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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 by the media – in particular in the 

headlines and news headings – become an instrument that entrenches stereotypes and fuels feelings 

of hostility and discrimination in society. Despite the fact that there are universal and national 

principles of journalism and that some media organizations have even issued their own code of 

ethics, many journalistic end products happen to violate these principles. The use of such language 

entrenches unrest in society as well as a widespread prejudice against vulnerable groups. Targeted 

individuals and groups become restless and silent and are forced to renounce their rights to 

participate in social and political life, something that 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 lies prejudice, racism, xenophobia, partiality, discrimination, sexism and 

homophobia. Factors such as cultural identities as well as group characteristics influence 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 recently been witnessing polarization between various segments 

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

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

change in Turkey caused by the forced displacement of people due to the conflict, as well as 

economic, social and cultural conflicts have all played a role in the escalation of tension between 

communities. On the other hand, presenting democratization efforts such as the initiatives in 

minority rights and inter-religious dialogue as well as the Cyprus Question debate as “plots on Turkey 

by foreign powers” also nurture polarization and enmity. Furthermore, the developments in the 

Middle East, discussions around Kurdish and Armenian Questions and peace process currently on the 

agenda causes those people and institutions, who have suggestions for solutions, to be targeted and 

certain ethnic groups to be portrayed as enemies. Such discourse, generated by particular 

publications with opposite standpoints, sets the ground for a conflictual atmosphere. Finally, the way 

the Taksim Gezi Park protests were covered in newspapers was important, as it revealed how media 

can intensify polarization in society. 

As a result of this frequent use of discriminatory language by the media, the manifestation of hostile 

perceptions and attitudes towards different groups and individuals, who are known or assumed to be 

members of such groups, has become an important and ever-growing problem in Turkey. Even 

opinion leaders such as government officials, opposition leaders and public servants have no qualms 

when it comes to using such racist and discriminating language. As is well known, the frequent 

allegation by the government officials that the Taksim Gezi Park protests were organized by foreign 

powers and the “interest rate lobby” caused certain groups, in particular Jews, to be targeted.  

The media (press), often dubbed 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 and banalizing a conflict. If the media behaves 

irresponsible and 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.  



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: January - December 2014 

 

2 
 

For many years, the media in Turkey has been one of the active sources of nationalistic and 

discriminatory discourse. Such journalistic practices substantially contribute to 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 in 

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 targeted towards 

people and groups about their certain identity characteristics and thereby raise awareness. 

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 respects 

social and cultural diversity and upholds equality in its language and methods.  

Within the framework of the “Media Watch on Hate Speech”, the national and local press are 

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

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

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

Facebook1 and Twitter2. The report is sent to non-governmental organizations, media organizations 

and journalism-related professional organizations and also published on our website.  

Apart from monitoring newspapers, the project aims to raise awareness about hate speech by 

organizing research meetings, conferences, seminars and trainings with NGO representatives, jurists, 

academics, professional organizations and journalists. In this context, international panel discussions 

are held and meetings on hate speech are organized at universities to facilitate the discussion of 

project findings in order to inform people about the concept of “hate speech”, to provide 

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

                                                           
1
 https://www.facebook.com/medyadanefretsoylemi 

2
 https://twitter.com/NefretSoylemi 

http://www.nefretsoylemi.org/
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discourse and to encourage a more conscious and respectful language towards human rights issues 

and minorities in the media. We hold panel discussions in participation with internationally acclaimed 

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

findings are discussed based on specific cases. 

Furthermore, we take initiatives that there are lectures on hate speech, and there are theses and 

dissertations that study hate speech. In the year of 2012, in close cooperation with academicians and 

representatives of non-governmental organizations, we prepared a draft of a one-semester syllabus 

named “Discrimination, Hate Speech and Media” and shared it with academicians. In this period, in 

line of the feedback from those academicians, we are working towards improving the content of the 

syllabus and for its application in universities.  

In parallel with the curriculum studies, a multi-authored book that serves as a supplementary source 

for the syllabus and as an introductory source for the general reader, “Media and Hate Speech: 

Concepts, Outlets, Discussions3”, was published in December 2013. The book was prepared in 

editorship of Mahmut Çınar, published with a preface by Fuat Keyman and has the potential to be a 

reference work in this field.  
 

Methodology 
 

Within the scope of the media monitoring work focusing on hate speech, all national newspapers 

and approximately 500 local newspapers are scanned based on pre-determined keywords (e.g. 

collaborator, Turcophobe, separatist etc.) via the media monitoring center.  

While the main focus has been on hate speech based on national, ethnic and religious identity, sexist 

and homophobic discourse were also examined within the scope of the monitoring work. In this 

study, we mainly used the critical discourse analysis method, as well as other associated techniques, 

commonly used in media studies. In line with the characteristics of news pieces, textual and 

iconographic (photographs, pictures and other illustrations) context analyses were carried out. In 

order to determine specific indicators for the content and discourse of the news, first, we conducted 

quantitative analyses that manifested where (on which newspapers), how and through which sources 

hate speech was constructed and who were targeted via these news.  

We based our definition of hate speech on the 1997 Recommendation on hate speech accepted by 

the Committee of the Ministers of the Council of Europe. Hate speech, as defined by the Council of 

Europe, “covers all forms of expression which spread, incite, promote or justify racial hatred, 

xenophobia, anti-Semitism or other forms of hatred based on intolerance, including: intolerance 

expressed by aggressive nationalism and ethnocentrism, discrimination and hostility against 

minorities, migrants and people of immigrant origin.” 

In accordance with the purpose and scope explained above, news articles identified as featuring hate 

speech are divided into categories based on qualitative characteristics of the adopted discourse. 

Based on previously conducted international scientific studies, and in consideration of the country-

specific lingual and cultural differences, hateful discourse has categories as follows:  

1) Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion: Any discourse that features negative generalization, 

                                                           
3
 http://www.hrantdink.org/?Publications=7&id=902&Lang= 
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distortion, exaggeration or negative attribution targeting a community as a whole, based on a specific 

individual or event (e.g. “Turkey is drowned into the sound of bells!”). 

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

denigration (e.g. use of words such as ‘treacherous’, ‘dog’, ‘mud-blood’, etc.).  

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

community (e.g. tyranny of Gawurs) 

4) Use of inherent identity as an element of hate or humiliation / Symbolization: Any discourse that 

uses various aspects of one’s natural identity as an element of hate, humiliation or symbolization 

(e.g. use of phrases with negative connotations such as “your mother is Armenian any way” or “is 

your surname Davutoğlu or Davutyan?”).  

 

DISCRIMINATORY DISCOURSE FILE SUBJECTS 
 

As of 2013, discriminatory discourse reports have been added to the periodical reports on hate 

speech covering a period of four months. Focusing on a certain subject matter, a specific research 

method is determined and a discriminatory discourse analysis is performed. The aim of these 

analyses is to uncover pieces of discourse that are formulated in a relatively implicit manner and that 

covertly convey discriminating or alienating messages. 

In 2013, the first media study on discriminatory discourse involved the examination of discourse 

constructed around the Black Sea visit of the People’s Democratic Congress (HDK) members that 

included deputies from the Peace and Democracy Party (BDP). In that study, all news stories and 

opinion columns, in February 15 - 28, 2013 covering this event in Bizim Karadeniz, Taka, Cumhuriyet, 

Hürriyet, Sabah, and Zaman were analyzed4.  

For the second report of 2013, all news articles and opinion columns published during the first week 

of the Gezi Park events from June 1-7, 2013 in Habertürk, Hürriyet, Özgür Gündem, Radikal, Sabah, 

Sözcü, Taraf, Yeni Şafak, and Zaman dailies monitored and analyzed using content analysis and 

discourse analysis methods5.  

For the September-December 2013 period, Alevism was chosen to be the subject matter due to the 

high number of references made to it in the media as part of the contemporary politics. In relation to 

the subject Birgün, Habertürk, Hürriyet, Milliyet, Özgür Gündem, Star, Sözcü, Yeni Şafak, Yurt, and 

Zaman dailies were monitored6.  

For the first period of 2014, the subject matter of this report is determined to be the April 24, which 

is the 1915 Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day. Taking this date as the baseline, all the news 

articles and columns published between April 22-26, 2014 in 8 newspapers among which were 

Aydınlık, Birgün, Habertürk, Hürriyet, Radikal, Sabah, Türkiye and Zaman were monitored and 

analyzed. The method used in this study as well as the findings can be found with the title 

“Discriminatory Discourse in Print Media” in the second part of this report.  

                                                           
4
 http://nefretsoylemi.org/rapor/Ocak-Nisan-2013-NS-Rapor-Final.pdf 

5
 http://nefretsoylemi.org/rapor/mayis-agustos-rapor-final.pdf 

6
 http://nefretsoylemi.org/rapor/Eylul-Aralik2013_nefretsoylemi_ayrimcisoylem_raporu.pdf 
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FINDINGS 
 

During the four months covering January – February – March – April 2014 of the “Monitoring Hate 

Speech in Media” study, 188 opinion columns and news articles were identified as targeting national, 

ethnic and religious groups.  

In this period consisting of the first four months of 2014, the increase in the number of instances of 

hate speech has continued. The mentioned increase is not in comparison to the last one year period 

but also in comparison with the same period in previous years as well: while the number of instances 

of hate speech was 114 in the first four months of 2012, 104 instances were studied in the same 

period of 2013. If we think that the periods covering the same months cover events independent of 

up-to-date developments, then from the way the topics, the details of which will be given below, are 

handled it will not be wrong to conclude that hate speech is gradually increasing.  

As is seen every December and January, the Christmas season was discussed by generating hate 

speech for Christians (and sometimes for Jews as well) by publications, which frequently allowed for 

religious references. While expressing that different religions have different religious festivals and 

other types of celebrations are not accepted by some interpretations of religion is a matter of free 

speech, the way the newspapers approach it with expressions like, “the festival of the western mind 

which has no qualms about killing, stealing from and raping the oppressed” (Bartın Pusula, January, 1 

2014) becomes a situation of insult and swearing. Hate speech about this topic is mostly seen in the 

way newspapers (re)produce and circulate hate speech by quoting the comments of certain local 

groups about Christmas season. As we have expressed in previous reports, it is quite possible to say 

that this discourse of publications appealing to a limited geographic location has a more direct and 

hence more dangerous impact on the people living in that geography.  

In addition to Christmas season, April 24 and Khojaly commemorations were other headlines that 

specify the groups about which hate speech specifically target7. Another hot topic of debate was the 

dispute between the Gülen Congregation and Erdoğan Government. Through congregation, hate 

speech generally targeted Christians, Jews and Western civilizations. Although “Gezi Protesters” has 

found its place in hate speech context since June Resistance, the use of expression has decreased in 

this period, yet groups that were hard to be identified clearly like Masons, communists and “Gezi 

Protesters”” were targeted by hate speech during this period as well. That hate speech had been 

accepted as illicit within the legislation was the other topic that continued to be discussed.  

Although monitored articles are classified in accordance with the above-mentioned categories, 

during this period it was observed that the use of “conspiracy theories” was an important tool in 

generating hate speech. An approach that saw every topic as a conspiracy of different religious and 

ethnic groups and isolated these from the historical context and has not taken into account the cause 

and effect relation, circulated erudition without any reliable reference.  

Although there was an increase in the number of items that generated hate speech, the number of 

groups that were targeted did not increase significantly. Out of the 21 different groups, 9 of them 

were subjected to hate speech in only one item, 4 of them were subjected to hate speech in two 

                                                           
7
 You can read the analysis of discriminatory discourse regarding the news on April 24 Armenian Genocide 

Remembrance Day, on the second part of this report.  
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items, 1 group was targeted in three and 7 of them were targeted in five and more items.  As in 

recent reports, the groups that are less often subjected to hate speech were not categorized under 

the “Others” category, in an effort to portray the variability/versatility of the target groups according 

to the context.  

While those groups that are targeted in singular examples are dealt with periodic events and even 

more than that with an incidental example, it is possible to speak of systematic hate speech and 

conscious hostile attitude towards those frequently targeted groups in different publications. As it 

was indicated in previous reports, the fact that certain groups remain targeted for an extended 

period of time through great number of news items, not only shows the vulnerability of these groups 

to hate speech but also presents deep-seated and persisting effort of antagonizing those groups.  

Graph 1 
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Looking at the common qualities of target groups, religious identity stands out as the primary cause 

for generating hate speech during this period. Hate speech is generated for 11 different groups of 

non-Muslim, non-Sunni or disbelievers in 220 items, whereas 10 groups are targeted in 30 items 

due to their ethnic and national identity. The items studied in the latter category include 10 items, 

which contain hate speech towards the Kurdish population, and this shows a decrease compared to 

the items found in the previous period (14 items). However, even if not directed towards the Kurdish 

population, the existence of hostile discourse towards Kurdish politicians should be taken into 

consideration. Mehmet Türker’s article titled “Kurdish Show in CNNTÜRK!..” published in Sözcü in 

April 4 comes as an appropriate exemplar of this behavior. Although it is not listed under hate 

speech, and though Kurdish language and the name “Kurdish” are not used, the author uses 

alienating and hostile expressions towards Kurdish people over Cizre Municipal co-president Leyla 

İmret: “she wore a waistband knitted in yellow-red-green which are known to be the colors of PKK”, 

“what this woman did was a defiance”, “what she did on a national TV was an open incitation”, “I 

wonder if Kurdism has a privilege.” In the same way, although it does not target Kurdish people 

directly, in an article titled “BDP and HDP: As elections comes” by Muharrem Balatekin in Konya 

Postası newspaper in March 21, expressions like “a racist political party that defends Kurdish 

nationalism”, “It is extremely natural for people in Ordu and Giresun to react BDP and HDP. The 

events in Fethiye can also be assessed in a similar way… As people’s wound has still been open and as 

what happened yesterday is still too close, BDP and HDP should not expect tolerance from the 

people” approve and encourage violent acts. As we have expressed above, although the hostile 

expressions in the articles are not evaluated within the hate speech because that they are towards 

political institutions not directly towards ethnic groups, we have to underline those expressions 

because there could be extremely negative consequences.  

Another point to underline is that hate speech is usually generated towards more than one group. 

After sorting the hate speech over the groups, out of 188 context examined, 251 discourse of hate 

speech are encountered. However, we have to point out that this distribution is more or less equal: 

while hate speech is generated for more than one group (between two and four groups) in 124 

items, there are expressions containing hate speech for only one group in 127 items. The most 

important determinants of this distribution, as we have expressed above, are the April 24 and 

Khojaly commemorations. When we examine the contexts that handle this topic, we have seen that 

there are 59 items that generate hate speech towards only Armenians. The remaining 68 items are 

distributed among 13 groups. In relation to hate speech, the groups mostly bound to each other are 

Christians and Jews. When Christians are considered with other groups, 23 items out of 24 items 

contain hate speech towards Jews as well. It is also notable that Armenians and Kurdish people are 

the other two groups that are bound together in generating hate speech.   

During the period of January – April 2014, a majority of the items identified as containing hate 

speech were published in the national press, as in the previous periods; yet the difference is much 

smaller as compared to previous periods. Of the 188 items studied within the framework of the 

study, 96 (51.07%) of them were published in 17 different national newspapers. The remaining 92 

articles (48.93%) were published in 63 different local newspapers. As is seen in previous periods, 

the number of items published in local newspapers showed a gradual increase, for the last three 

periods the number of items increased from 24 to 39 and during this period the number increased to 

63. It is not wrong to say that this increase is NOT due to the increase in the number of publications 
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publishing items with hate speech rather the amount of usage of hate speech is gradually increasing 

in the local publications. Therefore, the aforementioned increase points to a dangerous situation. 

When we examined the distribution of hate speech with respect to the regions/cities, the Karadeniz 

(Black Sea) region is the leader with 12 different local newspapers. The items with hate speech in 

local newspapers showed an increase both on a percentage basis (40%-48.9%) and in the number of 

items (56-92).  However, this increase is quite less in national press (81-96 items) and showed a 

decrease on a percentage basis (60%-51%).  

Similar to previous periods, it is observed that hate speech was mainly generated within opinion 

columns. Of the items studied, opinion columns constituted 113 items, whereas news items 

constituted 62 of the grand total. Under different headings, hate speech is seen in six items that 

target readers’ or specialists’ contributions. It is seen that four previously published articles were 

recirculated on a page titled “50 Years Ago” in Kıbrıs Halkının Sesi. On the other hand, while passing 

on some historical information, hate speech was generated on a page titled “Time Tunnel” in Yeni 

Çağ newspaper and “History from Çukurova to World” in Adana Ekspres newspaper.  

In Turkish media, the groups towards whom hate speech, animosity and attempts at alienation were 

directed towards most often did not change during this period. During the period consisting of the 

first four months of the year, hate speech primarily targeted Armenians with 75 items. While, with 

66 items, Jews were the second group targeted, Christians were the third with 45 items. These were 

followed by 21 items for Rûms, 10 items for Kurds and eight items for the British who have been 

exposed to hate speech.    

While preparing the Hate Speech Report, one of the points to be investigated was how to draw the 

boundaries between criticizing the politics of the countries and hate speech towards the nations of 

these countries. However, especially the article titled “Why didn’t Fetullah Gülen issue a message of 

condolence for Burak?” 8 written by Hasan Karakaya on Yeni Akit newspaper in March 14, 2014 had 

the characteristics that presented those boundaries. In the article mentioning June Resistance and 

Fethullah Gülen, by making numerous references to Israel about the events that had taken place in 

the country, he was placing the Jews of Turkey in a vulnerable position and opening them to 

violence.  

