 
Karadeniz 

Güne Bakış 
Column 

İsmet 

Hacısalihoğlu 

The Never Ending 

Armenian Hatred 

(1) 

Armenians, 

Serbians, 

Bulgarians, 

Greeks, 

Hungarians, 

Croats, 

Christians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

02.01.2012 Vatan Column Süleyman Doğan 
Can it ever be 

forgotten? 
Armenians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

03.01.2012 
Samsun 

Halk 
Column İsmail Başaran 

Did you get what 

they are trying to 

do? /This is what I 

call a poem  

Armenians Symbolization 

06.01.2012 Günboyu Column Ramazan Durmuş 

A treason that 

should never be 

forgotten 

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

06.01.2012 Bursa Olay Column İsmail Öztat 
What if they have 

lied to us? 
Armenians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

08.01.2012 

İstanbul 

Bizim 

Anadolu 

News Article 
No news source 

indicated 

ASIMDER 

Warns: Armenian 

community and 

foundations are 

buying out Van 

Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

09.01.2012 Yeniçağ Column 
Hüseyin M. 

Yusuf 

Why does Christo-

Fiasco Want to 

Talk to Erdoğan? 

Rums 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

10.01.2012 Milli Gazete Column Reşat Nuri Erol 
Why are Jews and 

Masons Damned? 
Jews 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

11.01.2011 Yeni Akit News Article 
Muhammet 

Erdoğan 

The Bonomo 

Unrest 
Jews Symbolization 

11.01.2012 Yeni Akit Readers’ Letter Sinan Akıncı 

A mere 

condemnation 

does not get the 

job done!.. 

Armenians-

the French 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

13.01.2012 Yeniçağ News Article Fatih Erboz 

Soon they will 

declare Imbros 

autonomous 

Rums 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 
Attribution 
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16.01.2012 Milli Gazete News Article Mustafa Kılıç 

Zoroastrian on the 

Mountain, Pagan 

in the City 

Zoroastrians-

Yezidis 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

17.01.2012 İstanbul Column Üstün İnanç Chastity and filth  Christians 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

17.01.2012 
Gazetem 

Ege 
Column Cengiz Bulut 

Here is another 

“French” Orhan 

Pamuk for you 

Kütahyalı 

Armenians-

the French 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

18.01.2012 Yeni Akit News Article Ertuğrul Cesur 

Jewish Alaton 

speaks up for 

Armenians 

Jews Symbolization 

18.01.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column Esat Arslan 

The State Does 

Not Betray its 

People 

Jews 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

18.01.2012 Milli Gazete News Article Mustafa Kılıç 

They want to 

legitimize 

perverted beliefs  

Zoroastrians-

Yezidis 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

21.01.2012 Yeniçağ Column Altemur Kılıç 

Becoming 

Denktas-

Becoming Dink 

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

23.01.2012 Anayurt Column Oğuz Güler 

What Armenians 

Made the British 

Do 

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

23.01.2012 
Akdeniz 

Beyaz 
Column Nedim Seferoğlu 

An Article I Dread 

but Had to Write  
Armenians 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

24.01.2012 Ortadoğu Column Fikri Atılbaz 

Self-Denial 

Cannot Be a 

Perception 

Problem 

Armenians 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

24.01.2012 Ortadoğu Column Seyfi Şahin 

PKK is an 

Armenian 

Organization 

Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

24.01.2012 Yeni Akit Column Mustafa Özcan 

The Zionism – 

Araratism 

Brotherhood 

Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

26.01.2012 Ortadoğu Column Ali Öncü 

Turkey’s 

Armenian 

Diaspora 

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 
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26.01.2012 Yeni Akit Column Hasan Karakaya 

The French Are 

Pressing, Our 

Guys are Still 

Waiting To See 

What Will Happen 

Christians-the 

French 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

27.01.2012 Ortadoğu Column Abbas Bozyel 

An unforgettable 

page from 

Turcophobia 

Armenians 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

27.01.2012 Yeniçağ Column Altemur Kılıç 
My Coy 

Darling!... 
Armenians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

28.01.2012 Anayurt Column İrfan Bahar 
On Armenians and 

3 Ts 
Armenians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

30.01.2012 Ortadoğu Column Nazif Kurucu 

Attempting to 

Influence the 

Judiciary 

Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

31.01.2012 
Mersin 

İmece 
Column Mahiye Morgül 

Oh Catholic 

France! Take 

Your Pierre Loti 

and Get Lost! 

the French 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

01.02.2012 Yeni Akit Column Serdar Arseven 

30 Thousand 

“Political 

Armenians” in 

Tunceli!.. 

Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

03.02.2012 Türkiye News Article 
No news source 

indicated 

Torment by 

Infidels 
Christians Symbolization 

03.02.2012 Anayurt Column Fuat Yılmazer 
Armenians and 

pro-Armenians 
Armenians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

03.02.2012 
Karadeniz 

Güne Bakış 
Column Orhan Can Is it Worth it? Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

03.02.2012 
Karadenizde 

İlk Haber 
Column Mustafa Yazıcı 

France Finally Put 

its Head on the 

Guillotine)  

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

05.02.2012 Yeni Akit Column 
Abdurrahim 

Karakoç 

No camouflage 

ever again 
Armenians Symbolization 

06.02.2012 Yeniçağ Column Mustafa Aslan 

A religious 

generation or a 

spiteful 

generation? 

Christians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 
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07.02.2012 
Antalya 

Hilal 
Column Nevzat Laleli 

Armenians Have 

Always Attacked 
Armenians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

07.02.2012 Vatan Column Selim Çoraklı 

Fener’s Portal of 

Hatred and 

Grudge 

Armenians- 

Jews- 

Christians 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

07.02.2012 Anayurt Column Necati Özfatura 

The Latest 

Situation in 

France 

Armenians-

Rums 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

08.02.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column 
Mehmet Emin 

Koç 

Islamists Who Are 

Worthless Than 

the Infidels 

Abroad  

Christians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

09.02.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column 
Mehmet Emin 

Koç 

The Islamist 

Chumps of the 

Crusaders 

Christians Symbolization 

15.02.2012 Yeniçağ News Article 
No news source 

indicated 

Separatism in 

Language is 

Spreading 

Kurds-Laz 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

16.02.2012 Milli Gazete Column 
Mehmet Şevket 

Eygi 

Looking at the 

latest crisis from 

way above 

Armenians-

Jews 

Enmity/War 

Discourse 

16.02.2012 Yeni Akit Column 
Belkıs 

İbrahimhakkıoğlu 

Refreshing the 

Memories 
Christians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

20.02.2012 Yeni Akit Column Alaettin Köksal 
Muslims Don’t Do 

Genocide 

Christians-

Jews 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

20.02.2012 Yeni Akit News Article Hüseyin Yazıcı 

Zionist Israel will 

Set Middle East 

Aflame 

Jews Symbolization 

20.02.2012 Milli Gazete Column Ekrem Şama 
Muslim Hunt with 

Cluster Bomb 
Christians 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

21.02.2012 Anayurt Column 
Mustafa Nevruz 

Sınacı 

For the sun of 

justice and a 

climate of peace... 

Christians-

Armenians-

Jews-Rums 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

21.02.2012 Vatan Column Muhsin Bozkurt 

The Eastern 

Reality and 

Armenians 

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

23.02.2012 Yeniçağ Column İsrafil Kumbasar 

Do not Forget the 

Khojaly Massacre, Do 

not Let it be Forgotten  
Armenians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 
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23.02.2012 
Konya 

Memleket 
News Article 

No news source 

indicated 

It is the Muslims 

who have the 

authority to 

determine the 

shape of Turkey  

Armenians-

Rums-Jews 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

23.02.2012 Yeni Mesaj News Article 
No news source 

indicated 

The Latest 

Practice of the 

Crusades 

Christians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

24.02.2012 Yeniçağ Column Altemur Kılıç 
“We are all 

Turks”... 
Kurds 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

28.02.2012 Anayurt Column Necdet Sivaslı 

“Khojaly is the 

real genocide 

committed against 

the  Turks” 

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

28.02.2012 Yeni Akit Column Bekir Yalçınkaya 

Heretics do not 

make good 

friends! 

