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PEYAMA DIiTAMé

Navenda Lékolinén Civaki ya Dicley&(DiTAM) saziyeke ramani ye ku di sala 2010an de bi
hevkariya rewsenbir G niviskaran hatiye damezrandin. Armanca DITAMé& ew e ku di seri de i
Diyarbekiré, derhegé mijarén abori, civaki  siyasi de bi pisporan re I1ékolinan bike G bike ku derhegé
mijaré de insan bigihén zanyariyén eskere @ bihGrgilt G bi van zanyariyan kése bén careserkirin.

Lékolina Di Konteksta Késeya Kurd De Tégihana Kurdan Bo Medyaya Tirkiyeyé ji xebateke
wusa ye ku bi vé armancé hatiye mesandin. Carcoveya xebata me ew e ku ka nézikahiya tarixi ya li
hemberi késeya kurd a medyaya Tirkiyeyé ji héla kurdan ve gcawa té tégihistin, encamén vé
nézikahiyé yén di waré késeya kurd G astiya civaki de binirxine @ vé nirxandiné bi raya gisti ya késeya
kurd re par bike.

Lékolina me polittkayén medyaya aligiré igtidaré ku ji fédeya welatiyan, rasteqginiyé G
prensibén rojnamegeriyé dar e, weke di nimlneya késeya kurd de, rola wé ya di berlégirtina
careseriya kégeyan de ji nigag dike. Welatiyén kurd, di encama tecrubeya salan de mixabin bi
politikayén medyaya Tirkiyeyé G nlGgeyén wé bawer nakin, gumana wan ji vé medyayé U ndceyén
wé zéde heye (0 néziki wé nabin.

Lékolina me ya qgadi bale dikése ser mijarén ku divé ji nG ve té werin fikirin 0 ji bo
veguherandina wan hewldan divé yén weke tégihana kurdan bo medyaya Tirkiyey&, sedemén
berceste yén péneewlehiya |li hemberi medyaya Tirkiyeyé G rola medyaya Tirkiyeyé di prosesa
gareseriyé de.

Zanyariya heri berbigav a I1ékolina me ew e; li ciyé ku medya berberiyé bike, di bin zextén
abori, siyasi G higdql de, di bin sansur U otosansuré de be ne mimkun e ku zimané astiyé bihéz bibe.
Encamén I€ékoliné disa pistrast dikin ku terkkirina zimané ser O pevglné ¢i qasi girédayi durbdna ji
igtidarén siyasi G gribén sermayeyé be, ew gas ji girédayi nézikahiyén ideolojik U aidiyetén politik én
tund e.

Weke gotinén dawi, divé bé diyarkirin ku tégihana kurdan bo medyaya Tirkiyeyé di waré
késeya kurd de ne tené berpirsiyariyé dixe stlyé medyayé, dixe stlyé gistiya civaké. Cimki yek ji
mercén heri giring én avakirina astiyé ji ew e ku insan derhegé mijarén bipev¢in de bi awayeke
berfireh xwedi zanyariyan bin. Em hévi dikin ku Iékolina me piceki alikariyé bike da ku ev zanyari 0
asti pék werin.

SEROKE LIJNEYA REVEBIR
MEHMET VURAL
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DESTPEK

Di waré civaki de bi gasi gareseriya mijarén pev¢lnan, di pésketin 0 giranblna rewsa
pevclnan de bixwe rola medyayé, weke di temamé sedsala bori de Tro ji mijareke nigasé ya giring
e. Naverokeke giring a van nigasan ew e ku ka medya di asta neteweyi yan ji navneteweyi de di
mijara pevgldneke li erdnigariyeke diyar de nemaze ci dide aktorén ku bi hukimetan re, bi igtidarén
siyasi re yan ji bi otoriteyén din re pev digin yan ji ci dide besén civaki yén rajér an bindest. Bi baldari
té sopandin U Iékolinkirin ku ka bi ¢i awayi ji van besan re di medyayé de ci hatiye vegetandin,
aktorén péwendidar bi awayeke wekhev G hegani hatine temsilkirin an na, yan ji mijara pevginé ji
pédiviyén konjonkturel én siyaseté cihé té nirxandin an na.

Bo nimUne; di prosesén tékosina li diji rejima nijadperest a li Efriqaya BasUr de ji, di prosesa
pevciné ya li Trlandaya Bakur bi salén dadiréj berdewam kiriye de ji, di pevclna nevxweyi ya 52 salan
navbera dewleta Kolombiyayé 0 Hézén Cekdar én Soresger én Kolombiyay&(FARC) ajotiye de ji
tékiliya blyeran li gel medyayé 0 awayé cigirtina wan di medyayé de blne mijarén gelek xebatén
akademik. Ne tené di serdemén pevcglnan de, her tim déhn G bala I1&ékoleran li ser e U hewcedari bi
nirxandiné dibinin ku ka irlandi, resik, binecih, bi gotineke din besén ku li erdnigariyeké ji aliyé erka
siyasi ve tén cewisandin di medyayé de bi gisti ci dibinin an na, medyaya wan bi xwe heye yan na,
yan ji derfeta wan a istthdamé di medyayé de heye yan na. Cimki ev mijar daneyén watedar péskés
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dikin ji bo ku meriv rewsa pasguhkiriné yan ji bindestiyé ya besén ¢cewisandi yan ji heblna wan hati
redkirin G inkarkirin, fam bike.

Medya; di avakirin G parastina pergaleke demokratik, pluralist G astiyane U gelemperiyé de
xwedi roleke heyatiye. Nemaze di civakén ku xwedi raboriyeke bi pev¢dn G tundiya etnik, oli G kulturi
ne de, di danina normén astiyane U lihevhatiné de rojnamegeri G rojnamegeriya astiyane xwedi
peywirén giring in. UNESCO di danezana xwe ya bi tarixa 1978an de, ya bi navé “Danezana Prensibén
Esas En Li Diji Nijadperestiyé G Ciyawaziyé”, dibé&je “Navginén Ragihandina Girseyi(medya) di
xurtkirina astiyé G fambariya navneteweyi de U li diji nijadperestiyé, ciyawaziya nijadi U fitkirina ser
mecbdr e alikariyé bike”(Ya ku neqgl dike: Alankus, 2016:17) G bi awayeke net bale dikése ser vé
berspirsiyariyé. Lynch G McGoldrick rojnamegeriya agtiyane wisa pénase dikin “editor G nlgegihan,
lazim e binirxinin bé ka dé kijan ¢irokan weke serenav nisan bidin, wan bi ¢i awayi bixebitinin, div an
vebijérkan de wisa bifikirin ku ji bo civaké fersendan deréxin holé&”(Alankus, 2016: 20).

Li Tirkiyeyé |1 saziyén sivil yan ji akademisyenén ku giringi bi xebatén astiyé G careseriya
pevcdnan didin, fémkirina prosesén/tecrubeyén pevgin 0 avakirina astiyé yén nemaze di navbera
dewlet 0 komén etnik, oli hwd. ku bi dewleté re pev dicin de, yén li herémén cuda én dinyayé ku
pevcldn 1€ berdewam in, giring dibinin. Di van xebatan de elegeyeke taybet ji heye ku ka medya bi
¢i awayl ci dide pevcinan. Bo nimdne Navenda Lékolinén Civaki ya Dicley&(DITAM) li gel ku li
Tirkiyeyé prosesa careseriyé negiha encameké ji dev ji xebatén di vi wari de berneda U li gel gelek
hewldanén giring én din bi serenavé “Rola Réxistinén Sivil Di Avakirina Astiya Civaki De: Tecrubeya
Efrigaya Baglr” di 25& Gulana 2019an de, bi besdariyeke berfireh civinek organize Kiriye.
Siyasetmedarén péseng én prosesa astiyé G kesén ji gada saziyén sivil hatine vexwendin G
parvekirina tecrubeyan hatiye pékanin. Ev xebat pagé weke kitéb ji hatiye wesandin. (DITAM, 2019).

Weke vé, di cargoveya Réze-xebata Careseriya Pevginan U Avakirina Astiyé: Tecrubeyén
Dinyayé de, ku Enstituya Lé&kolinén Siyasi O Civaki ya Diyarbekiré(DiSA) bi ré ve biriye, tecrubeyén
Nepal U Sri Lankayé hatine Iékolinkirin. Di xebata duyem de, a li ser pevginén herheyi yén i Sri
Lankayé di navbera dewleté G Tamilan de, t& nisandan ku hukimet weke perceyeke ser medyayé bi
Gi awayi dixe bin kontrola xwe. Té diyarkirin ku bi vé mebesté “Navenda Medyayé Ji Bo Ewlehiya
Neteweyi” hatiye avakirin(Capan, 2020: 40). “Di berdewamiya pevglnan de gada ser li ber medyaya
neteweyi 0 navneteweyi hatiye girtin, rojnameger rasti zextan hatine 0 hatine kustin, pé re hukimeté
ji bo di berdewamiya ser de li heréma pev¢lnan wesandina ndgeyan kontrol bike saziyek ava kiriye.
Ev nisan didin ku zanyariyén li ser pevglnan dixwazin bén vesartin”(2020:53) ev hevok bi awayeke
gisti zext G kontrola li ser medyayé ya li gelek erdnigariyén wisa pevgin 1& berdewam in, vedibéjin.

Li Tirkiyeyé ji “késeya kurd” ku serdemeke dadiréj e berdewam e U blye sebebé bi
dehhezaran insanan U weke pev¢linan gewimiye, bi kijan hélé ve were nirxandin ji, rola medyayé ya
di vé& késeyé de pergeyeke jéneger a nigasa politik a rojane ye. Li gel vé yeké hin nézikahi pasguh
dikin ku aliyeke din a késeya kurd heye ku di bin zexta politikayén red, inkar G asimilasyoné de, her
tékosina welatiblneke wekhev yan ji tékogina mafan U azadiyeyé dihundirine G késeyé bi temami

weke girédayi konsepta teror G ewlehiyé ya bitini 0 bekaya dewleté tehdit dike dibinin 4 di xebatén
medyayé de ji ev yek tesireke neyini I& dike ku kém ci bidin késeya kurd.

Ev xebat Iékolineke wisa ye ku hewl! dide vé& kémasiya behskiri temam bike O déhna xwe nade
naveroka medyayé yan ji metnan, hewl dide di konteksta késeya kurd de tégihan G téfikirina
welatiyén kurd bo medyaya Tirkiyeyé derxe holé.
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1.1.
Di Carcoveya Lékolinén Sazimani
U Akademik De Késeya Kurd ti Medya

Gava meriv déhna xwe bide xebatén ku di medyaya Tirkiyeyé de késeya kurd |I&kolin kirine,
meriv dibine ku van xebatan bi awayeke berfireh beré xwe nedane hélén medyayé yén ku tesira wan
li ser giranblna késeyé hene. Ji vé ji wédetir, di vi wari de |Iékolineke berfireh a sazimani yan ji
akademik ji tune ye ku kurdan weke “kirde”yek bibine G nirxandinén wan én li ser awayé bikaranina
medyaya Tirkiyeyé ya késeya kurd, tégihana wan a medyayé yan ji hest G ramanén wan én li ser
medyayé weke ariseyek bibine.

Xebatén ku di konteksta késeya kurd de rola medyayé bi awayé berfireh vekole gelek kém
in. Qismeke giring a van xebatan ji aliyé saziyén sivil én weke Weqfa Astiyé, Weqgfa Légerinén Abori
0 Civaki ya Tirkiyey&(TESEV), Enstituya Lékolinén Civaki U Siyasi ya Diyarbekiré(DiSA) O Enstituya
Pésketina Demokratik(DPI) ve bi derfetén kém hatine kirin. Nemaze ji ji bo késeya kurd bi
perspektifén astiyane béne nirxandin G hestyari yan ji daxwaza ¢areseriyé ya civaki ya li ser késeya
kurd civaki bibe, hewcedari pé heye ku alikariyén muhtemel én medyayé bén Iékolinkirin 0 nigaskirin.

Gava meriv ji héla késeya kurd ve |li medyaya Tirkiyeyé dinére, meriv dibine ku pratikén
medyayé bi gisti li gori politikayén inkar G asimilasyoné yén igtidarén siyasi ne. Di vé gargcoveyé de
meriv kare bi reheti bibéje ku bi salén dddiréj esasen di seri de saziyén televizyoné yén serdest,
medyaya kevnegop him di karGbarén honandi de, him di ndgceyén ne honandi de kurdan bi
nasnameya wan temsil nakin, ci nadin késeya kurd G weke ku cil sal in pev¢in tune ne, tevdigerin.

Medyayé gava ci daye késeya kurd ji di carcoveyeke propagandaya yek all de kar Kiriye,
mijaré di carcoveya teror 0 ewlehiyé de hildaye dest G di vi wari de “agahdarkirina” raya gisti ji xwe
re weke peywir ditiye. Di politikayén medyayé yén di vi wari de helbet guherinén serdemi hene.

Nemaze di serdema prosesa careseriyé de di hin wesanén televizyoné de ev konsepta ewlehi G
teroré ji hatiye pirsiyarikirin yan ji di rojnameyan de bi gunciknivisan 0 nlg¢eyan béhtir ci dane
vegotineke azadixwaz. L& minkun e meriv bibéje ev guherin ne weke encameke politikaya
medyayeke serbixwe, ancax U ancax di carcoveya gada ku igtidara siyasi vekiriye de berfireh blye

yan ji teng blye.

Di vé konteksté de Cuma Cicek behsé dike ku di prosesa careseriyé de venérin U kontrola
dewleté ya li ser medyayé tesireke eréni nisan daye. Cigek, di rapora xebata gadi ya bi navé Saziyén
Sivil En Di Prosesa Careseriyé 2013-2015an’ de ku di bin bané Weqgfa Astiyé de pék hatiye, tékiliyén
medya, abori O siyasete ji |Iékolin kiriye. Saziyén medyayé yén aidi gribén sermayeyén mezin ji ber
berjewendiyén xwe li goriigtidara siyasi tevgeriyane G loma weke begdarén I&koliné ji diyar kirine di
prosesa gareseriyé de, ji ber guncaniya tékiliyén medya, dewlet 0 hukimeté sekna medyaya serdest
a li hemberi prosesé ji eréni blye(Cigek, 2018: 74). Li gel vé yeké asgkere ye ku ev perspektifa eréni ji
disa girédayi israra igtidara siyasi ya di waré gareseriyé de ye. Bi rasti ji ev rews, bi iffadeya ninerek
saziyeke sivil ku besdari I&ékoliné blye, wisa hatiye diyarkirin “Bi awayeke gisti zimané medyayé eré,
ji beré gelek bastir bd. L& yekser vegeriya ser zimané ser. Mesela di rojeké de guheri yané ew ziman.
Ji halé beré tu sop nema.”(2018: 74).

Gicek, li gel ku isaret bi sekna eréni ya di prosesa careseriyé de kiriye ji, di analiza 1&kolina
gadi de rave Kiriye ku medya di konteksta késeya kurd de bi awayé gisti aktoreke wisa ye ku nirxén

' Armanca Vvé Iékoliné ew blye ku pozisyona saziyén sivil a li bidawiblna pevglnan 0 avakirina astiya civaki ya
girédayi meseleya kurd G kapasiteyén wan analiz bike, ji bo proseseke muhtemel a muzakere @ lihevhating,
him ji bo saziyén sivil, him ji bo aktorén siyasi pésniyarén politikayé diyar bike.
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normatif én di civaké de ji nd ve afirandiye U berbelav kiriye. Di vé car¢coveyé de nérinén begdaran
wisa xulase kiriye:

Hin besdar diyar dikin ku em & nikaribin sekna neyini ya medyaya serdest a di waré
késeya kurd 0 astiya civaki de tena seré xwe bi tékiliyén medya-abori-siyaseté rave bikin.
Li gori vé, carcoveya normatif a medyaya serdest ji di vi wari de gelek bipirsgirék e. Diyar
dikin ku fikr G nérina “Bila kurd diya xwe nebine” ku di siyaseta Tirkiyeyé de serdest e, di
medyaya serdest de bi awayeke berbelav té ditin. Loma meriv nikare medyayé tena seré
xwe weke aktorek ku “necar e” gotinén siyaset U sermayeye bine ci, bibine. Di waré
késeya kurd de medya ji késeyén girédayi cargcoveya normatif a weke neteweperesti,
militarizm, vederkirin, tune hesibandin, bi¢lk ditin azade nin e, di gelek rewsan de
aktoreke wisa ye ku vé carcoveya normatif ji nG ve diafirine G li civaké belav dike. Bo
nimine ndnerek saziyeke sivil ku di gada windayan de dixebite, berpés dike ku medyaya
serdest ne tené di Prosesa Careseriyé de, hema hema her tim “belavkariya ideolojiya
fermi” dike.(Cigek, 2018: 77).

Weke beri prosesa careseriyé tené saziyén weke Weqfa Astiyé ku di qada civaka sivil de
xebatan dikin na, saziyén fikri yén néziki hukimeté yén weke SETAyé ji bi késeya kurd re
elegedar bane. Lékolineke berfireh ku nemaze di prosesa gareseriyé de di bin bané
SETAyé de hati kirin, li gel nakokiyén xwe, hin encaman ji derdixe holé ku em karin li ser
bihizirin. Lékolina ku SETAYyé li gel Pollmarké bi ré ve biriye, ya bi serenavé Tégihana
Tirkiyeyé Ya Li Ser Késeya Kurd ji ber hindé gelek balkés e. Hatiye diyarkirin armanca
bingehin a Iékoliné ew e ku di meha Tebaxé ya 2009an de ku niqasén “vebina
demokratikb(né” dest pé kirine G bi berfirehi berdewam in | bikole bé ka him vebin,
him ji meseleya kurd ji aliye civaké ve cawa té ditin.(Aras vd. 2009: 9) Ev I€kolina ku
késeyé ji héla temsila di medyayé de na, ji héla “tégihana” civaké ve hildaye dest, tevde li
gel 10.577 kesan hatiye kirin.

Rapora vé Iékoliné, ku pasé weke kitéb ji hatiye wesandin, balé dikése ser wé yeké ji ku di
careserkirina késeyén civaki de berpirsiyariya medyayé ji heye, derdorén ku her daxwaza kurdan ya
heq bi ixaneta wetan didarizinin, ev sekna wan ré li ber |égerina edaleté ya civaké digire ( ziraré dide
jiyana civaki. Té nigagkirin ku seknén bi vi rengi héviyén ji bo pékhatina edaleté ditemirinin.(2009: 17).
Di raporé de, di vé xalé de bi askerayi neye teleflzkirin ji, agkere ye ku derdorén behsa wan té kirin,
medyayé ji dihundirinin. Bi rasti ji di rapora ku pisti 1€koliné hati amadekirin de té diyarkirin ku
derketiye holé civak berpirsiyariyeke wisa dixe stiyé medyayé 0 di prosesa 25 salén bori de, mixabin
medyayé wesangeriyeke li gori vé berpirsiyariyé nekiriye.(2009: 59).

Li gel van |&kolin G raporén sazidmani medya U mijara prosesa gareseriya késeya kurd, helbet
blye mijara gelek civinén saziyén sivil yan ji di waré civakikirina daxwaza careseriyé 0 hewldanén
astiyé de blye mijara nivisén rojnameyan én kur ola medyayé nirxandine.

Di gada akademik de ji diji nG ve afirandina neteweperestiyé yan ji militarizmé de, ji destpéka
salén 20001 vir ve mimkun e meriv —hejmara wan kém be ji- rasti xebatén kur ola medyayé di
konteksta késeya kurd de hildidin dest, bé&. Di hin tezén lisansa bilind 0 doktorayé de U di hin
makaleyén kovarén zanisti de li ser ji hélén cuda yén vé meseleyé xebat ¢céblne. Bo nimlne Turgay
Dakak di xebata xwe ya teza lisansa bilind de, ya bi navé Di Salén 907 De Di Konteksta Késeya Kurd
De Rola Medyayé Di JinlGve Afirandina Neteweperestiya Tirkitiyé De(Nimlneya Rojnameya Milliyeté),
bale késeya ser wé yeké ku ka pevglnén salén 901 bi kijan pratikén zimani ragihandine civaké. Di
xebaté de hatiye nirxandin ku awayé neqglkirina pevgdnén li herémé yén di 1990an de di medyayé
de xwediwé rolé ye ku roja froyin tese dide pratik G tégihana neteweperest a berbelav. Ev jiji tespitén
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xebaté ne ku dibéje zimané ajitatif & di vé prosesé de medyayé bi kar aniye, kiriye ku girseyén
berfireh angajeyi neteweperestiyé bibin G atmosfera psikolojik a pevgdnén civaki gur kiriye, gurtir
bibe.(Dakak, 2015).

Ya rast li ser késeya kurd kom nebin jl encamén xebatén akademik én din ku li ser tékiliya AK
Partiyé li gel medyayé hatine Kirin ji dikin ku meriv ziman U vegotina ku di ségoseya dewlet-hukdmet-
medyayé de hati peydekirin G li gada civaki hati belavkirin, fém bike. Bo nimlne Mesut Ayan di teza
xwe ya doktorayé de, ya bi serenavé Di Serdema Partiya Edalet G Pésketiné De Medyaya Tirkiyeyé G
Veguherina Bloka Tarixi ku di tarixeke néztir de hati temamkirin, diyar dike ku bi riGdanén siyasi yén
di serdema hukimeta AK Partiyé de nézikahiya li hemberi medyayé i guheriye, di prosesa pisti 15é
TemUzé& ev rews xuyantir blye. “Ne mimkun e ku meriv qala politikayeke medyayé ya tek G
neguherbar bike di dema tktidara 16 salén AKPyé de. Tékiliyén igtidaré yén li gel medyayé tim dilive
0 ew U pergeyén civaki yén weke siyaset, abori, perwerdehi, tenduristi tesiré li hev dikin”(2019: 290).
Bi vé hevoké ve girédayi, dibe ku fédeya wé hebe meriv rewsa ku ya rast ji xwe zelal e jTji nG ve ifade
bike. Beri prosesa careseriyé, di dema prosesé de 0 pisti wé, meriv nikare gala politikayeke tek U
neguherbar yan ji sekneke politik a AK Partiyé bike di waré késeya kurd de. Medyaya AK Partiyé ji ne
ku tené blye mecrayek ku meriv karibe van politikayén guherbar bisopine, di heman demé de xwedi
tesireke giring blye di civakiblna sekna guheri de ji.