During the study period, it was seen that generalizations used in headings promoted generation of 

hate speech. When the actions taken by “Armenia” and “Israel” were reflected by expressions like 

“Jewish cruelty” or “Armenian atrocity”, these were evaluated within the hate speech list.  

Another example that showed how political criticism crossed its boundaries into hate speech was a 

news article titled “Christian barbarity in Central Africa” on Yeni Akit newspaper in February 7, 2014. 

Bringing Christians to the fore in the heading of the news article that reported an interreligious war 

within the region, causes partial reflection of the topic and instigation of hostile feelings on the 

readers.  

For the items studied, we came across the following distribution of hate speech categorized by target 

groups:  

                                                           
8
 Name was written as “Fetullah” in the original title, so it is used in the same way within the report. İ.E.Ş. 



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: January - December 2014 

 

10 
 

Graph 39 
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9
 As an item may target more than one group, the total number of items targeting each group (220) is more 

than the total number of items (188).   
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the reference to the news, it should be added that all the news with İHA as source were seen in local 

press.  

Graph 4 

 

During this period, hate speech was generated almost equally by the national and local press. 

Whereas national press generated 96 items with hate speech, which is 51.07% of the total, local 

press generated 92 items and the percentage is raised to 48.93%.  

Graph 5 
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increased by one item, there was a 7 percent increase in the content consisting of hate speech 

published in the newspaper. Yeni Akit was followed by Milli Gazete with 16 issues (16.66%); Takvim 

and Yeni Mesaj shared the same place in the list by 10 items (10.41%). Following these newspapers, 

Yeni Çağ had 8 items that contained hate speech (8.33%), Ortadoğu had 7 (7.29%), Önce Vatan had 6 

(6.25%), Anayurt had 5 (5.20%), Milat had 3 (3.12%), Zaman had 2 (2.08%), and Akşam, Bizim 

Anadolu, Bugün, Sabah, Sözcü, Türkiye and Yeni Şafak had one item (1.04%) that generated hate 

speech. There has been a serious decrease in Yeni Şafak newspaper which had generated 13 items 

that contained hate speech during the previous report term, in the same way there has been an 

approximately 50 percent decrease in the number of items in Ortadoğu that generated hate speech. 

On the other hand, the number of items increased from 3 to 8 in Yeni Çağ newspaper. During this 

period, though they were listed with one item containing hate speech, some national press like 

Sabah, Zaman and Akşam appeared in the list.  

Graph 6 

 

During this period, the number of items that contained hate speech in the local press converged to 

the number appeared in the national press. Though the topics discussed related to the local were in 
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Graph 7 
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As in previous periods, hate speech items published in newspapers were studied in four 

predetermined categories: (1) Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion, (2) Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration, (3) Enmity / War Discourse, (4) Using a Natural Element of One’s Identity as a Cause 

for Hate - Denigration / Symbolization.  

These categories were determined in order to assist in the understanding of hate speech, generated 

in different types and expressed in an implicit or explicit manner. Although it is undoubtedly possible 

to detect qualities that pertain to more than one category in an article, each article is analyzed under 

the category for which it contained qualities most relevant to the defining characteristics of that 

particular category. Even though not categorized under a certain category, this report also contains 

examples from items that target a certain group and/or use provocative language.  

During this four-month period studied, Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion ranked first (114 

item) in the distribution of the categories. It was followed by Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration (39 

items) and Enmity / War Discourse (34 items). During this study period, there was only one item 

under the category Using a Natural Element of One’s Identity as a Cause for Hate / Symbolization 

and that item targeted Jews, Armenians and Alevis together.   

Graph 8 
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local political groups had press coverage in detail could be said to be quite effective in this result.   
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Graph 9 

 

The second group that was exposed to hate speech most was the Jewish population and 

Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion was the most often used category (40 items). This was 

followed by Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration with 15 items and 10 items contained Enmity / War 

Discourse. 46 of the items containing hate speech towards the Jewish population were published in 

the national press and 20 items in the local press. It was observed that by titles like “Jewish racism” 

in Milli Gazete (February 21, 2014) and “Jewish tyranny in Al-Aqsa Mosque” in Yeni Akit (January 9, 
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Graph 10 
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Distortion (32 items). This was followed by Enmity / War Discourse by 9 items and 4 items detected 

fell under the category of Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration.  

Graph 11 
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Graph 12 
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NEWS ITEMS SELECTED DURING THE JANUARY – APRIL 2014 PERIOD 

Date Newspaper Type Author Title Target Group Hate Category 

01-Jan-2014 Çorum 

Gazetesi 

News 

Article 

İHA ‘An Unsolved Accident is a 

Covered Up Murder 

According to Us’ 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

01-Jan-2014 Samsun 

Yenises 

News 

Article 

Anonymous We Do Not Celebrate the 

Christmas of the Crusade 

Mentality that Slaughtered 

Muslims! 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

01-Jan-2014 Bartın 

Pusula 

News 

Article 

Anonymous ‘Stop This Game!' Christians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

01-Jan-2014 Denizli Yeni 

Olay 

Opinion 

Column 

Metin Alkan Judgment on Celebrating 

Christmas Under the Light 

of Verses and Hadiths 

Jews, Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

02-Jan-2014 Antalya Hilal News 

Article 

Abdullah 

Özbay 

Here Is Your Product: 

Christmas Youth! 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

02-Jan-2014 Çorum 

Hakimiyet 

News 

Article 

Anonymous ‘An Unsolved Accident is a 

Covered Up Murder 

According to Us’ 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

02-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Ramazan 

Alkan / 

Ankara 

Gezi Protesters Enjoyed 

Under Pine Trees!  

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

02-Jan-2014 Taka Opinion 

Column 

Muharrem 

Ulusoy 

To Stand Tall! Christians, Jews Enmity / War Discourse 

03-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit Readers’ 

Mail 

Arif Erez / 

Ankara 

Who Are These Jews? Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

03-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit Opinion 

Column 

Şevki Yılmaz Let’s Not Allow Them 

Revenge on the ‘One 

Minute’! 

Jews, Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

06-Jan-2014 Adana Son 

Nokta 

News 

Article 

Anonymous January 6
th

 Message From 

Mayor Sözlü 

Armenians, 

Kurds 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

06-Jan-2014 Milat 

Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 

Muhammed 

Özkılıç 

Those who sleep with dogs 

will rise with fleas 

Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 
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07-Jan-2014 Kayseri Star 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Ahmet 

Sıvacı 

To Make a Pelt Out Of a 

Bear! (1) 

Serbians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

08-Jan-2014 Önce Vatan Opinion 

Column 

Levon Panos 

Dabağyan 

New Years or the 

Christmas We Cannot 

Welcome Sober!... 

Atheists, Blacks Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

08-Jan-2014 Milli Gazete Opinion 

Column 

İsmail Hakkı 

Akkiraz 

The biter is bit Jews, Christians Enmity / War Discourse 

09-Jan-2014 Çukurova 

Barış 

News 

Article 

Anonymous “We should take a lesson 

from the liberation of 

Adana” 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

09-Jan-2014 Taka Opinion 

Column 

Muharrem 

Ulusoy 

Don’t Touch My Flag! Armenians, 

Rûms 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

09-Jan-2014 Ortadoğu Opinion 

Column 

Ali Öncü THEY ARE THE REAL 

SEPARATISTS… 

Armenians, 

Jews, Rûms 

Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

09-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Anonymous Jewish tyranny in Al-Aqsa 

Mosque 

Jews Enmity / War Discourse 

10-Jan-2014 Şanlıurfa 

İpekyol 

Opinion 

Column 

Abdullah 

Yılmaz 

SADNESS OF AHL-E HAQQ Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

13-Jan-2014 Yeni Mesaj Opinion 

Column 

Hasan 

Demir 

Davutoğlu critizes 

“Crusade mentality”, but… 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

13-Jan-2014 Yeni Mesaj Opinion 

Column 

Yusuf 

Karaca 

I invite the congregation to 

faith! 

Jews, Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

14-Jan-2014 İstanbul 

Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 

Ahmet 

Özdemir 

LIBERATION OF BAYBURT 

(1) 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

14-Jan-2014 Takvim Opinion 

Column 

Ergün Diler We lost in Crimea British, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

14-Jan-2014 İstanbul 

Gerçek 

Vizyon 

Opinion 

Column 

Nevzat 

Laleli 

WE BECAME EUROPEAN 

WITHOUT JOINING 

Rûms, 

Christians 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

15-Jan-2014 Yeni Mesaj Opinion 

Column 

Akın Aydın The Muslim cannot regard 

“dialogue”as mercy 

Christians, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 
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15-Jan-2014 Konya 

Hakimiyet 

Opinion 

Column 

Dursun 

Seyis 

Peace and Process Kurds, Rûms 

Armenians, 

Arabs 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

16-Jan-2014 Bafra Vizyon News 

Article 

Anonymous WE DO NOT CELEBRATE 

THE CHRISTMAS OF THE 

CRUSADE MENTALITY 

THAT SLAUGHTERED 

MUSLIMS 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

16-Jan-2014 Yeni Mesaj Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa 

Aslan 

Is the Imperial period 

over? 

Christians, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

17-Jan-2014 Doğru 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Aynur Sülün The scenario of child 

brides 

Western 

Societies 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

17-Jan-2014 Çorum 

Hakimiyet 

Opinion 

Column 

Dilaver 

Çevik 

A Sahabah Who Converted 

to Islam from Judaism: 

ABDULLAH IBN SALAM 

(r.a) 

Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

22-Jan-2014 Anayurt Opinion 

Column 

Orhan Selen What color is Arabian 

conscience? 

Arabs Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

22-Jan-2014 Konya 

Rasyonel 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Şahin Akıncı Aren’t 1300 Turks equal to 

one Hrant Dink? 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

22-Jan-2014 Kıbrıs Halkın 

Sesi 

News 

Article 

Anonymous "A typical British 

treachery" 

British Enmity / War Discourse 

22-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit Opinion 

Column 

Faruk Köse "A Muslim Turk who 

overloves Jews”  

Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

23-Jan-2014 Yeni Çağ Opinion 

Column 

Agah Oktay 

Güner 

The Responsibility of 

Turkey 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

23-Jan-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

News 

Center 

AREN’T THEY!/Geneva -2 

started with recriminations 

Christians Enmity / War Discourse 

23-Jan-2014 Takvim Opinion 

Column 

Bekir Hazar Stroke Jews Enmity / War Discourse 

24-Jan-2014 Çorum 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Dursun 

Kaplan 

Cross vs. Crescent Christians, Jews Enmity / War Discourse 
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24-Jan-2014 Kıbrıs Halkın 

Sesi 

"50 Years 

Ago 

Today" 

Dr. Fazıl 

Küçük 

Flag Flag Flag Rûms Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

24-Jan-2014 Lüleburgaz 

Hürfikir 

Opinion 

Column 

İlyas Şen What did İshak Alaton 

imply? 

Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

25-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Talha Çolak 

/ Ankara 

Here are the highbrows of 

the congregation! 

Jews, 

Armenians, 

Alevis 

Natural Element of 

Identity As a Cause for 

Hate - Denigration/ 

Symbolization 

27-Jan-2014 Kıbrıs 

Volkan 

Opinion 

Column 

Hüseyin 

Laptalı 

We all are even, you go 

your way I’ll go mine... 

Rûms Enmity / War Discourse 

28-Jan-2014 Kayseri 

Meydan 

News 

Article 

News 

Center 

We are going to call them 

to account for all Cenghizs  

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

29-Jan-2014 Akşam Opinion 

Column 

Turgay 

Güler 

Why BBC, why Wall Street 

Journal? 

British, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

29-Jan-2014 Kıbrıs Halkın 

Sesi 

"50 Years 

Ago 

Today" 

Dr. Fazıl 

Küçük 

The sound of Turkish 

mujahids  

Rûms, Greeks Enmity / War Discourse 

30-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit Opinion 

Column 

Mehtap 

Yılmaz 

Who will you blame when 

you are bit by a mad dog? 

Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

04-Feb-2014 İzmir Haber 

Ekspres 

Opinion 

Column 

Atty. A. 

Erdem 

Akyüz 

Halal gas Syrian Refugees Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

05-Feb-2014 Ortadoğu Opinion 

Column 

Şükrü 

Alnıaçık 

Guilty, Stand Up!.. Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

05-Feb-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

News 

Center 

One foot of the Jew is in 

Turkey 

Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

06-Feb-2014 Yeni Mesaj Opinion 

Column 

Prof. Dr. 

Nurullah 

Çetin 

Larceny, corruption, right 

and justice according to 

Ziya Pasha-VI 

Christians, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

06-Feb-2014 Kıbrıslı Opinion 

Column 

Hakan 

Yozcu 

On "Maybe One Day" (1) Rûms Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 
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07-Feb-2014 Yeni Mesaj News 

Article 

Recep Bahar 

/ İstanbul 

2014-model Bulgarian 

cruelty 

Bulgarians  Enmity / War Discourse 

07-Feb-2014 Van Olay Opinion 

Column 

Meryem 

Başak 

The West and betrayal  Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

07-Feb-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Anonymous Christian barbarity in 

Central Africa 

Christians Enmity / War Discourse 

07-Feb-2014 Yeni Akit Remark Ali Aksoy Hodja is said to be at the 

end of his tether 

Christians, 

Jews, Atheists 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

07-Feb-2014 Yeni Akit Opinion 

Column 

Abdurrahm

an Dilipak 

Trying for the prediction of 

election results 

Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

10-Feb-2014 Bursa Hayat Opinion 

Column 

Ali Aydoğan Never with the Rûms! Rûms Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

11-Feb-2014 Konya Yeni 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Hamdi Bağcı To Collapse the State with 

Party State Discourse  

Jews, Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

12-Feb-2014 Zaman News 

Article 

Ali. H. Aslan 

/ 

Washington 

A reaction from Turkish 

NGOs to Sabah: Our 

democratic participation 

right in the USA  

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

13-Feb-2014 Yeni Şafak Opinion 

Diary Page 

İbrahim 

Sancak 

The first important 

examination of the new 

era 

Salafis, Shiites, 

Jews 

Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

14-Feb-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

Mustafa 

Kılıç / 

İstanbul 

Big Compromise Christians, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

14-Feb-2014 Yeni Mesaj Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa 

Aslan 

Legal liars Christians, Jews Enmity / War Discourse 

14-Feb-2014 Anayurt Opinion 

Column 

Orhan Selen Killers of the Middle East Syrian Refugees Enmity / War Discourse 

14-Feb-2014 Anayurt Opinion 

Column 

Orhan Selen Killers of the Middle East Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

14-Feb-2014 Takvim Opinion 

Column 

Ergün Diler Open Your Eyes! Jews, Kurds, 

British 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 
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17-Feb-2014 Erzurum 

Yeni Gün 

News 

Article 

İHA Conference on Khojaly 

Massacre hosted in Kulu 

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

17-Feb-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Kahraman-

maraş 

Yıldırım: Türkiye is the 

fortress of the World 

Muslims  

Christians, 

Jews, Budists  

Enmity / War Discourse 

17-Feb-2014 Kıbrıs Halkın 

Sesi 

"50 Years 

Ago 

Today" 

Haz. Altay 

Sayıl 

They thought our voice 

wouldn’t be heard 

Rûms Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

17-Feb-2014 Antalya Hilal News 

Article 

Emre 

Miyasoğlu / 

İstanbul 

Booby trap Jews, Christians Enmity / War Discourse 

18-Feb-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

Mustafa 

Kılıç / 

İstanbul 

Bible came out of the 

package 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

19-Feb-2014 Adana 

Ekspres 

Gazetesi 

History 

Page 

Cezmi 

Yurtsever 

Armenians’ Turcophobia 

Has Transferred to the 21
st

 

Century 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

19-Feb-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

Mustafa 

Kılıç / 

İstanbul 

They choose the poor Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

20-Feb-2014 Antalya Hilal News 

Article 

Mustafa 

Kılıç / 

İstanbul 

They choose the poor Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

20-Feb-2014 Milat 

Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 

Adem 

Çaylak 

Neroist Knights Templar British, Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

21-Feb-2014 Milli Gazete Opinion 

Column 

Mevlüt 

Özcan 

Jewish racism Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Feb-2014 Konya 

Merhaba 

News / 

Interview 

Berkhan 

Parlak 

Khojaly is Turkey’s sore 

spot/Khojaly is our sore 

spot 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Feb-2014 Yeşil 

Bayburt 

News 

Article 

Anonymous Armenian Brutality in 

Photographs 

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

24-Feb-2014 Yeni Mesaj Opinion 

Column 

Prof. Dr. 

Nurullah 

Our base of getting up: 

‘Halal is a nation, liberty is 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: January - December 2014 

 

24 
 

Çetin a state’ 

24-Feb-2014 Milli Gazete Opinion 

Column 

Ekrem Şama A blatant dead end Christians, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Feb-2014 Takvim Opinion 

Column 

Ergün Diler Tape! British, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

25-Feb-2014 Muğla 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Hüseyin 

Akar 

25/26 February 1992 Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

25-Feb-2014 Samsun 

Manşet 

Opinion 

Column 

Dursen 

Özalemdar 

Khojaly Armanian 

Massacre! 