Jews Symbolization 

28.02.2012 Yeni Mesaj News Article 
No news source 

indicated 

“Theirs is a sick 

mentality” 
Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

29.02.2012 Anayurt News Article İHA 

“The word 

‘Armenian’ brings 

sickness to mind”  

Armenians 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

29.02.2012 Günboyu Column Ramazan Durmuş 

That banner 

pleased the 

Armenians within 

us 

Armenians Symbolization 

29.02.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column Akın Aydın 

We are Turkish, 

so were those in 

Khojaly. Dink was 

Armenian. And 

you?” 

Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

29.02.2012 
Çorum 

Hakimiyet 
News Article 

No news source 

indicated 

Khojaly is the 

history of a black 

stain 

Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

29.02.2012 Yeni Akit Column Serdar Arseven 

If you return never 

to go back, you go 

back in haste 

Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

01.03.2012 Sivasın Sesi News Article 
No news source 

indicated 

“The Armenian 

ruthlessness will 

never be forgiven” 

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 
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01.03.2012 Yeni Alanya Column Altemur Kılıç 
We are all in 

Khojaly 
Armenians Symbolization 

02.03.2012 Milli Gazete Column 
Mehmet Şevket 

Eygi 

Do Muslims work 

well for Islam? 

(Crypto)) 

Armenians-

Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

06.03.2012 
Kastamonu 

Sözcü 
Column Mehmet Doğan 

Those Who 

Condemn the 

People That 

Condemn the 

Khojaly Massacre 

Armenians-

Rums 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

06.03.2012 Milli Gazete Column K. Mete Tiryaki 
The Khojaly 

Massacre 

Armenians-

Christians-

Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

06.03.2012 Aydınlık Column 
Hüseyin Macit 

Yusuf 

The Rum’s game 

of accusation and 

blathering 

Rums 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

07.03.2012 Milli Gazete Column 
Mehmet Şevket 

Eygi 

The Ibn Sebe’s 

Among Us 

Christians-

Jews 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

09.03.2012 Yeniçağ Column Altemur Kılıç 
Circassians after 

Kurds 

Kurds-

Circassians-

Albanians-

Bosnians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

09.03.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column 
Sabahattin 

Önkibar 

Sextons in 

Turbans! 
Christians Symbolization 

09.03.2012 Ortadoğu Column Ali Öncü 
Stabbing in the 

Back 

Armenians-

Rums 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

09.03.2012 Ortadoğu Column Orhan Karataş Great Devastation 

Armenians-

Rum-

Zoroastrians 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

13.03.2012 Milli Gazete Column 
Mehmet Şevket 

Eygi 

How Can Turkey 

be Saved? 

Christians-

Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

 

13.03.2012 Aydınlık Column 
Hüseyin Macit 

Yusuf 

Those who malign 

Motherland and 

Eroğlu should not 

be condoned 

Rums 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

14.03.2012 Anayurt Column Nuh Çakmak Is there? Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 
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15.03.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column Akın Aydın 

I took control of 

my hatred, Mr. 

Prime Minister! 

Christians-

Jews 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

15.03.2012 
İstanbul Son 

An 
News Article 

No news source 

indicated 

Countrymen from 

Erzurum met at 

the Bostancı 

Performance 

Centre 

Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

15.03.2012 
İstanbul Son 

An 
News Article İHA 

The 94
th
 

anniversary of 

Erzurum’s 

salvation from 

occupation by 

enemy forces 

Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

20.03.2012 Önce Vatan Column Selim Çoraklı 

Friends of 

Christians and 

Jews! 

Christians-

Jews 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

26.03.2012 Önce Vatan Column Mustafa Akkoca 

The mujaddid of 

the virtual and 

cartoon world!.. 

Christians-

Jews 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

27.03.2012 İstanbul Column 
Zeki 

Hacıibrahimoğlu 

The reality of 

Eastern and 

Southeastern 

Anatolia  

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

28.03.2012 Yeniçağ Column 
Hüseyin Macit 

Yusuf 

Does the Rum 

(Greek Cypriot 

Side) have the will 

for solution? 

Rums 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

06.04.2012 Anayurt Column 
Hüseyin Hakkı 

Kahveci 

Great Middle East 

Project is based on 

the ideal of 

creating the one 

single religion 

Christians-

Jews 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

09.04.2012 Anayurt Column 
Mustafa Nevruz 

Sınacı 

Piety, justice and 

state 

Christians-

Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

09.04.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column Akın Aydın 

For those who act 

cute to Bahrain 

and cruel to Syria 

Christians-

Jews 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

09.04.2012 Önce Vatan Column Mustafa Akkoca 

The mujaddid of 

the virtual and 

cartoon world… 

(8) 

Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 
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11.04.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column 
Mehmet Emin 

Koç 

They have the 

form of the Ehl-

Sunnet (Muslims), 

but the heart of the 

Ehl-i Salib 

(Crusaders) 

Christians-

Jews 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

11.04.2012 Yeniçağ Column 
Müslim 

Karabacak 

An interesting 

message of 

celebration 

Christians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

12.04.2012 Vatan Column Faruk Kurtbaş 

We Turks who 

stand doing 

nothing 

Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

12.04.2012 
Ankara Son 

Söz 
Column 

Mustafa Nevruz 

Sınacı 

The Kitchen of 

Terror  & 

Violence, and the 

Lausanne  

Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

12.04.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column 
Mehmet Emin 

Koç 

Even the simplest 

brawl means 

fratricide 

Christians 
Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ Discourse 

13.04.2012 Milli Gazete  Column 
Mehmet Şevket 

Eygi 

Important 

Questions 

Armenians-

Jews 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

13.04.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column Aziz Karaca 

“Crusaders 

Arrived at 

Aleppo” 

Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

15.04.2012 
Kıbrıs 

Halkın Sesi 
Column Eşref Çetinel 

You cannot hide 

the sun behind 

mud 

Rums 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

16.04.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column Haydar Baş Iran and Turkey Christians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

16.04.2012 Yeni Akit News Article Ertuğrul Cesur 

Armenians show no 

tolerance against 

thought 

Armenians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

19.04.2012 Yeni Akit News Article Talha Çolak 
The pastor love of 

that trade union 
Rums Symbolization 

20.04.2012 Yeni Akit News Article Yiğit Doğaner 

BDP visits the 

church on the holy 

week of the 

Prophet 

Muhammad’s birth 

Christians 
Symbolization 

 

23.04.2012 İstanbul Column Necdet Buluz 

Against Anti-

Ataturkism and anti-

Turkism 
Armenians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 
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23.04.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column Aziz Karaca How? Christians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

24.04.2012 Yeniçağ Column Ahmet Takan 
A treason with 

music 

Christians-

Jews 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

24.04.2012 Anayurt Column Hamdi Yılmaz 
A classic 

Armenian article 
Armenians 

Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

25.04.2012 Milliyet Column Metin Münir 
We are here, you 

are there 
Rums 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

26.04.2012 
Kocaeli 

Derince 
Column Volkan Eralp 

Armenians and 

Their Never 

Ending Hatred 

Armenians 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

26.04.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column 
Mehmet Emin 

Koç 

AKP’s test with 

the mosque 

Armenians-

Rums-Jews-

Assyrians 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

27.04.2012 Ortadoğu Column Abbas Bozyel 

The real truth 

behind all this 

touting for 24 

April 1915  

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

27.04.2012 Ortadoğu Column Necdet Sivaslı 

Lies about the 

Alleged Armenian 

Genocide 

Armenians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

27.04.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column 
Mehmet Emin 

Koç 

It is treason to 

pester the 

Muslims 

Christians 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 

30.04.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column Akın Aydın 

Must receive 

blessing from each 

and every one 

Christians-

Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

30.04.2012 Yeni Mesaj Column 
Selahattin 

Önkibar 

Nothing stays 

secret 
Jews Symbolization 

30.04.2012 Türkiye Readers’ Letter Adnan Ağır 

Our non-Muslim 

citizens should tell 

the outside world 

about Turkey! 