Disa rapora bi serenavé Prosesa Careseriyé Ji Dolmabahgeyé Ta Bi Roja Troyin: Fémkirina
Biserneketiné G Ditina Réyeke NG ku di bin bané Weqgfa Astiyé de hatiye hilberandin ji xebateke
giring e ku divé meriv behsé bike. Weke di nivisa péskéskiriné de ji hatiye diyarkirin ev rapor,
berdewama rapora ewil a weqfé ye ku serdema careseriya ya heta 7& Hezirana 2015an analiz kiriba.
Ev rapora ku ji aliyé Cuma Cicek G Vahap Cogkun ve hatl nivisandin, gala giringiya rola aktif a
medyayé U zimané careseriyé yé medyayé dike U pésniyarén di vi waril de tine ziman. Hin ji wan
pésniyaran ev in: divé ji bo torén hevgirtiné di navbera welatiyan de bén honandin saziyén medyayé
besdari seferberiya avakirina civaki bibin, divé hedefén siyasi yén weke sistema seroktiyé, sistema
parlamenter ne tené karé partiyén siyasi be, di van mijaran de di seri de akademi G medya aktorén
civakiyén din ji roleke galak hilgirin ser xwe, ziman ji tundiyé bé paqijkirin, aliyén péwendidar én weke
hukimet, partiyén siyasi U réxistinén sivil zimaneke lihevhatiné G careseriyé binin pé.(2016: 25-6). Di
piraniya raporé de di mijara civakibGna zimané astiyé U daxwaza careseriyé de behsa baweriya bi
alikariya potansiyel a medyayé di waré agahdarkirin, nigaskirin U ji hev fémkiriné de té Kirin. Ev rews
bi awayé heri zelal té ifadekirin:

Divé medya di prosesa gareseriya ya ni de roleke calak hilgire, medyayeke Lihevhatin G
Careseriyé yan ji Astiyé bén dabinkirin. Di vé kontekste de, di medyaya serdest de meriv
kare programén astiyé yén domdar G timi, rojnameya/bultena astiyé, xebatén weke
Bultena Mor a li ser késeyén jinan yan ji Bultena Kesk a li ser ekolojiye, Bultena Spi yan ji
Bultena Astiyé/Careseriyé ya li ser lihevkirin O careseriyé him di medyaya niviski de, him ji
di ya ditbari de bike. Heke meriv déhna xwe bide rola sereke ya medyayé di bécekkirina
ziman de, di avakirina raya gisti de, divé meriv bibéje bila medya roleke galak
hilgire.(2016: 27).

Ji aliyé din ve Vahap Coskun di xebata xwe ya bi serenavé Prosesa Careseriyé: Destkefti
Tehdit de, nirxandineke birzelal dike li ser tesira wé yeké ku beré révebirén/aliyén prosesa gareseriyé
bi hélén neyini di medyayé de derdixistin pés, 1& pasé cigirtina wan a di medyayé de encameke din
derant:
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Medya, prosesa careseriyé, di namzediya Demirtas de bl faktoreke diyarker. Ji ber ku bi
saya prosesé cek rawestiyan, xebera pev¢iln G mirinan nehat Demirtas xebateke rehet
mesand. Bang li her ali G begén Tirkiyeyé kir. Di medyaya navendi de béhtir ci girt,
elegeyek jé re ¢cébd, destek dané. Medyaya ku beré Demirtas G partiya wi tim bi tégehén
neyini yén weke “xayin”, “dabegker” bin av dikir, cara ewil vé tevgeré bi tégehén eréni da
nasin, hélén sempatik én Demirtas derxistin pés. Eger weke beré rewseke bipevc¢in
hebiya, yek ji van ji pék nedihat. Rewsa musait 0 desteka medyayé ku prosesa gareseriyé
van pék anibd, ciyé manevrayén Demirtas G desteka bo wi berfireh kirin.(2015:29)

Xebateke din a Coskun a bi navé Prosesa Careseriyé: Do, Tro 0 Sibé ji rola mezin a medyayé
di késeyén civaki de teslim dike G bale dikése ser wé yeké ku di kareki zor & weke avakirina astiyé de,
giring e medya berpisrsiyariyé hilgire. Cogkun, bi awayeke bas ifade dike ku prosesa asti G careseriyé,
proseseke wisa ye ku ji her provokasyoné re vekiriye U kare z{ biské. Siroveya wi ya di vi wari de ew
e ku dibé&je asti beri her tisti “pergala heyi” tehdit dike G tékiliyén igtidaré diguherine, loma zehmet
e. Tista ku di prosesa careseriya késeya kurd de gewimi ji ev bl. Di gonaxa baweriya bi imkana astiyé
de ji pirsgiréke hene. Bi rasti ji gelek blyerén tundiyé yén provokatif, di van prosesan de ji ber van
sedeman jT gewimine G saziyén medyayé ji tistén neyini mezin kirine G kirine ku ev rewsa bi tundiya
provokatif bi ci bibe. Li gori Coskun saziyén medyayé “..hewl| dan baweriyé bigkinin U fikra ku dé
tisteki dernekeve ji prosesé li temameé civaké belav bikin. Lewre heke baweriya herdu aliyan bigkiya
U civaké héviya xwe ji prosesé qut bikira, rawestina prosesé dib{ jéneger.”(2014: 11).

Bi kurt 0 kurmanci, askere ye ku di konteksta késeya kurd de ji destpéka pékhatina hesté
careseriyé li ba civaké G baweriya bi ihtimala astiyé, heta bi hewldanén ji bo vé yeké di her gonaxé
de rol G giraniyeke diyar a medyayé heye. BEguman medya tu cari nikare baré prosesé tena seré
xwe hilgire, heta ciyé nigqasé ye ku ka peywireke wé yi wisa heye yan na. L& her kesé ku seré xwe bi
vé mijaré diésine, rojnameger, akademisyen yan ji endam U dilxwazén saziyén sivil, di mijara
pltepédana vé yeké de xwedi mafdariyeke payebilind in. Medya mecrayeke wisa ye ku bi saya wé
endamén civaké yén bi awayeke fiziki hev nabinin bi hev re xeber didin, fikr G pésdaraziyén xwe
digihinin hev. Medya xwedi wé siyané ye ku di sertén guncan de, kare hesteki di jiyana civaké de
serdest bibe. Ev hest dibe ku carna nifret G hers bin, carna ji ji hev fémkirin G nézikahi yan ji hestén
dostaniyé bin.

Meriv kare bib&je hema hema di 30 salén dawin de, ji salén 19901 vir ve, bi qasi tégihana
civaké ya bo kurdan, di nézikahiyén li hemberi késeya kurd de ji para medyayé gelek mezin e. Igtidara
siyasi ji bo birévebirina nézikahiyén cuda yén li hemberi vé késeyé Ii gori tercihén xwe medyayé bi
kar tine. Louis Althusser(2006) medyayé weke cihaza ideolojik a dewleté dinirxine, bi rasti ji nayé
redkirin ku behremendiyeke cuda ya medyayé heye U kare pésikiyén igtidara siyasi bi civaké bide
pejirandin, civaké li gori van pésekiyan bixe tevgeré yan ji di hin mijaran de civaké pasifize bike.
Medya di hilberandina rizaya civaki de ji xwedi ciyeki ciyawaz e. Weke ku Gramsci bi tégeha
“hegemonyayé” rave dike ¢ina serdest igtidara xwe ne tené bi bikaranina zoré, di dinyaya modern
de ‘li gel zoré& bi hilberandina rizayé ji didomine. Giringiyeke bénigas ya medya U navginén
ragihandiné hene di hilberandin G belavblna rizayé de. Ne tené di waré késeya kurd de, ji prosesa
Geziyé vir ve di jiyana politik a bibahoz de ku hema hema di her mijaré de ragesiyeke civaki ya zéde
hildiberine, gelek nimlne hene ku nisani me didin bé ka ev riza bi réya medyayé cawa té
maniplekirin. Di civaké de nemaze ji bi réya medyayé her G her ‘yén din’ tén afirandin, ji bo temené
siyasi yé igtidaran diréj bibe ji li ser ‘yén din’ politikayén tégihané téne mesandin.

Hewldana téfikirina késeya kurd di konteksta medyayé de, ji van agahiyan ji xuya dike ku
gelek giring e G ev li gor hin pivanan hewldaneke kémmayi ye. Me weke DITAM& héleke vé mijaré ya
ku li ser wé kém xebat hatine kirin, hilda dest G ji ber vé em Iékoliné giring dibinin. Armanca me ew
b0 ku em mijara Di Konteksta Késeya Kurd De Medyaya Tirkiyeyé ji vi aliye kém hati I1ékolinkirin ve
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hildin dest G di seri de ya welatiyén kurd, tégihana bo medyaya Tirkiyeyé ya rojnamegerén li herémg,
ndnerén saziyén sivil, higlgnasan U aktivistan bi vé xebaté derxin pés. Kurd cawa dibinin vé mecraya
ku heya iro kém z&de ci daye wan, kém z&de beré xwe daye wan, wan weke dabegker, xayin yan ji
“nendk G gosté wé”, weke “bira” temsil kiriye 1& di her rewgé de kurdan kiriye objeya vé nériné? Di
prosesa gareseriyé de, gelek beri wé, di salén 19907 de nérina li medyayé di pozisyona “kirde”yek de
U tégihana di wir de ya bo késeya kurd yan ji kurdan ¢awa dinirxinin? Tégihan ¢i gasi bé birévebirin ji
bi hin pivanan ji xwedi héleke “subjektif” e G li ser vé subjektifiyé t& danin. Xebata di konteksta késeya
kurd de tégihana bo medyaya Tirkiyeyé hah di nav vé subjektifiyé de hewl dide li tégihaa medyayé
ya kurdan binére, berhema xebateke wisa ye.

Ji bo ku meriv karibe encamén |I€koliné rast rave bike lazim e meriv bi awayé tarixi him zext
0 zordariya li ser medyaya kurdan U xebatkarén medyayé bi kurtasi bibir bixe, him ji rewsa Troyin a
encama politikayén AK Partiyé binirxine.

1.2.
Di Konteksta Késeya Kurd De Medya
U Azadiya Xweifadekiriné

Gava meriv di konteksta késeya kurd de medyayé nigas bike G bibé&je berpirsiyariya xwe ya
bo astiyé nayéne ci, ya rast divé meriv bibir bixe ku li vi welati her tim hewldaneke gelek cidi ya ku
meriv kare wé weke xeteke tékosiné ya li pey ideala “medyayeke din” bibir bine ji heblye. Késeya
kurd di medyayé de li gori pédiviyén igtidarén siyasi bi awayén cuda té birévebirin G di her gonaxé
de di konteksta hilberandina rizayé de pégkési civaké té kirin, 1€ ji aliyeki ve ji di medyayé de
kevnesopek an xeteke din a rojnamegeriyé ji her hebl ku hewl dida vé késeyé bi her hélé ve derxe
holé, perdeya li ser heqgigeté rake. Yén girédayi vé kevnesopiyé carna bi sedema ku ji rojnamegeriyé
béhtir aktivistiyé dikin, hatin rexnekirin. Em rojnameyén weke Giindem, Ulkede Giindem, Ozgiir
Glindem, Yeni Giindem én di nav vé medyayé de ci digirin 0 hewl! didin késeya kurd “bixin rojevé” G
piraniya rojnamegerén wé ji kurdén li erdnigariya kurdan gihane, ji néz ve nas dikin. Di medyaya
Tirkiyeyé ya li navendén Stenbol G Engereyé de ji rojnameger U xebatkarén din én medyayé her
hebdn ku altkariyeke mezin kirin bo vé tékosiné. Di nav vé medyaya ku bi navén weke “medyaya
alternatif”, “medyaya serbixwe” hatin bilévkirin de ji aliyeki ve édi mecrayén ku meriv kare bibéje
kevn blne yén weke Bianet G sendika.org ku hema hema sed car hatiye girtin G disa dest pé kiriye,
hene, li aliyé din gelek minakén na ji di nava salan de liv ir zéde bdn. “Qeder”a zext G zordariya li ser
medyaya alternatif G ya zext G zordariya li ser kurdan G hewldanén careserkirina késeya kurd ji hev
cihé nebdn.

Di Iékolinek ku beré xwe bide Di konteksta Késeya Kurd de Medyaya Tirkiyeyé, bi kurtasi be
ji divé bale bikése ser hewldanén bo tékosgina heqgigeté yén li jor hati behskirin, rewga medyayé U
azadiya xweifadekiring, zehmetiyén li ber capemeniya azad én ji ber prosesa pevgdnan 0 politikayén
ewlehiyé derketine holé.

Azadiya capemeniyé U xweifadekiriné ku ji beré ve li Tirkiyeyé bipirsgirék bd, gava mesele
dibe késeya kurd béhtir bipirsgirék dibe. Ji ber vé rewsé dé watedartir be heke meriv di waré késeya
azadiya capemeniyé U xweifadekiriné ya i Tirkiyeyé de G di mijara zextén li ser rojnamegeran de
erdnigari 0 medyaya kurdan di bin serenaveke din de hilgire dest.

Bajarén kurdan di tarixa Dewleta Komara Tirkiyeyé ya ji sed sali béhtir de, bi hinceta derbeyén
leskeri, serhildanén kurdan G aloziyén navxweyi ji héla mufettisén gistl yén bi rayeyén “stper” hati
wezifedarkirin ve 25 sal, bi réveberiya awarte 15 sal G bi OHALEé ji 17 sal hatin birévebirin. Di van
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serdemén derasayi de ku higlga normal ji holé radibe, yek ji mafén ku heri z&de tesir |& dibe ji
azadiya capemeniyé 0 xweifadekiriné ye. Mehmet Sena Késedag di xebata xwe ya li ser Capemeniya
Tirk di serdemén réveberiya awarte de diyar kiriye ku di serdemén demokrasi ji holé hati rakirin de
azadiya capemeniyé tune hatiye hesibandin, sansurén giran hatine ferzkirin G gelek xebatén asayi
yén capemeniyé hatine rawestandin U gelek rojnameger ji bi cezayan re rQ bir @ mane.(2009: 477-
87).

Késeya kurd ku li Tirkiyey& meseleyeke abori, civaki G siyasi ye, ji xeyni hin serdemén istisnai
bi gotina fermi ya dewleté weke késeya “aboriya sindemayi”, “teror”, “dabegkari” G “asayis”’é hatiye
pénasekirin. Bo nimine Fuat Ugar 0 Osman Akandere yén nézikahiya dewleté li hemberi késeya kurd
hildane dest G gotine li gori nérinén politik én derdorén cuda tezén bi kategoriya xwe cuda hene ku
dibéjin késeyeke aboriyl ye, késeyeke teror 0 dabegkariyé ye 0 késeyeke nasnameyi ye.(2017: 367-8)

Loma meseleya kurd G rGdanén siyasi, leskeri U civaki, kulturi yén girédayl wé, ji derveyi sinorén
ideolojiya fermi G dewleté di medyayé de nekarin ci bigirin. Sansureke giran danin ser capemeniyé.

Rewsa bipevgln ya ku bi serdegirtina Diné 0 Semzinané ya Partiya Karkerén Kurdistan&(PKK)
ya 1984an dest pé kir G di roja froyin de him car carna li Tirkiyey&, him ji li derveyi sinorén Tirkiyeyé
berdewam e G di vi wari de ku igtidara siyasi disa beré xwe da politikayén sert én ewlehiyé&, kirin ku
késeya azadiya capemeniyé her bice girantir bibe.

Waliyén OHALé yén di salén 907 de li bajarén kurdan bi rayeyén berfiren hatibln
peywirdarkirin, nehélan ku rojname 0 wesanén di waré késeya kurd de li derveyi sinorén dewleté,
nUge 0 weganén muxalif G rexnegir Kirin, bikevine bajarén kurdan. Gelek rojname, kovar hatin girtin.
Di gargoveya Qanlna Tékosina Li Diji Teroré(TMK) de ku di sala 1991an de hat derxistin G tesira wé iro
ji li ser rojnamegeran tund e, gelek rojnameger, niviskar, rewsenbirén ku di mijara késeya kurd de
xwedTi fikré cihé ban 0 van fikrén xwe agkere kirin, hatin girtin G darizandin.

Di salén 901 de ku higGga normal ji holé hat rakirin, li gel binpékirinén tund &n mafén mirovan
én weke sewitandin U valakirina gundan, windakirina bi zoré, iskence, infaza béyi darizandin U
cinayetén kiryarén wan nediyar, rojnameger ji hatin kustin, buroyén rojnameyan ji hatin bombekirin.
Li Tirkiyeyé ji 79 rojnamegerén heya iro hatine kustin yan ji bi zoré hatine béserostnkirin, hema 21jé

tené di navbera salén 1989-1995an de li bajarén kurdan hatine kustin.(cgd.org.tr, 2022)

Bi dehan ndgegihan, niviskar G xebatkarén rojnameya Ozglr Gliindemé ku di tarixa
capemeniya kurdan de yekem rojnameya bi tirki ya rojane bq, ji avakirina wé ya 30& Gulana 1992an
heya bi girtina wé ya sala 1994an, di du salan de bdn qurbaniyén cinayetén kiryarén wan nediyar.
Sansureke giran danin ser rojnameyé, derhegé gelek xebatkarén wé de doz hatin vekirin. 76
nlgegihan, niviskar G belavkar hatin kustin ku li rojnameyén pésrew 0 peyrewén Ozgiir Giindema ku
bo medyaya kurdan bl sembol xebitin.(Bianet, 2011). Rengin Arslan di nligeya xwe ya li ser vé yeké
de diyar dike ku li gori daney&n ne misoger di salén 1990i de ji 401 z&detir rojnameger hatin kustin.
Tené di sala 1992an de 14 rojnameger hatine kustin G 13én van rojnamegerén li basdré rojhilat
dixebitin. Weke Arslané ji bibir xistiye di nav yén hati kustin de “Musa Anteré ku wé demé di
rojnameya Ozglr Gindemé de dinivisand 0 izzet Kezer & nigegihané rojnameya Sabahé ku heman
salé di meha Adaré de li Ciziré hat kustin ji hebdn.”(Arslan, 2015). Mahmut Bozarslan & rojnameger
zehmetiyén rojnamegeriya li herémé ya wan salan bi van gotinan ifade kiribQ:

Di salén 901 de hema jiyan bi xwe li wir zor b{. Rojnamegeri zortir b. Ya yekem hin
nikarin herin her deré, ji ber OHAL& hiin nikarin nligeyén bi dilé xwe binivisin, hin nikarin
bigihén her kesi. Em wé demé derheqé blyerén li herémé de tené bi daxuyaniyén fermi
yén OHALE diman.(ya neql dike: Arslan, 2015).
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Di temamé vé prosesé de igtidarén siyasi G otoriteya legkerd, ji bo ku di mijara késeya kurd
de “sekneke mili” nigan bidin G li gel dewleté bin, bi awayé agkere U vesarti gelek zor dan medyaya
serdest U berbelav. Qismeke giring a medyaya serdest yan ji berbelav li hemberi ferzkirina binyada
xweyitiya medyayé, li hemberi tehdidén cezayan, sansuré 0 zextan nekarin li ber xwe bidin G ji rojeva
kurdan 0 rastiyén herémé getiyan. Mafé raya gisti ya Tirkiyey& hebd ku di mijara rGdanén girédayi
késeya kurd de ndgeyan bibine G rastiyé hin bibe, di encama vé de ev maf bi awayeke cidi hat
sinordarkirin.

Pisti ku di sala 2002an de OHAL rabq, asta zext G sansuré ya li ser azadiya capemeniyé U
xweifadekiriné ya li bajarén kurdan, li gori beré kém blbe ji di mijara késeya kurd de zextén li ser
rojnameger G saziyén capemeniyé yén muxalif berdewam bln. Késeya azadiya capemeniyé ya ku
di salén 901 de bi cinayetén rojnamegeran G sansurén giran dihat rojevé, véca bi van késeyan li holé
ye; derhegé rojnamegerén ku divén karé xwe bi serbesti bikin de doz hatin vekirin, rojnameger hatin
girtin, saziyén medyayé hatin desteserkirin, igtidaré medyayé kontrol kir G zordariyé berdewam Kkir.

1.3.
Prosesa Afirandina Medyaya igtidaré
U Zexta Ku Zéde Dibe

Bétehemdliya igtidara AK Partiyé ku li hemberi rexne 0 nérinén cuda her dige zéde dibe G ji
bo kontrolkirina medyayé ku li gori igtidarén beri xwe beré xwe daye pratikén tundtir, bdn sedema
késeyén cidi di mijara azadiya capemeniyé de. Nirxandinén mafdar hatin kirin ku dibé&jin di vé
serdemé de ji bo ridanén di waré xweyitiya medyayé U azadiya capemeniyé de nasibe tu
serdemeke beri xwe. Grliba Medyayé ya Dogan di sala 2018an de ji bo Griba Demirdren hat firotin,
ev yek weke “dawiya medyaya serdest” yan ji “destpéka serdemeke yekdengi” li Tirkiyeyé hat
pénasekirin.(Sdzeri, 2018). Tro ji sedi 90& medyaya ku weke medyaya serdest té pénasekirin néziki
hukimeté ne(Yezdani, 2021). Xebata Benan Eres 0 Hakan Y Uksel(2007) di vi wari de encamén balkés
dihundirine ku dibé&je pisti kriza abori ya 2001& G iflaskirina gelek bankayan, di 2002an de AK Parti ba
igtidar 0 medya gav bi gav ket deste gribén sermayeya néziki AK Partiyé G xwediyén sermayeya
medyayé guherin. Xebata bi serenavé “Di Serdema AKPyé De Guherina Sermayeya Medyayé Li

Tirkiyey&” nisan dide ku hukimetén AK Partiyé O esasen Recep Tayyip Erdodan guherandina
xwediyén sermayeya medyayé hema béje ji xwe re weke “doz” ditine.

Bi guherina xwediyén sermayeya medyayé ji nesekinin. Li TRTya ku weke saziyeke dewleté
wesanén radyo U televizyoné dike blin xwedi hukmeke zexm, Anadolu Ajansi ya ajansa ndgeyan a
fermi bi heman awayi ket kontrola AK Partiyé, saziyén weke Saziya llanén GCapemeniyE(BiK) G RTUKé
ku medyayé verast dikin ji bi temami ket kontrola wan, kadroyén révebir ji kesén néziki AK Partiyé
hatin diyarkirin G bi van awayan di medyayé de prosesa partizankiriné hat berdewamkirin. Li
medyaya rexnegir/alternatif cezayén giran én reklam G ilané, li televizyonan ji cezayén rawestandina
wesané hatin birin. Serté akreditasyoné dan ber rojnamegeran, kartén capemeniyé yén

rojnamegeran hatin betalkirin G sertén stendina karta capemeniyé girantir kirin G bi van kiryaran
rojnameger &di bi awayeke zehmettir diginén ndceyan.

Bi sedan rojnamegerén ku karé xwe bi serbesti dikirin, bi kégeyén cidi G zextan re rd bi rQ
man. Di seri de meseleya kurd, pé re mecrayén nlgeyan én alternatif ku politikayén igtidaré rexne
dikin 0 xebatén rojnamegeriyé yén rojnamegeran, di encama siroveya berfireh 0 kéfl ya TMKyé bi
“terorizm”é& ve hat tékildarkirin. Gelek rojnameger ji ber nGgeyén xwe hatin girtin, derhegé wan de
doz hatin vekirin. Dozén ku rojnameger bi komi téne darizandin zéde bdn. Piseyé rojnamegeriyé ku
jibo mafé gel xwe bigihine nUgeyan G agahiyén rast, li Tirkiyeyé bl piseyeke xeter U bifikare. Tirkiyeyé
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bl yek ji wan welatan ku heri zéde rojnamegeran heps kiriye, wan darizandiye. Li Tirkiyeyé di navbera
2003-2018an de néziki 12 hezar rojnameger hatin darizandin. Ji sala 2002an ku AK Parti b( igtidar
heta bi dawiya sala 2019an heri kém 721 rojnameger hatin girtin.(Evrensel, 2020a).

Gelek rojnamegerén kurd ji ji ber doz G dewayén xwe yan ji ji bo nekevin hepsé negar man
ku li welatine di iltica bikin. Késeyén weke tundiya fiziki Ii diji rojnamegeran, béewlehiya Kkar,
midaxileya li ser serxweblna editoryal, serxweblna darazi, tehdida ceza ( darizandiné di medyayé
de sansur G oto sansuré hema hema bi temami normalize kirin.