Armenians, 

Russians 

Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

25-Feb-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Sinan 

Yavuzoğlu / 

Ankara 

Zionist betrayal passed a 

century 

Jews  Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

26-Feb-2014 Türkiye News 

Article 

Anonymous Khojaly genocide is not 

forgetten 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

26-Feb-2014 Karadeniz'd

e İlk Haber 

Editorial Editor Khojaly: The place where 

conscience is dead! 

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

27-Feb-2014 Taka Opinion 

Column 

Muharrem 

Ulusoy 

The Second Tanzimât (2) Minorities, 

Kurds 

Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

27-Feb-2014 Zaman News 

Article 

Osman Uçak 

/ Bakü / 

CİHAN 

Khojaly martyrs were 

commemorated in the 22
nd

 

anniversary of the 

massacre / Azebaijan cried 

for its Khojaly martyrs 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

27-Feb-2014 Çankırı'da 

Yenigün 

News 

Article 

Anonymous “Our noble nation will 

remember Armenian 

immorality with rage and 

curse” 

Armenians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

27-Feb-2014 Ortadoğu News 

Article 

Anonymous  ‘Khojaly massacre is one 

of the biggest calamities of 

the century’ 

Armenians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

27-Feb-2014 Önce Vatan Conversati

on 

M. Kemal 

Sallı 

Khojaly Massacre Is A 

Genocide 

Armenians, 

Rûms 

Enmity / War Discourse 
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27-Feb-2014 Kayseri 

Gündem 

News 

Article 

Mahmut 

Hop 

He explained the wicked 

plan of Israel 

Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

28-Feb-2014 Önce Vatan News 

Article 

Mehmet 

Babar 

22
nd

 Anniversary of Khojaly 

Massacre Was 

Commemorated in Iğdır 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

28-Feb-2014 Kırşehir 

Çiğdem 

News 

Article 

İHA 22
nd

 Anniversary of Khojaly 

Massacre 

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

28-Feb-2014 Sakarya 

Yenigün 

News 

Article 

Hakan 

Arslan 

‘Turkish nation will not 

forget’ 

Armenians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

28-Feb-2014 GAP 

Gündemi 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet 

İmre 

In The Sight of Allah, The 

Only Religion is Islam  

Jews, Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

03-Mar-

2014 

Yeni Çağ Time 

tunnel 

Kerrar Esat 

Atalay 

General structure of 

minority societies is built 

on disrupting national 

unity and integrity 

Armenians, 

Jews, Rûms 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

05-Mar-

2014 

Konya Yeni 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Sezai Keskin Pope and the Jews  Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

07-Mar-

2014 

Milli Gazete News 

Article 

Anonymous Priests are in summit Christians Enmity / War Discourse 

07-Mar-

2014 

Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Sinan 

Yavuzoğlu / 

Ankara 

In the center of betrayal 

are Crypto Jews 

Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

08-Mar-

2014 

Milli Gazete News 

Article 

Anonymous Hagia Sophia belongs to 

Islam! 

Christians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

10-Mar-

2014 

İstanbul 

Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 

Ahmet 

Özdemir 

Nene Hatun in Erzurum 

Bastions 

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

11-Mar-

2014 

Gazete 

Akdeniz 

Opinion 

Column 

Vehbi Kaya Snake and the fox Armenians, 

Kurds 

Enmity / War Discourse 

12-Mar-

2014 

Erzurum 

Yeni Gün 

News 

Article 

Samet 

Özünal 

BROTHER’S BAIRAM / 

Today is bairam in 

ERZURUM  

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

12-Mar-

2014 

Trakya News 

Article 

İHA Khojaly massacre was 

condemned in Çerkezköy 

Armenians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 
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12-Mar-

2014 

Yeni Akit Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa 

Çelik 

Reactionaries of the 

Islamic ummah 

Christians, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

12-Mar-

2014 

Takvim Opinion 

Column 

Ergün Diler GÜLEN’S CHOICE Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

14-Mar-

2014 

Yeni Akit Opinion 

Column 

Hasan 

Karakaya 

Why didn’t Fethullah 

Gülen issue a message of 

condolence for Burak? 

Western 

societies 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

14-Mar-

2014 

Önce Vatan Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa 

Akkoca 

Do not tend to tyrants, do 

not vote for them!... 

Jews, 

Armenians, 

Rûms 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

17-Mar-

2014 

Konya 

Hakimiyet 

Opinion 

Column 

Yaman 

Adam 

Before it is too late Christians, Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

18-Mar-

2014 

Yeni 

Marmara 

News 

Article 

Anonymous İnegöl did not forget the 

‘Khojaly’/ İnegöl did not 

forget the ‘Khojaly 

Massacre’ 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

18-Mar-

2014 

Sabah Opinion 

Column 

Hasan Celal 

Güzel 

Sorrow and pride on the 

‘Day of the Martyrs’ 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

18-Mar-

2014 

Alanya 

Güneşi 

Opinion 

Column 

İbrahim 

Akdağ 

Motherland is… Armenians, 

Jews 

Enmity / War Discourse 

18-Mar-

2014 

Yeni Akit Readers’ 

mail 

Mücahit 

Akıncı 

Gülen is not prudent, he is 

arrogant 

Christians, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

18-Mar-

2014 

Takvim Opinion 

Column 

Bekir Hazar SOCIAL MEDIA!!! British, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

18-Mar-

2014 

Yeni Akit Opinion 

Column 

Şevki Yılmaz Fortress fell due to the 

treachery of those who 

invite trouble! 

Masons Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

19-Mar-

2014 

Ortadoğu Article 

Series 

Research 

Yavuz 

Müftüoğlu 

The Day We Made Our 

Mark In History  

Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

20-Mar-

2014 

Takvim Opinion 

Column 

Bekir Hazar Eyvallah! Masons, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 
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20-Mar-

2014 

Kayseri 

Gündem 

Opinion 

Column 

Vedat Önal He Did Not Satify Either 

Kayseri or Turkey -2 

Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

20-Mar-

2014 

Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Haber 

Merkezi 

Erdoğan: Gülen became 

like Jews 

Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

21-Mar-

2014 

Anayurt Opinion 

Column 

Cenap 

Serdar 

Treason ve treacheries -1- Armenians, 

Kurds 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Mar-

2014 

Yeni Mesaj Opinion 

Column 

Akın Aydın To Cheat the Turk with a 

Turk  

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

25-Mar-

2014 

Kayseri Star 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa 

Temizer 

What have we been forced 

into doing ever since 

history? 

Armenians, 

Jews 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

25-Mar-

2014 

Takvim Opinion 

Column 

Bekir Hazar Rotten!!! Rûms, 

Armenians, 

Jews, British 

Enmity / War Discourse 

25-Mar-

2014 

Gaziantep 

Referans 

Opinion 

Column 

Zabit 

Durmuş 

ARE THESE INCIDENTS TO 

PREVENT PRIME 

MINISTER’S VISIT TO 

GAZA? 

Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

25-Mar-

2014 

Konya 

Telgraf 

Opinion 

Column 

Saffet Alp 

Kuramaz 

Rotten apple Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

26-Mar-

2014 

Yeni Konya Opinion 

Column 

Kazım 

Öztürk 

Çanakkale Should Never Be 

Forgotten and Made 

Forgotten 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

27-Mar-

2014 

Ankara 

Belde 

Opinion 

Column 

Prof. Dr. 

Nurullah 

Çetin 

Tragedia of the Village Dog Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

28-Mar-

2014 

Konya 

Anadoluda 

Bugün 

Opinion 

Column 

Özcan 

Dalgıç 

Çanakkale: For A National 

Soul for Our Children -2 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

28-Mar-

2014 

Kıbrıs 

Havadis 

Opinion 

Column 

Eşref Çetinel DID YOU UNDERSTAND 

HOW PEACEFUL AND PRO-

SOLUTION THE RÛMS ARE? 

Rûms Enmity / War Discourse 

31-Mar-

2014 

Milat 

Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 

Seyit 

Mehmet 

Yorgos take action Greeks, Rûms Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 
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Deniz 

01-Apr-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

Anonymous March 31
st

 victims are 

commemorated 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

03-Apr-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Anonymous A handful of Turk 

prevented the raid  

Armenians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

04-Apr-2014 Anayurt Opinion 

Column 

Hamdi 

Yılmaz 

“You lost Karabakh, Mount 

Ararat is Ours” 

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

04-Apr-2014 Yeni Mesaj Opinion 

Column 

Haydar Baş Greater Middle East 

Initiative as a project of 

exploitation 

Christians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

04-Apr-2014 Ortadoğu News 

Article 

Anonymous Turkish in cold storage Kurds Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

04-Apr-2014 Lüleburgaz 

Hürfikir 

Opinion 

Column 

İlyas Şen Those who want to take 

this country through the 

back door 

Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

07-Apr-2014 Kıbrıs 

Havadis 

Opinion 

Column 

Eşref Çetinel THE THING THAT BOTHERS 

US, IN SHORT: (THAT WHO 

WANTS AND PROTECTS 

THE PEACE IS THE TURKISH 

SIDE) 

Armenians, 

Rûms 

Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

07-Apr-2014 Kıbrıs Vatan Opinion 

Column 

Ahmet M. 

Kerim 

As a Rûm… Rûms Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

07-Apr-2014 Yeni Çağ News 

Article 

Anonymous Rampageous Rûms set our 

flag on fire!../ Rûms burnt 

the Turkish flag 

Rûms Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

09-Apr-2014 Önce Vatan Opinion 

Column 

Muhsin 

Bozkurt 

Eastern Reality MY TURKEY 

IS SPOTLESS 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

11-Apr-2014 Çorum 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Selahattin 

Aydemir 

FABRICATED APRIL 24
TH

  IS 

COMING 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

11-Apr-2014 Konya 

Postası 

News 

Article 

News 

Center 

“If Damascus is gone, 

İstanbul falls!” 

Christians, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 
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14-Apr-2014 Karadeniz 

Panaroma 

News 

Article 

Anonymous “Atrocity is never forever! 

Malice will absolutely be 

frustrated." 

Christians, Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

15-Apr-2014 Kıbrıs Halkın 

Sesi 

"50 Years 

Ago 

Today" 

Dr. Fazıl 

Küçük 

Turkish mother raised her 

sonorous voice 

Rûms Enmity / War Discourse 

16-Apr-2014 Samsun 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

H. Mustafa 

Genç 

April 24 and Religious 

Affairs -II- 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

16-Apr-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Hasan Önal 

/ TBMM 

Bureau 

They are more despicable 

than the enemy 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

16-Apr-2014 Yeni Akit Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa 

Çelik 

Nobility is not in the blood 

but in the faith 

Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

18-Apr-2014 Çorum 

Gazetesi 

News 

Article 

Anonymous GENOCIDE: The biggest lie 

of the world  

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

21-Apr-2014 Gaziantep 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Prof. Dr. 

Mehmet 

Özarslan 

Who killed whom in 1915? Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

21-Apr-2014 Gazette 

Adana 

Opinion 

Column 

Adnan 

Fişenk 

To bite the hand that feeds 

you 

Armenians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

22-Apr-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

News 

Center 

MUSLIM! EXPLAIN THIS! Atheists Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

22-Apr-2014 Adana 

Ekspres 

Gazetesi 

News 

Article 

İHA Celebration of Turkish 

Nationalist Forces (Kuva-yi 

Milliye) in Karaisalı 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

22-Apr-2014 İzmir Haber 

Ekspres 

Opinion 

Column 

Atty A. 

Erdem 

Akyüz 

A Turkish and Armenian 

Problem 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

22-Apr-2014 İzmir Son 

Dakika 

Opinion 

Column 

Özcan 

Pehlivanoğl

u 

We Could Not Understand 

Our Armenian Problem… 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

22-Apr-2014 Yeni Çağ News 

Article 

Anonymous Armenians attacked 

Turkish office!/An attack 

to Turkish tourism office  

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 
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22-Apr-2014 Gazette 

Adana 

Opinion 

Column 

Adnan 

Fişenk 

To bite the hand that feeds 

you 2 

Armenians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

22-Apr-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

Anonymous Gedikli martyrs were 

commemorated 

Armenians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

22-Apr-2014 Konya 

Postası 

Opinion 

Column 

Muharrem 

Balatekin 

Wild East!.. Kurds Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

23-Apr-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

News 

Center 

They started to attack / 

Here are their purposes! 

Atheists Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

23-Apr-2014 Önce Vatan News 

Article 

Mehmet 

Babar 

1919 Martyrs Were 

Commemorated in Iğdır  

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

23-Apr-2014 Yeni Çağ News 

Article 

Anonymous We are going to fight for 

the indivisible unity of the 

homeland 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

23-Apr-2014 Yeni Akit Opinion 

Column 

Mustafa 

Çelik 

The habit of taking Allah’s 

harams as halal  

Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

24-Apr-2014 Samsun 

Halk 

Opinion 

Column 

Ragıp Göker What Did Arabs Think in 

Bandırma Ship  

Arabs  Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Apr-2014 Konya 

Memleket 

Opinion 

Column 

Salih Sedat 

Ersöz 

Turkey even saw this, what 

will happen to the 

homeland? 

Atheists Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Apr-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

Anonymous NEGLIGENCE!/ They 

became a subject of praise 

for the government 

Atheists Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

24-Apr-2014 Adana 

Yenigün 

News 

Article 

İHA The extent of the massacre 

is gut wrenching  

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Apr-2014 İstanbul 

Gazetesi  

Opinion 

Column 

Hulûsi 

Yavaşlar 

99 years old lie of 

Armenian Genocide  

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Apr-2014 Konya 

Yenigün 

Opinion 

Column 

Anuş Gökçe ARMENIAN GENOCIDE LIE 

AND THE HISTORICAL 

TURTH-1 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 
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24-Apr-2014 Yeni Çağ News 

Article 

Anonymous Armenian inititative after 

the Kurdish initiative / 

“Armenia” initiative after 

“Kurdistan” 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Apr-2014 Bizim 

Anadolu 

Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 

Nazım 

Güvenç 

“April 24”: one gains the 

self-reliance… 

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

24-Apr-2014 Sözcü Opinion 

Column 

Emin 

Çölaşan 

The genocide of ours (!) Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

24-Apr-2014 Yeni Çağ Memoir/ 

Comment 

Cazim 

Gündüz 

Diaspora’s ‘deportation’ 

rent /The dead awakens, 

the accounts are settled  

Armenians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

24-Apr-2014 Kırıkkale 

Haber Kale 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet 

Gençer 

My Nobel Peace Prize 

Nominee is Prime Minister 

Erdoğan 

Kurds Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Apr-2014 Takvim Opinion 

Column 

Bekir Hazar While crossing the bridge, 

you shall keep your eyes 

open!!! 

Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Apr-2014 Takvim Opinion 

Column 

Ergün Diler The Turk’s mind Jews Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

27-Apr-2014 Bugün Opinion 

Column 

Nazlı Ilıcak While showing courage… Gypsies Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

28-Apr-2014 Konya 

Hakimiyet 

Opinion 

Column 

Dursun 

Seyis 

A selection of topics! Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

28-Apr-2014 Ortadoğu Opinion 

Column 

Nazif 

Kurucu 

NAGORNO-KARABAKH 

GENOCIDE AND OUR 

MARTYRED DIPLOMATS 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

28-Apr-2014 Yeni Çağ Opinion 

Column 

M. Hanefi 

Bostan 

Wake up national 

conscience… 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

28-Apr-2014 Samsun 

Yenises 

Opinion 

Column 

Fikret 

Karadeniz 

ARMENIAN ATROCITY AND 

NEW TRAPS … 

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

28-Apr-2014 Kocaeli 

Pusula 

Opinion 

Column 

M. Nejat 

Gacar 

THE ALLEGED ARMENIAN, 

REAL OTTOMAN 

SLAUGHTER!. 

Armenians Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 
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29-Apr-2014 Çorum 

Hakimiyet 

Opinion 

Column 

Anonymous “Armenians should make 

the apology, not us” 

Armenians Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

29-Apr-2014 Ortadoğu Opinion 

Column 

Ali Öncü FIRST OF ALL NATURALIZE 

MESKHETIAN TURKS 

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

30-Apr-2014 İstanbul 

Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 

Necdet 

Buluz 

“Armenians slaughtered 1 

million Turks…” 

Armenians Enmity / War Discourse 

30-Apr-2014 İzmir Son 

Dakika 

Opinion 

Column 

Özcan 

Pehlivanoğl

u 

WOULD WHAT HAPPENED 

IN BOSNIA HAPPEN IN 

TURKEY? 

Armenians, 

Rûms 

Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

30-Apr-2014 Milli Gazete Opinion 

Column 

Mehmed 

Şevket Eygi 

They want to subvert Islam 

and Muslims from the 

inside.  