Armenians-

Rums-Jews 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

30.04.2012 Yeni Akit Readers’ Letter 
Mehmet Kadri 

Sayılgan 

The March 31
st
 

calamity that 

disintegrated the 

empire 

Jews 
Enmity/ War 

Discourse 
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Exaggeration/ Distortion/ Attribution 

Heading: Attempting to Influence the Judiciary 
Newspaper: Ortadoğu 
Date: 30.01.2012 
Type: Column 
Author: Nazif Kurucu 
 
The author starts his column by criticizing those who protested the court verdict in the Dink case, 

describing them as “a small bunch of people who think they are intellectuals but who show 

exaggerated levels of pride and elitism”, and emphasizing that this group would never participate in a 

demonstration in favour of Turkey. Pointing out that the case files should be read carefully in order 

to be able to protest against the court’s verdict, the author claims that those protesting the Dink case 

ruling had not even read the file, and thus questions the legitimacy of the protests. As the author 

says he is a former lawyer, one might think he is being very meticulous about his former profession 

and criticizing on the basis of his doubt about whether the file was read. However, in the following 

lines of the column, the author manages to distort the words that caused Dink to be put on trial 

which were already distorted in the media and presented as “insulting the Turkish identity”: 

 “…I had read that in those days the deceased had come up with the idea of ‘Eliminating the foul 

Turkish blood on these lands’. Will these words not be enough to drive crazy a teenager whose blood 

is already hot, in a nationalist city like Trabzon?” 

The section given in quotes - despite not being originally uttered by Dink himself - and detached from 

its original context aims to create the perception in the readers’ mind that “Dink was already an 

enemy of the Turks”. Afterwards, the author goes too far defending that these words legitimized a 

murder committed with hate motive, justifying this view with the behaviours of “a hot-blooded 

teenager in a nationalistic province like Trabzon” which should, in his view, be seen as reasonable. 

According to the author, Trabzon is “our” district and it is a nationalistic district, so everyone should 

mind their steps. On the other hand, murder is a momentary madness against a “Turcophobic” writer 

by an energetic, over-excited teenager who can almost be described as sympathetic, and again 

according to the author, it is not that hard to understand, i.e. another murder can easily be 

committed if a similar situation arises.  

This article was included in the analysis because although it looks like it does not contain hate speech 

towards any specific ethnic, religious or national group, it actually includes all of them. By using the 

Dink murder, which brought the concept of hate crime to public debate in Turkey, the author adopts 

an approach that normalizes and even tolerates hate crimes; therefore, the article was evaluated 

under the Exaggeration/ Distortion/ Attribution category.  
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Exaggeration/ Distortion/ Attribution 

Heading: ASİMDER WARNS: Armenian community and foundations buying out Van  
Newspaper: İstanbul Bizim Anadolu 
Date: 08.01.2012 
Type: News Article 
Author: No news source indicated 
 
This news article quotes from Göksel Gülbey, President of ASİMDER - Association Against the 

Unfounded Armenian Allegations, announcing that “Armenian community has started to buy land at 

cheap prices, taking advantage of the earthquake in Van”: 

“…Gülbey said, ‘Taking advantage of this situation, Armenian communities and foundations have now 

mobilized to realize their dreams of Western Armenia, for which they have been fighting for the last 

96 years. (…) For that reason, the Armenians have found the opportunity of a lifetime’. (…) Claiming 

that the Armenians are after cheap deals to buy the land from the local people by taking advantage 

of their vulnerabilities, Gülbey said ‘These lands are not purchased directly in the name of the 

communities or the foundations. They buy them deeded to citizens living in Van who support the 

Armenian lobby or who are active members of the churches in Van.” 

Indicating no news sources, this news article is built on the words uttered by the association 

president who claims that Armenians have their eyes on the territories of Turkey and take advantage 

of earthquake-stricken people. There is no mention of a source from which the allegations can be 

confirmed, and the Armenian foundations mentioned in the article are not given a chance to 

respond. Although this is not something extraordinary in the Turkish journalism practice, this method 

easily builds the “us vs. them” discourse which is almost typical. The language of the news is of a 

nature that confirms Gülbey’s words: The news heading is quite threatening in its tone, warning the 

readers about an imminent danger, emphasizing that the Armenian communities are “buying Van” 

and hence “taking advantage of ‘us’ when we are most vulnerable”. Therefore, the news manages to 

imply that Armenians are “opportunist and petty”, and positions the Armenians as the “enemy” by 

claiming a “Western Armenia dream for which they have been fighting for the last 96 years.” 

The news article presents a predetermined framework of interpretation for the reader by accepting 

and presenting an association “fighting against Armenian genocide allegations” as the one and only 

authority. On the other hand, by building on unconfirmed claims, the author also contributes to 

creation of a negative perception against the Armenians.  
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Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration 

Heading:  “The word Armenian brings sickness to mind” 
Newspaper: Anayurt 
Date: 29.02.2012 
Type: News Article 
Author: İHA 
 
 
In the news article, the account given by academician Sevinç Üçgül from Erciyes University is cited in 

relation to the events that took place in Khojaly. The article claims that Üçgül, being a witness herself 

who was forced to emigrate during that time, had stated that the “word Armenian brought sickness 

to her mind”. However, these words from Üçgül are not quoted in the rest of the news article, which 

only covers a section where Üçgül describes how they left their home after the domestic turbulences. 

Hence, the reader is deprived of an explanation as to whether the person who is referred to as the 

source for this news article really said that “Armenian brings sickness to mind”; even if such a 

statement exists, the reader is not given a chance to see the context in which those words are 

uttered and interpret what they could possibly mean. In this sense, the newspaper uses information 

the source of which is still controversial, even makes it the headline, and announces its agreement 

that the Armenian identity brings sickness to mind. Since it contains denigration against Armenians, 

the news article was evaluated under the category of Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration.  

Note: Üçgül’s testimony is also covered in the news article “They have a sick mentality” published in 

the Yeni Mesaj newspaper dated 28.02.2012. In this news article, which is much more detailed than 

the former, the section quoted from Üçgül reads as follows “It is a sick mentality. The entire nation 

should not be so sick to the extent they harm themselves; they should make peace with their 

history”. These words by Üçgül in reference to the events of those days are carried to the headline as 

“They have a sick mentality”, and the news spot highlights that the “word ‘Armenian’ brings sickness 

to mind”. So, the Armenian identity was denigrated in two news articles based on the same witness 

testimony and with a similar journalism practice that is similarly problematic in its own right.  
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Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration 

Heading: Why does Christo-fiasco want to talk to Erdoğan? 
Newspaper: Yeniçağ 
Date: 09.01.2012 
Type: Column 
Author: Hüseyin M. Yusuf 
 

The author criticizes some statements made by Dimitris Christofias, the leader of the Greek Cypriot 

Administration of Southern Cyprus, whom he calls “Christo-fiasco” in the same way some other 

authors do so with a view to denigrate the Greek Cypriot administration and its leader. Commenting 

on the reasons for Christofias’ request for a meeting with Erdoğan and objecting to any such meeting 

on the grounds that it will strengthen the Greek Cypriot hand, the author blames the Greek Cypriot 

community for the conflict between the two countries: 

“This is the Greek plot. Such a vulgar mentality does exist in Greek Cypriots, unfortunately. (…) While 

the AKP (Justice and Development Party) government defies and rises against anyone and everyone 

here and, it should not overlook the Greek Cypriots and it should give them a blow they will never 

forget. I assure you, the Greeks do not understand any other language and cannot be brought to heel 

in any other way.” 

By claiming that they have a vulgar mentality, the author insults the Greek Cypriot community, and 

implies that “we are” superior to Greek Cypriots, by summarizing his view that a tougher line is 

necessary against Southern Cyprus with the words “Give Greek Cypriots a blow they will never 

forget”. Therefore, the article is evaluated under the category of Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration.  
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Enmity/ War Discourse 

Heading: Friends of Christians and Jews! 
Newspaper: Önce Vatan 
Date: 20.03.2012 
Type: Column 
Author: Selim Çoraklı 
 
Starting right from the news heading, the author issues warnings to the “friends of Christians and 

Jews”, and explains in detail and with various religious references the risks of Muslims befriending 

Christians and Jews under the guise of “tolerance and dialogue”. What is meant by tolerance and 

dialogue is not fully explained, yet Muslims are advised not to be deceived by such messages for 

whatever reason. The author also presents missionary activities as a threat, implying that “Christians 

walking arm in arm with Muslims” have a secret agenda of “Christianizing Anatolia”.  