Prosesa careseriyé di mijara careserkirina demokratik U astiyane ya késeya kurd de bi tevahi
héviyeke mezin bi xwe re anibd, bi ték¢lna wé prosesé U pistre bi hewldana derbeya 15& Temzé
Tirkiye derbasi serdemeke cuda bd, hevsengiya maf O azadiyan li gel ewlehiy&, ber bi politikayén
ewlehiyé guheri. Ev guherin G astengiyén li ber azadiya xweifadekiring, ji héla her kesén bi meseleya
kurd 0 mafén mirovan re elegedar bi awayeke zéde hat hiskirin. Tékildarbldna li gel meseleya kurd di
medyayé de b pivana kriminalizekiriné. Di waré ¢ékirina nlgeyan de sertén rojnamegeran giran bg,
zextén li ser medyayé hé béhtir z&de bln. Midaxileya dewleté ya li ser capemeniyé U sansura giran,
weke ku azadiya gel a xwegihandina bi nGgeyan sinor kir, ré li ber dezenformasyoné ji vekir.

Jibo besén civaké yén medyaya serdest wan ji nediti ve té, li medyaya sosyal karibdn dengé
xwe derinin |1& ew ji tim di bin gavdéri G sansura dewleté de ye. NlGgeyén ku malperén nlceyan én
muxalif diwesinin, gelek caran hatin gedexekirin. Li ser ni¢ge G navén gadi yén gelek mecrayén
ndgeyan ku li Tirkiyeyé 0 Ewropayé wesané dikin ji 24é Temiza 2015an ve bi awayeke sistematik

sansura interneté té birévebirin.

Weke li jor jT hat diyarkirin, di rewsa heyi de, ji sedi 90é medyaya Tirkiyeyé di bin kontrol
tesira karsazén néziki hukimeté 0 ya hukimeté de ye(Deutsche Welle, 2021a). Sedi 10é mayi ya
medyaya alternatif/serbixwe ji di bin sansur U zextén Seroktiya Ragihandiné ya Serokkomariyé,
Liineya Bilind a Radyo @ Televizyoné (RTUK), Saziya llanén Capemeniyé (BiK) 0 Saziya Teknolojiyén
Zanyariyé U Ragihandiné&(BTK) de dixebitin ku ev sazi xwedi wé rayeyé& ne ku medyayé verast bikin,
kartén capemeniyé bidin. Ji aliyé din ve ji ber sewba Covid-19& ku tesir li temamé dinyayé Kkir,
dewletan tevdirén derasayi girtin, van dewletan ne tené azadiya seyahaté, pé re azadiya capemeniyé
ji bisinor kirin.

Ev rewsa ku rojnameger, rewsenbir, niviskar, siyasetmedar, saziyén sivil én ramanén xwe yén
li ser meseleya kurd ifade kirine t& de ne ji aliyeki ve ji nisan dide ku azadiya ¢capemeni O
xweifadekiriné di heman demé de pergeyeke meseleya kurd ku me ew weke meseleyeke siyasi,
kulturi G abori binav kiribd.

Li hemberi vé tabloya ku ji aliyé azadiya capemeniyé ve kavilek tine bira meriv, li gel hema
zext G zordariyan rojanemeger ji bo mafé gel & xwegihandina nlg¢eyan U hinbdna rastiyan berdewam
tédikosin.

Igtidara AK Partiyé ku digot “Keseya kurd késeya min e”, bi kiryar 0 gotinén xwe yén ji sala
2015an ve, ku prosesa gareseriyé bidawi bibad, got “Késeya kurd nin e” U daket asta hukimetén beri
xwe. Li gori salén beré di késeya kurd de hin hélén xedartir jl hene. Bo nimlne weke kiryareke
berbelav hemd begén civaké yén isaret bi késeya kurd U binpékirinén mafan én girédayi wé dikin tén
kriminalizekirin G dengén wan tén qgutkirin. Ziman G gotinén nifreté berbelav badn.

Osman Sert & ku pisti prosesa gareseriyé nézikahiyén nd yén li hemberi késeya kurd hildide
dest, dibé&je di van sertén giran én ji ber politikayén ewlehiyé de siyaseta kurdan 0 medyaya serdest
hatiye tepisandin, bi gotinén neteweperst én igtidaré medya béhtir beré xwe dide serkeftinén
leskerd, ji xeyni operasyonén leskeri meseleya kurd di rojevé de xwedi giraniyeke cidi nin e(2021: 17-
35). Medyaya serdest li hemberi pevgldn 0 binpékirinén mafén mirovan én li herémé xwe kerr Kkir,
rojnamegerén ku li ser van ntgeyan ¢ékirin hedef hatin nisandan yan ji hatin girtin, hatin sansurkirin,
di seri de ev pé re ji bdyerén neyini 0 zext zéde bdn.
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1.4.
Wesanén Bi Kurdi i Medyaya Kurdi,
Radyo U Televizyonén Hatine Girtin

Di encama politikayén asimilasyonist én tund de li Tirkiyeyé zimané kurdi ku bi milyonan kes
pé diaxivin di gada gelemperi de hatiye gedexekirin, loma wesangeriya bi zimané kurdi ya televizyon
0 radyoyén taybet én li Tirkiyeyé ji bi salén dldiréj hat astengkirin. Kurdén li Tirkiyeyé kilam G
dengbéjén xwe yén bi zimané gedexekiri ji wesanén bi kurdi yén Radyoya Rewané ya ku li paytexta
Ermenistané di sala 1955an de hatibG avakirin, guhdar kir(evrensel.net, 2020b). Li gel vé& kurdén ku
koc¢l Ewropayé kiriban di sala 1995an de ganalén televizyoné yén bi kurdi G radyoyén bi réya stalayté
wesgané dikirin, vekirin G van wesanan gedexeyan binpé kirin G gihan kurdén ku li Tirkiyeyé dijin(Akyol,
2010:131-44).

Qanlna bi hejmara 2932 ya bi navé “Qanlna Li Ser Wesanén Ji Xeyni Zimané Tirki” ku
zimanén ji xeyni tirki gedexe dikir di 25& Rébendana 1991& de bi biryara Lijneya Weziran hat rakirin,
pé re ji bo rojnameye 0 kovarén bi kurdi destlr hat dayin. Lé ji bo ku kurd di televizyon G radyonan
de wesanan temase 0 guhdar bikin lazim bl heta sala 2002an bisekinin. Tirkiyeyé ji ber reformén
Yekitiya Ewropayé 0 bi mebesta pési li temagekirina televizyonén bi kurdi yén li Ewropayé bigire di
18& Berfanbara 2002an de réziknameya RTUKé derxist O pé re destdr da TRT ya ganala dewleté ku bi
kurdi ji karibe weganan bike. Di salén 2004 G 2009an de di Réziknameya RTUKé hat guhertin, pé re
destlra wesanén bi kurdi yén televizyon O radyoyén taybet ji &€di ket deste RTUKE, sinordarkirina
wexté wesanén bi kurdi hat rakirin(RTUK, 2010a). Li Tirkiyeyé |i gori daneyén 2021lan 17 radyo G 11
televizyon bi kurdi wesané dikin(RTUK, 2010b).

Bi kurtasi pisti ku hin gedexe 0 astengiyén pratik én li ber zimané kurdi hatin rakirin, kurdan
kari xwe bigihinin rojname, kovar G televizyonén bi zimané xwe ji. L& zext G gedexeyén ku dewleté
di salén 907 de di waré kurdi de nigan dida, pisti ku prosesa careseriyé bidawi bd disa derketin holé.
Nemaze di prosesa 2 salén OHALa ku pisti hewldana derbeya 15& Temdza 2016an hat ragihandin de,
li bajarén kurdan hema hema temamé rojname, ganalén TV G radyoyan G ajansén nlgeyan én bi
kurdi wesané dikirin, hatin girtin. V& rewsé ré li ber girt ku kurd nikaribin bi zimané xwe bigihén
ndgeyan.

Derhegé gelek kitébén wesanxaneyén kurdan én kitébén bi kurdi cap dikin de biryara
berhevkiriné hat dayin. Vé yeké kir ku daxwaza wesanén bi kurdi kém bibe. Wesangeriya bi kurdi bi
awayeke cidi bi pas ket.

Qedexeyén calakiyé yén ku walitiyan bi hinceta “pergala gelemperi” li bajarén kurdan her 15
rojan careké ilan dikin, li bajarén weke Wan U Colemérgé 5 salan zédetir e berdewam e. Ev
gedexeyén bi salan, ré li ber digirin ku partiyén siyasi U réxistinén sivil xwe ifade bikin G xwe nisan
bidin.

RTUKé gaydeyén tund ragihand ji bo radyo G televizyonén taybet én bi kurdi G kontrola ser
wan z&de kir. Lijneya Bilind, ji ber ifadeya Kurdistané di wesanén bi kurdi de, di zimané ndge
muzikan de, ji ber rexne 0 siroveyén li ser késeya kurd sansureke giran mesand li ser televizyon
radyoyén bi kurdi.

(e

e

RTUKa ku pisti bidawiblna prosesa careseriyé kiryarén xwe yén li ser saziyén wesané yén bi
kurdi tundtir kiribd, ji ber ku di dema gedexeyén li bajarén kurdan de wesanan kiribGn G nlgeyan
wesandibiln di seride iMC TV, Ozgiir Giin TV, Hayat TV G Jiyan TV pé re gelek ganalan ceza kiribG(BBC
Tarkge, 2016). Ayse Celik bi awayé zindi besdari bernameyeke taybet a televizyoné b 0 got “We hay
j€& heye li rojhilat, li bastré rojhilat & Tirkiyeyé ¢i digewime? Li vir zarokén hé nehati dinyayé&, dayik,
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insan tén kustin..” 0 ji ber van gotinan RTUK& néziki 850 hezar TL ceza li televizyona Kanal Dyé
biri.(RTUK, 2016).

Qismeki giring é televizyon U radyoyén kurd/muxalif ku di gel sansur G tehdida cezayén
RTUKé wesanén xwe didomandin, bi biryarnameyén ku di carcoveya OHALE de pisti hewldana
derbeya 15& Temza 2016an bi temami hatin girtin, dest dan ser malén wan(Cumhuriyet, 2016). Weke
sedema girtiné ji hat iddiakirin ku “aidi sazi, dezge G grdb G réxistinén teroré yén ku ewlehiya mili
tehdid dikin”. Di navbera salén 2016 { 2017an de 37 radyo G 33 televizyonén aidi 54 saziyén karlbarén
medyayé, tevde 70 radyo U televizyon hatin girtin(Gazeteduvar, 2017). Ji van ganalén hati girtin ev
bdn; IMC TV |i herémé ganal ndgeyan a heri zéde dihat temasekirin G TVIO ya elewiyan temase dikir,
Jiyan TV ya ku cara ewil bi zazaki li Diyarbekiré wesané dikir, Azadi TV, Ozgiir Giin TV yén ku bi kurdi
a tirki wegané dikirin, VanGeng¢TVya li Wané wegané dikir, Denge TV ya li Batmané wesané dikir. Zarok
TVya ku tekane televizyona taybet a ji bo zarokan wesanén bi kurdi dike, pistiitirazan disa hat vekirin.
Ji ber peyva “Kurdistané” ku straneke bi kurdi li Zarok TVyé hati wegandin, cezayé pere 0
rawestandina bernameyé li ganalé birin(RTUK, 2018). Radyoyén hati girtin ji ev bdn; li M&rdiné Rengin
Radyo ya ku bi kurdi G tirki wesané dikir, li Rihayé Radyo Karacadag, li Agiriyé Patnos FM, li Diyarbekiré
Glin Radyo, li Meletiyé Ozgiir Glineg Radyo, li Wané Dogu Radyo, |li Mersiné Ses Radyo, li Edeneyé
Radyo Diinya. Hin saziyén hatibQn girtin, pisti itirazan disa veban(IHOP, 2017:38-9).

Gava meriv li ser malpera webé ya RTUKE, di besa “Biryarén Lijneya Bilind” de bi navé “Giin
Radyo ve Televizyon Yay. A.S.”ku ji bo wesana bi kurdi di 23& adara 2004an de weke yekem saziya
serléder seri li RTUKé daye légeriné dike, meriv dibine ku di 3 salén navbera 2013 { 2016an de, yané
heta hati girtin, tevde 12 ceza |& hatine birin. L& ji ber ku di geydén |Iégeriné de biryarén serdema beri
sala 2013an nayé nisandan, meriv kare bibéje ku hejmara cezayan z&detir e.

Lijneya Bilind, di sala 2017an de ji K24 TV, WAAR TV G Rudaw TV yén li Révebiriya Herémi ya
Kurdan bi kurdi, tirki, erebi wesané dikin bi hinceta bikaranina ifadeya “Kurdistan”é ji platforma
stalayta TURKSATé derxist. Ev ganal necar man ku bi réya platformeke din a stalayté wesané
bikin(Rudaw, 2017).

Xulase pisti gismeke giring é saziyén capemeni U wegané yén kurd/muxalif ku ji héla gismeke
giring é gelé herémé ve dihat temagekirin, hatin girtin bi gasi ku hebl ew medyaya pluralist, pirreng,
pirdeng bi radeyeke zéde hat sinordarkirin. BU ku besén muxalif O cuda yén politikayén igtidaré
rexne dikin nikaribin xwe bigihinin van mecrayan G xwe ifade bikin. Ji ber ku saziyén medyayé hatin
girtin G di encama guherina xweyitiya medyayé de medyaya serdest hema hema bl yekdeng, gelé
herémé bi zehmeti digihé nlceyén alternatif.

Ji ber ku dest dan ser argivén saziyén medyeyé yén hati girtin, malperén wan én webé hatin
gedexekirin hafizeya gapemeniyé ya niviski G ditbari ya derhegé herémé de bi xetereya windablné
re r0 bi rG maye. Hesabén medyaya sosyal én capemeniya kurd/muxalif én |i herémé hatin
astengkirin G malperén wan én interneté hatin girtin.
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1.5.
Tabloya Azadiya Capemeni
u Xweifadekiriné ya Tirkiyeyé

Di rapor U indeksén azadiya capemeniyé yén natneteweyi ku mijarén azadiya capemeniyé,
demokrasi, mafén mirovan, maf U azadiyan dipivin de Tirkiye ji bo rojnamegeran weke “hepsxaneya
heri mezin a dinyay&”, di mijarén demokrasi, azadi G mafén mirovan de ji di kategoriya “welatén ne
azad” de té nisandan. Li gori Endeksa Azadiya Capemeniyé ya Dinyayé ya 202lan a réxistina
Rojnamegerén Sinornenas(RSF) Tirkiye di 20 salén dawi de di nav 180 welatan de 54 réz bi pag ketiye
U di réza 153an de ci girtiye(RSF, 2021). Di rapora Mehkemeya Mafén Mirovan a Ewropayé ya sala
2020an de di dozén azadiya fikri O xweifadekiriné de Tirkiye di nav 47 welatén endam én Konseya
Ewropayé de ew welat e ku derhegé wé de heri z&éde biryara binpékiriné hatiye dayin(Euronews,
2021a). Tirkiyeya ku di listeya Endeksa Demokrasiya Liberal de di réza 149an de ye, yek ji wan 10
welatan e ku di 10 salén dawi de heri zéde otoriter blne(Euronews, 2021b).

Di rapora 2020an a Freedom Houseé ya ku pratik G binpékirinén mafén mirovan disopine de
Tirkiye di kategoriya “welatén ne azad” de ci girt(Euronews, 2021c). Di rapora Endeksa Raseriya
Hiqlgé ya 2021 aThe World Justice Project&(WJP) de Tirkiyeyé di nav 139 welatan de di réza 117an de
¢l girt(WJP-Index, 2021). Freedom House'un "2021 internette Ozgirliik" raporunda Tlrkiye internet
kullaniminda 6zglr olmayan Ulkeler kategorisinde yer aldi (Deutsche Welle, 2021b). Li gorf rapora
Federasyona Rojnamegeran a Navneteweyi(IFJ), li gorf daneyén Adara 2021an li seranseri dinyayé
heri kém 229 kedkarén capemeniyé ji ber karén xwe yén rojnamegeriyé di hepsan de ne. Li Tirkiyeyé
jT 67 rojnameger di hepsan de ne(Euronews, 2021d).

Ji daneyén jor xuyaye ku capemeniya kurdan a ku ji salén 90i ve ji ber xeta xwe ya muxalif G
rexnegir a di waré késeya kurd U binpékirinén mafén mirovan G késeyén civaki de ji 24é Temdza
2015an ve, ku di wé tarixé de prosesa careseriyé bidawi bd, bi awayeke sistematik di bin sansura
interneté de ye. Bulent Aring & ku di wé serdemé de cigiré serokwezir bqQ, ji bo rojnameyén Evrense/
0 Ozgliir Giindemé gotibl “Ev makineyén sUc in. Pesné réxistina teroré didin..”(diskbasinis.org, 2015).

Capemeniya kurd/muxalif a ku i diji politikayén hukimeté sekini G ew rexne kir, derheqgé
késeya kurd de nérinén alternatif péskés kir yan ji di serdemén pev¢lnan de nlgeyén di medyaya
serdest de ci negirti wesand, li ser interneté ji rasti tehdeyan hat, Saziya Teknolojiyén Zanyariyé G
Ragihandiné(BTK) 0 mehkemeyan bi awayeke sistematik sansura interneté li ser wan megandin. Li
gel vé yeké hesabén medyaya sosyal én rojnameger, aktivist U welatiyén kurd ku ndceyén xwedi
giringiyeke heyati belev kirin 4 bi hezaran sopinerén wan hebdn U naverokén wan hesaban hatin
gedexekirin. Biryarén gedexekiriné ne ji bo adresén URLy& yén ndgeyan, béhtir ji bo temamé
malperén interneté tén dayin(freewebturkey.com, 2021).

Malpera webé ya Dicle Haber Ajansiyé(DiHA) ku bi biryarnameyén di hukmé gandné de
hatibG girtin ji 24& TemU(za 2015an heta 30é Cotmeha 2016an 50 car, ya Jin Haber Ajansiyé(JINHA)
heri k&m 10 car, malperén webé U hesabé&n medyaya sosyal &n rojnameyén Azadiya Welat, Ozgiir
Giindem, Ozgiirliikgli Demokrasiyé G Dihaber, Gazete Sdjin, Firat Haber Ajansiyé(ANF) gelek caran
hatin gedexekirin(Bianet.org, 2015).

Nav O nigiké interneté yé malpera webé yé Mezopotamya Ajansiya(MA) ku ji 2017an ve
wesané dike, heya iro 35 car, yén Jinnewsé 39 car 0 yén rojnameya Yen/ Yasamé ji du car hatin
gedexekirin. Hin ji hincetén gedexekirina malpera interneté ya Mezopotamya Ajansiyé ev ban;
Walitiya Diyarbekiré kartolan belav kiriye, Baroya Diyarbekiré li ser kiryarén xirab én legkeran li diji
gundiyan raporek amade kiriye, blyereke istismara cinsi gewimiye (O ajansé ev kirine
ndge(mezopotamyaajansi35.com, 2021).
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1.6.
Nirxandin

Jiber ku zext U zordariya di konteksta késeya kurd de li ser saziyén medyayé U rojnamegeran
té mesandin G sedemén wé téra xwe nabin mijara Iékolinan yan ji ji ber ku ev xebat tené beré xwe
didin gadeké, ji ber ku di raporén azadiya capemeniyé yén Tirkiyeyé de rGdanén i bajarén kurdan bi
serenaveke cuda nayé nirxandin, zehmet e meriv daneyén di vi wari de birék(pék bike rapor. Sansura
li ser interneté, desteserkirina saziyén medyayé yén bi biryarnameyén di hukmé ganiné de hatine
girtin karé meriv zortir dike ji bo meriv xwe bigihine zanyari 0 belgeyén derhegé medyaya kurdan
de.

Ev tabloya derhegé azadiya capemeniyé de li bajarén kurdan G rewsa bi pevcidn, politikayén
astengkirina maf G azadiyan ku weke encamén meseleya kurd ku késeya demokrasiya Tirkiyeyé ye U
bi salan e nayé careserkirin, ji hev cihé ninin.

Darizandina siyasetmedar, parazvanén mafén mirovan, rojnameger, akademisyen, saziyén
sivil 0 begén din én civaké ji ber ramanén xwe yén li ser késeya kurd, nisan dide ku meseleya kurd di

heman demé de meseleyeke azadiya fikri ( ifadekiriné ye ji. Yén heri z&de tesira vé zext G tirsé li wan
dibe rojnameger G saziyén medyayé ne.

Di mijara terikandina zimané pevgdné de ji siyasetmedaran béhtir peywir li ser milé medyayé
ye. Di gareseriya pev¢lnan de zimané medyayé G amadekirina civaké bo astiyé bi vi zimani gelek
giring in. Lé ji bo pékhatina vi tisti divé medya zimané xwe biguherine 0 néziki konsepta
rojnamegeriya astiyé be. Mixabin medyaya serdest di vi warl de xwedi raboriyeke ¢é nin e. Medyaya
serdest, ji bo wexteke kurt be ji, di serdemén prosesa astiyé yan ji careseriyé de, di waré késeya kurd
de zimaneki pozitiftir hilgirt 1& pisti ku prosesa ¢areseriyé bidawi bd bi temami vi zimani terikand. Bi
wesanén yekall yén di waré meseleya kurd U gelé herémé de, bariyera derdni ya li ber careseriya
meseleya kurd béhtir hat bilindkirin. Pevg¢ln girantir ban G her ku ¢cd em ji rewsa agstiyé dar ketin.

Di vé serdema ku medyaya serdest dev ji wesanén pluralist berda 0 wesanén yekali G
yekdeng dike, ji bo gel xwe bigihine ndceyén rast 0 péewle, xwedi giringiyeke jiyani ye ku rojnameger
xebatén xwe yén piseyi binin ci. Di mijarén civaki yén medyaya serdest pasguh dike de berpirsiyariya
nivisandin O vegotina rastiyan, di stdyé rojnamegerén ku bi heqgiget G agtiyé bawer in, dimine.

Di berdewamiya raporé de xebata me ya esil a Di Konteksta Késeya Kurd De Tegihana
Kurdan Bo Medyaya Tirkiyeyé heye, gava hin li ser wé fikirin 0 we siroveyén wé xwendin, heke hin ji
bir nekin ku bi awayeke gisti li ser azadiya medya U xweifadekiriné kontrol, venérin U zexteke berfireh
heye G medyaya kurdan bi sansur, astengkirin G zilmé re rG bi rG dimine, dé bag be. Loma li dinyayek
ku azadiya ifadeyé O xwegihandina nldceyan |é bé parastin 0 medyayeke bi zimané wan, bi
pirsgirékén wan re elegedar hebe, li dinyayeke normal welatiyeke kurd bo nimdne nlGgeyén FOXé
temage bike tisteki ye, li dinyayek ku ev azadi |1& tune bin, aligirén AK Partiyé G besén din én civaké,
nemaze welatiyén kurd berberi hev bin U ji hev dar bisekinin tisteki di ye. Loma ji bo berdewamiya
xebaté me got ku em ci bidin daneyén heta vir, dewlemendkirina hewldana sirovekiriné li héleki me
got dé li ser zemineke rasttir ji bide ranigtin.