Christians, Jews Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

30-Apr-2014 Karadenizde 

Son Nokta 

Opinion 

Column 

Osman 

Diyadin 

We are from the Black Sea! Kurds Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 
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EXAMPLES BY CATEGORY 

Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion 

Title: Khojaly martyrs were 

commemorated in the 22nd 

anniversary of the massacre / 

Azerbaijan cried for its Khojaly 

martyrs 

Newspaper: Zaman 

Date: February 27, 2014 

Type: News Article 

Author: Osman Uçak / Baku / 

CİHAN 

 

The news article published in 

Zaman newspaper is a 

significant example of how 

subtle the distinction between 

information transfer and hate 

speech. Instead of using 

expressions like “Armenians 

killed (…)”, “Armenian forces” 

etc. if the article used “Forces 

of Armenia”, “Army of 

Armenia”, then it would 

differentiate the countries who 

did the action and an identity 

which contains more people 

than a country. Consequently, 

the discourse generated and 

the language used could be 

accepted to some extent as 

protecting those who belong to 

the mentioned group and are in 

a vulnerable position.  
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Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion 

Title: The scenario of child brides 

Newspaper: Doğru Haber 

Date: January 17, 2014 

Type: Opinion Column 

Author: Aynur Sülün 

 

The title of the news article is based on the news about a 14 year old, Kader Erten, who was found 

shot to dead with a rifle in Pervari, Siirt. Erten was married off and was referred to as a “child bride” 

in the media. Stating that she takes side with the idea that, for minors, instead of being “encouraged 

to licentiousness”, they should be able to use “the right Allah rendered halal”, Aynur Sülün blames 

organizations and people, who are against early marriage, for “legitimizing licentiousness” and 

purports that their purpose is to shape the society according to the Westerners’ sinful lives. By 

defining Western societies according to her own point of view, Sülün defines gay couples’ right to 

adopt a child as “state giving away a child from the orphanage” like there is no legal procedure for 

adopting a child; she reflects welfare for single mothers as something “not normal” and in order to 

tell how disconnected the family bonds in Western societies are, she says old people are “found dead 

many years later in their houses”. By using these examples she conveys several systems in Western 

societies and singular events that can be encountered anywhere with exaggeration and distortion. 

Hereby she interrelates the people she classifies under Western societies and Turkish people in an 

otherness relation.  
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Blasphemy/Insult/Denigration 

Title: To bite the hand that feeds you! 

Newspaper: Gazette Adana 

Date: April 21, 2014 

Type: Opinion Column 

Author: Adnan Fişenk 

 

Although based on different sources there could be different interpretations of history and these 

interpretations might have explicable political foundations; Adnan Fişenk, in the article based on the 

April 24 commemoration, defends his ideas by using expressions like “can you see how shameless 

they are”, “carrions”, “more aggressive than the mad dogs’ seeing red”, “nobody could have stopped 

these stark raving mad people”, in a way far beyond the calm manner to approach history. He uses a 

language that adds fuel to the flames between Turkish people and the Armenians and justifies 

possible violence.  
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Blasphemy/Insult/Denigration 

Title: Rampageous Rûms set our flag on fire!../ Rûms burnt the Turkish flag 

Newspaper: Yeni Çağ 

Date: April 7, 2014 

Type: News Article 

Author: Anonymous 

 

The news article is based upon an event in that a Turkish flag was burnt in Apoel grandstands, during 

a match played between Omonia Nicosia and Apoel Nicosia in 1st League Championship Group in 

Greek Cypriot Side. While handling a topic that is newsworthy, the news article puts hostile feelings 

before information by using expressions that generate hate speech. Even if the expression 

“rampageous” in the title had been used to indicate the fans of a certain team, it would have been an 

insulting meaning. Besides the article uses a title that generates hostile feelings from a singular event 

towards all Rûms and reinforces misunderstandings when not read in detail.  
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Enmity / War Discourse 

Title: “A typical British treachery”10 

Newspaper: Kıbrıs Halkın Sesi 

Date: January 22, 2014 

Type: News Article  

Author: Anonymous 

 

Even if the statement of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus Security Forces Command Retired 

Noncommissioned Officers’ Association President, Esen Ömürlü, about the accord signed between 

Greek Cypriot Administration of Southern Cyprus and Britain about the land and immovable 

properties within the British base territories, was cited in quotation marks in the title of the news 

article, the choice of expression in question results in re-generating a hostile discourse. In addition, 

by using the sentence “We will not retreat from any struggle against any attacks that could take 

place” in his statement, Ömürlü covertly implies war and violence threats. On the other hand, by 

citing these statements without including the opinions of the other side, the newspaper makes a 

unilateral publishing and supports hate speech.  

  

                                                           
10

 Whereas the same news is published in Kıbrıs Volkan newspaper by the title “Why don’t Turkey and TRNC 

react?”, the expression “A typical British-Rûm treachery” is used in the subtitle for the continuing news body.  
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Enmity / War Discourse 

Title: To Stand Tall!! 

Newspaper: Taka 

Date: January 2, 2014 

Type: Opinion Column  

Author: Muharrem Ulusoy 

 

Without basing his article on a specific topic, after Ulusoy starts with patriotism and telling that the 

source of patriotism is the Quran, he continues saying “The West and the treacherous among us de 

facto started occupying our country by the support from indifference of our governors!” and 

expressing that the Christians and the Jews are always “mischievous, shifty and hypocritical”. 

Excluding possible different interpretations and the context of the Surah Al- Maidah, which we have 

encountered in the previous reports as well, Ulusoy cites “Whoever is ally to them is one of them” 

and says “For a Muslim, identity of the enemies are expressed clearly”. Then by continuing with the 

sentence “We all know that our biggest enemy is the Christian Europe since we first arrived in 

Anatolia”, the writer contributes to generate enmity, which contains potential for violence, between 

Christians, Jews and Muslims.  
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OTHER DISADVANTAGED GROUPS 

34 articles, which consist of 30 articles that were not included in the first part due to differences in 

groups targeted (women, lesbians, gays, bisexuals, transgenders, intersex /LGBTI) and four other 

articles that were analyzed in the first part under another category to which they mainly belonged, 

were subjected to discourse analysis in this part. 

Although the articles analyzed often use the word “transvestite”, it is a misuse of the word, therefore 

we have preferred to use the acronym LGBTI for all articles. What were actually meant by 

“transvestite” in these articles were transgender individuals. Transvestism involves the enjoyment of 

cross-dressing and behaving as members of the other sex, whereas transgender individuals define 

themselves as a member of the other sex, regardless of whether or not there has been a sex change 

operation. 

Date Newspaper Type Author Title Target 

Group 

Hate Category 

01-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

News 

Center 

No limits at the Service LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

03-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit Opinion 

Column 

Hasan 

Karakaya 

Lie, mud, slander… Is 

everything permissible for 

the Gülen Congregation?  

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

06-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Yiğit 

Doğaner / 

Ankara 

CHP collaborates with the 

deviants  

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

07-Jan-2014 Kayseri Star 

Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Ahmet 

Sıvacı 

To Make a Pelt Out Of a 

Bear! (1) 

Women Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

08-Jan-2014 Milli Gazete Opinion 

Column 

İsmail 

Hakkı 

Akkiraz 

The biter is bit LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

10-Jan-2014 Akdeniz 

Gündem 

News 

Article 

Batuhan 

Ülker 

1 million from the 

transvestites  

LGBTI Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

14-Jan-2014 Batman Opinion 

Column 

Halit Biliz Kurdish Action and 

“HOMOSEXUALITY”  

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

14-Jan-2014 İstanbul 

Gerçek 

Vizyon 

Opinion 

Column 

Nevzat 

Laleli 

WE BECAME EUROPEAN 

WITHOUT JOINING IT 

Women, 

LGBTI 

Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 
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17-Jan-2014 Doğru 

Haber 

News 

Article 

Veysi 

Demir / 

Batman 

What does Education Union 

try to do? 

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

17-Jan-2014 Doğru 

Haber 

News 

Article 

Anonymo

us 

IT IS A CRYING SHAME! LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

17-Jan-2014 Doğru 

Haber 

News 

Article 

M. Fatih 

Akgül / 

Batman 

BDP Municipality and 

Education Union officially 

defended perversion  

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

17-Jan-2014 Yeni Asya Opinion 

Column 

Şükrü 

Bulut 

Neoliberals’ famous spurt... LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

20-Jan-2014 Diyalog 

Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 

Ömer 

Mürseloğl

u 

Moral Breakdown LGBTI Exaggeration / 

Attribution / Distortion 

24-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

M. Sait 

Adıyaman 

/ 

Diyarbakı

r 

Does the state protect those 

who attacked the ISLAMIC 

NGOs? 

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

28-Jan-2014 Kayseri 

Meydan 

News 

Article 

News 

Center 

We are going to call them to 

account for all Cenghizs  

Women Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

30-Jan-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Muhamm

et 

Erdoğan / 

Ankara 

TRNC passed the immoral 

bill  

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

04-Feb-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

Anonymo

us 

‘Perversion’ protest towards 

France 

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

17-Feb-2014 Antalya Hilal News 

Article 

Emre 

Miyasoğl

u / 

İstanbul 

Booby trap LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

20-Feb-2014 Hatay 

Atayurt 

Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet 

Çardak 

Ediboğlu owes Syrian 

women an apology! 

Women Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 
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21-Feb-2014 Isparta 

Ekspres 

Opinion 

Column 

İsmet 

Akçal 

Head Scarf is a Shining 

Crown 

Women Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

24-Feb-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Yiğit 

Doğaner / 

Ankara 

Deviant report from the 

Union 

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

01-Mar-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

İskender 

Özel / 

İstanbul 

Perverts laid their hands on 

high schools 

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

10-Mar-2014 Çukurova 

Press 

Opinion 

Column 

Yalçın 

Öcal 

Yalçın Özcan LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

24-Mar-2014 Diyarbakır 

Özgür Haber 

Opinion 

Column 

Eyüphan 

Kaya 

LGBT problem is not a right, 

but shamelessness  

LGBTI Enmity / War Discourse 

24-Mar-2014 Aydınlık Opinion 

Column 

Barbaros 

Şansal 

Being covered with 

contemplation 

Women Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

31-Mar-2014 Ortadoğu Opinion 

Column 

Şükrü 

Alnıaçık 

Divine Percentage Women, 

LGBTI 

Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

09-Apr-2014 Milli Gazete Opinion 

Column 

Mehmet 

Şevket 

Eygi 

Short important subjects Women Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

10-Apr-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

Rahmi 

Yolcu / 

İstanbul 

Step by step to destruction LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

14-Apr-2014 Yeni Akit News 

Article 

Oğuz 

Yıldız / 

Ankara 

Disgusting licentiousness by 

the favor of University  

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

14-Apr-2014 Milat 

Gazetesi 

Opinion 

Column 

Seyit 

Mehmet 

Deniz 

Finally we did see the 

“Mixer CHP” in the mosque 

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

16-Apr-2014 Gaziantep 

Günebakış 

Opinion 

Column 

Müfit 

Yaray 

BDP/HDP’S LOVE OF SEXUAL 

PERVETS WHAT ON EARTH 

IS THAT SÜREYYA 2 

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 
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18-Apr-2014 Gaziantep 

Günebakış 

Opinion 

Column 

Müfit 

Yaray 

Cancellation Is Not Enough, 

Those Vulgars Should Go 

Away From Mardin!  

LGBTI Enmity / War Discourse 

23-Apr-2014 Milli Gazete News 

Article 

News 

Center 

Here Are Their Purposes! LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

25-Apr-2014 Gaziantep 

Günebakış 

Opinion 

Column 

Mifit 

Yaray 

Perversions are on the 

attack, Academicians are on 

the defence  

LGBTI Blasphemy / Insult / 

Denigration 

 

Among the 34 items analyzed under the title “Other Disadvantaged Groups”, 28 items (82%) 

contain hate speech towards LGBTI individuals. Hate speech directly towards transgender 

individuals is found in only one item and hate speech towards women is detected in eight items 

(23.52% of the total items) within the period and publications observed. 

Graph 14 

 

Among the 34 items with hate speech, 16 were news articles and 18 were opinion columns. 

Different from the previous periods, hate speech towards LGBTI individuals and women were nearly 

equal in number in the news articles and opinion columns. The most important factors in this result 

were that LGBTI-featured activities planned in Batman and Mardin Artuklu University were hot 

topical issues. The adjectives defining homosexuality remained the same as in previous periods, and 

homosexuality was often defined as a “perversion”, “deviancy” and “licentiousness”.  

Samples that contained hate speech towards women were generated on especially “being covered”. 

News about transgender individuals were about the fines they had to pay in relation to the “law of 

misdemeanor”.  
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Centre”. As in the previous periods, even though the percentage of the number of items about LGBTI 

individuals that cited a source were high, during this period we have seen a small decrease in the 

percentage, with the 67% (it was 72% during the previous period). Publishing eight items, Yeni Akit 

was the newspaper that generated the most hate speech towards LGBTI individuals and women, as 

in previous periods. Milli Gazete published five items and Aydınlık, Milat Gazetesi, Ortadoğu and 

Yeni Asya also contributed to the circulation of hate speech in the national media by publishing one 

article each. 

During this period, hate speech towards LGBTI individuals were generated around two events: a 

panel discussion titled “Sexual Orientation and Students Living Their Sexual Identity” organized by 

Education Union and another panel discussion titled “From Disease to Demand for the Rights – The 

Journey of Naming and Explaining Homosexuality” that was announced to be organized in Mardin 

Artuklu University and then its cancellation. Even after completion of the first panel discussion and 

cancellation of the second one, there were articles targeting and insulting the organizers and 

supporters of these panels (Education Union, BDP municipalities, organizing academicians).  

  



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: January - December 2014 

 

48 
 

EXAMPLES BY CATEGORY 

Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration 

Title: No limits at the Service 

Newspaper: Yeni Akit 

Date: January 1, 2014 

Type: News Article 

Author: News Center  

 

One reflection of the tension between the Erdoğan Government and Fethullah Gülen Congregation 

(or The Service Movement as was referred in the title of the news) is seen in Yeni Akit. The news 

article, which aims to defame the congregation by using hate speech towards LGBTI individuals, 

states that “Women’s Platform of the Journalists and Writers Foundation, which appears as the most 

important NGO close to Gülen, carried out joint projects with German-originated Heinrich Böll 

Stiftung Foundation which looks after perverts on every opportunity”.  While displaying hate speech 

towards LGBTI individuals by expressions like “deviant ideas”, “perverts”, one of the sides of the 

dispute is tried to be defamed in a political argument via this discourse.  
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Blasphemy / Insult / Denigration 

Title: Being covered with contemplation 

Newspaper: Aydınlık 

Date: March 24, 2014 

Type: Opinion Column 

Author: Barbaros Şansal 

 

Şansal begins his article by making a reference to the alleged attack in Kabataş during June 

Resistance and mentions an advertisement of an Islamic fashion firm. Then he starts describing a 

veiled woman he saw on a public transportation vehicle and from her attire he makes various sexual 

references to all women who do not veil according to how they should do from his point of view. 

From her description, he starts questioning “real – fake” distinction and honor. He starts his 

description by her “boots with stones nearly used in striptease shows” that he saw when he bent 

over to pick up his book, which fell on the ground. He resorts to almost “erotic” portrayals 

(“obviously padded bra lasciviously spurts from skin-tight white shirt”) then he tells how the “real 

shock” hits him: “forehead headband with stars and stones and over it was an unattractive garish 

headscarf written inside in big letters Christian Lacroix (Christian cross) steal me away”. One of the 

sentences that directly fits under the category is: “that maroon you are wearing on your lips is not 

even used by those poor of morals, o oaf!” Although the expressions like “the young women is 

cutting up rough”, “impertinent sister”, “a vagabond toughie has sat down by the Muslim dolly, 

apparently an immoral schmooze has already begun” seem to refer to an individual example, it 

contains insult and denigration towards women who are veiled (and also women not veiled) out of 

the characteristics the author approves.  
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Enmity / War Discourse 

Title: LGBT problem is not a right, but shamelessness 

Newspaper: Diyarbakır Özgür Haber 

Date: March 24, 2014 

Type: Opinion Column 

Author: Eyüphan Kaya 

 

Whereas there are no hints about a specific agenda, Kaya expresses that he declines extramarital 

affairs, “free sex”, flirting, and “most particularly LGBT individuals” as normal and points out that the 

society has morals and “there is a limit to the patience of the society”. By saying “In case of necessity, 

they should be spitted on the face, properly there will not be a lighter punishment than that”, he 

positions homosexuality and all LGBTI individuals at a place where they should be punished. Being 

dissatisfied with this, the writer justifies and approves all kinds of acts of violence towards LGBTI 

individuals with the sentence “If they come under attack in the future, they should not complain 

about us, human rights activists.”  
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Enmity / War Discourse 

Title: Cancellation Is Not Enough, Those Vulgars Should Go Away From Mardin! 

Newspaper: Gaziantep Günebakış 

Date: April 18, 2014 

Type: Opinion Column 

Author: Mifit Yaray 

 

After cancellation of the panel discussion titled “From Disease to Demand for the Rights – The 

Journey of Naming and Explaining Homosexuality” in Mardin Artuklu University, Mifit Yaray defined 

this event as “an ugly incident” in his article. He portrayed the organizing academician by “a person 

known by his articles published in pervert homosexual journals” and by using expressions like “his 

efforts to convey his pervert opinions”, “uses his title for activities related to justifying 

homosexuality”, “he has to declare to public and to his students whether he is homosexual or not…”, 

and by implying various types of relationships, he targets the mentioned academician. While 

characterizing the academician’s attempt as an action “as if to provoke people”, with the immediate 

sentence he continued, he incites and provokes acts of violence towards aforementioned person, all 

LGBTIs and supporters of LGBTI rights: “As can be remembered, Aziz Nesin and his company also 

agitated people’s religious feelings in Sivas and the result was horrible.” 
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Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion 

Title: Moral breakdown 

Newspaper: Diyalog Gazetesi 

Date: January 20, 2014 

Type: Opinion Column 

Author: Ömer Mürseloğlu 

 

In his article explaining the danger of degeneration of the “moral values that holds together a 

community”, Ömer Mürseloğlu interprets homosexuality in the same category as sexual crimes and 

rape. Whereas he mentions “harms” of homosexual relationship and presents it as “degeneration”, 

he states, without showing any reference that most divorces are seen within same-sex marriages and 

he adds that for a healthy society it is required to take precautions against that kind of relationships 

and he relates homosexuality to social destruction. 
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Exaggeration / Attribution / Distortion 

Title: One million from transvestites! 