There are references to many Quran verses throughout the article; holding that befriending 

Christians and Jews will bring many dangers for Muslims, the author quotes from the 51st ayat of the 

Maide Surah (5:51): 

“O you who have attained to faith! Do not take the Jews and the Christians for your allies: they are 

but allies of one another – and whoever of you allies himself with them becomes, verily, one of them; 

behold, God does not guide such evildoers.” 

This ayat (verses from the Quran) was seen so many times during the media watch that not all of the 

instances could be included in the report; yet in all instances, a similar approach was adopted - the 

use of citations from the ayat in a way that supports the author’s approach. In Çoraklı’s article, this 

attitude is about taking a stance against activities carried out within the scope of (interreligious) 

“tolerance and dialogue”, and this is materialized with the implication that behind these activities lie 

threats such as missionary activities. Therefore, the citation from the ayat is included in the article to 

strengthen the author’s view that Christians and Jews are enemies who should never be trusted, who 

have secret purposes against the Muslim people. Similar news items citing the same ayat were also 

evaluated in the same way and included in the analysis. In this sense, of course the aim is not to go 

into a criticism of holy books and discuss the different interpretations of the same ayat within the 

scope of hate speech. Nevertheless, it is obvious that the attempts of the author(s) to legitimize, with 

religious and non-religious references, their views of enmity and hatred towards specific groups 

should not be overlooked. In this framework, religious reference was evaluated as an auxiliary 

element, and the target of the criticism is only the opinion of the author.  

The article was included in the category of Enmity/ War Discourse.  
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Enmity/ War Discourse 

Heading: We are Turks, Like Those in Khojaly. Dink was Armenian. And you?! 
Newspaper: Yeni Mesaj 
Date: 29.02.2012 
Type: Column 
Author: Akın Aydın 
 
Aydın’s article on the events in Khojaly and the reactions to the Dink case bears the heading “We are 

Turks, Like Those in Khojaly. Dink was Armenian. And you?!”, which directly questions the reader 

about the side they take on the polarized lines of  Anti-Armenianism and Anti-Turkism. In his column, 

the author accuses people he calls “addle-brained” for considering any mention of Turks’ exposure to 

inhuman treatment in Khojaly events as racist. He objects to this by claiming that the Armenians play 

the victim despite having “stabbed the Ottomans on the back and committed a massacre in Khojaly”. 

He also reacts to those who protested the Dink murder, saying that “some people in this country 

altogether became Armenians”, positioning the Khojaly and Dink protesters as “us versus them”. 

Hence, the author compares the two events, indicating that the Armenians represent the side that is 

“both guilty and loud”, complains about the lack of sufficient interest by the media in the Khojaly 

rally, and explains that the reason those who supported the Dink case did not attend the Khojaly rally 

is because they are Turcophobes.  

In the last part of the article, the author cites from Agos Newspaper’s Editor-in-Chief Rober Koptaş’s 

article about the Khojaly rally, and continues as follows: 

“We are all Turks, and we are such a great nation that we give the right to speak to those who eat the 

bread and drink the waters of this country but who besmirch the past  and present of this nation and 

who cast blame on us; what else do you want?” 

Hence, according to the author, Armenians are sort of the step children of these lands, benefiting 

from the bread and water of this country but committing such a treason as besmirching the past of 

the very country in which they live, because under such circumstances they should refrain from 

criticism and they should not defend themselves against the interests of the country. On the other 

hand, according to the author, Turks are a great nation since they tolerate criticism and “slanders” of 

the Armenians and give them the right to speak their mind, and the Armenians should not indeed 

expect more.  

In the news items analyzed during this period, many examples were seen, which created a Turkish-

Armenian animosity within the framework of the Khojaly-Dink case, and most of these news items  

adopt an approach that can be summarized as “they are Armenians, we are Turks”. When distanced 

from the context, this situation is quite educational in terms of explaining how the representation of 

two groups using their right to protest with a specific political demand is guided and how hate 

speech is created in this scope.  

The article was evaluated within the scope of Enmity/ War Discourse.   
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Enmity/ War Discourse 

Heading: Circassians after Kurds 
Newspaper: Yeniçağ 
Date: 09.03.2012 
Type: Column 
Author: Altemur Kılıç  
 
Starting his article by allegorically criticizing the journalist Hasan Cemal for his attitude towards the 

Armenians and the Kurdish question, the author announces that Cemal has now “embarked upon a 

new quest for Circassian-Caucasian separatism”. Explaining that Circassians have been demonstrating 

for the recognition of their identity rights, and that very recently they have organized a two-day 

meeting in which Cemal also participated, the author goes on as follows: 

“Hasan is now asking what is going to happen. Yes, Kurds will be followed by Circassians, and then in 

the same fashion by Albanians, Bosnians and, as Hasan puts it, ‘the new separatists’. 

Criticizing Cemal’s anti-Kemalist stance in the following lines, the author says Kemalism was 

dominant “until separatism reared its ugly face …” and, in reference to the groups he described as 

separatist, the author says “While having such people amongst us, who needs enemies to divide 

Turkey and the Turks!...”. The author then points out that his own parents are of Uzbek and 

Circassian descent and emphasizes that despite his ethnic descent, he identifies himself as Turkish, 

which, he says, is the right thing to do.  

Therefore, according to the author, Kurds and Circassians living in Turkey who claim their rights are 

simply separatist, and they will be followed later on by the potentially separatist Albanians and 

Bosnians.  

“Hasan either does not understand how these claims will play into the hands of those who have been 

trying to divide Turkey and Turkism for ages, or he is serving them knowingly, which is more painful’. 

You give Hasan the name [he deserves]!” 

In this last part cited above, the author directly targets Cemal himself for his support to “groups 

trying to divide Turkishness”, yet once again describes Kurds and Circassians who claim their identity 

rights as separatist groups that are some sort of internal enemy. Hence, the article was evaluated 

under the category of Enmity/ War Discourse. 
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Symbolization 

News Headline: A Jew to represent Turkey in Eurovision? The Bonomo Unrest 
Newspaper: Yeni Akit 
Date: 11.01.2012 
Type: News Article 
Author: Muhammet Erdoğan 
 
The news article which announces that Turkey will be represented by Can Bonomo in the Eurovision 

Song Contest is designed to generate readers’ reaction against the situation. In the news article, 

Bonomo’s Jewish identity is emphasized in such a way that suggests negative connotations and 

through the use of cliché expressions the news article claims that this situation is “getting reactions”: 

“While there is already public reaction against Turkey’s competition with songs in English-language 

for years , the fact that a Jew, whose name no one knows, has been selected for this task just for the 

sake of giving so-called messages of tolerance causes greater reaction.” 

There is no information or reference about the people who actually show such a reaction, and 

furthermore the article makes use of the phrase “so-called” to describe the message of tolerance, 

something that overlooks the message and renders it implausible. Afterwards, the article quotes the 

Vice-President of the Turkish Writers’ Union, emphasizing that “it is wrong to select individuals, who 

are not known to the public, to represent Turkey in international organizations” and that “this wrong 

should be rectified without delay”. At this point, we can say that the article was designed in such a 

way to enhance the perception that it intends to create in the reader. Opposing Bonomo’s 

representation of Turkey due to his Jewish identity, the newspaper reinforces its message by 

referring to the parallel opinions of an “authority”. What the article describes as “unknown people” 

are no doubt the Jews, which suggests that they are not known by the public and hence have not 

gained public trust, thus making it clear that no one wants to be represented by a “nondescript” Jew. 

In this sense, the newspaper concludes its argument by using Bonomo’s religious identity and 

positions Jews as others. The news article is therefore evaluated under the category of 

Symbolization.  
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Symbolization 

News Headline: Church Visit from BDP in the Week of Holy Birth (of Prophet Muhammad) 
Newspaper: Yeni Akit 
Date: 20.04.2012 
Type: News Article 
Author: Yiğit Doğaner 
 
The news article announces BDP Mardin MP Ayla Akat Ata’s visit to a church on the occasion of 

Easter, and constitutes a typical example aiming to criminalize the BDP. However, the reason why 

this news article was included in the analysis is because this church visit is presented as if it was a 

criminal act, and therefore it ultimately alienates the Christians.  