Heri dawi divé em behsa carcoveya |ékoliné ji bikin. Di carcoveya vé |ékolina bi navé Di
Konteksta Késeya Kurd De Tégihana Kurdan Bo Medyaya Tirkiyeyé rébazén |Iékoliné yén ¢endani G
cawani hatine bikaranin G fikr O tégihana kurdan U rdspiyén kurdan li Tirkiyeyé li ser medyayé,
késeyén bingehin én medyayé, nézikahiya gisti li hemberi meseleya kurd a medyayé U nemaze li ser
helwesta gisti ya medyaya Tirkiyeyé di Prosesa Careseriyé de hatine 1&kolinkirin. Gelek serenavén
giring én weke potansiyela alikariya medyayé bo asti G careseriyé, astengiyén li ber vé potansiyelé,
nimdneyén eréni G neyini, heblna perspektifa astiyé ya girédayi mafan, ciyé mafén jinan G zarokan
di ndgegihaniyé de, tékiliyén medyayé li gel hézé siyasi U abori, baweriya bi medyayé G figurén
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medyayé, ji bo berbelavbina perspektifa astiyé tistén divén bén kirin ji di raporé de bi hdrgili hatine
nirxandin. Weke encamén ¢endani U cawani yén Iékoliné, rapor ji du besén sereke pék té. Di besa
ewil de encamén gawani, di bega duyem de ji encamén ¢gendani tén pégkéskirin.

Di cargoveya Iékolinén gendani de li héleki |i sé bajarén mezin li gel welatiyén kurd (600 kes)
xebateke gadi ya bi pivanga berfireh hat megsandin. Me hévi hebd ku xebata me ya gadi, nemaze di
bidawiblna prosesa ¢areseriyé de derheqgé rola medyaya Tirkiyeyé de ramanén kurdan 0 sedemén
péneewletiya li hemberi medyayé bi awayeke klrahi li ber cavan raxe. Li héla din di gargoveya xebata
cawani de jime li gel kesén li herémé bi vé mijaré re di cargcoveya xebatén xwe yén mafi yan ji politik
de elegedar bdne mulakatén bikdrahi pék anin. Di vé cargoveyé de weke din me li Diyarbekir 0 Wané
komxebatan li dar xist. Di van komxebatan de em li gel niGnerén medyaya herémi U neteweyi,
parazvanén mafén mirovan G li gel besén din &én péwendidar civiyan 0 me encamén xebatén xwe
nirxandin G kir ku tecrubeyén derhegé mijaré de bén parvekirin.

Rapora li ber desté we rapora encamé ya van xebatan e. Armanca me ew bl ku em rola
medyayé ya derhegé késeya kurd de derxin holé, nemaze em hewldanén zindikirina hafizeya tarixi
ji salén 19907 vir ve |i bipés bixin. D& dubare bibe |& em disa bibéjin armanca me ya heri giring ji ew
ba ku ji dévla mijareke z&de hati Iékolan a weke ka kurd G késeya kurd di vé medyayé de ¢awa tén
temsilkirin, me mafé gotiné rasterast da wan G me hewl da ku heta mimkun be em teheydl yan ji
tégihana kurdan bo medyaya Tirkiyeyé fém bikin.
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TEGIHANA
ROJNAMEGER,
HIQUQNAS U
NUNEREN SAZIYEN
SIVIL EN KURD BO
MEDYAYA
TIRKIYEYE

Di merheleya cawani ya Iékolina me de li gel 40 kesén bi késeya kurd G prosesa gareseriyé
re tékildar én weke rojnameger, higlgnas, xebatkarén medyayé G nlnerén saziyén sivil bi formeke
pirsén berfireh hevditinén niv-diyarkiri hatine kirin. Forma hevditiné ya berfireh bi pirsén
agahdarkirina begdaran dest pé kiriye. Di besa duyem a formé de derhgé medya U giringiya
medyayé de pirs hatine kirin. Di vé besé de hatiye armanckirin ku him bi awayeke gisti derhegé
medyayé de, him ji derhegé xuyangén muhtelif én medyayé li Tirkiyeyé de fikr bén berhevkirin. Besa
séyem a formé ji bo nérinén besdaran én li ser rewsa medya U késeya kurd di salén 19907 de hatiye
vegetandin. Di besa garan de ji nézikahi G helwesta medyayé di Prosesa Gareseriyé de him bi awayé
gistl, him i bi gesta gribén medyayé yén diyarkirl hatine pirsin. Di besa péncan de ji prosesa
gareseriyé ta bi iro rewsa medyayé hatiye nirxandin. Di besa dawi ya forma pirsan de ji hévi
pésniyarén bo dahattyé ci girtine.
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Di rapora li ber desté we de ji herka forma pirsan esas hatiye girtin, navén begdaran bi

nimareyan hatine nisandan U hatine anonimkirin, 1& di neqglkirinén ji besdaran de navé bajaré wan G

piseyé wan hatine nivisin.?

2.1.
Giringiva Medyayé

Besa ewil a forma hevditinén berfireh ji pirsén li ser medya 0 giringiya medyayé pék té. Di
hevditinén li gel begdaran de mijarén weke rewsa gisti ya medyaya Tirkiyeyé, giringiya medyayé di
civakén iroyin de, di waré berberi-ger-astiyé de rolén medyayé hatine nigagkirin. Di vé binbesé de
bersivén 40 begdaran weke xulase dé ci bigirin.

2.1.1.
Medyavya Li Tirkiyeyé Li Ser Xeta Pev¢ln/Berberi
0 Asti/Lihevhatiné

Yek ji mijarén piraniya besdaran li ser li hev dikin, rola medyayé ya di civakén iroyin de
tesedana ginyatan G heta civakan e. Disa bi girani ev giringi G héz, di carcoveyeke pir ne eréni de té
nirxandin. Li gori besdaran ew héza medyayé heye ku berberiyén civaki derxe 0 giran bike yan ji
berovaji rawestine. Li gel vé yeké li Tirkiyeyé medya bi pirani vé inisiyatifa xwe ji bo girankirina
berberiyé bikar tine. Li gel ku nérinén neyini yén besdaran li ser medyayé bihéz in U bale dikésin ser
rola berberikirina civaki ya medyayé, baweriya wan pé heye ku potansiyeleke din a medyayé ji heye.
Medya ji xwezaya xwe berberiyé nake, & ji ber berjewendiyén igtidarén siyasi, berjewendiyé di
berberikiriné de dibinin. Em & vé xalé di ripelén bé de bi hirgili hildin dest.

Pirsa ewil a forma hevditinén berfireh, li ser wé yeké bl ku ka medya kare pev¢inan @
berberiyén civaki ges bike yan na. Li gori piraniya besdaran medya kare pev¢in G berberiyén civaki
ges ji bike, as ji bike. Bi gotinén besdarek “medya kéreki du ali tdj e” U “gava rast neyé sixulandin kare
herdu aliyan ji biésine” (Wan, Rojnameger). Disa bi gotinén besdarek din “medya gava rast were
sixulandin kare alikariya demokratikbdna civaké bike, bi helwesta xwe ya neyini kare bangewaziya
ser bike 0 pevginén civaki ges bike.” (Riha, Niviskar). Ev tespitén teorik U razber li héleki gava rewsa
li Tirkiyeyé nirxandin besdaran tabloyeke gelek neyini xé&z kirin. Temayén weke |i Tirkiyeyé
“berberiyeke ji ber kaosa siyasi heye” heye (Riha, Rojnameger, Aktivist), medya serbixwe nin e G weke
orxanén wesanén yén partiyan kar dikin, ji béalibdné dar disekinin tim derdikevin hemberi me. Li gel
vé yeké gava meriv déhna xwe dide bersivén besdaran meriv dibine ku din komkomibUn derdikevin
holé. Li héleki nézikahiya gelek bedbin a ku balé dikése ser héza medyayé ya hema hema di xwe de
ditiye U tesira wé ya gelek xirab a li ser berberi G pev¢inén civaki ci digirin. Li gori vé nériné medya
di civaka me de “bi awayeke gist3i ginyatan diyar dike G ew bi xwe diyar dike ku dé& insan | i¢i bifikirin,
cawa bifikirin” (Mus, NGnerek Saziyeke Sivil) 0 “rojeva insanén modern én iroyin, medya diyar dike
(Riha, Rojnameger). Besdarek din & ku dibéje medya berberiyé teqez ges dike, gava héza medyayé
rave dike sibandineke balkés G raveker dike. Besdar tesira medyayé ya li ser insanan digibine bebikén
Voodoo yén Efrigayé G wisa dibéje:

Tékiliya bebika Voodoo heye li wir gava derziyé di bebiké re dike li wir heke insan hatibe
séhrkirin ew kes li wir xwe hildiavéje. Bi heman awayi di medyayé de ji heman rews heye,
gava medya derziyé di kesek re dike hemi sopinerén wi kesi, hezkiriyén wi G heke li ber

2 Tabloya ku minreya besdaran, agahiyén i G piseyi, hiin karin di PEVEKA 1. de bibinin.

22



NAVENDA LEKOLINEN CIVAKI YA DICLE
DI KONTEKSTA KESEYA KURD DE TEGIHANA KURDAN BO MEDYAYA TIRKIYEYE

capemeniyé be dijberén wi ji di bin tesira wé ifadeyé de diminin. Loma medya berberiyé
ges dike. Karigeriyele wisa ya medyayé heye G dé hebe ji (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger).

Di hevditinén din de em rasti v&é G siroveyén weke vé tén. Medya “hézeke mezin e, dibe
sebeb ku di beseke civaké de nérinén cuda derkevin holé” (Diyarbekir, Siyasetmedar). Medya
berberiyé dike “¢imki gava hin bi insanén li derve re bipeyivin, weke ji her tistén niG¢eyan amin bin
ji we re siroveyan dikin” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Besdarek din ji (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) iddia dike
ku “heke li roava li hemberi kurdan antipatiyek bé afirandin” sebebé vé yé& ewil di hin rewsan de
medya ye. Disa besdarek din (Riha, Higlgnas) dib&je medya li Tirkiyeyé xwedi wé hézé ye ku kare
derbeyé bide kirin U pagé jl derbeyé mesru bike. Li gori siroveyeke din ji li Tirkiyey& medya bi binyada
xwe medyaya dewleté ye 0 weke di blyerén 6-7& Tloné de hatiye ditin bi reheti G bi awayeke
sistematik li ser navé dewleté kare bibe amireke provokasyoné (Stenbol, Rojnameger).

Taybetiya ku di van siroveyan de balé dikése ew e ku medya weke hémaneke héza xwe ya
mutleqg di xwe de té ditin G medya ji tora tékiliyén civaki, siyasi, kulturi G abori cihé té nirxandin. Li gel
vé yeké di hin siroveyan de qala referansén tékiliyén medya-siyaset-sermayeyé (Diyarbekir,
Rojnameger), paraleliya di navbera partiyan G orxanén medyayé de (Riha, Higlgnas; Stenbol,
HigGgnas) jT hat kirin.

Li gel siroveyén li ser rola neyiniya di berberi G pevglinan de ya medyayé, kém be ji siroveyén
sakintir G pirhél ji tén ditin. Besdarek rojnameger 1 ji Diyarbekiré dibéje “medya tena seré xwe
berberiya civaki ges nake, berberiyeke nd naafirine, béhtir berberiyén heyi ges dike”. Besdarek din ji
ima dike ku medya bi gasi ku kare berberiyé bike, kare li hev ji bine, her tim beseke maqdl ji heye G
hewl! dide li ser xaleke hevpar ji bigihine hev 0 medya ne xwedi xuyangeke homojen e (Diyarbekir,
Révebirek Medyayé). Besdarek higQgnas 1 ji Batmané ji bi gotinén xwe yén “medya him tesir li
atmosfera gisti dike, him di bin tesira wé de dimine” diyar dike ku medya perceyeke atmosfera siyasi
ye. Begdarek din jT gebdl dike ku helwesteke wé yi berberikiriné heye, I1& dibéje gimeta vé helwesté |i
ba civaké bi gasi ku té zanin, nin e G weke diyardeyeke eréni behsa vé dike:

Yané ji xéra Xwedeé re tisteki pir cidi nabe, paxav pé nabe. Bi ya min tesira zimané
berberiyé yé medya G partiyén siyasi pir tune ye li ser insanan. Temam, girseyén, insanén
di bin tesiré de diminin hene. Lé bi kirahi ez tistek nabinim. Ev hdrgiliyeke giring e.
(Rojnameger, Diyarbekir)

Ev xala dawi nemaze derheqé tesira z&de U yekall ya medyayé de, li hemberi gebdlén gisti
ku xwe dispérin hesibandinén nehati peyitandin, perspektifeke alternatif e, loma giring e. Mumkun
e meriv bibéje di civakén modern de tesirén giring én medyayé li ser jiyana siyasi, civaki G kulturi
heye, |& xwezaya vé tesiré, mekanizmayén wé, sinor 0 awayén karigeriya wé li ba Iékolerén medyayé
mijara nigaseke giring e. Li hemberi nézikahiyén ku tesira medyayé& weke tesireke z&de, yekall
hildidin dest, siroveyén ku vé tesiré bi kontekstén civaki, siyasi, kulturi, sazGmani G abori yén
tevlihevtir tékildar dikin hene. > Siroveya ku we li jor xwend, ji ber ku zimané berberiyé yé medyayé
dike pirsgirék binirx e.

Gava em tesira medyayé ya li ser asgti 0 lihevhatiné dipirsin, em hema hema mutabakatake
fikri dibinin. Heke em ji seri ve bi kurtasi xulase bikin, besdar dibéjin ku li dinyayé @ li Tirkiyeyé medya
kare tesireke eréni li asti U lihevhatiné bike, 1& ev ancax G ancax bi réxistinblneke serbixwe ya
medyayé kare bibe. Piraniya besdaran ji vé rewsé re weke niimdne nisan dane ku di Prosesa

37Ji bo nigasén berfirehtir én derheqé mijaré de binérin. Burak Ozcetin (2021).
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Careseriyé de medyayé alikariya asti G lihevhatiné kiriye. Em fadeyek ku vé nériné xulase dike, neql
bikin:

Potansiyela wé heye. Weke minak di prosesa gareseriyé de gava em |li medyayé dinérin
zimané ku bikar aniye, helwesta wé, bayerén li herémé G niigceyén derhegé kurdan de
awayeke sempatik vegotin, gera weke taristan a hin insanan di hin kovaran de ci girt,
hewl dan ku kurdan binasin, awayé cigirtina vé di capemeniyé de rewseke eréni derxist
holé. Di pékhatina rewsa eréni de alikariya medyayé heye. (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger)

Li gori begsdaran medya “bi zimané xwe yé di prosesa gareseriyé de kir ku insan néziki hev
bibin” (Riha, Rojnameger); “Bi zimaneki wisa néziki rastgiran bl ku prosesa gareseriyé guncan ditin @
kir ku %70 yé& mengiwer, rastgir, muhafazakaran destek bidin prosesa careseriyé” (Diyarbekir,
Rojnameger); “medyayé mansetén beré, her tisti ji bir kir @ rola anina astiyé hilda ser milé xwe”
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger), “civaké as kir 0 amade kir, roleke giring bd ev” (Batman, Higlagnas).
Besdarek (Wan, Rojnameger) gava qala alikariya zimané astiyé yé& medyayé dikir, bale kisand ser
késeya kogberiyé @ cigirtina Alan Kurdi ya bebik a penaber ku bedena wé li peravén avé hat ditin. Li
gori besdar bi vé dimena k udi medyayé de ci girt, “Raya gisti ya Ewropayé necgar ma ku derhegé
penaberan de helwesta xwe bighuherine.” Meriv kare bibéje ku ev besdar dixwaze bibéje di prosesa
careseriyé de, di medyayé de cih vegetandina bo késeya kurd G bdyerén li erdnigariya kurdan
guherina helwesteke wisa teswiq kiriye.

Weke hati diyarkirin, li gori begdaran ji ber binyada medyayé ya li Tirkiyeyé, ji ber ku ji igtidar
0 dewleté serbixwe nin e, alikariya ku dé ji bo asti 0 lihevhatiné bike gelek bisinor e. Bi gotinén
besdarek me yihiglqgnasiji Rihayé “Gava medya li her deré dinyayé serbixwe 0 azad tevgeriya, hingé
dé karibe di dabinkirina astiya civaki 0 edaleté de alikariyé bike. Li Tirkiyeyé ji ji ber ku li gel igtidar G
dewleta vesarti tevdigere, rol 0 peywira wé gegkirina tundi U ser e.” Nirxandinén eréni yén li ser
prosesa astiyé ji timi bi demboritiyé bisinor dibin. Li gori besdaran medya, ji ber ku rajéri dewlet G
igtidaré ye, prosesa careseriyé cawa gediya demildest li zimané beré yé berberiyé vegeriya. PEndsén
ku di prosesa careseriyé de bibdn dengé astiyé “gava prosesa ¢areseriyé bidawi bl gotinén berovaji
kirin.” Sebebé vé ji ew e ku medya “girédayi atmosfera siyasi di xaleke pasif de ye” (Batman,
HigGgnas). Li Tirkiyeyé “ji ber ku binyada medyayé girédayi hevsengiya igtidar yan hézé ye”
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) alikariya wé ya bo astiyé ancax bisinor 0 demkurt blye. Bi gotineke din
alikariya medyayé bo astiyé girédayi sert 0 mercan, rajér 0 demdemi blye:

Gava dewleté prosesa careseriyé eré kir griba medyayé ya girédayi wé alikari kir. Gava
rewseke berovaji wé b ji, ber bi pevglinan ve me vé caré dit ku medya dibe sebebé
pevc¢inan. Li Tirkiyeyé medya tena seré xwe orxaneke biryardar nin e. Cawani G wesfén
wé ne ev in. Di halé hazir de ji bo hézén heyi politikayén xwe belav bikin amirek e.
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger)
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2.1.2.
Késeya Kurd, Helwesta Medyayé,
Pev¢an G Astiya Civaki

Ji begdaran hat pirsin ku gava meriv 20 salén dawi yé& késeya kurd bifikire, ji bo li Tirkiyeyé
peveln rawestin O astiya civaki dabin bibe rola medyayé cawa dinirxinin. Hat ditin ku bersivén
besdaran li ser cend xalan kom bn: yén prosesa 20 salan bi rajériya medyayé ya bo dewleté dibinin;
yén beré xwe didin binyada xweyitiyé ya medyayé G tékiliyén wé yén li gel hézén igtidaré yén cuda;
yén beré xwe didin dinamikén cuda yén medyayé yén serdemi 0 konjonkturel; yén balé dikésin ser
hélén eréni yén nezikahiyén li hemberi késeya kurd di bist salén dawi de U dengén alternatif én di
nav medyayé de.

Beseke giring ya besdaran, diyar kirin ku di 20 salén dawi de diyarkera esas a nézikahiyén li
hemberi késeya kurd, binyada rajér a medyayé bo dewlet G igtidaré ye. Loma di serdemén istisna
yén weke Prosesa Careseriyé de zimaneki demokratiktir, astiyanetir G béhtir aligir bo careseriyé bi
kar anibe ji ev yek di inisiyatifa medyayé de neblye. Guherina di helwesta dewlet G igtidaré de,
guherina helwesta medyayé ji bi xwe re aniye. Weke minak rojnameyén weke Hurriyeté ku beri
Prosesa Careseriyé “kela hérsé dirijandin G dikir ku kurd weke sexs pirsigirékan bijin” di Prosesa
Careseriyé de bl xwedi helwesteke berovaji, “di careké de li gel igtidaré ban astixwaz.”

Ji ber propagandaya iqtidaré li diji réxistiné, li diji kurdan nligceyan ¢ékirin, heta dest pé
kirin G gala kultura kurdan, xwarinén wan, stranén wan kirin. Di careké de modayeke wisa
dest pé kir. Helbet ev ji bi temami ji ber tesira patronajé ya medyayé G birévebirina wé ya
ji aliigtidar G dewleté ve bd. Li Tirkiyeyé di vi wari de medyayeke serbixwe tune ye. Yané
medya ji ber xwe ve nifreté naafirine, her tist li gori dewleté, li goriiqgtidaré tese digire.
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger).

Besdarek din ji (Riha, Rojnameger) dibéje “zimané siyaseté zimané vederkiriné be medya li
gori wé helwesta xwe nisan dide” G diyar dike ku medyayé di 20 salan de ji siyasete serbixwe helwest
nisan nedaye. Ev gotin gelek bag derdixe holé ku medya ¢i qasi rajéri dewleté ye: “Li dinyayé
rojnamegeri di gel dewletan hatiye kirin. Gava meriv li Tirkiyeyé dinére meriv dibine ku dewlet bi xwe
rojnamegeriyé dike” (Riha, Rojnameger). Besdarek din ji bi van gotinan diyar dike ku binyada
medyayé ji reng G karakter bépar e: “Rengé medyayé bi xwe tune ye. Li welat zext 0 zordari heye, li
gori vé medya béreng tevdigere” (Riha, Rojnameger, Aktivist). Bi kurtasi li gori vé nériné di 20 salén
dawi de, ewill medyaya serdest, pasé jl medyaya ku besdar weke “medyaya hawiz&” binav dikin ku
néziki igtidaré ye, heman li ser xeta “igtidaré ya ¢inehat” biréve ¢lye (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) G “di
bist salén dawi de di her hémaneke ku li medyayé hatiye wesandin de igtidar diyarker blye”: “Roleke
giring a medyayé ¢énabe. Medyaya ku ewé ¢axé bi lihevhatiné tevdigeriya, iro dide ¢éran, ev guherin
bi fradeya medyayé derneketiye holé (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger).

Hin siroveyén ku ¢inehatén nézikahiyén li hemberi késeya kurd én medyayé, bi diyarkerén
tevlihevtir 0 “hevsengiyén hézé” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) dinirxinin ji hebdn. Weke minak siroveya
besdarek hiqglgnas 1 ji Stenbolé di ci de ye ku em liv ir neql bikin:

Em salén 1999-2004 weke serdema astiya negatif, agirbesté pénase bikin. Gotina gistiya
medyayé iddia dike ku meseleya kurd bi agirbesté bidawi dibe. YEyé rewsek derxistibl
holé. Di vé serdemé de bi awayeke rastin meseleya kurd nebd rojev. Yek ji blyerén
késeya kurd xwe nisan da, di 2001é de li Silopyayé révebiré HADEPé hatibl revandin.
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Mehmet Altan, Celal Baglangig bi ser vé biyeré de ¢ln. Ali Bayramoglu li Silopyayé
Iékolinan kirin. Di 2005an de Erdogan xwe rakésa bi G gotinl “Késeya kurd, késeya min
e”. Giring bl ku igtidara siyasi meseleya kurd qebdl bike. Li vir ji pevglnan disa dest pé
kiribin ji weke salén 90i gotinén tund tunebiin. Gava em déhna xwe bidin beri van 20
salan, em dibinin ku medyayé weke amireke leskeriyé G hézén ewlekariyé kar dikir. Di vé
kontekté de guherina di terza medyayé de gelek giring e. Di prosesa pisti 2005an de
Blyerén Diyarbekiré hebiln. Gava meriv vedigere ( li van blyeran dinére zimané
medyayé erjeng bl. Ziman G helwesta nézi propagandayé, gelek xuya bl. Wé demé i
Mersiné kriza alayé hebi. Di dawiya 2010an késeya kurd kari di rojevé de ji xwe re ci
bibine. Pisti 2013an igtidaré got ku dixwaze di vé meseleyé de bi pés ve bice. Pisti vé
beyané medyayé roleke astiyane hilda ser xwe. Pisti 2015an ji disa weke salén 1990 li
helwesta tune hesibandiné vegeriyan. Qetliama nijadperest a li Konyayé bi awayeke
agkere nisan da ku medya G igtidar di meseleya kurd de li ku ne. Di 2013-2014an de
derheqé meseleya kurd de niige derdiketin I€ iro rojnameyek weke wé rojé helwestek
nisan bide, dibe xayin. Ev ji nisan dide ku nézikahiyén li hemberi késeya kurd bi hiseki
serdemi ve girédayi ne.