Newspaper: Akdeniz Gündem 

Date: January 10, 2014 

Type: News Article 

Author: Batuhan Ülker 

 

In the news article mentioning that 900 transgender individuals had to pay a fine for disobeying the 

“law of misdemeanor”, the way District Governor of Muratpaşa, Cevdet Can’s remarks on the news 

were conveyed by his expression “They made their choice as their profession” and the chosen 

subheading, transgender individuals are attributed the characteristics of prostitution. Even though it 

is mentioned that there has to be a solution by conducting social work, no such solution is proposed. 

Besides when stating the amount of the money transgender individuals were fined, their living 

conditions are ignored; thereby a unilateral and deficient journalism is displayed.  
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Introduction  

For the first period of 2014, we have set the topic of the file “Media Scan on the Discriminatory 

Discourse”, which is focused as a part of the “Media Watch on Hate Speech”, on the “April 24th” 

Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day. “April 24th”, was the day in which Armenian notables and 

intelligentsia of the Ottoman Empire were arrested in Istanbul in 1915. In 1965, during the 50th 

anniversary of the Genocide, this date, which was accepted as the day The Armenian Genocide 

began, was chosen to be the Remembrance Day by Armenians in Lebanon. In the same day, there 

were demonstrations and protests in Yerevan as well. Nowadays, there are various activities 

organized in many cities in the USA and Europe, and particularly in Armenia on April 24. Whereas in 

Turkey, the Armenian Genocide has been commemorated on April 24 by several activities organized 

by NGOs since 2005.  

In this part of the report, based upon the date April 24th, data and the analysis generated from 

scanning the context of eight newspapers including Aydınlık, Birgün, Habertürk, Hürriyet, Radikal, 

Sabah, Türkiye, and Zaman published between April 22 and 26 are shown. These newspapers are 

selected considering their characteristics of reaching different political medium and their different 

representation criteria.  

In this report, discrimination generated from the April 24th Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day in 

print media is covered by the method of context analysis, supported by discourse analysis. All the 

items about April 24th in newspapers are categorized by quantitative and qualitative data in 

computer medium. Quantitatively, all news items are documented with what page of the newspaper, 

in which proportion and how it was published with their masthead (i.e. who wrote the opinion 

column/news article, name of the newspaper, type of news, page number, heading, whether any 

visuals were used or not, etc.). Qualitatively, in these contents, in relation to the Genocide, whether 

any numbers are given or not, whether any references (memoirs, history books, reports, documents, 

etc.) are used or not, whether any quotation or reference is used or not, whether any direct 

testimony is used or not, how the massacre is named, how the victims and assailants are named, 

whether the reasons for the massacre are mentioned or not, which values referred to when the 

content is prepared, whether any similar events are mentioned or not and whether any demands are 

verbalized; in short, how and in what way the April 24th news find a place in print media are analyzed. 

Additionally, opinion columns of some columnists and especially the headlines of the newspapers 

published on April 24 and 25 are analyzed with respect to discourse. All the visuals accompanying the 

news and the articles are also analyzed as well. 

General Findings 

A total of 219 news articles, opinion columns and other types of content about the April 24th 

Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day were published during the aforementioned dates in the 

monitored newspapers. When the distribution of these items is analyzed numerically, Aydınlık 

ranked first, publishing 62 news/articles about the April 24th Remembrance Day. Aydınlık is followed 

by Habertürk with 33 items and they are followed by Hürriyet with 29 items. Türkiye, Birgün and 

Zaman ranked the last in terms of number of items about April 24th published during this period. The 
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distribution of the items published about April 24th commemoration by newspapers are given in the 

graphic below:  

 

Most of the items were published on April 24 (62 items) and April 25 (99 items). When the dates 

April 24, 25 and 26 are compared, except Sabah and Türkiye, it is observed that the number of items 

published in newspapers increased on April 25 with respect to April 24, but there is a decrease in the 

number on April 26. On the contrary, there is an increase on April 26 in Sabah and Türkiye. This 

situation arises as a result of Sabah and Türkiye’s handling April 24th commemoration predominantly 

within the context of condolences issued by the Prime Ministry and their effort to keep the message 

of condolences on the agenda as long as possible. These newspapers praised the message of 

condolences as an initiative for forward-looking hopes.  

Within the context of this study, in order to make a comparison between this year and the previous 

years, we analyzed how the April 24th commemoration has been seen on the first page of these 

newspapers since 2007. When the number of items about April 24th commemoration published in 

newspapers is compared with respect to previous years, we can say that this topic becomes more 

important for the print media due to the “condolences” issued this year.  For example, while the 

total number of news items on the first page of Aydınlık, Birgün, Hürriyet, Habertürk, Radikal, 

Sabah, Türkiye, and Zaman on April 24th of the previous seven years was 35, the number of news and 

articles published on the first page of these same newspapers on April 24, 2014 is 46; more than the 

total number of the items published for the last seven years. Even if we take into account that 

Habertürk and Aydınlık have been published since 2009 and 2011, respectively, the reason for the 

aforementioned increase is due to the issuance of the condolences, as will be presented in detail in 

the section that analyzes the headlines.  

The distribution of the number of items published in the newspapers between April 22 and 26 about 

the April 24th commemoration by the dates is given in the graph below:  
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On the other hand, it is observed that Aydınlık, Birgün, Radikal, and Sabah have started to mention 

the Armenian Genocide since April 22. The way these newspapers started to act relatively early 

compared to other newspapers can be evaluated as a sign of their wish to set the agenda. Likewise, 

Birgün published the calendar of the April 24th commemoration activities that would continue for the 

week in its news article titled “The victims of the Meds Yeghern are commemorated” dated April 22. 

Rasim Ozan Kütahyalı saved his column in Sabah for the Armenian Genocide for a whole week 

starting with an article titled “Armenian issue from another perspective” and ended this article with 

the sentence “The story will continue tomorrow in this column”. On the same date, Ahmet İnsel, in 

his article in Radikal titled “Civilization and Genocide”, both mentioned the Armenian Genocide and 

published the calendar for the commemoration activities during the April 24th week. Whereas 

Aydınlık started the discussion on the April 24th commemoration in a provocative way in the news 

article titled “Ankara keeps its silence on the alleged Armenian Genocide allegation days before April 

24th: No preparation for the 2015 by AKP”. Aydınlık becomes especially prominent as the most 

engaged media organ in the discussion of April 24th Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day and the 

Armenian Genocide. One of the reasons of this engagement is that the Chairperson of the Workers’ 

Party of Turkey, Doğu Perinçek, who is also one of the authors of the newspaper, “got a conviction 

against” the Swiss Government, which put the denial of Armenian Genocide under the category of 

criminal offense, at the European Court of Human Rights.  

The types of the published items are categorized as news articles, opinion columns, headlines, 

photograph captions, advertisements, serial articles, interviews, and comments. Of the content 

analyzed two-thirds are consisted of news articles, and one-fourth of them are opinion columns. 

During the study period, news about 1915 made the headlines 7 times. The distribution of different 

types of content per newspaper is shown in the graph below:  
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The space newspapers allocated for the April 24th Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day has not 

changed much proportionally. The distribution of the space within all the newspapers is shown in the 

graph below. 

 

April 24th Commemoration in Headlines 

Aydınlık, which published the largest number of content related to the topic, put the April 24th 

commemoration in the headlines regarding the message of condolence. In the news article that 

Aydınlık gave in the headlines on April 24, Aydınlık asks “WHICH ONE IS THE PRIME MINISTER OF 

TURKEY” by showing the photographs of both the President of the Kandilli Armenian Church 

Foundation, Dikran Kevorkyan, and Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdoğan together. Erdoğan is 

accused of “expressing the theses of Imperialism and the diaspora” while Kevorkian “defends our 

country and flag”. The newspaper’s thesis of “International imperialist conspiracy” is emphasized 

once more. Doğu Perinçek’s expression, “Only a spokesman of imperialism can make this statement”, 

repeats the conspiracy motif.  
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More “commonsensical” comments are made by retired ambassadors. For example, while Onur 

Öymen says that “Prime Minister of Turkey cannot make an April 24th statement”, Nüzhet Kandemir 

expresses the idea that “it would weaken the Turkish theses.” Another retired ambassador, Şükrü 

Elekdağ, criticizes the Prime Minister’s statement of condolence by saying that “ECHR’s decision of 

Doğu Perinçek had spoilt the game”. The basic theme in the news articles in Aydınlık is similar: The 

imperialist powers, whose game was spoilt by Perinçek, damaged the national interests by using co-

conspirator Erdoğan. The editorial warns the “national sensitivity” by asking whether “crow cries can 

prevent the flight of the falcons”. Besides, the news article titled “A support for the Armenian lie 

from PKK” completes the circle of international conspiracy.  

In the news article with the headline “Tayyip’s Text is from Washington” in Aydınlık on April 25, 

presents the message of condolence as an international conspiracy. According to the news article, 

Tayyip had to truckle to the imperialist pressure under the USA treats and despite the ECHR’s 

decision Perinçek got, “he embarked on a quest for a formula to satisfy the USA government.”  The 

first page of the newspaper is almost completely saved for the effects of the condolences released to 

the public on April 23, and this reveals, once again, the denialist manner of Aydınlık in discussing the 

Armenian Genocide. Using a large photograph, the editorial, which is published on the first page, 

quotes the press release of the Committee of Talat Pasha condemning Erdoğan. This editorial and the 

expression “1915 is a Çanakkale at the same time” quoted from the President of the Turkish 

Historical Society bring Aydınlık forward in the discriminatory discourse used in content, within the 

newspapers scanned.  
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On the other hand, Türkiye, which broadcasted the least number of items relevant to the topic, 

made April 24th in the headlines the most. It should be expressed that three headlines of Türkiye 

published in April 24, 25 and 26 (“A CENTENARY BEAT FROM ERDOĞAN! / CITIZENSHIP RIGHTS ARE 

ON THE WAY A CENTENARY BEAT!”, “THE PRIME MINISTER MESSAGE FROM THE ARMENIAN 

COMMUNITY HE COULD BE A CANDIDATE FOR THE NOBEL PRIZE / A MESSAGE FROM THE ARMENIAN 

COMMUNITY: Erdoğan is a candidate for the Nobel Prize”, “OLIVE BRANCH TO ARMENIANS 1915 IS 

OUR SHARED PAIN/HE BROKE THE HUNDERED YEARS OLD TABOO 1915 is the shared pain of all of 

us”) emphasizes Recep Tayyip Erdoğan’s message of condolences. As can be understood from these 

headlines, instead of the content of the condolences, the “mastership” of the political maneuver is 

highlighted. For instance, the news item titled “A centenary beat from Erdoğan” dated April 25, 

which evaluates the effects of the foreign policy, is as follows:  

 

It is observed that other newspapers (Sabah, Hürriyet, Habertürk, Radikal), which carried April 24th 

to the headlines, put Recep Tayyip Erdoğan’s message of condolences forward, as well. Although it is 

not one of the monitored newspapers, the most assertive headline, which states “Prime Minister 

Erdoğan broke the routine again: The 1915 Revolution”, is captioned by Akşam newspaper. On April 

25, Birgün saves an analysis article completely on the commentary of the reflections of the 

statement of condolence on other newspapers’ headlines.   
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By the way, we have to state that almost all the scanned newspapers made a collage to exhibit how 

the headlines of other newspapers reflected the April 24th news. This shows that all the actors within 

the journalism arena position themselves in relation to each other and they actively participate in 

molding public opinion especially on critical dates and events like April 24th. In the conclusion of the 

report, the importance of the discourse built around the events that make an impression on the 

collective memory in building social imaginary and the part the press plays during this process will be 

addressed.  

Getting back to the headlines of the newspapers, apart from the human dimension of the 

condolences, the theme of driving Armenia and the Armenian diaspora “into a corner” is highlighted 

in Habertürk. For example, while trying to reflect the effects of the condolences, April 25 issue of 

Habertürk shows – in a photograph as large as half of the first page - the father of Sevag Balıkçı, who 

was killed serving during his compulsory military service; just below that photograph a small news 

items titled “WHAT ABOUT THEM?” directs the readers to another news article on page 16. In that 

news article, Davutoğlu asks, addressing the Armenian diaspora: “Will they express condolences for 

our killed diplomats?” Habertürk, in this very news item, by carrying “What about them?” on the 

title, directly targets the Armenian diaspora and this news article sets a good example of the 

newspaper’s discriminatory discourse. 

In Sabah’s headline dated April 24, the sentence from the message of condolences “Let’s Transform 

Resentment to Friendship” is used. The word “resentment” functions to extenuate and ease the 

Genocide discussions. The sentence just above the headline makes it clear that the offer of 

condolences is not an apology for the Genocide, but the condolences for the ‘deportation’ (single 

quotation marks are used by the newspaper). In the spots quoted from the same conciliatory text, 

Erdoğan’s sentence “Any conscientious, fair and humanistic approach to these issues requires an 

understanding of all the sufferings endured in this period, without discriminating as to religion or 

ethnicity” is highlighted.  
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As in all the newspapers close to the government, Sabah uses a photograph of Erdoğan posing with a 

cute child in April 23rd celebrations. Here, we see an image of Erdoğan affectionately leaning forward 

to the child and smiling. As we will see in the section in which we analyze how the theme of the 

research subject is visualized in the newspapers, the motif of “Father Erdoğan” is emphasized both in 

writing and in photographs.  

In Sabah’s April 25 issue, the international effects of the message of condolences are put forward.  

With a superscript of “The world applauded Erdoğan’s message of condolences”, the title “A unique 

conciliation” is used. As was in the previous day’s headline (“Let’s Transform Resentment to 

Friendship”), by the use of the term “conciliation” in this title, it is insinuated that the issue is a 

problem that can be solved by “conciliation”. The spot “Praises rain down on Erdoğan all over the 

world” instrumentalizes the condolences by propagandizing it. Choice of only the positive reactions 

such as the expression “watershed on our pains” in Archbishop Aram Ateşyan’s – General Vicar of 

Armenian Patriarch in Turkey – statement unfolds the instrumentalization towards propaganda.  

Within the content Zaman publishes on the first page of the newspaper on April 24, an 

unimpassioned tone of language stands out. In the news item on the side column, under the Prime 

Minister’s photograph, the message of condolences is mentioned as “an interesting move”. Among 

the aforementioned headlines, the most neutral one is Radikal’s headline on April 24: “We offer our 

condolences”.  

Different from most of the other newspapers, the first page of Birgün on April 24 does not highlight 

the statement of condolences made public by the Prime Ministry; rather it canalizes it using a 

journalistic language. Neither praises like “a historical stage, this is a revolution” nor the tone of 

excessive satire as in Aydınlık become prominent. The news item is presented at the bottom of the 

page with a photograph of Erdoğan in a remote tone. On the other hand, above this news item, the 

words of some Armenian associations and surviving Armenians are put forward. For example, Nor 

Zartonk’s statement “We want justice, not compassion” and in the news box just next to it a book 

that explains what happened in 1965, the year in which the “Genocide” was commemorated globally 

for the first time, are pointed out. Just next to these two news boxes, an introduction to the news 

about Kessab Armenians, who had to leave their hometowns due to the civil war in Syria, appears.  

On the headline of Birgün on April 25, Prime Minister fades away from the scene and the expressions 

of opposing parties and associations are put forward.  In the newspaper, the term “Armenian 

Genocide”, not “1915 events”, is used. In addition to the statements of opposing parties such as ÖDP 

and HDP and human rights organizations like İHD, the statements of Hubyar Sultan Alevi Cultural 

Association are also included. In the other monitored newspapers, no news related to the Alevis’ 

attitudes are seen. Besides, the commemoration ceremony in Taksim is also reported in addition of a 

photograph.   

Columnists and the Armenian Genocide 

In 60 of the news items and articles, which are the subjects of the report, authors are not specified. 

Other contents are – in addition to the articles of opinion columnists and specified journalists – the 

articles and news items written by newspapers’ domestic representatives, particularly of İstanbul and 

Ankara, and foreign representatives like the ones in Paris and Washington and news agencies. 
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Among the columnists/journalists who have written more than one article on the topic, Rasim Ozan 

Kütahyalı is the leader (4 opinion columns in Sabah’s April 22, 23, 24, and 26 issues). Following 

Kütahyalı are Hasan Celal Güzel (2 opinion columns in Sabah’s April 25 and 26 issues), Emre Demir, 

Zaman newspaper’s representative in Paris (2 news articles in Zaman’s April 25 and 26 issues), 

Sabahattin Önkibar (2 opinion columns in Aydınlık’s April 24 and 25 issues), Taha Akyol (2 opinion 

columns in Hürriyet’s April 24 and 25 issues), and Zeynep Kuray (1 interview and 1 news article in 

Birgün’s April 23 and 25 issues). In order to exemplify, the paragraphs below are the analyses of 

opinion columns of Rasim Ozan Kütahyalı published in Sabah on April 22, 23, 24, and 26, Hasan Celal 

Güzel published in Sabah on April 25 and Sabahattin Önkibar published in Aydınlık on April 25.  