In the first sentence of the news article, BDP is described as the “political extension of the terrorist 

organization PKK”, which gives the reader the first message about “the kind of deeds this political 

extension of a terrorist organization is engaged in”. Afterwards, the news article says that MP Ata 

visited the Mor Smuni Church in Midyat, explaining how celebrations were underway and how 

visitors were given painted eggs. Yet, the language of the article is designed in such a way to point 

out that the MP’s church visit, which is something newsworthy, is indeed a suspicious situation. So, 

the article uses expressions such as “according to the information obtained”, which implies that the 

reporter has reached some very secret information, the source of which must be kept confidential. 

Again for the same purpose, after repeating the same information a few times, the article uses the 

expression “drew attention”, which claims to be a “no-comment” expression but which is used to 

cause negative reaction in the reader: 

“According to the information obtained, BDP MP Ata, who later on visited the Mor Abraham 

Monastery and celebrated the Easter of the Christians, left Mardin Midyat on the same day. BDP MP 

Ayla Akat Ata’s visit to Christian churches and monasteries and her participation in the Easter 

celebrations during the Week of Holy Birth (of Prophet Muhammad) drew attention.” 

When examined in terms of the journalism practice, the news story is not taken from a news agency 

but it is published with the signature of the reporter. However, there is no information as to whether 

Ata made any statements during the visit, and if she did, what she said in such a statement. Although 

this may seem a coincidence, it is a frequently encountered phenomenon when it comes to news 

reports about the BDP deputies covered in the mainstream media; because in its current form the 

news report manifests a mysterious nature. BDP deputies are portrayed as potential criminals who 

are pursued by reporters but who run away from them without giving any statements about their 

business (which are probably PKK-associated), and who are watched by reporters at a certain 

distance as if they are spies. It should be noted that no other party’s deputies are portrayed in this 

manner.  

In the subsequent paragraphs of the news article, following the same logic, some sort of background 

information is given, mentioning that Ata had previously come to media attention with her plans to 

build Kurdish churches in various cities. This information is given so that the reader can fill in the 

blanks and become aware of the dangers. The discourse of the news article is designed to portray 
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BDP, which is already under suspicion due to its “links to the terrorist organization”, as a collaborator 

with Christians who are considered as yet another dubious group. There is no doubt that BDP is the 

focus of the news article, yet Christianity is also used as an auxiliary element to criminalize BDP. 

Hence, the article was evaluated under the category of Symbolization.  
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OTHER DISADVANTAGED GROUPS 

A total of 13 news items, which are not included in the first section because of the specific groups 

they target such as women, homosexuals, transvestites and transsexuals, are examined in this 

section in terms of their discourse. 

Date Newspaper Type Author News Headline Target Group Hate Category 

17.01.2012 Yeni Akit 
News 

Article 

Fahrettin 

Dede 

Cultural riposte 

from 

homosexuals 

Homosexuals 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

26.01.2012 Milli Gazete Column 
Davut 

Şahin 

The threat of 

immorality 

grows bigger 

Homosexuals 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

14.02.2012 
Sakarya 

Yenigün 

News 

Article 

Orhan 

Becan 

Shocking claims 

about carboy 

water 

Homosexuals 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

14.02.2012 Hürriyet 
News 

Article 
DHA 

Rained bullets on 

his transvestite 

brother 

Transvestites Symbolization 

06.03.2012 İstanbul Column 
Ahmet 

Özdemir 

Women are like 

fruits 
Women 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

09.03.2012 Yeni Akit 
News 

Article 

Hasan 

Tosun 

BDP asked for 

protection for 

deviants 

Homosexuals-

Transsexuals 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

19.03.2012 
Gazetem 

Ege 
Column 

Hilmi 

Çınar 
Izmir’s image..! 

Transvestites-

Transsexuals 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

05.04.2012 Yeni Akit 
News 

Article 

Furkan 

Altınok 
Deviant Alliance 

Homosexuals-

Transvestites-

Transsexuals 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

09.04.2012 Yeni Akit 
News 

Article 

Culture & 

Arts News 

Service 

Erotic and 

pornographic 

play at the city 

theatre 

Homosexuals 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

12.04.2012 Danca 
News 

Article 

No news 

source 

indicated 

Is the murderer a 

transvestite? 
Transvestites Symbolization 
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16.04.2012 Şok Column 

No news 

source 

indicated 

The dangers of 

flirting 
Women 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

16.04.2012 Şok 
News 

Article 

No news 

source 

indicated 

Women Become 

Horny  
Women 

Exaggeration/ 

Distortion/ 

Attribution 

27.04.2012 Şok Column 

No news  

source 

indicated 

Do women have 

wet dreams? 
Homosexuals 

Blasphemy/ 

Insult/ 

Denigration 

 

Most of the news items examined in this scope include hate speech targeting homosexuals (46%). 

This is followed by hate speech targeting transvestites and transsexuals (33%) and women (20%).  

Chart 13 

 

In the majority of the news articles and columns examined, there are expressions that contain 

elements of insult and denigration against the members of the LGBTT community; in these news 

items, similar to previous periods, homosexuality is defined directly as perversion and illness, while 

transvestites and transsexuals are associated with crime, and women are treated with derogatory 

and degrading discourse.  

The definition of hate speech according to the Recommendation on hate speech, adopted by the 

Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe in 1997, is as follows: 

"...the term hate speech shall be understood as covering 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." 

46% 

33% 

20% 

Homosexuals 

Transvestites-Transexuals 

Women 

Hate Speech Targeting LGBT and Women 
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Taking into account the definition above, the reason why we separately address each of these 13 

news items is because they produce discriminatory, isolating and insulting discourse against LGBTT 

individuals and women through the methods or discourse they use, or through the broad meaning, 

or because they give rise to connotations that aim to legitimize or fuel such an exclusion and 

alienation.  

EXAMPLES 

Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration 

Heading: The Image of Izmir..! 
Newspaper: Gazetem Ege 
Date: 19.03.2012 
Type: Column 
Author: Hilmi Çınar 
 
The author gives the “good news” that the transvestites and transsexuals living in Alsancak, Izmir 

were forced to relocation as a result of the efforts of the Police teams; starting his article by 

congratulating the police, the author holds that the remaining 30-40 or so transvestites and 

transsexuals “must be taken under control” as soon as possible. Afterwards, the author claims that 

the transvestites want the EXPO-2020 to be hosted by Izmir since the cruise tourism will create 

business opportunities for them, and goes on as follows: 

“This is an open wound in Izmir. (…) All the sailors of the world coming to Izmir remember the city not 

with its history, beauty or atmosphere, but unfortunately with is transvestites. (…) We are working 

with all our power for Izmir EXPO-2020. We are saying that Izmir is a port city, a cultural city, a city of 

fairs, but on the other hand we have this ignominy.” 

The author describes the existence of transvestites and transsexuals as “ignominious”, and gives rise 

to a perception that the transvestites pose an obstacle for Izmir in its recognition as a port city, or a 

city of culture. At the end of the article, the author asserts that Izmir has gained a bad image because 

of the transvestites; he calls on the Izmir Police Department to duty, asking them to take action so 

that the remaining transvestites can be moved out of the city as soon as possible. This humiliating 

attitude towards transvestites is transformed into a sort of enmity, and the author presents the 

rationale for this transformation with his concern about how Izmir will be remembered by sailors. In 

this sense, the author does not only denigrate the transvestites because of their sexual identity, but 

also attempts to get public consent for their expulsion from the city.  

The article was evaluated under the category of Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration. 
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Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration 

Heading: BDP Asks For Protection for Deviants 
Newspaper: Yeni Akit 
Date: 09.03.2012 
Type: News Article 
Author: Hasan Tosun 
 
Reporting the news of BDP’s parliamentary motion to include homosexuals and transsexuals in the 

Bill on Protection of the Family and Prevention of Violence Against Women, the newspaper directly 

describes LGBTT individuals as “deviants”. In this sense, the news article adopts an approach similar 

to that in the news article about BDP and the church visit; it is even possible to argue that 

homosexuals and transsexuals are treated as instruments for the sake of marginalizing BDP.  