Li gel van em dibinin ku hin besdar guherin G veguherina di 20 salén dawi de ya di waré
késeya kurd de eréni dibinin. Besdarek (Diyarbekir, Révebirek Medyayé) diyar dike ku beri van 20
salan di medyayé de “nérin G neteweperestiya bi hegemonyaya Kemalist” serwer blye, di bist salén
dawi de du begén ku dewleté ew veder kirine, kurd G islamparéz di medyayé de béhtir hatine
temsilkirin. Li gori wi/wé ev begs di medyayé de “bi awayeke demokrattir xuya kirine”. Besdarek din ji
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) tine ziman ku li Tirkiyeyé di 20 salén dawi de nézikahiya medyaya serdest li
hemberi kurdan guheriye, “ewili kurdan tune dihesibandin” I& niha kurdan bas nas dikin. NGnerek
saziyeke sivil 1 ji Stenbolé diyar dike ku di Prosesa Astiyé de medya bas hatiye “birévebirin” G
“bikaranin”, ji 20007 ve derhegé kurdan de proseseke ¢é heye. Disa nézikahiyeke eréni (Diyarbekir,
Rojnameger) dibéje medyaya navendi di 20 salén dawi de li ser xeta igtidaré wesané dike, 1€ li gel
wé disa ji “saziyén ku bi ujdana xwe tevdigerin ji hene”  1& z&éde dike:

Disa ji gelek pésketin ¢ébl. Medyayé gelek karén xwes ji kir, nemaze di prosesa
careseriyé de, mesele xwezi bi gotinén igtidarek, partiyek na, bi fikr (i ujdana xwe
tevbigeriyana... 1& di gel vé... Li welaté me rewseke xwes ¢ébd. Li gel her van her tigtan
tista min xwest li jor b&jim. Divé ev xal bé gotin. Him li herémé, him li seranseré welat
ndce gelek bi baldari dihatin nivisin.. Tista diviya bibe ji ew bd. L& me wé yeké du sé sal
dit... Lé li gel wé rojnamegerén xwedi prensib, yén xwedi sekn ji hene. Gelek hevalén me,
dostén me, mezinén me yén piseyi ku bi awayeke rast néziki meseleyén civaki, meseleya
kurd, aboriyé dibin, yén ji bo vi welati dilé wan diése hene Ié ev yek téré nake.

Heke em bidin hev, siroveya dawi nigani me dide ku li gel hemU zehmetiyan, ¢inehatan
besdar dibé&jin di 20 salén dawi de nézikahiyén li hemberi késeya kurd G temsilén tékildari kurdan bas
bi pés ketine.
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2.1.3.
Binavkirin, Serdemikirin,
Senifandina Medyaya Tirkiyeyé

Ji begdaran hin pirs hatine kirin ku i Tirkiyeyé medyaya serdest pénase bikin, binav bikin
bidin senifandin. Ji besdaran hatiye pirsin ku “Heke hin nézikahiya medyaya serdest a li Tirkiyeyé i

hemberi meseleya kurd bi 3 peyvan vebéjin, ew dé kijan bana?” U piraniya besdaran hema hema bi

9w

temami etiket G sifatén neyini G ji hev cuda réz kirine: “zext”, “stt”, “aligiré pergala heyl”, “inkar”,

” o« ” o« ” o« ” o«

“ciyawaz”, “angaje”, “weke yén din ditin”, “pragmatik”, “aligiré dewleté”, “min nebihist-nedit 4 ez

” o« ”

nizanim”, “neteweperest”, “dewletperest”, “manipulatif’, “nenasin”, “derew”, “propaganda”, “teror”,
“dabeskari”, “bekaya dewleté”, ciyawaz”, “pevclnker”, “aligir’, “ne samimi”, “durd”, “di xizmeta
resmiyeté de”, “destpénedana piroziyan”, “sinorén wé diyar”, “dezenformasyon”, “béliyaget”, “biat”,

” o«

“zimané fermi”, “capemeniya leskergehé&”, “xayin” hati xapandin”, “mili”, “tekperest” 4 “vederkirin”.

” o« ” U ” o«

Li gel vé yeké begdarek gotiye ku ne mimkun e meriv nikare nérina medyaya serdest i
meseleya kurd bi sé peyvan vebéje, ¢cimki sekneke zelal ya medyayé tuneye di vi wari de (Riha,
Niviskar). Besdarek din (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) diyar dike ku nérineke medyaya serdest tune ye i
hemberi meseleya kurd, ¢cimki ya esil tené nérina igtidaré ye, igtidar beré xwe bi ku ve bike medya ji
bi wé ve dice. Besdarek dinTku li Stenbolé weke rojnameger dixebite, rewsé wiha xulase dike: “Gava
ji Aydin Dogan pirsin ku ka dé ¢i bibe bi Hdirriyeté, bersiv da G got ‘ne ez, dé dewlet biryaré bide’.
Loma bi 3 peyvan ‘dewlet-biryar-dide.”

Gava xwest besdar nézikahiya medyayé ya li hemberi meseleya kurd li gori serdeman
vegetinin, meyla giran ew blye ku weke beri prosesa careseriyé, prosesa gareseriyé 0 serdema pisti
bidawiblna prosesa careseriyé. Li gel vé yeké hinan vé serdemikiriné heya 1920an ji birine G beré
xwe dane sikestinén di serdemeke tarixi ya diréjtir de. Besdarek din ji nézikahiya medyayé weke
serdema Prosesa Careseriyé 0 yén mayi bi du serenavén sereke nirxandiye (Diyarbekir,
Siyasetmedar). Serdemikirineke cuda weke beri 199071 0 pisti wé bdye: serdema beri 19907 ku
meseleya kurd tune hatiye hesibandin O serdema pisti 19907 ku &di dest bi xuyakiriné kir (Riha,

Niviskar).

Besdarén ku serdemikiriné ji 100 sal beré ve kirine gotine ku medyayé ji 19201 heta 19601
kurdan neditiye, gava ditiye ji bi tégehén weke esgiya wan hildaye dest; di navbera 1960-1980yi de
di bin tesira ideolojiya ¢epgir de késeya kurd weke meseleyeke li pag mayiné hatiye ditin; di navbera
1980-19901 de serdema husbdné; ji 199071 pé ve hay ji kurdan heblne U ev yek bi salén 2000i ve gestir
blye; di navbera 2013-2015an de ¢areseri hatiye axavtin; pisti 2015an disa vegera li zimané ewlekariyé
¢éblye (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger; Stenbol, Higlgnas). Besdarek dibéje ku serdemikirina medyayé
divé li gel guherinén nézikahiyén révebiran li hemberi meseleya kurd bé nirxandin. Ev rézén li jér
derhegé wé de ne:

Nérina révebiran li kurdan, li késeyén wan ¢i be medya ji li gori wé ci digire. Salén 901 ji
aliyé tékosina kurdan ve ji, ji ali z&dekirina dewleté ya tundiya xwe ve ji litke bin. Tevgera
kurd di sala 92an de réya xwe guherand 0 ji xeta serxweb{iné hat ser xeta lihevhatine bi
dewleté re... Pisti salén 901 ber bi 2000i ve révebiran ji fém kirin ku nikarin weke beré
biréve bibin, zimané medyayé ji da di vé. Bi avabina AK Partiyé vé guheriné bi awayeke
askeretir xwe nisan da. Révebirén ku AK Partiyé bi xeteke liberal reformist biréve birin, li
hemberi kurdan ji dévla asimilasyoné ve entegrasyoné xistin dewré... Di halé hazir de
zimané pevgilnan serdest e di prosesé de G xwin dikése ber bi atmosfereke xeter ve. Ji
ber ku igtidaré desteka xwe ya civaki winda kiriye, ketiye tengasiyé, ev yek berberiya
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civaki béhtir ges dike, medya ji li gori rola jé re hati diyarkirin zimané xwe didomine.
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger)

Gava me xwest ku besdar medyaya Tirkiyeyé bidin senifandin, hat ditin ku senifandina serwer
-li gel ku tégehén din hatine bikaranin- di navbera medyaya igtidaré G yén mayi de bdye. “Pistgirén
révebiriyé 0 muxalifén révebiriyé” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger), “Tifaga Cumhur G yén mayi” (Riha,
HigGgnas), “Aligirén igtidaré G dijberén wé”(Diyarbekir, Siyasetmedar), “Medyaya igtidaré i medyaya
latkperest” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger), “Medyaya aligiré gotinén fermi G li hemberi wé medyaya ku
hew! dide heqgigeté belav bike” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger), “Medyaya neteweperest, gelperest @
muxalif” (Batman, HiglGgnas). Li Tirkiyeyé nérinén ku medyayé ji derveyl dubendiya igtidar @
muxalefeté hildidin dest ji hene. Li gori vé nériné |i hemberiigtidaré yan ji medyaya ku weke muxalif
té binavkirin ji gava mesele kurd bin, nikarin ji xeta igtidaré vegetin: “gribén medyayé yén li ser xeta
neteweperest, ku ev carcarna dibin hevparén igtidaré G demeke diréj e di muxalefeté de nobedarén
dilxwaz én sistemé& ne” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger); “medyaya muhafazakar, medyaya Kemalist G
medyaya neteweperest.. Ev hersé medya ji gelek disibin hev, héla wan ideolojik a hevpar ew e ku
anti-kurd in.” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) Xaleke din a balkés ji ew e ku besdar dewlet 0 igtidara siyasi
kém caran ji hev cihé dikin. Besdarek (Stenbol, Rojnameger) medyaya Tirkiyeyé weke sé grib dabes
dike U dibéje ev “Medyaya dewleté ya rastin”, “Medyaya hukimeté” ya ku li gori guherina igtidaré
pozisyon digire 0 diguhere 0 “Medyaya ¢epgir” in.

Jibegdaran hatiye xwestin ku medyaya kurdan 0 medyaya tirkan ji hev veqgetinin G dezgehén
wesané yén weke Duvar, Arti TVyé bi vé vegetandiné re binirxinin. Yé iddia kiriye ku tisteki bi navé
medyaya kurdan tune ye G ya behsa wé té kirin medyaya ¢epgir e (Riha, Higdagnas) ji hebdye 1&
besdaran li ser hin dezgehén medyayé li hev kirine: Mezopotamya Ajansi, Ozgiir Giindem, Yeni Ulke,
Ozgiir Politika G Yeni Yagsam, Arti TV, televizyonén ji Ewropayé wesané dikin, K24, Rudaw, Waar ku ji
Kurdistana Iragé wesané dikin 0 Azadiya Welat ku li Tirkiyeyé wesané dike. Besdaran saziyén
medyayé yén weke Bianet, T24, Duvaré weke “Medyaya Tirkiyey&”, “Medyaya ku xwedi xeteke
wesané ya ku kare pirgirékén hemd gribén etnik én i Tirkiyeyé bine ziman” (Diyarbekir,
Rojnameger), “Medyaya Tirk ku ji Meseleye Kurd re xwedi hesasiyet e” (Riha, Higlgnas), “Medyaya
llberal” (Stenbol, NGnerek Saziyeke Sivil), “Medyaya néziki medyaya kurdan, ya xwedi bireweriyeke
civaki” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) ifade kirine. Besdarek me yi rojnameger (Stennbol) di navbera
medyaya kurdan G tirkan de senifandineke wiha kiriye:

Ez ciyawaziyeke weke medyaya kurdan G medyaya tirkan nakim, ji ber ku heke ez bibé&jim
medyaya tirkan gesta min dewlet e, yané her medyaya ku bi tirki wesané dike nabe
medyaya tirkan, wé caxé em & ji Ozgiir Glindemé re ji bib&jin medyaya tirkan yan ji
Kovara Expressé medyaya tirkan ji nin e, ya kurdan ji nin e 1& herdu ji hene. Kovareke
sosyalist e. Kovarek e ku hewl dide dengé mazliman ragihine. Medyaya kurdan Ajansa
Ndgeyan a Mezopotamyayé, Ajansa Niigeyan a Firaté, ji xeyni wé Ozgr Politikaya kul i
Ewropayé wesané dike, Ozgiir Glindem, Yeni Yagam ku li ser xeta tevgera kurd in. Ev
béhtir dengé tevgera kurd dibihizin G neql dikin. Duvar, Art1 TV xwediyén van ¢epgir nin
in, endamén partiyek ji nin in, ev bi awayek rojnamegeri dikin, saziyén medyayé ne.

Pirsén dawin én vé besa forma pirsan, li ser wé yeké bl ku ka kijan dezgehén medyayé bi
awayé heri eréni G heri neyini néziki meseleya kurd dibin. Ji bo sazi G grGbén medyayé yén heri neyini
nézik dibin heri zéde A Haber, Yeni Akit, Yeni Safak, Hiirriyet, Star TV, Albayraklar, Demiréren Grubu
0 Calik Grubu ku weke “saziyén néziki iqtidaré” tén ditin, hatin bilévkirin. Weke minak sebebé
hilbijartina A Haberé wisa hatiye diyarkirin “li hemberi nérinén cuda helwesta wé gelek neyini ye O
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rasterast destek dide igtidaré” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Li gel vé yeké hin saziyén medyayé yén ne
néziki igtidaré ji li medyaya ku li ser meseleya kurd wesanén heri neyini dike, hatiye zédekirin. Bi
gotinén besdarej rojnameger 1 ji Diyarbekiré Sézcl Gazetesi ya “xwedi ciyawaziyeke ji dil 0 weke
berdewama Hurriyeta beré”, yek ji rojnameyén heri zéde hati bilévkirin bldye. Li gel S6zclyé saziyén
medyayé yén weke Ulusal TV 0 CNN 0 NTVya ku “gaso béali ne I1&é helwesta wan li hemberi meseleya
kurd weke ya igtidaré ye” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) di nav dezgehén ku bi awayeke neyini néziki
késeya kurd dibin de ci digirin. Di vé& mijaré de nirxandineke balkés heye ku divé meriv ji néz ve 1&
binére. Besdarek rojnameger iji Diyarbekiré Diken, Sol Gazetesi U Birgiliné ku dezgehén wesané yén
cepgir-sosyalist in ji, weke wesanén bi awayeke neyini néziki meseleya kurd dibin nisan dide bi van
gotinén xwe:

Rojnameya Sol, Rojnameya Birgliné xwe weke muxalif péskés dikin 1& bi awayé nézikahiya
li heqgigeté nemaze ji héla nézikahiya li meseleya kurd ji xeyni hin saziyén dewleté yén
serdest ez nabinim ku wesangeriyé dikin. Loma di waré ronikirin, agahdarkirin,
péskéskirina nigeyan de belki niyetek ku saziyéb fermiyén heyi nikarin bikin, bikin
armanc ew di hindava xwe de dikin. Loma ez carna van wesanan xetertir dibinim. Mesele
meseleya kurd be, ez van wesanan pir ji ji derveyi wesanén fermi nabinim.

Gava dezgehén medyayé yén heri eréni 0 astiyane néziki meseleya kurd dibin hat pirsin,
dezgehén ku heri zéde hatin bilévkirin ev ban; Birgiin, Bianet, Duvar, T24, Taraf, iMC, Arti TV, Ahval,
BBC, Evrensel, Medyascope. Di vé xalé de Rojnameya Birgln ji héla besdaran ve di nav dezgehén ku
him bi awayeke eréni, him neyini néziki meseleya kurd dibin hatiye nisandan, meriv kare bibéje ku
derhegé vé rojnameyé de nézikahiyén cuda hene.

2.2.
Di Salén 19901 de Medya
U Meseleya Kurd

Besa duyem a forma pirsan, ji bo nérinén besdaran én li ser tékiliyén meseleya kurd Q
medyayé yén di salén 19907 de G disa ji bo nérinén begdaran én li ser gavkaniyén nigeyén wé demé
hatiye vegetandin. Gava ji besdaran hat pirsin ku di salén 19901 de bi ¢i awayi ji bdyerén civaki hayedar
blne, televizyon { rojname weke bersiv di réza ewil de ci girtin: rojnameyén weke Ozgiir Glindem,
Yeni Ylizyil, Radikal, Hlirriyet, Sabah, Milliyet ganalén TVyén yén serdest &n weke ATV, Show TV,
Kanal 7 weke saziyén medyayé di bersivan de ci girtine. Di bersivan de disa Med TV 0 Roj TV yén ku
bi réya stalaytan meriv xwe digihandé ji hebln. Besdarek rojnameger i ji Diyarbekiré vé rewsé wiha
neql kir: “Min dit ku pisti 1995an kurdan xwe girédayi medyaya tirkan his nekir. Pisti ku kurdan bi réya
cot stalayté xwe gihandin medyaya kurd a li Ewropayé, nligeyén rast én derhegé kurdan de ji wir
stendin.” Cend besdaran ji diyar kirine ku ji medyayé béhtir xwe gihandine nas G kesén xwe yén di
medyayé de U pé bawer (Riha, Rojnameger), carna xwe gihandine partiyan, saziyén sivil, muxtaran
yan jT insanén din (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger), carna ji xwe gihandiné gel (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) {
wisa hay ji nlgeyan ¢éblne. Cavkaniyén ku li jor hatine diyarkirin, di heman demé de blne mecrayén
bingehin ku besdaran pé ndgeyan sopandine.

Ji begdaran hatiye pirsin ku ka di salén 19901 de nérina medyayé li hemberi meseleya kurd
cawa blye. Qismeke girind a besdaran diyar kirine ku di salén 19901 de medya ji meseleya kurd
béxeber blye (Diyarbekir, Révebirek Medyayé), gava meseleya kurd hildaye dest ji gala “kurdan na,
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teroristan” kiriye (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Hatiye diyarkirin ku medyaya wé& serdemé zimaneki
“dijminahiyé, nijadperest, ciyawaz” (Stenbol, NGnerek Saziyeke Sivil), “inkarker, redker, leskeri, tund”
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) G “berberiyé G yekali” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) bikar aniye. Li gori besdaran
sebebé vé yé bingehin ew bl ku medya xwedi nérineke dewletperest 0 leskerperest bl. Medyaya
serdemé “xwedi nérineke leskerane bl G di waré careserkirina késeya kurd de yan ji di waré pékanina
astiya civaki de tu wehdej wé tunebd” (Diyarbekir, Siyasetmedar). Medya “weke dezgeheke TSKyé&”
“bi hismendiya asimilasyoné dixebiti” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Bi gotinén besdarek:

Gotineke giring a Tansu Cilleré heye “dé lesker di careké de bibéje, ez é di careké de
binim ci” heman tist lesker dé di careké de bibéje, medyaya tirk dé di careké de binivise.
Bombekirina rojnameya Ozgiir Ulkeyé, qetilkirina rojnamegerén kurd, ev hemi
perceyeke armanca avakirina rojnamegeriyeke tek tip ban. Lé di wé demé de ji
rojnamegerén xwedi namis hebin, her cawa be ji salén 907 neqli vir hat kirin (Stenbol,
Rojnameger).

Li gel vé yeké, yén ku gotin li goriiro nérina medyayé li hemberi meseleya kurd di salén 19901
de ‘picek bastir” b, wé demé karib( ci bide nlgeyén derhegé herémé de G karibd qunciknivisan
biwesine (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger), ‘i ber ku sansuré nedikir G tistén heyi rasterast digihand me”
xwedi nézikahiyeke objektiftir bl (Riha, Rojnameger) ji hene. Li gori vé nézikahiyé di salén 19907 de
“rewseke azadtir hebd ji bo nigasan”, weke minak “Birand ¢ Beyradé 0 li gel Ocalan hevpeyviné kir.
Demeke wisa ku Orhan Dogan @ Alparslan Tarkesg li hemberi hev li ser meseleya kurd dipeyivin.
Bernameyén Ahmet Altan, Ahmet Kaya hene” (Stenbol, Rojnameger). Besdarek diyar dike ku di
serweriya zimané medyayé yé inkaré, zext U ciyawaziyé, kesén weke Mehmet Ali Birand, Cengiz
Candar derhegé mijaré de perspektifeke demokratiktir péskés dikirin (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger; Wan,
Rojnameger).

Ji besdaran hatiye pirsin ku di konteksta késeya kurd de ji salén 19907 nd¢eyek ku ji bira wan
nage heye yan 0 bi pirani nGgeyén neyini U balkés én weke kustin, iskence, valakirina gundan hatine
bira wan @ van bilév kirine: “NOgeyén kustinén, infazén Hizbullahé tén bira min” (Riha, Rojnameger,
Aktivist); “Meseleya Torosén spi heye. Ez hingé zarok bim Ié min pasé ew di kovaran de xwend” (Riha,
HigGgnas); “NUgeyén li ser tistén bi Ahmet Kaya hatin kirin t&n bira min” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger);
“Di sala 97-98an de derhegé vegera li gundan de nlgeyek hebd. Gelek tesir | imin kiribG” (Diyarbekir,
Rojnameger); “Dimenek hebl ku cesedé kesek bi pey tanké ve kiribdn G dikisandin” (Riha,
Rojnameger); “Ez karim bibé&jim Qetliama Helebgeyé. 30.000 insanén ku ji vé késeyé reviyabln G
hatibln Diyarbekir 0 MUsé” (Riha, Niviskar); “Kustina Musa Anter. Cinayeta Namik Taranci” (Diyarbekir,
Rojnameger).
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2.3.
Di Prosesa Careseriyé De
Nézikahiya Medyayé

Di vé besa analiza me ya ¢awani de, ji bo bi awayeke berfireh derkeve holé me ji besdaran
hin pirsan kir ku ka di Prosesa Careseriyé de nézikahiya medyaya Tirkiyeyé gawa ba. Pirsa ewil, li ser
wé yeké bl ku ka nézikayiya medyayé di Prosesa Careseriyé de ¢awa dibinin. Té ditin ku bersiv di van
sé grdban de berhev dibin —ku pirani di grlba yeké de ci digirin:

1) Yén ku iddia dikin ku di Prosesa GCareseriyé de helwesta medyayé eréni blye 1& ev ne ji
ber medyayé, ji ber nézikahiya igtidaré ya li hemberi Prosesa Careseriyé blye. Li gori vé

nériné Prosesa Careseriyé cawa bidawi bdye medya di ci de li zimané xwe yé pevginker
é beré vegeriyaye, sedemén wé jievin:

Gelek pozitif bi. Ji ber ku igtidar bi awayeke eréni nézi prosesa gareseriyé dibd, pozitif
bd. (Riha, Rojnameger, Aktivist)

Li gori salén beré helwesta wé erénitir bl. Kurdan bi salan e dinasin 1é te digot get
Amerikayé ji na ve kifs dikin, wisa tevdigeriyab. Ji ber ku bi awayé fermi dewleté dest bi
nasiné kir, medyayé ji nas dikir. (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger).

Piraniya wé béhtir berpirs bl, zimaneki demokratiktir bi kar diani, baldar b di vi warfi de.
Lé pagé hat derket holé ku ev rews konjonkturel ba. Lé helbet teqez di wé demé de
medyayeke bastir hebd. (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger)

Medyayé roleke wisa hilgirt ku weke prosesa careseriyé destek bike, pagé li gori rewsé
beré xwe guherand, ji xwe tu ji min bipirsi prosesa careseriyé proseseke pir samimi nebd.
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger)

2) Nézikahiya ku helwesta medyayé eréni dibine: “Li gori beré %80 zimané medyayé guheri.
Prosesa careseriyé li temamé Tirkiyeyé fersendek bl, medyayé ji para xwe jé stendibd. Insan bi
zimané c¢ekan ne, bi zimané astiyé dipeyivin.” (Riha, Rojnameger); “Atmosfera eréni ya prosesa
gareseriyé tesir li medyayé ji kir” (Diyarbekir, Rojhameger).