Rasim Ozan Kütahyalı starts his article series on April 22, two days before the Remembrance Day. He 

appreciates the message of condolences issued on April 23 enthusiastically and continues criticizing 

Kemalism and the Unionists (Supporters of the Committee of Union and Progress – İttihat ve Terakki 

Cemiyeti) and Talat Pasha whom he declares as responsible of the Genocide. In his article published 

on April 22, Rasim Ozan Kütahyalı starts to write how he realized the reality of the Genocide. He 

mentions the harms of the Kemalist education and puts forward that the source of Armenopobia 

(anti-Armenianist position) is the national education children are exposed in childhood: “As Turkish 

children, we already had an anti-Armenianist position due to the Kemalist education we had. Then 

they made us watch an officially produced documentary about the genocide of the Turkish nation 

carried out by the Armenians.” Kütahyalı, in his column published on April 23, determines Kemalism 

as the only suspect and emphasizes the relationship between the Kemalists and the Unionists. He 

explains what Kemalist national education taught as: “Most of the time the articles on the topic 

starts with “Nothing happened”, and then comes the lines “There were mutual massacres” and 

finally end with the sentence “Yes, it happened but it had to happen”.  

 

What dominates his column besides the condolences are praise of Erdoğan and criticism of the 

“Unionist Kemalist secularist” segment. In the praising section, he explains the importance of the 

message with respect to Turkish history as: “With this statement, another taboo of the history of the 

Turkish Republic is broken. The last taboo, which is the Armenian taboo, will be blown to bits.” The 

only suspects of the crime, the Unionists are identified as “fascists” and the historical relation 
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between Kemalists and the Unionists is emphasized: “We have to offer our condolences as a nation 

to the grandchildren of Armenian brothers and sisters, who were slaughtered by the Unionists 

fascists in 1915.” The theme of Erdoğan the Great Leader recurs: “As he has proved many times 

before, Erdoğan, once again, demonstrated globally that he is a great leader who goes beyond the 

ordinary”, “Erdoğan, with his avant-garde attitude, went beyond the ordinary once again; he 

destroyed one of the largest barriers before Turkey unexpectedly again. There is nothing as the 1915 

taboo any more. Turkey will act as a big country and reality will free us all.” And finally he declares 

the guilty: “This immoral and conscientiousless mentality appeared within the 1915 conjuncture as 

the Unionism. It appeared before us concretized as a man, named Talat, who saw people as a simple 

part of his population engineering project.” When the emphasis of the relationship between the 

Unionists, who committed the crime of Genocide, and Kemalism, who sets the denial of the 

Genocide as a corner stone of the national education, is taken into account, the general tone of the 

article series shows that the discussion of the Genocide and the message of condolences are handled 

together with the myth of Erdoğan, who is claimed to break the Kemalist domination, and that in this 

context the topic is seen to be instrumentalized in a different way by Rasim Ozan Kütahyalı. 

The article of Hasan Celal Güzel, which was published on 

April 25 in Sabah, starts by aggrandizing the period of the 

Ottoman Empire. According to the article Armenians lived 

happily as a ‘loyal’ nation while benefiting from all the 

opportunities of the Empire: “Turks and Armenians lived 

at ease and in peace on the same geography for a 

thousand years together. Among the Ottoman subjects, 

Armenians always had special importance and a special 

place. Ottomans always held Armenians, whom they 

named as Millet-i Sadıka” (i.e. loyal nation), in high 

esteem. At the end of the 19th century, there were 22 

ministers, 33 deputies, 7 ambassadors, 11 consuls, 29 

pashas, and 11 professors from the Armenian minorities 

in the Ottoman Empire.” Then come the notorious foreign 

powers, which is the main motif of the settled national 

education and schooling. Foreign powers destroy this 

fraternally common life, sowed discord among them. By 

being played by the foreign powers, Armenians starts to 

break the peace and weaken the Ottoman Empire by 

blowing a hole in the country: “Unfortunately England being in the first place, Russia, USA at later 

periods, and Armenians via the Dashnak and Hunchak terrorist gangs they founded, returned this 

appreciation with treachery.”  

Here, the themes of foreign powers, conspiracy, instigation, internal enemies of the nationalistic 

history narrative are called out. Above all, the chief point is the explicit generation of discriminatory 

discourse towards Armenians by insinuating the ‘ingratitude’ of the Armenians in the advancing 

paragraphs. It is quite significant that one of the main motifs to justify the Genocide (“They stabbed 

us in the back and we did what needed to be done”) is used in an article that defends that Genocide 

did not occur: “During the First World War they stabbed the Turkish nation from the back under the 
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aegis of Russia, and massacred Turks and Kurds. This massacre by Armenians continued heavily 

between 1915 and 1920. By embarking upon “ethnic cleansing” of the Turks especially in the east, 

southeast and south, Armenians tried to build up a geography upon which they would establish a 

country of their own.” 

The expressions like ‘To stab the Turkish nation from the back’ used in the paragraph above, present 

the Armenians as the subjects of hate, who deserve what happened to them. Then Ottoman Empire 

is absolved: “Ottoman did not slaughter any Armenian citizens; on the contrary, with all its goodwill, 

they took all the measures to ensure the safety of the deported groups.” In the meantime, even if a 

crime was committed, it is not by the state apparatus, but by the “tribes in the southeast.” However, 

Hasan Celal Güzel does not use any category of “crime”, besides he emphasizes that as well as 

Armenians, “our soldiers” were among those who died: “In the course of the attacks for brigande of 

some of the tribes in the southeast, as well as our Armenian citizens, our soldiers, who protected 

them, were also killed.” 

The author emphasizes that the number of Armenians killed was 400 thousand, yet the number of 

Turks killed was much more than that: “Especially the Ottoman archives, but at the same time 

‘National Archives and Records Administration’ (NARA), British, Russian, French and German archives 

all prove that the number of lost Armenians within this period was below 400 thousand… On the 

other hand, Armenian komitadjis killed at least 1.5 million Muslim Turks in unprecedented violence. 

Solely by the ethnic cleansing carried out in the state of Revan in the Ottoman Empire, none of the 

Turkish population left alive.” 

On the other hand, he writes that the message of condolences, which is the main issue that triggered 

the article, has “bad timing”, and emphasizes the disadvantages it will cause on the international 

level and he demands messages of condolences the Prime Minister left unsaid to be offered as well: 

“It is not possible to understand untimely issued message as the acceptance of the racist slander 

directed towards the Turkish Nation, and to aspire after compensation and demands of land. 

Meanwhile, we expect from our Prime Minister condolences not only for the Armenians, who lost 

their lives in the course of the events, but also for the Turks and the Kurds.” 

Finally, the author reverses the balance in the genocide discussion completely. Expressing that he 

“actually feels sorry for the ignoramuses and traitors among us” he repeats the thesis denying the 

Genocide: “We should emphasize that there is nothing as the Armenian Genocide, but massacred 

Turkish Nation.” 

The article titled “CONDOLENCES FOR DEPORTATION IS COLLABORATION IN THE CONSPIRACY” by 

Sabahattin Önkibar, which was published in Aydınlık on April 25, can be read to evaluate the reaction 

of the circles usually defined as “nationalitarian” to the message of condolences offered by Prime 

Minister Erdoğan. Two words in the title, “deportation” and “co-conspirator”, reveals the basic 

perception and pattern of mentality of the nationalitarian circles. First of all, the foreign powers are 

listed in the article: “Diaspora is said to respond positively. Besides USA and EU is said to applaud. We 

are talking about the Tayyip Erdoğan’s offer of condolences for the deportation.” The author defines 

the events as “deportation” and the cause of deportation is simple for him: “Why were the 

Armenians deported! Because of their collaboration with the enemy and bloodshed in Anatolia.” 
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Not only in this opinion column but the language used 

in the news items in Aydınlık, one of the words that is 

used predominantly is “even” and the discourse is in 

the form “While even Armenians said …, Erdoğan says 

…”. So in this way the insinuation that Erdoğan 

collaborates with the enemy is hinted continuously: 

“While even the Armenia’s former Prime Minister 

Katchaznouni said deportation is a necessity in war 

conditions, Tayyip Erdoğan, with his condolences, 

smooths the way for those who says it was a 

Genocide. This attitude is a way of collaborating with 

diaspora and the imperialists backing them.” Via this 

article, Sabahattin Önkibar carried on the newspaper’s 

tradition and exemplifies discriminatory discourse. 

The expression “the mission of Erdoğan” in the below 

quotation strengthens the insinuation of “co-

conspirator Erdoğan” quoted above. That is to say 

that Erdoğan is not blamed for treachery explicitly but it is ensured that the reader links up this 

secret relation: “As a matter of fact, I would be surprised if Erdoğan, who begrudged a statement and 

mercy for those whom were slaughtered by the Armenian gangs, did the opposite by his mission.” 

Thereby the statement of condolences is reflected as collaboration in conspiracy on the part 

Erdoğan, who is insinuated as the pawn of the foreign powers (holder of mission). 

The Emphasis of Condolences in April 24 Commemoration 

When the aforementioned newspapers issued between April 22 and 26, 2014 are monitored, it is 

observed that slightly a bit more than the half of the headlines were “objective” and the rest of them 

were “not objective” using the expressions like “A small compromise, a big step”, “Erdoğan issued 

the message, Yerevan burnt our flag”. While we can say that half of the newspapers had a balanced 

distribution of headlines like that, Radikal, Türkiye, Habertürk and Hürriyet are observed to subvert 

from this pattern. As can be seen in the graph below, the distributions of the headlines of the items 

published on Radikal and Türkiye are contrary to each other. 
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When the titles of the items are compared, the only newspaper that has objective titles far more 

than those that are not objective is Hürriyet. 72% of the titles of the items in Hürriyet published 

between April 22 and 26, 2014 are objective. On the other hand, it is observed that 60% of the titles 

of the items in Habertürk published on the same dates are not objective.  

When we statistically analyzed the words used on the titles of the items published on the studied 

newspapers issued between April 22 and 26, the below graphic is obtained.  

 

As can be seen from the above graphic, during the April 24th commemoration, a year before the 100th 

anniversary of the Genocide, Recep Tayyip Erdoğan who issued a message of condolences made his 

mark on the agenda. The word “Erdoğan” used in the titles of the items published on the monitored 

newspapers between April 22 and 26, 2014, is mentioned as frequent as the word “Genocide” and 

more frequent than the word “Armenian”.  

Whereas, when the first pages of the same newspapers issued between 2007 and 2014 are scanned, 

the graphic we get is completely different, as can be seen below. During the seven year period before 

2014, neither the word “Genocide” nor the word “Erdoğan” is used predominantly in the headlines 

and on the first pages of the same newspapers.   
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When the two graphs are compared, it is observed that the word “Genocide” is used more frequently 

in print media in the April 24th commemoration of 2014, a year before the 100th anniversary of the 

Armenian Genocide. It can be said that with the statement of condolences from the prime minister, 

the word ‘genocide’ has become easier to use in some circles.  While the words “Obama”, “Yerevan”, 

“road map” and “satisfied” come into prominence in the 2007-2014 graphs, these concepts gave way 

to “Turkey”, “message” and “condolences”. In 2014, other two words that come to the fore as the 

reflection of the message of condolences are “ECHR” and “Perinçek”. While the word “Armenian” 

has a relatively similar significance in both of the graphics, as can be seen on the 2014 graph, the 

word that shakes previous signs of imaginary, which leaves its mark on the social imaginary, that 

displaces some of them and that worms its way by splitting all other words, is the word “Erdoğan”. 

The similar situation arises on the visuals used in items related to April 24th; the image of Recep 

Tayyip Erdoğan appears by suppressing the visuals for the commemoration (this fact will be dealt in 

detail in the section that analyzes the visuals). By issuing the message, the Prime Minister made his 

mark on the April 24th commemoration moving ahead of the Armenian Genocide, which is the topic 

of the condolences, ahead of the both sides of the discussion whether Turkey should accept or deny 

it, third parties such as the president of USA to whom the role to act as a referee during the process 

is provided and ahead of even the message of condolences itself.  

Getting to the general content of the articles and the news items published in newspapers in 2014, in 

the beginning of the study, it was thought that these contents are to be analyzed under 5 categories, 

namely “informative / historical”, “emotional /humanitarian”, “confronting the past / social 

responsibility” “with political intentions / manipulative”, and “provocative / polarizing”. However 

during the study, it appeared that the category of “condolences” should be added to these 

categories. The distribution of content, about April 24th Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day 

published on the monitored newspapers between April 22 and 26, under the categories is shown in 

percentages in the graphic below:  
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89 of the 219 items in the monitored newspapers are the news about condolences. Under this 

category, Birgün published the least number of items (1 item) and Hürriyet, Habertürk and Sabah 

published the most. 21 of the total of 32 items, Hürriyet published, are about the condolences. This is 

followed by informative / historical news with 7 items. There was only 1 item for each of the 

remaining categories.  

Among Sabah’s items, news about the condolences – three fourth of the total – are in the 

foreground. The news item, titled “A conciliatory approach towards Armenians” written by Mesut 

Hastürk on April 25, emphasizes that Erdoğan’s message of condolences about the 1915 events has a 

widespread worldwide media coverage and highlights that this message is described as “the clearest, 

most conciliatory and the peaceful approach” by the worldwide media. Another news article, which 

is published in the same day and titled “Armenians of Turkey: We accept it with love” written by 

Mehmet Nayır, relays the impact of the message of condolences among Armenians of Turkey by 

saying “Armenian Patriarchy of Turkey made a statement: “We accept the condolences, which our 

Prime Minister offered, with love.”” Apart from the headlines, Sabah columnists – Emre Aköz with 

the title “A small compromise, a big step” (April 25), Erdal Şafak with the title “On the condolences” 

(April 25), Tulu Gümüştekin “A courageous historical transformation” (April 26), and Murat Yılmaz 

with the title “Erdoğan’s message of condolences” (April 26) – wrote articles about the condolences. 

Other examples can be added. Nearly none of the authors of Sabah skipped the condolences.  

Out of the 219 items published in the scanned newspaper, 48 of them are categorized as informative 

/ historical. Under this category, Sabah published the least number of items (1); Aydınlık, Hürriyet 

and Habertürk published the most. On the other hand, if we look at the proportional distribution of 

the items for each newspaper, Zaman leads under the category of “informative / historical” being ¼ 

of the total items under this category. 2/3 of Zaman’s total items are about the condolences. By 

publishing at least one news item under the categories of “confronting the past” and “emotional / 

humanitarian”, Zaman is quite careful not to publish under the categories “with-political-intentions / 

manipulative” and “provocative / polarizing”. 

Undoubtedly, this situation arises out of the ambivalent position the mentioned newspaper has 

towards the government. Zaman newspaper, which has broken up its relations with the government, 

neither opposes the commemoration of the Armenian Genocide and the condolences of the 

government nor supports them completely. On the one hand the columnists of Zaman, as of Radikal, 

affirm the condolences but on the other hand they are chary of the condolences. As examples to 

these articles, the article that emphasizes that “the pluralist point of view, democracy, culture and 

modernity, that is to say the human values” should apply for the “inland” as well (Hüseyin Gülerce’s 

article in Zaman dated April 25, 2014: “Next, surprising the inland…”) or the article that asks “How 

long do you think it will take to apologize from the spotless people called ‘assassins’?” (Sevgi 

Akarçeşme’s article in Zaman dated April 25, 2014: “The message of condolences is important but 

what about sincerity?”) can be given. 

Only 12 items out of the 219 items in the scanned newspapers are classified as emotional / 

humanitarian. The news items under this category out of the total number of items have a share of 

6%, as the news items under the category of confronting the past / social responsibility. Under this 

category, Habertürk published no items and Sabah, Hürriyet and Habertürk published the least 
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number of items (1 item each). The newspaper, which published the largest number of items under 

this category, is Birgün. When the distribution of the items published in Birgün is observed, 

emotional / humanitarian news are seen to be on the foreground with a 31% share. As examples, the 

interview dated April 24 and titled “How many more trees we will plant and not be able to eat its 

fruits” by Lora Baytar and the news article dated April 25 and titled “One hundred years of pain: 

Some wounds do not heal by time” by Zeynep Kuray can be given. 

 

The items under the category ‘condolences’ appear in Birgün at a minimum proportion. Yet the 

newspaper that published the largest number of news items under the category ‘confronting the 

past / social responsibility’ is Birgün. On the other hand, the newspaper that published the smallest 

number of items under the category ‘condolences’, both in number and in ratio, is Birgün. This 

attitude is a reflection of the political stance shaped by opposition to Erdoğan.   

Under the category ‘with-political-intentions/manipulative’, by taking into account the total number 

of items published in the scanned newspapers, the items published in Türkiye comes to the forefront 

– though not numerically but proportionally. The article by Rahim Er dated April 24, 2014 and titled 

“Turkish-Armenian friendship” and an article by İsmail Kapan with the same date titled “To break the 

routine for 1915”, and the headline of the newspaper’s April 26, 2014 issue (THE PRIME MINISTER 

MESSAGE FROM THE ARMENIAN COMMUNITY HE COULD BE A CANDIDATE FOR THE NOBEL PRIZE / A 

MESSAGE FROM THE ARMENIAN COMMUNITY: Erdoğan is a candidate for the Nobel Prize) can be 

given as examples for this stance.  
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Even though Aydınlık leads the category ‘informative / historical content’ with 18 items, it is quite 

difficult to say that the newspaper adopts an impartial journalistic policy; the reason being that we 

have observed a provocative / polarizing attitude in 14 items (1/4 of the total number items about 

the April 24th commemoration published in the newspaper) and 11 items with the attitude ‘with 

political intentions / manipulative’. There are almost no news items under the categories ‘emotional 

/ humanitarian’ and ‘confronting the past /social responsibility’. Taking into account all these facts, it 

can be said that besides adopting a position quite engaged in relation to April 24th commemoration, 

Aydınlık exemplifies for the ‘provocative / polarizing’ category. The quoted news item below shows 

that attitude explicitly.  
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More than half of the items published in Habertürk are left to the condolences. Following the 

condolences, ¼ of the total items published in the newspaper are provocative/polarizing news items. 