In the rest of the news article, the words “let us create a new society” are picked from Sebahat 

Tuncel’s speech –where she criticizes the traditional gender roles- and are directly cited in the 

subheading.  Then, these words are linked to the LGBTT individuals who are described as “deviants” 

by the newspaper, with the intention to once again create a negative connotation about BDP. 

However, this news article was included under the category of Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration not 

because of this reason, but because of the insults against LGBTT individuals.  
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Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration 

Heading: Harms of Flirting 
Newspaper: Şok 
Date: 16.04.2012 
Type: Column 
Author: No news source indicated 
 
In the column “Sex Life in Islam”, it was written that “adultery has moral, social, legal and health-

related harms”, and it was claimed that women bore responsibility in the way they dress: 

“Women and girls stroll on the streets with indecent clothes, inciting men into lust, prostitution and 

adultery. Staring at women in the streets, men start to lose interest in their wives at home, and then 

they leave their wives like dirty laundry. So the family home disintegrates, leaving the man, the 

woman and the children in wretch. In such cases, immorality and anarchy drag the society into 

degradation and decline.” 

The newspaper blames women for the way they dress, and claims that the consequence of indecent 

clothes will definitely be prostitution and adultery, which will ultimately lead the society into 

degradation and decline. This degradation is not a sociological phenomenon but a moral 

degradation; and according to the newspaper, women are the only ones responsible for it.  

In the rest of the article, the writer gives information on woman’s role in the family, advocating that 

the man can beat the woman so as to educate her: 

“The purpose is not to beat the woman, but to educate her, teach her manners. The husband will first 

advise, then warn, then convey his displeasure and resentment, and if none of these works, he can 

beat the woman lightly, as a last resort.” 

The newspaper presents the woman as a creature that can be trained by beating, and alleges that all 

the evil in the society (immorality, anarchism) comes from women and the way they dress 

themselves. In this sense, the article not only denigrates women but also attempts to create a 

perception that legitimizes violence against women.  

The article was evaluated under the category of Blasphemy/ Insult/ Denigration.  

 

 

 

 

 

 



Hate Speech in the Media: January-April 2012 

 

49 

 

 



Hate Speech in the Media: January-April 2012 

50 

 

Media Criticism 

The last part of the Media Watch on Hate Speech report consists of news articles and columns 

analyzed in terms of their discourse under four headings.  In this framework, (a) 3 columns reporting 

the incidents during Newroz celebrations, (b) 2 article series entitled the “Armenian Atrocities” 

appeared in the Yeniçağ Newspaper, (c) 2 news articles discussing atheism in connection with Meral 

Okay’s death, and (d) 3 columns targeting the writer Etyen Mahçupyan and Fethiye Çetin, lawyer of 

the Dink family, in connection with the Hrant Dink case were analyzed.  

These news articles/columns were not included in statistical analyses due to technical –yet different 

reasons. Nevertheless, they are examples which we cannot consider independent of their context 

and/or the agenda due to the persons, groups or events they target. In this sense, we believe that 

these examples might give an idea about how the discourses that contain targeting, distortion or 

denigration are produced in certain circumstances (mostly on the occasion of the Kurdish and 

Armenian questions).  

“Newroz: The Festival of the Separatists” 

In this section, three columns published before and after the Newroz celebrations were examined. 

Due to its demand to celebrate the Newroz on March 18, the news items generally targeted BDP; and 

the people who took part in the celebrations are very often described as “separatists/enemies of the 

Turkish identity, and traitor groups”.  

The reason these columns were included in this section is to point out how the Newroz, which carries 

a politically symbolic meaning, was interpreted in a similar way by use of similar terms in the three 

different national newspapers; and to examine, in this framework, how the BDP is targeted as a party 

that represents the Kurdish people and how the discourse that distinguishes between good Kurds 

versus bad Kurds is constructed.  

In the column “Traitors who burned even the trees” by Mehmet Memiş Hoca, published in  Güneş 

newspaper (21.03.2012), those participating in Newroz celebrations are described as “heartless, 

treacherous, inhuman creatures”, with a detailed explanation of how they burned the buses, the 

stores and the trees and how they attacked everywhere.  

“Remember how these people’s MPs were saying that they would ‘turn Turkey into hell’, that is 

exactly what they are doing. They are trying to turn our country into hell.”  

The author addresses those who support BDP as “these people”, in a denigrating way, emphasizing 

that “they are burning our country”, thereby implying that Turkey is not “their” country. Then, the 

author quotes BDP Leader Selahattin Demirtaş’s words that read as “resistance will continue”, and in 

the last part he comments that the events occurred during the celebrations are indicators of how 

“freedoms are regarded as an opportunity for rebellion”: 
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“I wholeheartedly celebrate the Newroz of my Kurdish-origin brothers whom we consider as brothers, 

but not the Newroz of these traitors who regard this day of festivity as an opportunity for rebellion 

and anarchy; and I wish you peaceful, healthy days.”  

The author alienates BDP and the segment that supports BDP, emphasizing that he “considers as 

brothers” those who do not participate in the Newroz demonstrations despite being a Kurd. Thus, 

according to the author, the problem is not being a Kurd, but being a Kurd and supporting a party 

that represents the Kurds; for, this means being organized and taking to the streets, and “they” are 

already looking for opportunities to turn the country into hell. In this framework, the author makes 

some sort of a “bad Kurd” definition, which he identifies with violence, and then positions “good 

Kurds” against them and celebrates only the Newroz of “good Kurds”.  

A similar approach catches the eye in the column that appeared in the Yeni Akit newspaper under 

the heading “Newroz” (by Nusret Çiçek on 21.03.2012). Again, the author mentions how the 

atmosphere of the celebrations was a “matter of life and death”, and describes the participants as “a 

handful of autonomy maniacs”: 

“Every speech they make to divide their country and to drag the Kurdish people into new adventures 

have the smell of revenge. Yet, the Kurdish people are Muslim …the same ummah, the same millet …” 

Thus, the author positions those who participate in the celebrations as “bad Kurds” filled with 

feelings of revenge and violence, while tying the definition of “good Kurd” to the Muslim identity.  

Finally, in the column that appeared in the Ortadoğu newspaper under the heading “All That 

Happened Under the Guise of Newroz” (Abbas Bozyel, 21.03.2012), the author complains that 

celebration of the Newroz on March 18th prevented “a decent celebration of the Çanakkale victory2”, 

implying that celebration of the Newroz on March 18th was some sort of a “plot” by the BDP, and by 

describing those who participated in the celebrations as “People with the spirit of devshirmehs and 

converts, who live amongst us but harbour treacherous desires against the Turkish nation and the 

Turkish people”: 

“The PKK’s hyena pack committed acts of terror that would turn our streets, avenues and cities into 

fire, almost as if they wanted to take the revenge of the victory earned in the Dardanelles by their 

masters, beside whom they stood yesterday.” 

The author then goes on to suggest that BDP, which he describes as an “axis of evil”, is now 

completing the job left unfinished by the forces that invaded our country during the WWI”.  

“In every single moment, they are waiting for an opportunity to descend upon us, like ravenous 

hyenas determined to divide our sacred fatherland, under the shade of which they live freely, eat 

bread and drink water.” 

In this commentary, which is full of war discourse from the beginning to the end, the author starts by 

claiming that BDP and the BDP circle are “separatist and enemies of Turks”, then portrays those 

                                                           
2
 The Canakkale victory is considered as one of the greatest victories of Turks laying the grounds for the 

foundation of the republic of Turkey in 1923. It is celebrated every year on March 18.  
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participating in the celebrations as enemies, and thus creates the perception that they have “lived in 

our country but betrayed us” and that they are not one of “us”.  

These three columns appeared in the newspapers Yeni Akit, Ortadoğu and Güneş were analyzed as 

examples indicating how BDP is positioned in the commentaries about the Newroz celebrations and - 

going beyond a criticism of a political party - how those participating in the celebrations are 

categorized. The target, in this sense, is BDP and the demonstrators, whom we can describe as a 

political group; however, the thing that is newsworthy is not some random demonstration, but a 

specific festival that represents the Kurds, and when considered in conjunction with the bans 

introduced in the past years, it can be said that these celebrations are now identified with Kurds. 