3) Hin nirxandin jThebln ku helwesta medyayé eréni diditin |1& ya rast ji héla niyet G girédanan
ve neyini diditin.

Disa piraniya besdaran diyar kirin ku medyayé& weke aktor di Prosesa Careseriyé de roleke
eréni neani ci. Weke bersivén wan én din, binyada rajér a medyayé bo dewlet O igtidara siyasi,
sedema bingehin a vé& yeké ba. Li gori besdaran, her ¢i gasi di Prosesa Careseriyé de li gori serdemén
beré performanseke eréni G astiyane nisan dabe ji, ji ber ku ev rola wan a ku ji héla dewleté ve hati
tayinkirin ba bisinor ma. Cimki bi gotinén besdarek rojnameger 1 ji Diyarbekiré “Rola medyayé, bi
gasirola ku révebiran ji bo wan tayin kiribd hebd.” Heman nérin ji héla besdarek din ve bi van gotinan
hat bilévkirin: “Dewleté rol dablG medyayég, ew ji li gori vé rolé tevgeriya, ya rast ev bl” (Riha,
HigGgnas). Di serdema navbori de desteka medyayé “ji bo destekkirina politikayén igtidaré bG”
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) 0 “heke medyayé desteka hewce bida, dé prosesa gareseriyé ewqgas z0Q
negediya, yan ji dé ew gasi bésedem nehata bidawikirin, dé ev destlr tuneblya. Loma medya neb(
pergeyeke prosesa gareseriyé” (Diyarbekir, Siyasetmedar).

Gend kesén ku meriv kare bibé&je di nav besdaran de hejmara wan kém ba ji bal kisandin ser
rola eréni ya medyayé di prosesé de. Weke minak begdarek diyar kir ku medyayé di Prosesa
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Careseriyé de weke aktorek roleke eréni ani ci U pé re %80 yé civaké destek da prosesa gareseriyé”
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Besdarek din (Stenbol, Rojnameger) diyar kir ku kém be ji medyayé roleke
erént ani ci, “wan ji hewl dida, ji insanan re digotin dé ev késa bé careserkirin, meseleya kurd bé
gareserkirin, bi ngeyén bi vi rengi héviyé didan insanan”.

Hat pirsin ku di Prosesa Careseriyé de |li medyayé dubendi G komkomibinén ¢awa ¢ébdln,
bersivén vé pirsa cuda bdn. Hin begdaran weke du bes vegetandin G gotin yén prosesé destek kirin
0 yén biguman destek kirin. Hin besdaran ji diyar kirin ku vegetina bingehin di navbera yén prosesé
destek kirin G yén fitiraz kirin ji awayé birévebirina prosesé re. Ji xeyni vé bloka medyayé ya
péwendidar ji ber cawaniyén xwe yén diyarker ji hatin vegetandin: Medyaya kurd 0 medyaya néziki
dewleté (medyaya liberal G neteweperest), medyaya cimeté ya li diji prosesé 0 medyaya ku prosesé
destek kir.

Ji héla nérina li hemberi meseleyé ya van grban ve, ya ku li devereke cuda hat terifkirin,
nézikahiyén konjonkturel én saziyén medyayé yén néziki igtidaré bdn. Hema hema li gori temamé
besdaran, tista ku ji bo medyaya nézikiigtidaré esas bd ji meseleyé bi xwe wédetir, konjonktura siyasi
bi xwe bd. “Em medyaya kurd deynin dereki cuda. Amdrén medyayé yén ku dewleté bikar diani,
gelek konjonkturel ban.” (Stenbol, NGnerek Saziyeke Sivil)

Gava ji besdaran hat pirsin ku ka medyayé zeminek amade kir ji bo Prosesa Careseriyé bi
hem hélén xwe were nigagkirin an an, mimkun e meriv bibéje ji héla begdaran ve li gori bersivén
beré cacoveyeke bersivan a gelek erénitir hatiye péskéskirin. Heke em ewili ji bersivén neyini dest
pé bikin, rexne li medyayé hat kirin ku di Prosesa Careseriyé de “tistén gewimin temage kir G nivisand”
Rojnameger), “Mijaré ji xwe re nekirin xem” (Diyarbekir, Siyasetmedar). Rexneyeke din ji li binyada
partizan a medyayé ba{:

Medya wekhev néziki herdu aktoran nebi G nekir ku rews bé nigaskirin. Berovaji medyaya
herdu aliyan li gori tégihana xwe ya politik réyek dan ber xwe. Medyaya AKPyé&, got ku
gelek pozitik G biehlaq néziki prosesé blye. Medyaya HDPyé bi heman awayi got ku gelek
rast G etik néziki meseleyé baye. (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger)

Li hemberi vé tabloya neyini ji yén iddia kirin ku medyayé di Prosesa Careseriyé de zemineke
nigasé ya giring péskés kiriye, ci girtin. Medyayé di prosesa ¢areseriyé de mijarén ku beré li ser nehati
axavtin, nehati nigagkirin 0 dengé&n nehati bihistin ani rojeva raya gisti. Li gori van besdaran medyayé
di prosesa careseriyé de “bi qunciknivisan, bi nivisén ramani gelek alikari kir; di prosesa gareseriyé de
akademisyen, réxistinén sivil dixwestin alikari bikin G bipeyivin” (Riha, Rojnameger). Besdarek din ku
got medyayé “alikariyeke cidi” kir, diyar kir kur ola medyayé gelek e ku siyasetmedarén kurd di
prosesa careseriyé de li ber raya gisti ya tirk mesru bibin G pasé di hilbijartinan de bi ser bikevin: “Ji
ber ku siyasetmedarén kurd, nemaze Selahattin Demirtag di medyaya serdest de xuya kir, besdari
bernameyén nigasé bd, li ber gavan bdQ, di 7& Hezirané de bi ser ket” (Wan, Rojnameger). Besdarek
ku di heyeta Insanén RUspi de ci girtiba, bal kisand ser wé yeké ku encama zimané gareseriyé G astiyé
yé medyayé di gadé de hatiye ditin:

Ji her hélé ve di medyayé de nigas dihatin kirin. Ez li herémek di heyeta Insanén Raspi de
bim. Cara ewil li devereke gelemper nigas dihatin kirin. Di dawiya rojé de kesi li kesi
nedida. Li her bajaré em di¢ing, em illeh di¢lin cem malbateke sehidan @ li her mala ku
em diglné helwest eréni bd. Gava em ¢lin cem malbatek me dit ku ew ji gala mijarén li
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medyayé tén axavtin, dikin G me dit ku vé yeké fikrén wan guherandiye. Em rasti zimané
eréni yé medyayé hatin li qadé. (Stenbol, Hiqlqgnas)

Li gel nérinén eréniyén ku gotin her ¢i gas medya bi temami nekariyé ku Prosesa Careseriyé
bi her hélé ve bide nigagkirin 0 “nekariye zeminek dabin bike ji deri |& vekiriye” ji heblne (Riha,
Rojnameger). Besdarek din (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) vé rola medyayé weke “pésveker” binav kir. Li
gori beri Prosesa Careseriyé, nigasén gelek cesir G berfireh hatibin megandin ji mijarén esas én weke

“ji hev vegeting” nehatin nigagkirin (Batman, HigGgnas).

Ji besdaran hat pirsin ku medyayé téra xwe perspektifén aktorén Prosesa Careseriyé di
medyayé de nisan da U hema hema hemU besdaran diyar kirin ku medya di vi wari de xwedi
kémasiyé ye. Weke sebeb hat nisan dan ku ev medya serbixwe nin e, medya her tim weke perceyeke
dezgeheke siyasi tevdigere: “Medyaya her kesi perspektifa wé da. Fambariyeke hevpar tunebd.
HDPyé careseriya ku ew dixwaze di medyaya xwe de nisan da. AKPyé ji bi perspektifa xwe careseriya
xwe di medyaya xwe de nisan dida” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger); “Medyaya AK Partiyé nérina xwe
péskés dikir, medyaya HDPyé ji li gori vé perspektifek da medyayé. Li devera ku medyaya serbixwe
tunebd, her kesé bi berdevkiya héla xwe wesanan kir” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Loma li gori
besdaran, perspektifén cuda 0 cihéblyl nehat nisandan, her kesT li taxa xwe, bangi taxa xwe Kir. Li
gel vé yeké besdarén ku gotin medyayé ji herdu partiyan re “bi awayé wekhev ci vegetand” (Wan,
Rojnameger) ji hebdn.

Di hevditinan de mijareke din ji ew bl ku ka medyayé bi ¢avé jinan i prosesa gareseriyé
nihéri, teswiq kir ku jin alikariyé bikin yan na. Nirxandina besdarek rojnameger 1 ji Stenbolé wiha ye:
“Medyaya Tirkiyeyé mér e. Li cem héz§, li hemberi béhézan e.”

Mimkun e ku meriv bersivén van pirsan li sé besan vegetine. Yén di griiba yekem de
balkésana dayikan bibir xistin G iddia kirin ku nérina jinan di medyayé de ci girtiye. Li gori vé “Herdu
aliyan ji gotiye ku divé dayik di prosesa gareseriyé de ci bigirin” (Diyarbekir, Révebirek Medyayé) { bi
Vi awayi medyayé helwesteke bag nisan daye. “Besdarek ku dibéje “Bi taybeti gareseriyeke bi
navenda jinan nebd |é piraniparéziyeke bi giraniya jinan heb0” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger), bal dikése
ser nGgeyén derhegé dayikan de. Griba duyem ji dibéje ev balkésana ser dayikan ji péskéskirina
perspektifa jinan dir e. Weke minak besdarek (Riha, HiqGgnas) diyar kir ku jin ancax bi “gotinén ajitatif
én weke bila dayik negirin” hatin ditin. Tékiliya di navbera gotina dayik O nérina jinan de, ji héla

besdarek ve bi van gotinan hatiye xulasekirin:

Hin nlce tén bira min 1& nérina jinek b, yan a dayikek bd mesela. Bi ya min béhtir weke
nérina dayikek, te dit weke hisyarkirina merhameté. Weke gotinén siyasal, zimaneki
ndcgeyan hebi ku bikar diani. Di geydan de zexta yén heri zéde és dikésin dayik in hebd.
Lé ji xeyni vé bi ya min te digot gey gava qala nérina jineké té kirin, te dit nérina feminist
a serdest nayé bira min. Lé nérineke dayikperest hebd. (Mds, NGnerek Saziyeke Sivil)

o~y

Besdarek din ji (Stenbol, Rojnameger) ji “mixabin, mesele tené ma ji ‘bila dayik negirin’ re” G
rexneya xwe ani ziman. Yén di griba séyem de ji anin ziman ku ji bin ve perspektifa jinan { heblna
jinan tuneb(: “Medyayé di prosesa gareseriyé de nérina jinan kém da. Me tevgera jinan a Tirkiyeyé di
prosesa gareseriyé de nedit” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger); “Medyayé tu cari bi cavé jinan nenéri. Ne tené
di Prosesa Careseriyé de, beri Prosesa Careseriyé ji, pisti wé ji tu cari bi ¢avén jinan nenéri. Weke

P

objeyek be li jinan néri” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger).

Pirseke din jlew bl ku ka té bira besdaran ku di Prosesa Careseriyé de nézikahiyeke medyayé
bo fédeya zarokan hebd yan na. Bersivén gelek besdaran “nayé& bira min bd” U ev yek ji nisan dide
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ku li gori besdaran ¢i gas k&ém giringi bi vé mijaré hatiye dayin. Cend besdarén ku li ser mijaré
siroveyan kirin ji bal kisandin ser wé yeké& ku helwesta medyayé xirab blye, etiketén xirab G
sGcdarkiriné yén weke “zarokén ku keviran avétine” hatine bikaranin (Stenbol, HiglGgnas). Li gel vé
yeké besdarén ku diyar kirin ku “Serdema zérin a Zarok TVyé ew serdem bl 0 Wesanén Mor wé ¢axé
hat avakirin” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger).

Ji besdaran hat xwestin ku nézikahiya medyayé ya li hemberi hevditina Dolmabahceyé
binirxinin U ji 1& heta 10& not bidin vé& nézikahiyé&(l gelek xirab, 10 gelek bas), hat ditin ku besdar wisa
dabes bdn: Ji caran yeké kesén not dane 0-2 plan, hema hema nivé wan 4-6 pldan 0 ji caran yeké
yén mayi ji 8 G 9 plan dane 0 bi vi awayi niveka planan ji ser 107, 5 ¢éblye. Begdarek ku pGané heri
kém daye (Diyarbekir, Révebirek Medyayé) vé nirxandiné kiriye: “Ewili zimaneki hévidar hat bikaranin
|& pasé bi helwesta Recep Tayyip Beg zimané medyayé ji guheri.” Besdarek ji (Riha, Niviskar) diyar kir
ku sebebé& bingehin & nirxandina neyini ew bl ku proses bi awayeke zelal nehat péskéskirin: “Bi
temami vesarti bd. Planeke pasperdeyé tunebd. Me nezani ¢i blye.” Li gel vé yké yén nézikahiyén
medyayé eréni dibinin diyar kirin ku giraniya medyayé hevditinén Dolmabahceyé destek kir G bi
zimaneki ku diviya hilda dest. (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger)

Hat pirsin ku ka di Prosesa Careseriyé de medyayé heri z&de ki teqdir kiriye 0 sebebé wé ¢i
ye. Hat ditin ku bersivén gelek cuda hatin bilévkirin. Hat diyarkirin ku medyayé heri zéde Recep
Tayyip Erdogan teqdir kiriye. Du navén ku pisti Erdogan heri zéde hatin bilévkirin ji Efkan Ala G Besir
Atalay ban. Sirri Streyya Onder, Selahattin Demirtas 0 Abdullah Ocalan, ji cepheya kurdan ve navén
ku heri z&de hatin bilévkirin bdn. Besdarek (Stenbol, Rojnameger) diyar kir ku tista heri balkés ya heya
wé prosesé ew bl ku Abdullah Ocalané ku heya wé caxé weke seytan hatibl péskéskirin “axir ji
medyaya Tirkiyeyé re derdé xwe vegotibl”.

Ji besdaran hatiye xwestin ku performansén gribén medyayé yén cuda yén di prosesa
careseriyé de weke 0 “gelek xirab”, 10 “gelek bag” not bikin. Niveka notén medyaya serdest ku saziyén
medyayé yén weke Kanal D, Sabahé 5,6 blye; niveka griba medyayé ya rojnameyén weke Yen/
Safaké dihundirine ku meriv kare weke medyaya islami-muhafazakar binav bike 5,25; niveka grlba
medyayé ya ¢epgir-sekuler én weke Cumhuriyet, T24é 4,16 blye. Di vir de tista heri balkés ew e ku
medyaya serdest pdanén heri zéde berhev kiriye. Meriv kare vé rewsé wisa sirove bike; medyaya
serdest G medyaya muhafazakar ji hukimeté serbixwe inisiyatif wernegirtin G hewl dan ku ji ifadeyén
bi hukimeté re nakok dir bisekinin. Herl dawi niveka notén medyaya neteweperest ku saziyén
medyayé yén weke Aydinlik, Oda TV, S6zclyé dihundirine ji 0,9 blye.

Gava ji begdaran hatiye pirsin ku di Prosesa Careseriyé de nézikahiya kijan saziyén medyayé
lihemberivé mijaré té teqdirkirin, hatiye gotin ku “Medyaya islamparéz, niviskarén liberal G niviskarén
cepgir” bas néziki mijaré blne, neteweperest ji “ji bo mesele di nivi de nemine ¢i destén wan hatiye,
kirine” (Riha, Higlgnas). Dezgeha wesané ya ku heri zéde weke eréni hatiye bilévkirin Radikal blye,
pasé Taraf, Bianet, iMC U Yeni Safak hatine gotin. Weke saziyén medyayé yén ku nézikahiya wan get
nehatl ecibandin ji saziyén medyayé yén ku weke neteweperest tén binavkirin, hatine gotin: yén
weke Aydinlik, Ortadogu, Yenicag, Oda TV ( S6zci.

Pirsa dawi ya vé besa li ser nézikahiya medyayé ya di prosesa careseriyé de pirseke xwe-
rexnekiriné ba ji héleki ve ji. Ji besdarén ku di medyaya kurd de xebitine yan hé ji dixebitin, pirsa
“Gava han ji Tro beré xwe bidin wé ¢axé, heke hin i ser nézikahiya gisti ya capemeniya kurd a i
hemberi Prosesa Careseriyé nirxandiné bikin bi kurtasi hdn é ¢i bibéjin? (Bi ya we hewcedariya
rexne/xwe-rexnekiriné heye?)” hatiye kirin 0 nirxandinén cuda hatine péskéskirin. Rexneyén ji bo
performansa medyaya kurd a di Prosesa Careseriyé de meriv kare di cend griban de berhev bike.
Rexneyén koma ewil ew bln ku digotin capemeniya kurd weke berdevké tevgera kurd e, loma ji
diviya serbixwe bal & serbixwe nin e. Bi gotinén besdarek (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger) “Capemeniya
kurd ji weke capemeniya din berdevkeé siyasetek e.” Heman begdar diyar kiriye ku “nézikblna pigcek
din objektif” dé fédedar be “medya gava z&de aligiriya siyasetek bike, dibe ku rastiyan nebine.”
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Weke vé begdarek din ji bi van gotinan bal kisandiye ser sibandina medyaya berbelav G medyaya
kurd: “Gelek rexneyén ku min li medyaya tirk kir, ya rast ji bo medyay kurd ji derbasdar e. Ji ber ku
medyaya kurd, ji siyaseta kurd serbixwe tevnagere karigeriya xwe ya rastin nikare bi ci bine. Cawa ku
saredariyén kurdan, di rastiyé de li gel saredariyé siyaseté dike, medyaya kurd ji li gel ni¢egihaniyé
siyaseta kurdan dike” (Batman, Higlqgnas). Ev balkésandina ser serxweblna medyayé di neglkirineke
din de ji derdikeve pésberi me: “Dezgehén capemeniya kurd ku nemaze li Tirkiyeyé wegané dikin,
eyni weke dezgehén wesané yén girédayi igtidaré ew ji xwedi ajandayek girédayi réxistiné ne.
Girédayi vé wesané dike U tesirén wé bisinor dimine. Xwe ji tundiyé, ji pevglinan béri nakin. Loma
him rastiyé nabinin, him ji ji ber ku gelek aligir in nikarin xwe bigihinin girseyeke mezin.” (Stenbol,
Rojnameger).

Rexneyén griba duyem li ser helwesta ideolojik a medyaya kurd a di Prosesa Careseriyé de
bln. Rexneyén ku hatin bilévkirin ev bdn; medyaya kurd “di navbera ideoloji G prosesa heyi de dudil
ma” (Diyarbekir, Révebirek Medyayé), meseleyé “weke bidestxistina mesrliyeta HDP @ réxistiné nisan
da... Refleks O politikayeke mili bipés nexist” (Riha, Higlgnas), “gelek di bin tesira fraksiyonén ¢epgir
én din de ma” (Stenbol, Higlgnas). Bi gotinén besdarek rojnameger 1 ji Diyarbekiré saziyén weke
ANFyé ku “ji héla raya gisti ya kurd ve gelek té sopandin” “weke ku ser berdewam e tevgeriya” 0 vé ji
nemaze kir ku hérs 0 bertekén ciwanan zéde bibin” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Wesangeriya medyaya
kurd bi gotinén besdarek rojnameger 1ji Diyarbekiré wiha hat xulasekirin:

Medyaya kurd, mixabin weke bitiinek tevnegeriya. Politika O nérineke wesané ya yekali
hebi. Me nézikahiyén hestiyar ji didit di meseleyan de, kariblin zimaneki berfirehtir ji
bikar binin. Mesele me gavek beré ji got medyaya tirk serdemeké destek da, serdema din
desteka xwe vekisand. Di medyay kurd de ji politikayeke wesané ya bi vi sikli bipés ket.
Loma ez herdu nérinan ji rast nabinim.

Rexneyek din ji ew bl ku medyaya kurd di prosesa ¢areseriyé de nebu platformeke nigagé G
meseleyé negihand temameé raya gisti. Bi ifadeyén net én begdarek “nigasén ku hatin kirin téra xwe
ji gel re nehatin vegotin, capemeniya kurd di vé prosesé de weke capemeniyeke protokole ma, lazim
bl ji bo gel béhtir daxili prosesé bike hewl bida” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Besdarek din bal kisand
ser wé yeké ku dibd ku proses bastir bihata vegotin, analizén kartir bihatina kirin, perspektifa jin G
zarokan béhtir bihata xuyakirin (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Weke din problema heri mezin ew bl ku
medyaya kurd Prosesa Careseriyé bi siklé ku wé fém kiriye péskés kir 0 neda nigagkirin; diviyabd
medyaya kurd venériné bike ku ka proses cawa té mesandin, |& vé nekir (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger).
Besdarek got ku medyaya kurd di waré gelemperikirina Prosesa Careseriyé de li pey HDPyé& ma 0 vé
yeké bi van gotinan ifade kir: “Bi ya min medyaya kurd bi gasi HDPyé& bang li raya gisti ya Tirkiyeyé
nekir. Di halé normal de HDPyé hewl dida bi réya medyaya kurd dengé xwe bigihine |& ne wisa bQ,
berovaji vé bl” (Stenbol, Rojnameger).

Rexneya dawi ji li ser wé yeké bl ku medyaya kurd Prosesa Careseriyé “bi hestén serfiraziyé”,
carna ji “ji xwinsariyé dar” “bi bi xwe baweriyeke zéde” péswazi kir. (Riha, Rojnameger, Aktivist). Li gori
besdarek ji ber ku medyaya kurd prosesé weke serfiraziyeke legkeri U siyasi dit, bendewariya civaké
zéde bQ: “Zimané serfiraziyé yé ku wé bi xwe ji jor ve diyar kir, tené ji hin saziyén diyar kiriye
megandina bi angajeyi prosesé terzek negand. Ev ji xetayeke cidi bd, G siyaseta kurd tu cari destdr
neda ramanén rexnegir” (Mds, NOnerek Saziyeke Sivil). Besdarek ji got ku medya karibl nézikahiyeke
xwinsartir hilbijére & ji dévla vé ve “gotinén tehditwar tim weke manget hat wesandin” 4 tansiyon hat
rakirin (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Ji ber ku medya bi awayeke sakin néziki blyeran nebd yan ji ji ber
ku “weke prosesek divé hédi bi hédi bé borandin nedit” bl sebebé tuneblna empatiye (Riha,
Rojnameger).
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Ji van daxuyaniyan ji té fémkirin ku di nav begdaran de yén ku bi gasi ya medyaya berbelav
a Tirkiyeyé, helwesta medyaya kurd ji di prosesé de biproblem dibinin, hene. Wisa ku ev ifade, di
negihana encamé de roleke negatif dixe stllyé medyaya kurd ji. Di vé xalé de divé em disa bibir bixin
ku xebata me beri prosesa careseriyé, di dema prosesa gareseriyé de yan ji pisti wé van nahundirine;
késeya kurd di medyayé de cawa té temsilkirin, derdorén nlgeyan én derheqgé prosesé de ¢i ne U
Iékolina gotinén di medyayé de derheqé prosesa careseriyé de. Ji ber vé yeké& ne mimkun e ku meriv
van ifadeyan di gargoveya vé |ékoliné de weke rast yan ji bas nayé guhé me binirxine. Van
nirxandinan, ew nirxandin in ku hafizeya derhegé prosesé de U tégihana derhegé medyayé de ya
besdaran ifade dike. Ji ber vé yeké ne weke rast yan ji xelet, ji ber ku hissiyateké, tégihaneké ifade
dikin ji bo vé xebaté giring in.