With respect to this attitude, Habertürk follows Aydınlık immediately. Informative / historical 

content has the ratio of 1/5 to the total number and there are no items under the remaining 

categories.  

Among the newspapers scanned, it can be said that Aydınlık and Habertürk generated the most 

discriminatory discourse in print media with the provocative / polarizing items they published. 

Especially Aydınlık, with the news content given as an example above, regenerates the 

discriminatory discourse targeting both Armenians and Kurds.   

Only 12 items out of the 219 items in the scanned newspapers are categorized under ‘confronting 

the past / social responsibility’. The number of items under this category has the share of only 6% 

among the total number of items. Habertürk published no items under this category; Zaman and 

Hürriyet published the least number of items (1 item each). The newspaper, which published the 

largest number of items under this category, is Birgün. Even though the number of items under the 

categories ‘condolences’ and ‘informative / historical’ has the ratio of 2/3 in Radikal, the newspaper 

proportionally comes to the forefront with news items under the category ‘confronting the past / 

social responsibility’. The articles titled “Civilization and Genocide” by Ahmet İnsel on April 22, 2014, 

“Was it a Genocide? by Cengiz Çandar on April 24, 2014, “Erdoğan’s message should be adopted, 

but…” by Koray Çalışkan, and “Congratulation and hesitation” by Cüneyt Özdemir on April 25, 2014 

are distinguished within this context. 
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April 24th Commemoration in the Visuals 

Another reflection of the fact that Recep Tayyip Erdoğan’s message of condolences had left its mark 

on the agenda of 1915 Genocide in Turkey in 2014 has become evident in the visuals along with 

other types of contents used. Visual materials were used in 113 out of the 219 news stories and 

articles that were subject to research. In proportion to the amount of content it used, Aydınlık was 

the newspaper that made use of visuals the most.  

A categorization through “commemoration ceremony image”, “state representatives”, 

“demonstration/protest”, “deportation/massacre image”, and “visuals depicting condolences” has 

been utilized regarding the content in which visual materials were used. As shown in the graph below 

with the percentage distribution of visuals in content, visuals regarding condolences constituted the 

most used visual category. Visuals depicting condolences are followed by visuals categorized under 

“commemoration ceremony visuals” and “demonstration/protest”. 

 

In the materials concerning condolences, the coincidence of the message with April 23rd Children’s 

Day, generally resulted in a prominent figure of a fatherly Erdoğan, who is smiling and caressing 

children’s cheeks, on the next day’s newspapers. For instance, in a large photo on the front page of 

Sabah’s April 24 issue, Erdoğan is seen joyously talking to little Göker to whom he delegated his seat. 

Similarly, on Türkiye’s April 24 issue, Erdoğan is seen caressing little Göker’s cheek.  
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It is actually obvious that such an image, which arose with the occasion of April 23rd, was 

manipulated and reinforced by the print media. For example, an item dated April 23 on Türkiye put 

an interviewee’s words in the headline as “We thank ‘Father Tayyip’” when covering the views of 

Armenians, living in Las Vegas, about his message of condolences. 
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Another father that came up in the messages of condolences was Garabet Balıkçı – Sevag Balıkçı’s 

father. He appeared in the headline of Habertürk’s April 25, 2014 issue: “Thanks from the 

father/Erdoğan’s message gave us joy”.  This news item can be read as a father’s (Sevag’s father) 

thanks to another father (Tayyip Erdoğan), who could sympathize with him the best. Moreover, it can 

be said that the image of “Father Tayyip” has been reinforced through the word “father”.  

 

Newspapers rather rarely gave place to deportation/massacre imagery. Yet the image of massacre 

was shown in Radikal and Sabah. On Saturday April 24, 2014 in Radikal, a visual regarding the event 
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that was named as the Musa Mountain Rebellion in history was used in an article11 titled “I WANT TO 

SAVE MY NATION FROM DISGRACE”, which was about the testimony of Mehmet Celal Bey, who is 

one of the Ottoman governors of the period, on witnessing the deportation. The visual presented the 

transfer of Armenian villagers to a refugee camp in Egypt’s Port Said by a French war ship, which 

arrived in İskenderun coasts on September 12, 1915. These villagers were from seven different 

subsidiary villages of Samandağ, a region in İskenderun. They had to climb the hills of Musa Mountain 

and resisted the government for 53 days after their goods and chattels were confiscated during the 

genocide.  

 

Sabah, included a visual of a refugee camp in Syria with the caption “Throughout the years of the 

First World War, Ottoman Armenians were forced to deport. Some of the Armenians, who were 

deported in 1915, are in Syria…” in the article titled “A conciliatory approach to Armenians”. 

 

                                                           
11

 This article is the translation, from old script, of Mehmet Celal Bey’s three part piece which was published in 

the newspaper called Vakit on December 10
th

, 12
th 

and 13
th

, 1918. 
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The visuals in the category “demonstration/protest” were primarily on the news about the 

demonstrations that were held in Haydarpaşa Railway Station and on İstiklal Street and organized by 

The Platform for the Commemoration of April 24th Armenian Genocide. 

On the other hand, two news items that were often used side by side had their visuals under the 

category of “demonstration/protest”: the news about the Turkish flag burnt by a group of protestors 

gathered in front of the Museum of Genocide during the “torch walk” in Armenia on April 24th and 

the news about the Turks, who invaded a pavement in front of the Washington Embassy of Turkey, in 

order to prevent the Armenians, who wanted to commemorate April 24th in front of the Embassy two 

days before. This usage itself reproduces the discriminatory discourse either consciously or 

unconsciously. 

Data Appeared on the News Stories and Articles about Armenian Genocide 

Quantitative data were not used in 202 items out of the 219 items published in the newspapers that 

were scanned regarding the 1915 Armenian Genocide. The death toll was reported as 1.5 million in 8 

items. Furthermore, none of the items conveyed any details about the numbers in terms of 

attributes like woman, man, child, young, old etc. It was determined that usually no references were 

consulted in preparation of these contents. In those items, which consulted references (8), it was 

observed that history books were used. Direct testimonial was used only in the interview titled “How 

many more trees we will plant and not be able to eat its fruits” conducted by Lora Baytar on Birgün’s 

April 24 issue. 

While a detailed information transfer about Armenian Genocide was encountered in Cengiz Çandar’s 

article that was published on April 24 in Radikal with the title “Was it genocide?”, it was seen that 

Ahmet İnsel’s article titled “Civilization and Genocide” on April 22 brought forward the historical 

debates in a conceptual framework on the same newspaper. Except Radikal, no traces of information 

transfer of this kind were encountered in the other newspapers. 

 

In reviews and news articles, widest coverage was mostly given to the statements of state and 

political party representatives from Turkey and elsewhere in the world. To give an example, 

statements by Barack Obama primarily, along with Secretary of State John Kerry, spokesperson for 

the Department of State Jen Psaki, US Ambassador to Armenia John Heffern and US Ambassador to 

Azerbaijan Matthew Bryza were referred to. Among other state representatives and politicians, who 

were referred to, were President of France Francois Hollande, President of Armenia Serzh Sargsyan, 
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President of Azerbaijan Ilham Aliyev, Chairman of Organization for Liberation of Karabakh Akif Nagi 

and Chairman of Azerbaijan’s Party of Hope İkbal Ağazade. 

As for Turkey, statements of Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, primarily, along with Minister of 

Foreign Affairs Ahmet Davutoğlu, Parliamentary Spokesperson Cemil Çiçek and AKP Deputy Burhan 

Kuzu were mostly referred. Turkish Ambassador to France Hakkı Akil, General Director of State 

Archives Assoc. Prof. Dr. Uğur Ünal and President of Turkish Historical Society Prof. Dr. Metin Hülagü 

were also among bureaucrats that were referred to. 

From the opposition, views of Vice Chairman of CHP Haluk Koç, Vice Foreign Affairs Chair of CHP 

Faruk Loğoğlu, former member of CHP’s Foreign Affairs Commission Aytuğ Atıcı, Chairman of MHP 

Devlet Bahçeli, Group Deputy Chairman of MHP Yusuf Halacoglu, Co-chairman of BDP Selahattin 

Demirtaş, Chairman of İP Doğu Perinçek and Vice Chairman of İP Ferit İlsever were conveyed. 

Besides active politicians and state representatives, testimonies and opinions of former politicians 

such as Ottoman governor Mehmet Celal Bey, Armenian President in 1920 Hovhannes Katchaznouni 

and Turkey’s 9th President Süleyman Dermirel along with former affiliates of Republic of Turkey’s 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs such as former Undersecretary Onur Öymen, and retired Ambassadors 

Nüzhet Kandemir, Şükrü Elekdağ, Volkan Vural and Pulat Tacar were also consulted for their 

witnessing and opinions. 

In contents, in which umbrella organizations, or their representatives, of both Turkish and Armenian 

diaspora in Europe and the USA such as Ara Toronian, the Vice President of Coordination Council of 

Armenian Organizations of France, Armenian National Committee of America (ANCA) and Assembly 

of Turkish American Associations (ATAA) were mentioned, well-known people from Armenian 

diaspora such as Patrick Devedjiyan, Vicken Cheterian and Charles Aznavour were also included. 

From Armenians in Turkey, Patriarchal Vicar Aram Ateshyan, President of Kandilli Armenian Church 

Dikran Kevorkyan, Headman of Vakıflı Village Berç Kartun and Nor Zartonk’s statements were 

referred to.  

Opinions of representatives of non-governmental organizations like Turkey Kamu-Sen Chairman 

İsmail Koncuk, Open Society Foundation Chairman of Executive Board İshak Alaton, Republic Women 

Foundation Chairwoman of Maltepe Branch Günay Birecik, and Caucasian-Chechen Foundation 

Chairman Muharrem Çeçen were also included. Intellectuals and columnists like Etyen Mahçupyan, 

Markar Esanyan and Baskın Oran were referred to as well.  

Lebanese artist Rabih Mroue, Armenian historian Ara Sarafian, Historian at Sabancı University Assoc. 

Prof. Dr. Halil Berktay, international relations expert Prof. Dr. Hasan Köni and Mehmet Perinçek were 

also among those whose views are asked. Statements of Diyarbakır Bar Chairman Tahir Elçi, lawyers 

of Hrant Dink and Zirve massacre cases Erdal Doğan and Erdem Akyüz also have their voice in the 

press.  

Doubtless to say, to whom the floor is given and who takes the floor to speak constitutes great 

importance for identifying the sides of the phenomenon. It would not be a mistake to say that the 

discursive sphere regarding April 24th Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day is primarily composed 

of state representatives and politicians. When 1915 Armenian Genocide is the case, it is evident that 
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statements of Armenian and Turkish diaspora in Europe and especially in the USA are indispensable. 

Although the media coverage of commemorations of April 24th has slightly changed with the message 

of condolences, it can be argued that the main actors and dominant debates (especially those about 

naming the genocide) defend and aim to further maintain their longstanding positions in the 

discursive sphere. In the meantime, the USA government is taken as a kind of referee. The alignment 

of Armenia, Armenian diaspora in France and in the USA is positioned against the alignment of 

Turkey, Azerbaijan, Karabakh and Turkish diaspora in the USA. 

Following Erdoğan’s message of condolences regarding the 1915 events, the resignation of Prof. Dr. 

Metin Hülagü is important. Prof. Hülagü was the President of the Turkish Historical Association, 

which aims to produce a particular kind of information about 1915 under state control to use as a 

trump card for the current debate. Metin Hülagü’s position as the state’s staffed scientist and views, 

which partly contradict the message of condolences, are depicted on Radikal’s news item titled 

“Armenian history from the academics’ perspective” on April 26. 

24 April 1915: A Naming Issue 

If we study how the incident is named in 219 items, it is seen that “1915 events” and “alleged 

genocide”12 are in the lead (with 53 items). While any kind of naming was avoided in 40 items, 

“deportation” was used in 25, metaphors were used instead of any direct naming in 17 items and 

“genocide” was used only in 15 items. The distribution of various forms of naming is shown in the 

following graph.  

 

                                                           
12

Although “alleged genocide” was not directly used in the content, terms like “genocide allegation” and 

“genocide lie” were also evaluated under the “alleged genocide” category. 

1 

14 

15 

17 

25 

40 

53 

53 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Massacre

Armenian problem

Genocide

Metaphorical

Deportation

No naming

Alleged genocide

1915 events



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: January - December 2014 

 

85 
 

If we take a look at the distribution of the incident’s naming across newspapers, the discrepancy 

between Birgün and Aydınlık is the first to stand out. 

 

In Aydınlık, where “alleged genocide” was heavily used, while “1915 events”, which can be regarded 

as the most neutral term, was used in only one item, “massacre” and metaphorical namings did not 

exist at all. To the contrary, in Birgün, the term “genocide” was heavily used while the namings 

“alleged genocide,” “Armenian problem,” and “deportation” were not included.  Besides Birgün, 

Radikal was another newspaper that never used the term “alleged genocide”. Habertürk and 

Hürriyet mostly used the term “1915 events” in their contents. Whereas, while the term “genocide” 

was seen on Zaman and Sabah, their use was limited to only 2 items each. Distribution of the 

newspapers in using the term “genocide” in their contents is shown in the graph below. 

 

Undoubtedly, the naming issue, which is put forward on remembrance days of memorable social 

traumas like the Armenian Genocide, does not only concern the naming of the massacre in question. 

As much as naming the massacre, whether and how victims and perpetrators are named are also 

considerably important.  

In that case, how were the victims named? In 73 out of the 219 items, namely one third of the total 

number, the victims were not named at all. Not naming the victim is indicative of the denial of 
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genocide on its own. In the remaining items several terms like “Armenian gangs”, “Armenians and 

Armenian Diaspora”, “Christians”, “Victims”, “Sufferers”, “Turks and Muslims”, “Those who lost their 

lives” were used to describe the victims. In 128 of the 148 items that naming took place, the victims 

were named as “Armenians and Armenian Diaspora”. The remaining namings were “Armenian 

gangs”, “Christians”, “Victims”, and “Sufferers”. The naming “Armenian gangs” mostly appeared in 

Aydınlık. 

In the case of the perpetrators, 179 out of 219 items – i.e. 80% of the total items – did not name 

perpetrators. This is undoubtedly a striking result. Most of the scanned newspapers described 1915 

as if it was a natural event without any perpetrators or a self-inflicted disaster. It is possible to say 

that this percentage is more or less the same in all the newspapers studied, except for Radikal. Not 

mentioning the perpetrator in any of the contents they published, Türkiye, Habertürk and Hürriyet 

avoided naming of this kind through a meticulous and cautious effort. In the remaining items, 

perpetrators were named as “Unionists”, “Ottoman Empire”, “Turkish nation”, and “Turkey”. The 

distribution of newspapers that named perpetrators is shown in the graph below. 

 

As the above graph depicts, Sabah and Zaman demonstrates harmony to some extent by referring to 

the perpetrators as “Unionists” and thus by making a reference to a more specific perpetrator other 

than the Ottoman Empire and Turkey – i.e. to the Unionists – they put the blame fully on the 

Unionist establishment.  

The reasons for the Armenian Genocide were mentioned only in 19% of the items. Aydınlık was the 

newspaper, which laid most emphasis on the reasons. Among the reasons of the incident, rationales 

like “Collaboration with the enemy”, “War”, “Defending of the country” were listed. Of course 

“Collaboration with the enemy” and “Defending of the country” refers to the conditions of “War”; 

however, they are part of a more specified narration. These two categories were observed heavily in 

Aydınlık. Speaking of reasons like “defending the country” or “collaboration” after events like 

massacre and genocide plays a function of legitimizing the crimes at hand. In this sense, Aydınlık 
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regenerates the discriminatory discourse by legitimizing the crime of Armenian Genocide after 99 

years.  

The crimes that were committed during the Genocide were not mentioned in 183 out of the 219 

items. In the remaining contents, these crimes were mentioned as “death walk” (Radikal), “sad 

events” (Aydınlık), “crimes against humanity” (Birgün, Habertürk, Radikal, Sabah), “tragic events” 

(Aydınlık, Habertürk), “Meds Yeghern” (Habertürk), “big massacre” (Hürriyet), “terror” (Aydınlık), 

“calamity” (Hürriyet), “black page” (Zaman), “massacre” (Aydınlık, Habertürk), “mass destruction” 

(Radikal), “terrible events” (Zaman), “genocide” (Radikal), “deportation” (Radikal), “tragedy” 

(Sabah), “cruelty” (Zaman), “atrocity” (Sabah). How crimes are described is as important as them 

being named. Committed crimes get lightened as they get ambiguous; genocide becomes distant and 

experiences are covered as committed crimes get lightened. 