Therefore, when we also take into account the context, the group we refer to here as “those 

participating in the celebrations or supporting BDP” represents, to a large extent, the Kurds and from 

this perspective, the approach adopted by the author refrains from laying allegations against the 

entire Kurdish nation but opts to make a distinction between “bad Kurds who do not listen to what 

they are told” and “good Kurds who sit still in their homes”. In this sense, there is no reason why one 

should not regard the “good Kurds” as brother.  
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‘Armenian Atrocities:  It was Actually the Armenians Who Massacred the Turks’ 

In this section, two article series on the “Armenian Atrocities”, published in March and April in the 

Yeniçağ Newspaper, are examined.  

The first series was published between March 11th and April 24th with the signature of Kerrar Esat 

Atalay; the 33-article series was entitled “Armenian Atrocities In and Around Adana”. In the series, 

Atalay reports how “Armenians in and around Adana, backed by the French, massacred the Turks”. 

He also states that while preparing his article series he mostly benefited from the paper submitted at 

the 2nd International Congress on Armenian Studies by Dr. Kemal Çelik, teaching staff of the Başkent 

University, Atatürk Research Centre.  

The series focuses on the relations between the Ottoman State and the Armenians, starting from the 

16th century, holds that many countries, mainly France, were effective in the emergence of the 

Armenian Question because of their political interests, and emphasizes that after the WWI, all the 

Armenians living in the region (in and around Adana) had followed the call of the Armenian rebellion 

committees and engaged in great cruelties and murders”. In some sections, there are detailed 

accounts of how “Armenians tortured the Turks”; and these events are attributed to the entire 

Armenian nation through generalization although the events took place in a specific period and 

involved specific groups: 

“In that period, from the perspective of the invading enemy in general and the Armenians in 

particular, the greatest offense was to be a Turk. In their internal conversations as well as in their 

face-to-face encounters with the Turks they came across, they frequently said, regardless of the 

setting: “The Turk is no more; the Turk is dead now. The Turk will be destroyed from now on.’ Thus 

they did spill the blood of almost every Turk they came across, and indeed the Armenians started 

genocide against the Turks.”  -- 17.03.2012 

The main argument of the series, which lasted until April 24th, the anniversary of the Armenian 

Genocide, is that it was not the Turks, but the Armenians who committed genocide. This argument 

was linked to France because of the ratification of the law criminalizing the denial of the Armenian 

Genocide a few months earlier, leading to the perception that the Armenians and the French have 

been Turcophobes for centuries. In this sense, the reader is presented with a framework of 

interpretation which argues that Armenians are unfair in accusing Turks for genocide, and that 

France does always support Armenians.  

Further along the series, the author gives details including how many Turks the Armenians and the 

French had killed in each province, and goes into some sort of a “who killed more” competition. In 

this comparison, the author uses expressions like “the Armenians savagely massacred the Turks, and 

brutally killed them with torture”, and implies that the Turks did not kill anyone at all, and even if 

they did, it was most probably for the purpose of self-defense.  

On the other hand, the references made to “Armenian rebels and gangs” in the beginning of the 

series are replaced with the word “Armenians” in the subsequent sections; hence, when each article 

in the series is read separately, it is seen that there exists an explicit hate speech against Armenians.  
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Atalay’s series is analysed as a specific case which reproduces the official discourse of history and 

which is built upon controversial history knowledge on a matter like the Armenian Genocide, 

something which had been a taboo in Turkey until recent years and which continues to be so. In this 

sense, the reason we take a separate look at this series here is to draw attention to the question how 

far the media can go in provoking enmity, especially in specific areas where the official ideology is 

questioned, and to take a close look at how the discourse of “us” versus “them” is created 

(Armenians and the French against the Turks).  

Similarly, another 16-article series was published in the Yeniçağ Newspaper from April 9th to 24th, 

under the heading “Armenian Atrocities-A short history of treason, hatred and murder clique 

surrounding the Turkish nation”. Written by Selcan Taşçı, the series opens to discussion the 

responsibilities of various political figures involved in the decision of the CUP (Committee of Union 

and Progress) government to relocate the Armenians, and gives the defense testimonies of the 

figures who committed suicide or who were executed as the implementers of the decision: 

“He buried his head in his hands and said to himself ‘Hey Doctor Reşit’; 

‘There are two possibilities; either the Armenians will cleanse out the Turks and take ownership of this 

country, or they will be cleansed by the Turks …’ 

He made his choice. And he implemented the decision for relocation without even a momentary 

hesitance” --14.04.2012 

The author then points out how the Armenian who murdered Talat Pasha was acquitted in just 1.5 

days, describes the “techniques to kill Turks” as practiced by Armenian rebels and emphasizes that 

countless murders committed by the Armenians remained unpunished: 

“The Armenians were holding a grudge against not only the Turks but also those who were not 

enemies of the Turks (!). As such, Hemayag, Aramyan, Mıgırdıç Harotunyan, Vahe Ihsan Yesayan and 

many other Armenians who were allegedly acting in collaboration with the Turks fell victim to 

Armenian bullets.” --18.04.2012 

The author says the Armenians are enemies of Turks (making generalization although describing a 

specific period), and uses an exclamation mark to trigger a surprised reaction in the reader when he 

refers to the Armenians who were not hostile to Turks. The series then describes the torture and 

cruelties committed by Armenians against Turks in those days. In this sense, the subheadings used 

throughout the articles are very much indicative: The bones of the Turks massacred by the 

Armenians are gushing from the earth / Lake Van turned into bloodshed / They opened up the bellies 

of pregnant women… 

Taşçı’s series, much like the series written by Atalay, is based on the argument that “it was the 

Armenians who massacred the Turks”; on a different note, it points out that the implementers of the 

relocation decision were punished (although it was clearly stated that otherwise the Armenians 

would have cleansed and wiped out the Turks), while the Armenian murderers got away without any 

punishment. In this sense, according to the author, if there is injustice, the victim here is Turkey, 
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which is accused with allegations of genocide while the Armenians who killed so many Turks received 

no punishment.  

In the last two articles of the series, Taşçı mentions the names of Armenians who took part in the 

War of Independence and who were close friends with Mustafa Kemal, and emphasizes that they 

were one of “us” since they “lived like a Turk”. Hence, according to the author, Armenians are not of 

“us” unless they live like a Turk with nationalistic feelings. This approach, following a similar line with  

the bad Kurd/good Kurd distinction mentioned in the previous pages in the way that it pretends not 

to accuse all the Armenians, is an equivalent of saying “there are also good Armenians amongst us”. 

Such a stance, due to the pre-condition it sets for one to qualify as “one of us”, is just another way of 

isolating “them”, and this is exactly why we chose to criticize this series. 
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“Meral Okay: That woman died” 

When criticized for covering the news about the death of the actress and screenwriter Meral Okay 

with the headline “That Woman is Dead” in habervaktim.com, the Yeni Akit newspaper responded 

with yet another news article entitled “What? Is she not dead? (11.04.2012). The newspaper insults 

the names it calls “some writers from the atheist, liberal wing” by saying that they are “ignorant and 

asinine”, and it accuses these writers of hiding the truth that Okay was an atheist, and emphasizes 

that the support given to  “an atheist screenwriter” is not something understandable. The news 

article bearing the signature of Furkan Altınok, also claims that the TV series Muhteşem Yüzyıl3, 

written by Okay is an “insult to our ancestors”, describing Okay and the mentioned writers as 

“representatives of a filthy mentality”. Right above the news article, there are photographs of three 

scenes – all with sexual content - from the TV series Bir Bulut Olsam and Muhteşem Yüzyıl, both of 

which were written by Okay, presented with the caption: “’That woman’ will be remembered with 

these scenes”. In this sense, the newspaper associates atheism with “immorality”, thus legitimizing 

its aggressive and denigrating attitude towards Okay and the writers. Therefore, even though it looks 

like the target of the newspaper is Okay and some authors supporting her, being an atheist is 

positioned as an element for exclusion.  