2.4.
Ji Prosesa Careseriyé
Ber Bi Roja iroyin

Me vé besa rapora xwe U forma xwe ya pirsan, ji bo nérinén besdaran én li ser helwest G
sekna medyaya li Tirkiyeyé ya pisti prosesa careseriyé vegetandiye. Pirsa ewil ji li ser wé yeké b ku
ka bidawibln G destpéka pevcinan tesireke cawa li nézikahiya medyayé ya li hemberi meseleyé kir.
Hema hema temamé besdaran bal kisandin ser vegera ji niské& ve 0 neyini ya medyayé ya pisti
Prosesa Careseriyé: “Medya bi maneyeke neyini 180 pile vegeriya, ewili bl dijberé PKKyé&, pasé bi ya
min b0 dijberé kurdan” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Besdarek ku diyar dike helwesta medyayé “ji nigké
ve guheri” (Riha, Higlgnas) sebebé vé bi “bidawiblina prosesa xizmetguzariya medyay&” ve giréda.
Bi bidawiblna prosesa careseriyé medya “dest pé kir 0 weke medyaya ser xebiti” (Stenbol,
Rojnameger), “sebebe bikaranina zimaneki ku pevglinan berdewam kir” ji “ne xema medyayé b ku
heqgigeté peyde bike, ji ber ku her kes rajért gribeke politik, ideolojik bl nekari bifikire” Ji ber ku
medya ew qas rajériigtidaré bd, bd sedem ku di mijara Prosesa Careseriyé de helwesta medyayé G

igtidaré wekhev be.

Ya medyayé, gotinén wé yén li ser astiyé ji ber hewcedariya dewleté bi. Yané ji prosesa
astiyé ber bi derbasbiina prosea pev¢iinan me proseseke navbir nedit. Demildest,
zimaneki ku angajeyi prosesa nl ye rasterast ava kir (MUs, NGnerek Saziyeke Sivil)

Kirpandineke din a hevpar ew bl ku medya bi awayeke demildest li hinbdniyén xwe yén beré
vegeriya. Gava Prosesa Careseriyé bidawi bd medyayé ji “berdewam rojnamegeriya salén 19907 kir”
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Rexneyek din a besdaran ji ew bl ku pisti ku proses bidawi bl kest 1& nepirsi
ku kag ima bidawi bd, bi ser mijaré ne negl kes O mesele nehat Iépirsinkirin (Diyarbekir,
Siyasetmedar). Ev vegera ji nigké ve tim bi tunebdna serxwebdné 0 prensiban hat ravekirin. Besdarek
rojnameger1ji Diyarbekiré weke ¢avkaniyén késeyé got ku “medya ne durust e, rojnamegeriya astiyé
tuneye G bireweriya demokrasiye kém e”: “Ji ber ku medya li gori direktifén siyasi yén bi kéliyan té
birévebirin, dibe zehmet ku zemina astiyé pék were.”

Derhegé veguherina di medyayé de ya pisti Prosesa Careseriyé, tespiteke giring ji ew bd ku
giringiya medyaya sosyal z&de blye. Besdarek diyar kir ku tesira capemeniya niviski kém bdye, meriv
kare di medyaya sosyal de zG bigihé nlgeyan. Vé ji kir ku nGgeyén venérina wan zor, rastiya wé ne
misoger belav bibin. (Batman, Higlgnas)
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Me derhegé réze-gotinén medyayé yén |i ser meseleya kurd U Prosesa Careseriyé de,
nérinén besdaran hilda 0 me xwest ku not bidin van gotinan; weke 1 “gelek neyini”, 10 “gelek eréni”.

Gotina Girédayi Pésketiné- “Bipésketina abori ya herémé daxwazén kurdan dé geld
bibin. Késeya Kurd careser bibe dé herém bipés bikeve, Tirkiye mezin bibe” —pGané niveng 3,5

Weke ji pldané kém ji té fémkirin, begdar vé gotiné weke nézikahiyek ku ji fémkirina esasé
késeya kurd G hélén wé yén bingehin dar, dibinin. Bi gotinén besdarek “Tekane koda ku hdn nikarin
hukm I& bikin kultur e G problema bingehin a kurdan kulturi ye” (Riha, HiglGgnas). Hatiye diyarkirin ku
ev gotin ji komaré heya niha té gotin G tesira wé tuneye (Diyarbekir, Siyasetmedar). Besdarek din ji
diyar dike ku héla abori ya késeyé heye |€ divé di eslé xwe de weke késeyeke ziman U aidiyeté were
fémkirin (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Nézikahiyeke béhtir rexnegir ji vé gotiné ne tené weke xelet, weke
xeyri ehlaqiji binav dike: “Qet ne ehlaqi ye. Gava tu bibé&ji ev bir¢i ne, em tistek bidin wan, dé pirsgirék
bigede, ev dé ne ehlaqi be” (Riha, Rojnameger). Rexneyeke din ji heye ku dibéje heman gotinén
bipésketiné her tim bi kesén li derdora dewleté ve, bi axayan ve, bi patronaja siyasi ve bisinor dimine
(Diyarbekir, Rojnameger).

Gotina Biratiya Dini - “Kurd ji perceyeke ummeté ne, em hemi bira ne.” Piiané niveng
2,6

“Islama ku li Tirkiyeyé té jiyin, ji hilberandina doktrina biratiyé diar e” (Riha, Higlignas). Gotina
biratiya dini ya ku besdaran pdané heri kém dayiyé, hatiye diyarkirin ku di careserkirina késeya kurd
de nikare roleke eréni bine ci. Besdarek ku dibé&je ev gotin ji hilberandina gareseriyé buhuriyé U &
z&de dike “bl argumanek ku daxwazén rastin taloq dike”. (Batman, Higlgnas). Ji xeyni vé& gava meriv
déhna xwe bide heblna “diyardeya dewleté di gotina tirk-islamparéziyé de” ya li Tirkiyeyé, “di gotina
birayé ummeté de rola birayé biclk didin kurdan G birayé bigUk divé disa bi tirki bipeyive, loma ev
gotineke seqget e.” (Stenbol, Higlqgnas)

Gotina bila dayik negirin, bila xwina diherike raweste-ptiané niveng 7,8

Weke ji pdané hati dayin ji diyar e, gotina ku begdaran bi awayé heri eréni nirxandine ev blye.
Ji ber ku “gotineke insani ye, bal dikése ser ferdan 0 ésa hevpar” héza wé ya ganihkirina hemberan
zéde blye (Riha, Higlgnas). Besdar vé gotiné rast nebinin, bibé&jin romantik 0 naif e ji ji ber ku insani
ye eréni dibinin:

Vé gotina politik, gotina wé ya di gada gelemperi de fédedar e. Gotineke ne wisa ye ku di
vir de asé bibe. Li gelek ciyan vé gotiné bikér ji té&. Gava em li heréma Behra Res xebitin,
ev gotin gelek bikér hat. Heta dayika gerillayek G sehidek gihabdn hev. Mehmet Ali Sahin
ji vé ifade kir. Ji bo ku di civaké de insan &sén hev fém bikin rébazeke bibandor a
ganihkiriné ye. (Stenbol, Hiqlqgnas)

Gotina dewleta mezin-“Heke Tirkiye késeya kurd careser bike dé li Rojhilatanavin bibe
dewleta lider”-pGané niveng 4,8
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Gotina dewleta mezin, li gori gotinén din én ku di medyayé de li ser meseleya kurd  Prosesa
Gareseriyé hatin hilberandin, get nebe ji héla hin besdaran ve érénitir t& nirxandin. Li gori vé té
diyarkirin ku heke Tirkiye késeyén xwe careser bike “dé encama siyasi G abori bi dest bixe” G “dé bibe
welateke bihéztir” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Li gori besdarek din ji “Tirkiyeya ku késeya kurd gareser
bike, “dé di waré tékiliyén xwe yén li gel kurdén li heréma Sariyeyé, kurdén li Iragé, kurdén i frané li
dereke giring” be.

Li hemberivan nirxandinén eréni, hin besdaran ji gotina dewleta bihéz weke “gotineke tlrani
0 bog” (Riha, Higlgnas), “gotineke tékell bipésketiné” (Riha, Rojnameger), “nézikahiyek ku ji bo tirkan
derbasdar e & ji bo kurdan derbasdar nin e” (Diyarbekir, Révebirek Medyayé), “gotineke naveroka
wé vala” (Riha, Higlgnas) U “nézikahiyeke nexwes” binav kirine.

Gotina siyaseta li beriyé: Bila kurd mafén xwe bi réya HDPyé&, bi rébazén sivil bidest
bixin-pGané niveng 6,6

Gotina dawi ya ku besdaran nirxandiye ew b( ye ku meriv kare weke gotina siyaseta li beriyé
binav bike, ya ku weke bangek e ji bo kurd mafén xwe bi rébazén siyasi U astiyane bidest bixin. Di
hindava begdarén ku nirxandiné kirine de di réza duyem de gotina ku heri zéde plan wergirtiye U bi
awayé heri eréni hatiye nirxandin ev blye. Li gel ku piraniya besdaran gotine gotin pir ne durist e,
xwe naspére ewlayiyeke ¢é ji, ji ber ku “ji siyaseté re gad vedike” vé gotiné destek kirine (Diyarbekir,
Siyasetmedar).

Ya rast divé mesele di vé xalé de be. Proses her ku néziki vé xalé bibe dé biser bikeve. Ev xal
dé Tirkiyeyé demokratiktir bike. D& késeya kurd careser neke |& derbasi gada demokratik bike G
néziki careseriyé bike. (Stenbol, Higlgnas)

Besdarek ku dibéje “Divé asti ne li ber bayé ¢ekan, li ber bayé demokrasiye, qada siyasi bé
kirin”, diyar dike ku vé gotiné ne samimi ye, peywirdakirinén geyliman bi xwe gada siyasi teng kirine:
“Ji aliyeki ve réya demokrasiye nisa bidi U ji aliyé din ve van gadan bigirl, weke helwest ne rast e”
(Riha, Rojnameger). Weke vé besdarek din ji dibéje “yén li beriyé siyasete dikin, em dibinin ¢i dikin”
G diyar dike ku gotina siyaseta li beriyé ne samimi ye (Stenbol, Rojnameger). Weke di siroveyan de ji
té ditin, banga bo siyaseté eréni té ditin |& pé re péneewletiyeke cidiji heye.

38



NAVENDA LEKOLINEN CIVAKI YA DICLE
DI KONTEKSTA KESEYA KURD DE TEGIHANA KURDAN BO MEDYAYA TIRKIYEYE

N N
Dahatu: Bendewari
N PN [ ]
u Pesgniyar
Me besa dawi ya besa cawani ya rapora xwe O forma pirsan “Ji bo gareseriya meseleyé,
bidawibldna pevg¢lnan 0 avakirina astiya civaki, ji bo proseseke nd ya muzakere 0 lihevhating” ji wé

yeké re vegetand ku ka medya kare ¢i bike U divé ¢i bike. Di vé besa ku pésniyarén cuda hatin
bilévkirin de em & hewl bidin ku nérinén begdaran bi hdrgili parve bikin.

Pégniyarén besdaran én li ser divé medya ¢i bike hevdu temam kirin. Peyvén kilit én weke
béalibln, serxwebln, nirxén etiké, mesafe, azadi timi hatin bilévkirin. Meseleya ku heri zéde hat
rojevé, weke bersivén pirsén beré serxwebln 0 objektifi bdn. Pégniyara ewil ew bl ku divé medya
“xwe ji deolojiyén politik cihé bike G weke muridé ideolojiyén politik tevnegere” (Diyarbekir,
Révebirek Medyayé). Hat diyarkirin ku divé medya karé nlgegihaniyé bas bike, ev ji bi wé yeké
mimkun e ku nebe dengé hin besan, “bibe dengé her kesi” (Stenbol, NGnerek Saziyeke Sivil). Di
prosesa ku dé bibe dengé her kesi de ji “divé ne tené aliyan, saziyén sivil &én resen, insanén serbixwe
bide axavtin G xaceréyek diyar bike” (Riha, Rojnameger, Aktivist). Weke din hat diyarkirin ku divé
medya “ji daneyén teknolojik én iroyin sidé wergire ( |ékolinan bike, I1épirsinan bike 0 dengé gel
ragihine” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Hat diyarkirin ku divé medya di standardén navneteweyi de
“derbasi ferasetek ku her kes gebll bike, bibe”, li gori patronan tevnegere ( ji révebiriya hézén abori
dar bisekine (Riha, Niviskar).

Héleki béaliblné ji ew e ku karibe ji hézén igtidaré yén weke dewlet, siyaset, artés G
sermayeye dar bisekine U ji van hézan serbixwe be. Besdarek vé prensibé bi van gotinan ifade dike:

Heke medya serbixwe ba, dé gelek tistan pék bianiya. Divé iradeya siyasi daxuyaniyeke
pozitif bide ku medya karibe zimaneki eréni G astiyane bikar bine. Medyaya ku ew G
iradeya siyasi li hev nekin, ji ber ku dé zext li ser hebe nikare helwesteke net nisan bide. Ji
bo ku muzakereyek ni bi awayé bas bipés bikeve igtidar medyayé serbest bihéle dé téré
bike. (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger)

Pé&naseyeke din a rojnamegeriyé ji besdarek din:

Li ser nézikahiya rojnamegeriyé ya li hemberi dewletan G hézé gotineke xwes heye.
Rojnamegeri karé temas G mesafeyé ye. Ji bo em ji keseki nligeyek wergirin em temasi
wé/wi kesi dikin, 1&é heke em mesafeya xwe ya bo wé/wi kesi yan ji saziyé neparézin, em
bikevin bin révebiriya wé, em li mesafeyek néziki wé bin, em & nikaribin bi rasti ji karé xwe
bikin. (Riha, Rojnameger)

Peywireke din a li ser milé medyayé di careserkirina késeya kurd bi awayé astiyane de ew e
ku zimané astiyé berbelav bike. Besdar diyar dikin ku divé di medyayé de “zimané lihevhatin G astiyé
berbelav bibe”, “helwesta wetan-milet G Sakaryayé bé terikandin” (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Weke
vé begdarek din diyar dike ku divé medya “bi hemi hé&za xwe bixebite U bibe perceyeke careseriyé
0 vi dengf heta jé té z&de derine” (Wan, Rojnameger). Divé medya xwedi zimaneki berfireh be G
qgebdl bike ku kurd hémanén esli yén vi welati ne (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger). Besdarek ji diyar dike ku

” -~

medya “kare nigan bide ku ¢ima divé em bi hev re bijin, medya kare zimaneki nd biafirine” G pésniyar
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dike ku rojname ji bo rojeké bi temami bi kurdi bén gapkirin (Diyarbekir, Higlgnas). Ev hem( pésniyar
di pésniyara besdarek de xuya dikin “divé medya cesareté bide G héviyé ges bike, rola wé wisa be G
pé re biréze-prensiban nlgeyan hilberine” (Diyarbekir, Siyasetmedar).

Pésniyareke berceste ew e ku ajanseke ndceyan bé avakirin ji bo hemid rewsén tékeli
meseleya kurd bi hem( rastiyan ve vebéje. Besdar (Riha, Higlgnas) ji bo vé ajansé navé Ajansa Astiyé
pésniyar dike.

Herl dawi té diyarkirin ku divé medya him ji bGyerén li Tirkiyey&, him ji yén dinyayé dersan
derine U wan bas analiz bike. Besdarek ku dibé&je li temamé dinyayé minakén prosesa astiyé bi
clnehat in (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger), diyar dike ku li Tirkiyeyé ji rews ev e, prosesa 2013-2015an bi
insana nisan da ku “maseya astiyé dibe bé avakirin”. Weke vé besdarek din ji (Diyarbekir, Rojnameger)
diyar dike ku “divé medya bi ihtimala pékhatina ji nd ve ya proseseke wisa minakén dinyayé bas
Iékolin bike”. Li gorl begdar “divé her sazi G dezgeheke medyayé ji bo proseseke wisa nd¢egihana
bigihine”.
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LI GORI
WELATIYEN KURD
MEDYAYA
TIRKIYEYE

Qonaxa ¢endani ya Iékolina me, xwe dispére encamén anketa me ya ku me li bajarén
Diyarbekir, Mérdin, Riha G Wané li gel 600 kesan kir. Di gargoveya |ékoliné de navgeyén navendi ji té
de li 20 navgeyan G 70 taxan anket hatiye kirin. Lékolin Ii gel kesén bi ser 16 sall ve hatiye kirin, di
dabesiya gribén temen de statistikén TUIKé referans hatiye girtin, di 1&koliné de, di asta griba
temen, zayendi G taxan de kotayén lokasyoné hatine danin. Navbera pébaweriya Iékoliné weke %95,
para xeletiyé ji weke %5 hatiye hesibandin. Berbelaviya nimlneyan ya li gori bajaran di grafika jér de
hatiye péskéskirin:

BERBELEVIYA NIMUNEYAN

=

URFA DiYARBAKIR VAN = MARDIN
Siklé 1. Berbelaviya nimGneyén |ékoliné

Berbelaviya li gori bajaran a kesén ku besdari IEkoliné blne, di siklé bi nimreya 1& de hatiye
diyarkirin. Li gorf mezinahiya nufisén van bajaran, Riha G Diyarbekir hema hema ji siséyan duduyé
nimdneyan tinin pé.
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ZAYENDI GRUBA TEMEN

19,90%

36,05%

Kadin Erkek 16-29 = 30-49 50+

Siklé 2. Berbelaviya nimdneyén zayendi G griba temen

%47,62yé begdaran ji jinan, %52,38& wan ji ji méran tén pé. Ji her 100 besdaran 36,05 jé di
navbera temené 16-29an de, 43,88 jé di navbera 30-49an de, 19,90 ji bi ser 50 sali re ne. Tehsila ji
siséyan yeké begdaran dibistaya seretayi G ji biné wé ve ye, réjeya yén ji lise 0 mektebén weke wé
mezldn in %46 e. %19é besdaran ji ji zankoyé mezln in. %30& besdaran xebatkaré biheqdest, %18é&
wan jinén malan, %18& wan békar 0 %13& wan ji xwendekar in.

NASNAMEYA ETNIK

14,00%

86,00%

Kurman¢ = Zaza

Siklé 3. Berbelaviya nasnameya etnik a besdaran

Gava meriv déhna xwe dide berbelaviya nasnameya etnik a besdaran, meriv dibine ku %86
j& kurdén kurmanc, %14 jé ji kurdén zaza ne.
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3.1
Nimuneyén Mezaxtina Medyayé
Aktiviteyén ku ez & bihejmérim hiin bi ci guraniyé dikin?

Guhdariya radyoyé 49% 4% 7%
Xwendina Rojnameyén Capkir? 58% 39% 3%
Xwendina Rojnameyén Online 45% 4% 14%
Temasekirina li Televizyoné 20% 46% 35%
Temaseékirina li Televizyona Online 41% 42% 17%
Bikaranina Interneté Bi Riya Kompitor/Laptopé 32% 34% 33%
Bikaranina interneté Bi Réya Telefonén 13% 23% 64%

Smart/Tableté

Tabloya 1. Guraniya mezaxtina medyayé

Gava meriv déhna xwe dide tercih G guraniya mezaxtina bingehin a medyayé&, bikaranina
z&de ya teknolojiyén ragihandiné yén nd bala meriv dikése. Ji her sé begdaran didu jé diyar kirine ku
tim tim bi réya telefonén smart G tabletan interneté bikar tinin. Di aktiviteyén ku heri zéde té kirin de
diréza duyem de temasekirina televizyoné bi %35 heye, pisti wé ji bi %33 bikaranina interneté bi réya
kompitoré hene. Bi %3 té ditin ku édi hema hema gismeke gelek hindik rojnameyén ¢apkiri dixwinin
G xwendina rojnameyén online bi %14 hé berbelav e. Di nav aktiviteyén ku kém caran tén kirin de
xwendina rojnameyén gapkiri, guhdariya radyoyé di herdu rézén ewil de ci digirin. Mimkun e ku meriv
halé Troyin & nimdneyén mezaxtina civaké, di tabloyé de bibine. Ev tablo nisan dide ku bi qasi
serdemén beré giring nebe ji temasekirina |i televizyoné hé ji perceyeke giring & nimdneyén
mezaxtina medyayé ye. %90& besdaran biréya kompitor, tablet an ji telefoné, bi gotineke din biréya
ekranek xwe, bi awayé dijital xwe digihine ndceyan.

Taybetiyén ku ez € li jér bihejmérim di tercihkirina we ya mecrayeke medyayé de (TV, radyo, rojname,

internet @ yén din) di ci asté de rol dileyze?

Bi kurdf be 49% 26% 25%
Néziki nérina min a siyasi be 46% 27% 29%
Béali be 17% 20% 63%
Ji aliyé partiyeke siyasi ve neyé destekkirin 34% 23% 43%
Xwecihi be 38% 26% 36%
Di asta neteweyl de wesané bike 31% 27% 42%
Di asta navneteweyi de be 28% 27% 45%
Xwedi politikaya wesanek bigelite be 20% 24% 55%
Késan, fotograf U d3itbariya wé ji meriv re xwes xuya bikin 32% 27% 4%

Tabloya 2. Sedema tercihkirina mecraya medyayé

Bi rézé& re gava begdar mecrayeke medyayé tercih bikin, ev etmen rol dileyzin; %63 béali be,

%55 xwedi politikaya wesanek bigelite be 0 %45 navneteweyi be, %42 neteweyi be, % 41 késan,
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fotograf O ditbariyén wé ji meriv re xwes xuya bikin, %36 xwecihi be, %29 néziki nérina siyasl ya
besdaran be G heri dawi %25 bi kurdi be.

Ji ber v& meriv kare bibéje ku ji bo begdaran mecrayén medyayé yén béali, bigelite G
navneteweyi sedemén tercihé ne.

Gava hiin li mecrayén medyayé yén heri zéde disopinin difikirin,
bi ya we kijan nérina li dinyayé/nérina siyasi néziki we ye?

Serbixwe-Béali 38,78%
HDP 25,85%
AK Parti 27,21%
CHP 4,59%
MHP 2,55%
IYi Parti 1,02%

Tabloya 3. Nérina li dinyayé ya medyaya té sopandin

Hema hema li gori %39é besdaran mecraya medyayé ya ku disopinin serbixwe 0 béali ye,
hema hema li gori %27& wan néziki AK Partiyé U li gori %26& wan néziki HDPyé ye. Meriv kare bibéje
du nérinén siyasi ku mecrayén medyayé yén besdar heri z&de disopinin, néziki wé ne AK Parti 0 HDP
ne.

Han heri zéde li kijan cureyén réze-filman temase dikin?