Values Referred When Talking About April 24th 

In 125 out of the 219 items, in other words more than half of the total, no values were referred to. In 

the remaining items, values such as “human rights”, “humanity”, “justice”, “independence, unity”, 

“peace”, “democracy culture”, “friendship”, “tolerance”, “serenity”, “Turkey’s reputation”, “historical 

reality”, and “international law” were mentioned. The most frequent reference was made to 

“peace”; Sabah (6 items), Radikal and Hürriyet (4 items each) were the newspapers that referred to 

“peace” the most. “Justice” was the second most referred concept (16 items in total) after “peace”. 

This is followed by “humanity” with 14 items. In Birgün’s items “human rights” in addition to 

“humanity” was prominent and in Radikal “democracy culture” instead of “humanity” was 

emphasized. While Birgün was the only newspaper that mentioned “human rights”, “democracy 

culture” was encountered in Türkiye and Zaman though rather rarely. Whereas references like 

“independence, unity” and “Turkey’s reputation” were observed only in Aydınlık. Aydınlık was also 

the only newspaper that did not refer to “peace” at all. As the most referenced concept on this 

newspaper, “international law”, was used almost only in Aydınlık and as it can be seen in the content 

visual below, it was related to the decisions of ECHR in which Doğu Perinçek was engaged in the 

lawsuit with the Swedish government. 
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Armenian Genocide and Similar Events in Different Imaginaries   

In 65 items out of 219, other historical facts and events were referred to while speaking of Armenian 

Genocide. When talking about the April 24th, depending on the framework of their editorial policy, 

political engagement and worldview, each newspaper acted differently; sometimes they referred to 

other massacres taken place on these lands and sometimes put forward different facts and events 

with a tendency for historically balancing or reducing the weight of Armenian Genocide.  

 



Hate Speech and Discriminatory Discourse in the Media: January - December 2014 

 

89 
 

To begin with Aydınlık, “ECHR decisions”, “Kurdish Initiative”, “Attacks on the Turkish diplomats”,  

“ASALA”, “Khojaly massacre”, “Karabakh problem”, “the Holocaust”, “French Constitutional Court 

decisions”, and “Orly proceedings” were other historical events that were highlighted when 

mentioning the April 24th. Birgün mentioned “Hrant Dink murder”, Bosnia, Iraq, Syria, Africa, 

Chechnya, Afghanistan, Maritsa Küçük murder, Sevag Balıkçı murder, Kurdish, Dersim and Alewi 

initiatives and wars in Karabakh, Roboski and Syria. When covering April 24th, Hürriyet made 

references to 6-7 September events, Hrant Dink murder, Balkan War, Dersim massacre and the 

Holocaust. Habertürk recited highly disparate historical events like “1885-1919 Armenian rebellions”, 

“violence committed by Armenians from 1974 to date”, Dersim massacre, Khojaly massacre, Hrant 

Dink murder, Sevag Balıkçı murder and the assassination of Talat Pasha. Radikal addressed 

occupation of Azerbaijan, Gezi events, May Day, Kurdish issue, Hrant Dink murder, Sevag Balıkçı 

murder, massacres in Cambodia, Bosnia, Kosovo and Iraq, and genocides carried out against Kurds. 

Sabah prated similar sins of the Unionist mindset such as the Dersim massacre, dissolution of 

minorities, “suppression of Kurdish issue with blood”, Independence tribunals and “banning of 

learning Qur’an”. Zaman, on the other hand, brought up the Dersim massacre, Uludere, Hrant Dink, 

the Holocaust and assaults against Turkish diplomats. No reference of this kind could be found in 

Türkiye.  

Various Demands for Memory Regarding 1915 

In 139 out of 219 items, no demands whatsoever related to the 1915 events were mentioned. In the 

remaining 80 items, the demands in question were classified as “apology”, “securing justice”, 

“peace”, “reckoning with the past”, “denial”, and “recognition of genocide”.  Accordingly, “reckoning 

with the past” constituted 14% of all items being the most claimed demand, whereas “securing 

justice” constituted only 7%. Contents that conveyed the demand for “recognition of genocide” in a 

more straightforward way compared to the demand for “reckoning with the past” made 7% of the 

total number of items. “Apology” was encountered only in two items (in Hürriyet and Habertürk) 

while demand for “peace” was seen in three items (in Radikal, Sabah, Türkiye). The only newspaper 

that brought up the demand for “denial” in a loud and clear way was Aydınlık. Putting this demand 

aside, the proportion of published demands, which can be referred to as demands for memory and 

are classified as “ apology”, “securing justice”, “peace”, “reckoning with the past” and “recognizing 

the genocide”, to the total number of contents published about 1915 in each newspaper can be seen 

in the graph below.  
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Distribution of demand for memory across newspapers (%) 

 

Birgün was the newspaper with the most demands for memory in proportion to the number of 

contents published (three fourths). Although Radikal published more items with demands for 

memory in terms of numbers, the proportion was two thirds relative to the overall of its published 

items.  Moreover, while Hürriyet, Habertürk and Zaman published demands for memory in one 

fourth of their published contents, this proportion was one fifth for Sabah and Türkiye. Aydınlık was 

the newspaper, which called for the smallest proportion of demands for memory. 

Birgün’s main examples regarding demands for memory were 

Nor Zartonk’s press release with the title “We want justice, not 

compassion” and Hüseyin Aygün’s article titled “Knowing” on 

April 24. 

In his article that was published on Birgün on April 24, Hüseyin 

Aygün points to the importance of reckoning with the past in 

the context of Armenian Genocide: “You will be ashamed if 

you know what the Ottoman did to the Armenian ninety nine 

years ago. The scaffolds in Beyazıt - İstanbul for the twenties, 

those who are gathered together and brought from Van, those 

cut into pieces by two thousand knives before the walls of 

Diyarbakır, those who were drowned in the river, those who 

had to let go of her mother’s hand within the hungry, naked, 

thirsty, and weary groups, twelve thousand “adopted” 

children, those who were vanished under the desert sun. You 

would blush because of rage, you would be ashamed. You would go red because of Hrant whose 

blood is still hot and because of graceful Sevag who were shot to dead while on duty in the army. 

When you are ashamed, you humanize. You apologize from the ninety-nine years of pain and 

destruction. From the wind in the desert, from the baby in the river, from those who were executed 

in Beyazıt. From millions of death who turned ninety-nine. You apologize.” 
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Conclusion: 1915 and the fragmented social imaginary 

Print media not only offers information and reflects knowledge shared by society but also 

contributes to the molding of public opinion and building and structuring social representations. 

According to Daniel Cornu, journalists are primarily a direct and indirect observer but at the same 

time she is also the person who interprets and assesses events based on a view, affect and judgment. 

When generating content she picks and organizes information regarding the event and shapes them 

according to the political attitude of their newspaper.13 In this sense, information appearing on print 

media is by no means reality; instead, it is the image of reality that passes through the mediation of a 

series of curved mirrors.14 As a matter of fact, it is a “simulacra” of reality according to Jean 

Beaudrillard.15  

Maxwell McCombs and Donald Shaw claim that some historical events are allowed for via a selection 

process of media while others are not; and thus, information is hierarchized. Due to this attribute, 

media have a considerable amount of influence on the formation of public opinion. Events that make 

an appearance on media are conveyed and remembered, while those, which cannot make it, fall into 

oblivion. 16  

In short, visual and print media form the majority of public opinion by selecting and sorting out 

information, then narrating and making it a part of a discursive whole, setting the agenda and 

presenting reality with crystallized and structured images. They not only settle with generating 

current social and collective representations, but also beyond these they provide formation of social 

imaginary and collective memories. 

Social representations have great importance in guiding individuals’ behaviors, social practices, 

performances and relationships. According to Dennis Jodelet, social representations constitute a type 

of information that is socially generated and shared and serves the establishment of common 

reality.17 Social representations are the well-organized aggregation of opinion, attitude and beliefs 

towards an object18; on the verge of what is individualistic and collective, they ensure persons and 

groups to make sense of their behaviors, understand/construe reality based on their reference 

systems, and thus, find their place in the social world surrounding them and conduct daily lives.19  

Cornelius Castoriadis emphasizes the concept of magma when he talks about social imaginary in his 

book The Imaginary Institution of Society. “The existing signs of imaginary in a given society offer us a 

type of organization unknown in other spheres up until now. An organizational type of non-unifiable 

cluster. I call this type magma. Magma “contains” clusters but it cannot be reduced to clusters or 
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systems of clusters no matter how rich and complicated they are.”20 During the formation of 

imaginaries – either the common imaginary of the entire society or dissociated imaginaries of 

different groups within a society – various signs of imaginary are selected and revealed from the 

magma which in a way can also be described as social subconscious. 

Furthermore, collective memory theoretician Maurice Halbwachs emphasizes that the past is not 

kept hidden subconsciously in underground galleries of the human mind as completed images 

waiting to be called; but reestablished in the present time.21 For Halbwachs, remembrance of the 

past means rather reinterpreting, reshaping and reestablishing the past based on the current social 

frameworks of the group one belongs to.22 There are as many different collective memories as there 

are different groups in a society.23 Memory is always carried out and kept alive by a particular group. 

Memory differs from history in these senses: History is singular. Yet there is more than one collective 

memory. Memory addresses the concrete, life experiences, plural experience, sacredness, and 

image. History does not hold a power to perceive the experience; it claims universality.24 Memory is 

never frozen; it is rather in a constant transformation.25 According to history, time is split into 

periods; it is built on the separation of present from the past. Collective memory, however, is 

dispersed over time. Memory does not accept that moments have gone by; it still corresponds to an 

existing past.26
 

Different social representations, which are created around massacres and their remembrance days 

by print media, offer us information about various social imaginaries and collective memory groups 

existing within a society and establish, ruin, restructure, transform and strengthen these 

aforementioned groups per se. 

Within the framework of subject matter of our file, April 24th Armenian Genocide Remembrance Day, 

the analysis on print media’s weaving of discourse and making of social representations, chiefly 

shows us that social imaginary has a fragmented structure in Turkey. Various groups of social 

imaginary and collective memory differentiated themselves from the others once more through 

representations created in print media within the framework of April 24th Remembrance Day and 

thus strengthened their existence. In almost all of the scanned newspapers, by including a collage, 

which exhibits the headlines on April 24th of other newspapers, they position themselves in relation 

to each other. Thus that serves as a datum supporting the aforementioned differentiation. In this 

context, it can be said that media organs have largely instrumentalized April 24th Remembrance. 

Undoubtedly, the marginalizing language and discriminatory discourse used in some newspapers 

were influential on the emergence of such separation in the social imaginary within the context of 

April 24th.  
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Looking at the overall data, it is seen that the word “genocide” has entered in the social imaginary via 

print media a year before the centenary; however, this important development is overshadowed by 

Recep Tayyip Erdoğan who left his mark on the social imaginary by the message of condolences. 

On the other hand, two news items were used by almost all newspapers side by side: the news about 

the Turkish flag burnt by a group of protestors gathered in front of the Museum of Genocide during 

the “torch walk” in Armenia on April 24 and the news about the Turks who invaded a pavement in 

front of the Washington Embassy of Turkey in order to prevent the Armenians who wanted to 

commemorate April 24th in front of the Embassy two days before. Almost all of the newspapers’ use 

of these two specific news items together is a sign that the polarization in social imaginary is not over 

and the discriminatory discourse is carried out in all the newspapers, whether deliberately or not. 

Apart from the message of condolences, making peace in the social imaginary undoubtedly requires 

more serious steps towards reckoning with the past. 

The below depiction is clarified about the presentation of social representation by the press, which 

are scanned focusing on the discriminatory discourse around the April 24th The Armenian Genocide 

Remembrance Day, and clarified about the groups of imaginary and memory structured by these 

newspapers.   

Sabah has put forward primarily the news about the condolences in a pro-government attitude 

underrating the reality of genocide. According to the social representation generated by this 

newspaper, “father” Erdoğan is a neutral and supra-political figure who reconciles Armenians and 

Turks. Newspaper aims to exclude social imaginary from the context of “genocide” and reconstitute 

the social imaginary in the context of “condolences”. According to this imaginary, with the message 

of condolences, we have made a centenary beat to the malevolent Armenian “factors” and hence 

have shot ahead. This collective memory group who wants to ease the weight of 1915 in memories 

and remember the Armenian Genocide with the condolences, names the perpetrator as the 

“Unionists”. A hundred years of crime is disposed by a centenary beat. The condolences are offered, 

and the case is closed. Sabah newspaper adopts this attitude of putting the crime of genocide into 

cold storage.  

Türkiye newspaper makes a similar impression to Sabah. By using the items of political intentions / 

manipulative content, Türkiye supports the imaginary equivalent to the social imaginary Sabah tries 

to constitute with the pro-government attitude. It amplifies the image of powerful Erdoğan with the 

“candidate to Nobel prize” discourse.  

Aydınlık, on the other hand, starts the discussion around the April 24th commemoration in a 

provocative way. It becomes prominent by being the most engaged media organ in the genocide 

discussion. This social imaginary, built upon the denial of genocide, brings “internal powers”, which 

want to destroy Turkey, and “imperialist” foreign powers from the magma to the surface. Hereby, a 

representation of Turkey, which is being forced into the corner, and a country, whose “honor”, 

“independence and unity” is in danger, is depicted. This imaginary fed by the representations of 

internal and foreign powers regenerates the discriminatory discourse about Armenians and Kurdish 

people. From the perspective of collective memory, the newspaper prefers to remember/remind of 

the Battle of Gallipoli, Armenian gangs, attacks on the Turkish diplomats, ASALA, Khojaly massacre, 

and the Karabakh problem when told 1915. Being the only newspaper, which did not refer to 
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“peace”, Aydınlık is not after reckoning with the past, but after justifying the crimes committed by 

using “Collaboration with the enemy”, “War”, “Defense of the motherland” as justification.  

With the cautious stance loyal to state traditions, Hürriyet differs from the other newspapers. The 

newspaper shows attention to use objective language in contents, headlines and texts. The social 

imaginary Hürriyet serves for, on the one hand, affirms the statement of condolences and on the 

other hand highlights the need for care in the genocide issue and emphasizes not to vitiate “ultimate 

interests” of the state. Even though Hürriyet is attentive to the change the message of condolences 

caused in the collective social imaginary of Turkey, it is observed that the newspaper mentions 

events like the Hrant Dink murder, Balkan War, Dersim Massacre, the events of September 6/7, and 

the Holocaust.  

Saving more than half of the published items for the condolences, along with the human dimension 

of the condolences, the theme of “cornering” Armenian diaspora is significant in Habertürk. The 

figure of “murdered Turkish diplomats” emerges from the social subconscious (magma). With the 

title “What about them”, Armenian diaspora is targeted. With provocative /polarizing items, the 

social imaginary Habertürk tries to build is nourished from the discriminatory discourse. The relation 

between the future and this imagery, which does not allow for reckoning with the past, is quite 

obscure: It refers to completely different events such as Armenian riots between 1885 and 1919, 

Armenian-induced violence since 1974, Dersim massacre, Khojaly massacre, Hrant Dink murder, 

Sevag Balıkçı murder, and the assassination of Talat Pasha.  

After the alliance with the government is broken, an emotionless language and “objectivity” comes 

to the fore in Zaman newspaper. However, after dissociating from the government, the social 

imaginary the newspaper is trying to build has not rallied and is not ready for the arguments on 

“genocide”. While affirming the condolences, the newspaper tries to keep the operations, which 

were carried out after December 17, on the agenda at the same time.  

The newspapers Radikal and Birgün differ from the other newspaper in the social imaginary they try 

to build. Even though both Radikal and Birgün share and try to build the same social imaginary, they 

realize this via slightly different social representations. First of all it should be emphasized that both 

Radikal and Birgün are on the same group, which gives floor to the victims, brings the demands for 

memory to the fore and gives coverage to informative items. The message of condolences is not 

brought forward in Birgün; on the contrary it is banalized by using journalistic language. The 

statement of condolences, the content of which is either criticized or affirmed by different positions, 

and yet which has great importance in the arguments of Armenian Genocide, receives small coverage 

in Birgün; this shows a different sort of political preference. On the other hand, Radikal used a 

headline, which is neutral to the subject (“We offer our condolences”). Yet the visual used for this 

headline has not differed from the other newspapers, Prime Minister Erdoğan is reflected as a 

fatherly figure. In the items published in Birgün, in addition to “humanity” the concept of “human 

rights” is prominent; whereas in Radikal, it is observed that instead of “human rights”, “democracy 

culture” is highlighted. Both newspapers are the ones, which gave the widest coverage to the 

demands of memory and to the issue of reckoning with the past. Both newspapers consider it 

necessary to remember/remind Hrant Dink being in the first place, Maritsa Küçük and Sevag Balıkçı 

murders, Dersim and Roboski massacres along with the April 24th. Furthermore, it is determined that 
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Radikal strengthens the aforementioned world of imaginary by reviving current injustices (such as 

the disproportionate use of force by the government during the Gezi events, ban on celebrations of 

May Day in Taksim, getting no result on the investigations of Hrant Dink and Sevag Balıkçı murders) 

and approach critically the sincerity of the message of condolences and its reflection on action. When 

considered from this aspect, within the context of April 24th commemoration, it can be said that 

Birgün tries to assert its own agenda, while Radikal prefers to fight against the government within 

the agenda and that in this sense these two newspapers instrumentalize the April 24th 

commemoration in different ways. 

 