In the news article that appeared on the same paper on 12.04.2012 described Okay’s funeral under 

the heading “How many of those participating in that funeral would be able to decently cite the 

Fatiha Surah, one wonders”. In this article, the TV series Muhteşem Yüzyıl was criticized and, it was 

implied that people at Okay’s funeral would not be able to read even the Fatiha Surah in order to 

emphasize their alleged ignorance on religious matters.  

In the news article, there are two commentaries quoted from the columns originally published in 

Habertürk newspaper concerning Meral’s will that she wanted cremation, that consider this will of 

Okay as her disbelief in Islam. A citation is made from Murat Bardakçı’s article dated 11.04.2012 

together with a news spot which does not actually belong to Bardakçı: 

“Dishing the dirt on Kanuni is not considered ‘speaking ill of the dead’, yet somehow it is regarded so 

when you ask why we should remember with benevolence someone whose atheism is a proven fact 

and who should not be considered “one of our deads”. 

The newspaper clearly and explicitly expresses its view that atheists cannot be one of “us”, but 

portrays this view as if it was held by Bardakçı, thereby resorting to deception that is unacceptable in 

terms of the practice of journalism. In this way, it creates an illusion as if there was a reference made 

to the views of a writer who is involved in historical studies, and attributes the paper’s own views to 

that writer, thus legitimizing its claim that “atheists cannot be one of us”. 

In these two news articles that appeared in the Yeni Akit newspaper, Meral Okay was targeted 

through the TV series, Muhteşem Yüzyıl, of which she was the screenwriter; and the atheist identity 

of the screenwriter was presented as a legitimate justification for insult and denigration. In this 

respect, these news articles can be read as examples whereby hate speech targeting atheists is 

                                                           
3
 A popular Turkish television series featuring life at the time of the Ottoman Empire. 
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produced through symbolization. However, within the scope of the study, we have found it 

controversial to consider atheism as a religious identity.  We included these articles in the report 

with the aim of drawing attention to the first example of hate speech encountered in the print media 

that target atheism. 
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“Turcophobe Mahçupyan/ Hrant-Supporter Çetin” 

The last 3 columns examined were the ones published in Yeniçağ and Yeni Akit newspapers, 

containing elements that target the writer Etyen Mahçupyan and Fethiye Çetin, lawyer of the Dink 

family, in relation to the Dink case. The articles were not included in statistical analyses since they 

were considered as personal attack and insult; instead they were covered in this section due to the 

accusation laid on an Armenian writer for being Turcophobic, on the grounds of the Dink case, as well 

as the racist accusation made with the question “is Hrant’s life more valuable than 40 thousand 

Kurds-Turks?”. The first two columns are entitled “Let me kiss your hand, brother!” (06.04.2012) and 

“Devil’s provocations” (07.04.2012) penned by Arslan Tekin and published in the Yeniçağ newspaper. 

In the first column, the author criticizes Mahçupyan’s claim that “the Khojaly rally was organized by 

the Azerbaijani government” and argues that Mahçupyan portrays Turkish nationalism as 

“poisonous”: “Etyen continues to stir the pot. Despite being Hrant’s mentor, he cannot speak as 

boldly as Hrant because he is not as brave as Hrant, so he vomits his hatred subtly. (…) And neo-

Islamists are licking the feet of left leaning liberals like Etyen, portraying nationalism as poisonous. 

But the only thing that  counts as ‘poisonous’ is the ‘Turkish nationalism’, whereas all the others are 

by no means ‘nationalistic’! So they can never be ‘poisonous’. ‘If they cannot determine the nature of 

Turkish nationalism, then their intention is definitely ‘Turcophobia’ and this is very obvious.” 

The columnist describes Mahçupyan as someone who mentors Dink, accuses Dink of vomiting his 

hatred (of Turkish nationalism) openly, then claims that Mahçupyan is not that brave and therefore, 

although he is also full of hatred he refrains from saying it out loud. Then the columnist makes a 

reference to Dink’s words of “venomous blood” which had been distorted in the media; and accuses 

Mahçupyan together with some other unnamed writers of Turcophobia.   In his article appearing the 

next day, Tekin claims that Mahçupyan “does not know how to humiliate the Turk”, and mentions 

Mahçupyan’s assertion that the book “Ruhların Tekrar Dirilmesi” (Resurrection of Souls) - on the 

cruelties inflicted by Armenian soldiers - was not written by Zori Balayan, and states that Mahçupyan 

portrays the Tashnaks “as pure as new snow”. For these reasons, according to the columnist, 

Mahçupyan (along with a circle who “pretend” to be Islamist) should be considered as a Turcophobe:  

“Those of us who pretend to be ‘Islamist’ have initiated a signature campaign for Hrant with their 

collaborators - the left-wing liberals. The purpose is not to find the ‘real’ murderers of Hrant; they 

have been deceived by the ‘delusion’ of the Hrant worshippers who say ‘We are all Armenians!”, they 

have been tricked by the ‘devil’.” 

The author accuses Mahçupyan, whom he fingerpoints as a Turcophobe, of causing satanic delusions, 

and goes even further by saying that he will continue to unveil all the “delusions that ‘Etyen’ wants to 

trigger in us”, thereby positioning Mahçupyan as the devil.  These two articles, which we considered 

within the scope of personal attack, were found problematic because of the way they portray an 

Armenian writer as “Turcophobe” due to his attitude in the Dink case, his criticism of the Khojaly 

rally, and his defense of a writer. The way the author re-produces the skewed understanding that 

Dink was a Turcophobe while targeting Mahçupyan is all done with the purpose of legitimizing a 

murder committed as a hate crime. According to the author, Mahçupyan is a leading “Turcophobe 

who thinks like Dink”. In this respect, these two articles are particularly selected with a view to 
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manifest how easy it is to turn an author/journalist into a target in the Turkish media, on the basis of 

one’s ethnic identity-political attitude.  
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The article appearing in the newspaper Yeni Akit and targeting Fethiye Çetin was written by Ali İhsan 

Karahanoğlu (21.01.2012). Under the heading “Hrant’s life is more valuable than 40 thousand 

people!..”, the author posits that Çetin, who criticized the court ruling on the grounds that the real 

perpetrators of the Dink murder were not penalized, does not show the same diligence when it 

comes to other cases; and the author presents Çetin’s oppositional attitude as some sort of a 

professional deformation: 

“So, now that they have all become Armenian.. And in the programme hosted by one of these 

wannabe Armenians, we are listening to Hrant’s lawyer, Fethiye Çetin. Ms. lawyer is speaking with 

such an envisioning that is powerful enough to throw 10 thousand people in prison for a single act.. 

(…) When it comes to some other cases, Ms. Lawyer does not show the same meticulous 

inquisitiveness she shows for the Hrant case; she says ‘Close it down. What is in there to pursue?’. (…) 

The matters she labels as ‘extremely important’ in the Hrant case, she finds ‘unnecessary’ in the probe 

into the media extension of Ergenekon4 ...” 

The author then comments that Çetin’s signature for the campaign for Büşra Ersanlı’s release is 

contradictory, and asserts that Çetin should first question “why she is against putting on trial Büşra 

Ersanlı, who is in contact with terrorists every day”: 

“For them, one person is more important than 40 thousand.. Hrant’s life alone is more valuable than 

the lives of 40 thousand Kurds and Turks, including our security forces.” 

With an approach that reduces the Kurdish question down to the act of supporting KCK operations, 

the author accuses those who are not satisfied with the Dink ruling, and especially Çetin, of racism; 

then, with a skewed comparison of the pursuit of justice in the Dink case to the death of 40 thousand 

people, the author creates a discourse that goes as far as saying “An Armenian died, so what?”. In 

this respect, the author implies that the life of an Armenian is not more valuable than the lives of 

“our” Kurds-Turks, and hence “our Muslims”, and based on the Dink case the author creates the 

perception that “they” do not think of “us”, and that their only concern is “one Armenian”.  

The article was not included in the statistical analyses as it contains a personal insult against Çetin, 

but was found significant in terms of its exposure of the “us vs. them” discourse created around the 

Dink case.  

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
4
 The name of the organization on trial since 2008 based on accusations of planning to overthrow the 

government through a military coup. 
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