Bernameyén parodiyé 36,4%
Réze-filmén komediyé 35,4%
Réze-filmén aksiyoné 28,5%
Réze-filmén parodiyé 25,8%
Réze-filmén serdemi 20,9%
Réze-filmén tarixi 18,2%
Réze-filmén komediya romantik 14.8%
Réze-filmén tore, axa, esireté 17%

Réze-filmén rojane 17,3%
Dramén romantik 17%

Réze-filmén malbati 14.0%
Réze-filmén wetanperweriyé 12,1%

Tabloya 4. Rézefiimén ku heri zéde tén sopandin

Bernameyén ku besdar heri z&de 1& temase dikin bi %36,4 bernameyén parodiye, pasé bi
%35,4 réze-filmén komediyé ne G pisti van bi %28,5 réze-filmén aksiyoné tén. Cureyé réze-fiiman én
heri k&m tén temagekirin bi %121 réze-filmén ku me di tabloyé de weke “réze-filmén
wetanperweriy&” ci daye wan 0 gotinén wetanperweriyeke hamasi dihundirinin G bi %14 réze-filmén
malbati ne. Li gel vé yeké gribeke din a réze-filmén ku li gori yén din kém tén temasgekirin ji, ew
réze-filmén ku weke ¢irokén Rojhilat G Baglré Rojhilat tén ditin G iddia dikin ku sazimaniya axatiyé,
esiretan 0 toreyan vedibégjin.
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Temazsekirina li van réze-filman dadikeve réjeya %17. Ya rast meriv sag nabe ku ¢ima
welatiyén kurd elegeyeke z&de nisani van réze-filman didin. Cimki bi pirani neyé telafGzkirin jidi van
réze-fllmén ku té texminkirin li erdnigariya kurdan derbas dibin yan ji bi awayé askere té ifadekirin
ku li Sért, Riha yan ji Mérdiné derbas dibin, ji dévla kurdi timi tirkiyeke gelek ¢éker té bikaranin,
karakter weke “tip”én karikaturize té&n pégkégkirin G pirsgirékén wan ji disa bi zimaneki téra xwe
hamasi O bi awayé biyanikiri tén nisandan. Inkar G asimilasyona li diji késeya kurd a di dinyaya rastin
de, di dinyayén honandi de bi heman awayi derdikevin pésberi me. Di encamé de bi awayé jéneger
hisek ¢édibe ku ¢irokén tén vegotin migabili ¢irok&n kurdan bi xwe nin in. Loma heke ¢irokeke wé yi
bibandor 0 entrikayeke wé yi balkés hebe ev réze-film z&de tén temasekirin, yan an kém tén
temagekirin. Bi kurtasi ev réze-filmén ku di raya gisti de weke “réze-filmén Rojhilaté/Bagaré
Rojhilaté” tén binavkirin, gelek caran ne ew réze-film in ku insanén herémeé ¢iroka xwe té de bibinin.
Heke ev réze-film xwedi honakeke dramatik i serkeftl ji nebin, elegeyeke taybet ji ¢énabe ji bo wan.

Meriv kare temasekirina wan a kém, wisa rave bike.

3.2.
Nimiineyén Mezaxtina Nliceyan

Di vé gisma forma pirsan de, pirsén ku hélén cuda yén mezaxtina nG¢eyan hildidin dest hatin
kirin ji begdaran. Encamén heri bingehin ji li jér hatin xulasekirin.

Han heri zéde bi réya kijan cavkaniyé xwe digihinin nliceyan?

Internet 57,82%
Televizyon 36,73%
Rojname 2,21%
Radyo 1,87%

Tabloya 5. Cavkaniya Ndgeyan

%58& begdaran bi réya interneté xwe digihinin ndgeyan, terciha wan a duyem bi %36,7
televizyon bdye. Réjeya bikaranina radyo U capemeniya niviski weke cavkaniya ndceyan, tevde di
réjeya %4 de ye. Ne tené li erdnigariya kurdan radyo 0 rojname bi lezeke dramatik ji gavkanibdné
derketine. Rapora 2019an a ku ji héla Enstituya Xebatén Rojnamegeriyé ya Reutersé ya Zankoya
Oxfordé, -sé sal beré ji- nisan dida ku li seranseri Tirkiyeyé ndce her dige bi réjeyén z&detir ji internet
0 medyaya sosyal tén sopandin. Li gori raporé li Tirkiyeyé di réjeya heri z&de de ¢cavkaniyén nlgeyan
ji iInterneta ku medyaya sosyal ji dihundiring, tine pé. Lé té zanin ku li Tirkiyeyé weke gavkaniya
nUgeyan hé ji bi réjeyek z&de televizyon té tamegekirin. Cawa ku di raporén 2020 0 2021 én heman
saziyé de, té diyarkirin ligel ku elegeya ji bo nlc¢eyén interneté z&de dibe ji, li Tirkiyeyé televizyon hé
jl yek ji cavkaniyén nlgeyan én giring e. Rapora 2021& ya Reutersé bi taybeti balé dikése ser wé yeké
ku pandemiyé elegeya bo capemeniya niviski bilez G bez kém kiriye li seranseri dinyayé.4 Encamén
Iékolina ¢endani, derhegé cavkaniyén nlgeyan én heri z&de tén sopandin de tabloyeke li gori
daneyén Tirkiyeyé U dinyayé péskés dike.

Gridba Temen

4 Binérin. Reuters Institute Digital News Report 2019 (https://www.digitalnewsreport.org/survey/2019/turkey-
2019/); 2020 (https://www.digitalnewsreport.org/survey/2020/turkey-2020/); 2021 (
https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/digital-news-report/2021/turkey) analizén welatan.
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Han heri zéde bi kijan amré Gisti 16-29 30-49
digihén niliceyan?

Televizyon 37,60% 21,30% 35,70% 80,70%
Radyo 2,80% 3,20% 3,20% 0,80%
Rojname 3,80% 6,30% 1,30% 3,80%
Internet 55,80% 69,30% 59,70% 14,70%

Tabloya 6. Li gori griba temen ¢avkaniya ndceyan

Di nav begdaran de, bi ser temené 50 re amUra ndgeyan a heri z&de té sopandin bi %80,7
televizyon blye. Cudahiya besdarén bi temené 16-29 0 besdarén bi temené 30-49, di réjeya
temagekirina li televizyoné de té ditin. Begdarén bi temené 16-29 bi réjeya %21,3 li televizyoné temase
dikin, begdarén bi temené 30-49 bi réjeya %35,7 li televizyoné temase dikin. Her ku temen kém dibe
temagekirina li televizyoné kém dibe, bidestxistina nlg¢eyan bi réya interneté zéde dibe. Terciha
%69,3yé besdarén bi temené 16-29 ew e ku bi réya interneté xwe bigihinin nGgeyan, terciha %59,7é
besdarén bi temené 30-49 ew e ku bi réya interneté xwe bigihinin nigeyan. Mezaxtina radyo U
rojnameyan, di her navbira temen de kém e, di navbera %1-6 de diguhere.

Han heri zéde bi kijan amiré digihén niiceyan? TV Radyo Rojname  Internet
Jin 28,2% 2,4% 6,1% 63,3%
Meér 48,5% 3,2% 1,3% 47,0%

Tabloya 7. Cavkaniya ndgeyan li gori zayendiyé

Jinén besdar, bi %48,5 hema hema du gaté méran béhtir televizyoné weke amdara ndgeyan
bikar tinin. Mezaxtina interneté i ba besdarén mér bi réjeya %63,3, ji %47é réjeya jinan z&detir e.
Réjeyén mezaxtiné yén jin G méran di waré TV 0 interneté de ji hev gelek cuda ne, di mezaxtina
radyo 0 rojnameyé de ne mimkun e meriv guherineke z&de bibine. Ev rews encama wé yeké ye ku

ji xwe réjeya sitd wergirtina ji radyo 0 rojnameyan weke ¢cavkaniya nigeyan gelek kém e.

A . Yén ray Dengdérén
Gisti AK Parti HDP R
nedane Na
Hiin herfi zéde bi I
kljan amure Tnternet 55,80% 29,20% 68,80% 70,80% 55,00%
digihén nliceyan?
Wigoripartiya Ko ivon 37,60% 61,70% 28,30% 29,20% 39,20%
siyasi ya heri dawi
ray dayiyé) Radyo 2,80% 3,60% 1,40% 0,00% 2,60%
Rojname 3,80% 5,50% 1,50% 0,00% 3,20%

Tabloya 8. Cavkaniya ndgeyan li gori partiya siyasi ya heri dawi ray dayiyé
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Gava meriv li gori nérinén siyasi I& dinére, meriv dibine ku gistiya besdaran heri z&éde bi %55,8
bi interneté digihén nlceyan. Besdarén dengdérén AK Partiyé heri z&de bi %61,7 bi televizyoné
digihén ndgeyan, besdarén dengdérén HDPyé heri z&de bi %68,8 bi interneté digihén nigeyan.
Réjeya wergirtina nlgeyan ji televizyoné ya besdarén dengdérén AK Partiyé, hema hema du gaté
réjeya wergirtina nlgeyan ji interneté ye. Ji ber ku dengdérén AK Partiyé xwe di televizyon Q@
medyaya serdest de dibinin, loma dibe ku ev rews derketibe holé. Meriv kare berovaji vé yeké ji bo
dengdérén HDPyé iddia bike. %68,8& dengdérén HDPyé bi réya interneté, %28,3é dengdéran ji bi
réya televizyoné digihén nlgeyan. Ji ber ku dengdérén HDPyé& ndgeyén li ser jiyana xwe 0 késeyén
xwe di televizyon 0 medyaya serdest de nabinin, weke hewcedariya bi amldreke medyayé alternetif
beré xwe didin wir, meriv kare wisa bibine. Ji héleki ve |l ji ber ku dengdérén HDPyé elegeya
dengdérén HDPyé bo siyaseté G dinyaya derve z&de ye, girseyeke politik e ev dibe dibin sedem ku
interneté béhntir tercih bikin. Kurdén raya dane bi %70,8, dengdérén kurd én ku dé cara ewil ray bidin
jTbi %55 biinterneté digihén ndceyan. Weke amreke xwegihandina nlgeyan radyo G rojname li gori
nérina siyasi pir naguhere, di réjeyén %1-6 de diguhere.

Han nlceyan heri zéde li kijan ganala TVyé disopinin?

Fox TV 23,64%
A Haber/ATV 15,65%
Stérk TV, Ronahi TV, Medya Haber 10,88%
CNN Tirk 6,97%
Habertiirk 5,27%
TRT Kanallari 3,23%
Arti TV 2,04%
Kanal D 2,38%
Halk TV 1,70%
NTV 1,53%
Ruhaw/ K24 0,85%
SHOW TV 0,85%
Tele 1 0,51%
Rehber TV 0.34%
Star TV 0,34%

Tabloya 9. Qanala TVyé ya ku heri zéde ndce I& |1& tén temasekirin

Qanala ku besdar heri zéde weke cavkaniya nlgeyan digopinin bi %23,6 FOX TV ye. Yén din
bi doré re bi %15,6 ATV/A Haber, bi %10,8 Stérk TV, Ronahi TV, Medya Haber U bi %6,9 CNN Tlirk in.
Di navbera ganalén din de cudahiyeke cidi nin e G di réjeya kém de ne. Di civinén me de ku me di
garcoveya projeyé li bajarén Diyarbekir G Wané li dar xist, ev dane bi awayeke hargili hatiye nirxandin.
Ev dane li gel bersiva bi réjeya %75,68 “na” (%24,32 “eré”) ya pirsa “HOn ganalén ku wesanén wan bi
kurdi ne, temase dikin?” hatiye nirxandin G blye ¢cavkaniya nigasén berhemdar.

Yek ji xalén hevpar ku begdaran bal kisandiye ser ew bd ku kurd ne weke vebijérkek, béhtir
weke negariyek medyaya bi kurdi temase nakin.

Ev mijar di komxebata ‘Di Konteksta Késeya Kurd De Medyaya Tirkiyey&' de, kul i wan hat
lidarxistin, bi berfirehi hat nigagkirin. Yek ji besdarén komxebaté, bi diyardeyén tékeli mijaré
daxuyaniyeke gelek berfireh péskés kir. Bi referansa raporeke 1€koliné ya Navenda L&kolinén Qadi
ya Sosyo Politik, diyar kir ku li Tirkiyeyé ji 3 kurdan kurdek bi kurdi nizane, besa ku medyaya bi kurdi
nasopine ji bi pirani ev in. Di heman demé de diyar kiriye ku li gori daneyén TUIK& di nav 4746
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wesanén(kovar U rojname) li Tirkiyeyé tén capkirin de wegsaneke rojane ya bi kurdi tune ye; ji ber
gedexekirina perwerdeya bi kurdi besa ku bi kurdi fém dike G pé hilberiné dike kém e; di TRT Kurdi
ya televizyona dewleté de bi diksiyona tirki, bi kurdi té axavtin; li gel ku 15 milyon kes li malé bi zimané
xwe, bi kurdi diaxive ancax ji hezari 3 kes bi zimané xwe kare bixwine G binivise. Gava meriv bi van
daneyan bifikire, bersiva bi réja %24,32 ya pirsa “HUn ganalén ku bi kurdi wegané dikin, temase dikin?”
dibe réjeyeke gelek mezin. Besdarek cuda diyar Kir ku %24,32 divé bicdk neyé ditin G li Tirkiyeyé édi
rewsa medyayé bi du all na, tevi medyaya kurdan bi sé ali ye. Begdarek din ji diyar kiriye divé ji dévla
“Hdn ganalén bi kurdi temage dikin?”, pirsa esil divé “Eger ganaleke bi kurdi ku tu bi rehetl bigihiyé
hebe tu yé I&é temage biki?” ba. Bi gotineke din ev begdar ifade dike ku em ji tercihek béhtir, bi
necariyek re rd bi rd ne. Li gori besdarek din encamén ku di gistiya 1ékoliné de derketine holé, li gort
encamén dinyayé ne.

Besdarek rojnameger T din ji bi heman awayi digot ku gava meriv dide ber réjeyén
temagekiriné yén ganalén televizyoné yén bi kurdi; Fox TV ji ber dewlemendi U curbecuriya naveroké
ev gasi té temagekirin. Begdar got “Belki ji hewcedari bi medyayeke kurdan heye ku li gori jiyana
normal, jiyana rojane ya normal naverokan hilberine” G isaret bi wé yeké ki ku ne tené ji ber sedemén
ideolojik politik Fox TV té temasekirin, meriv kare vé yek bi geliteya produksiyoné, bi curbecuriya
weke réze-film, bernameyén rojane 0 pésbaziyén muziké rave bike.

Di hin siroveyén din de hatiye gotin ji ber ku pi¢ceki diri hukimeté ye U carcarna be ji rastiyan
tine ziman Fox TV ev gas té temagekirin, yané nayé wé maneyé ku yén Fox TVyé temase dikin illa bi
temami bi ganal& bawer in U aidi xwe his dikin. Temagevan gava vebijérkén wan ji dest wan digin di
nav én heyi de necar diminin ku yeké hilbijérin. Televizyon G radyoyén ku kurdan z&de |& temase
dikirin hatin girtin, loma temagevan bi réya televizyoné nikarin van ganalan temase bikin, ev vebijérk
ji dest wan hat stendin. Hin jin van ganalan pasé li ser platformén interneté dest bi wesané kirin 1€ bi
taybeti welatiyén kurd én navsere G jé wé de li pey van ganalan derbasi van platforman nebdn, sert
U mercén wan dest nedan. Loma yek ji mijarén nigasé ev ba; li gel ku weke ganaleke nlgeyan i
herémé heri z&de Fox TV -di gel peyamén wé yén neteweperest- té temasekirin, ev yek divé di
carcoveya vé zanyariyé de were nirxandin.

Di nigasén komxebatan de hat kirpandin ku hemU meseleyén kurdan helbet tékeli
kurdayetiyé nin e, bi kégeyén jiyani yén akit én weke békari G xizani re sereder dikin G ji héla din ve
bi meseleyén politikaya derveyi re G bi blyerén dinyayé re gelek elegedar in. Ji ber van hem
sedeman hewcedariya kurdan bi medyaya serdest heye. L& helwesta medyaya serdest a néziki
igtidaré, bi gotineke din ji ber ku “medyaya hewiz&” ya rast dawl li nlgegihaniya medyaya serdest
ani, welatiyén kurd beré xwe didin saziyén televizyoné yén weke Fox TVyé. Bi kurtasi té diyarkirin; ji
ber ku vebijérk kém in G ev ganal muxalif e li hemberi igtidara siyasi kurd heri z&de Fox TV temage
dikin.
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3.3.
Baweriya Bi Medyayé (i Nligeyan
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Tabloya 10. Baweriya bi rojnameyan

Di vé cargoveyé de ji besdaran hatiye xwestin ku not bidin rojnameyan weke 1 heri kém, 10
heri z&de li gori baweriya xwe. Encamén Iékoliné nisan didin ku besdar bi pdané nivenga baweriyé
ya 7,9 heri zéde baweri bi Gazete Duvaré dikin (divé bé gotin ku xebata anketé beri prosesa
belavblné ya Gazete Duvaré hatiye temamkirin). Gazete Duvaré, bi 5,1& Med Nice(Medya Haber) G
bi 4,3& Evrensel disopinin. Li gori raporé ganalén medyayé 0 nlg¢eyan én ku besdar heri kém pé
bawer dikin ji bi 3 Akit, bi 3,2 Yeni Safak, bi 3,2 Hiirriyet 0 bi 2,9 Oda TV ne. Ev rews, gava bi nirxandinén
tékeli tercihén medyayé yén lijor bé xwendin (“mecrayén medyayé yén béali, bigelite G nevneteweyi
sebebé tercihé ne”, Tabloya 2.) béhtir t& famkirin.

Din av cavkaniyén niliceyan de, di nav amidrén medyayé yén ez &€ bihejmérim de, hdn bi kijané, ci
gas bawer in?

Rojnameyén
. A Rojname Internets, Medyaya
Televizyon Radyo Internet o .
(Capkirf) cavkaniyén Sosyal
nlceyan
Kém (1,2,3,4) 60,7% 66,6% 49,9% 63,6% 58,2% 48,5%
Orte (5,6,7) 31,0% 25,8% 37,3% 30,9% 33,2% 40,2%

fZéde(8,9,100 " 3% 7,6% 12,8% 5,5% 8,6% 11,2%

Tabloya 11. Baweriya bi cavkaniyén ndceyan

Besdar di nav cavkaniyén nlgeyan de bi doré re bi %12,8 heri z&de bi interneté, bi %11,2 bi
medyaya sosyal G bi %8,6 bi rojnameyén interneté bawer dikin. Cavkaniyén ku heri kém pé bawer in
ji bi %66,6 radyo, bi %63,6 rojnameyén capkiri O bi %60,7 televizyon in. Pisti ku pey 15& Temzé
televizyonén kurdan 0 ganalén muxalif hatin girtin, hatiye ditin ku baweriya kurdan bi ¢cavkaniyén
ndgeyan kém baye.
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Tabloya 12. Baweriya bi saziyén ndgeyan
Saziyén nliceyan én ez é li jér bihejmérim, hiin bi kijané, ci qas bawer in?
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Kém 69% 66% 70% 58% 53% 59% 58% 44% 62% T4% 68% T5% 64% 62% 65% 51%
Orte 27% 28% 20% 31% 31% 27% 25% 33% 24% 18% 24% 20% 25% 28% 25% 32%
Zéde 4% 5% 10% 12% 17% 13% 17% 23% 14% 8% 8% 5% M% 10% 10% 17%

Cavkaniya nlgeyan a ku besdar heri z&de pé bawer in bi %23 Med Ndge ye. Pisti wé bi doré
re bi %17 Kurdistan 24 TV ( bi %17 Evrensel tén. Cavkaniyén ku besdar heri kém pé bawer in ji bi doré
re bi %75 Oda TV, bi %74 Akit 0 bi %70 Yeni Cag in. Ji ber ku kurdan di prosesa gareseriyé de 0 di
nézikahiya li hemberi késeya kurd de ji cavkaniyén ndgeyan én béhtir ¢cepgir G muxalif destek
neditine, mimkun e ku meriv bibéje baweriya wan a bi van cavkaniyan sikiyaye. Cudahiya di navbera
ganalén tén temasekirin 0 pé tén bawerkirin, isaret bi cudahiya baweri G ecibandina nimdneyén
mezaxtina TV 0 nlgeyan dike. Weke li jor di nigasén bi referansa Fox TVyé hatin kirin de hati gotin,
mezaxtina medyayé tené bi nirx 0 nasnameyén ideolojik G polittk nayén ravekirin. Binyadeke

tevlihevtir ya ecibandiné G gelek diyarker G guhérén wé yén dinamik hene.

GISTI AK PARTI HDP
Med Nuce ATV, A Haber, Sabah Med Nuce
Evrensel Akit Evrensel
Gazete Duvar Yenicag Gazete Duvar
Halk TV Yeni Safak Halk TV
Evrensel Birgin

Cumhuriyet

Tabloya 14. Partiya ku ray dayiyé G saziya medyayé ya heri zéde-kém pé bawer e

Gava meriv déhna xwe dide tékiliyén partiya ray dayiyé G saziyén medyayé yén pé bawer,
meriv dibine ku saziya medyayé ya dengdérén AK Partiyé heri zéde pé bawer in ATV ye, saziya
medyayé ya dengdérén HDPyé heri z&de pé bawer in Med Nlge (Medya Haber) e. Qanala medyayé
ya ku dengdérén AK Partiyé heri kém pé bawer in Evrensel e. Di rézkirina pénc saziyén medyayé yén
dengdérén HDPyé heri zéde pé bawer in de Birgln di réza péncan de ye. Bi gotineke din, HDPy1 i
gori yén din kémtir bi Birglné bawer in |é disa ji di nav pénc mecrayén heri zéde pé bawer in de ye.
Saziyén weke Yeni Safak yan ji Akit navén wan hatin dayin G wisa pirsa wan hatiye kirin, van di “listeya

pébaweriyé” ya kurdan de get ci negirtine.
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GISTI AK Parti HDP
Med Nuce 5,06 3,34 6,82
Evrensel 4,33 3,94 4,70
Gazete Duvar 4,10 3,83 4,41
Halk TV 3,96 3,73 4,21
Birgln 3,69 3,65 3,85
Medyascope 3,66 3,92 3,63
Cumhuriyet 3,72 3,47 3,60
T24 3,65 3,72 3,50
Sozcl 3,32 3,88 2,75
Yenicag 3,27 4,28 2,68
Hirriyet 3,17 3,87 2,63
Yeni Safak 3,23 4,20 2,62
ATV, A Haber, Sabah 3,69 5,47 2,59
Akit 3,02 4,35 2,23

Tabloya 15. Nivenga pébaweriyé ya li gori terciha dengdané (1-get pé bawer nin im,

10-bi temami pé bawer im)

Li gori tercihén dengdané yén hilbijartina 2018an, saziyén medyayé yén dengdérén AK
Partiyé heri z&éde pé& bawer in bi doré re bi 55 ATV, bi 4,4 Akit, bi 4,3 Yenigag in. Hatiye ditin ku
besdarén ku deng dane HDPyé heri z&de bi 6,8 bi Med Nigeyé, bi 4,7 Evrenselé G bi 4,4 bi Gazete
Duvaré bawer in. Di gistiya besdaran de ganalén medyayé yén heri zéde pé bawer in bi 5,06 Med
Nige, bi 4,3 Evrensel U bi 4,1 Gazete Duvar in.

Bi ya we, iro li Tirkiyeyé du késeyén sereke yén medyayé

kijan én li jér in? %

Zexta huk(imeté 61,2
Sansur (i otosansur 26,9
Berteka muxalefeté 24,8
Binyada xweyTtiyé 17,3
Mercén xebaté yén béyl garanti 17,0
Magazinikirin 16,3
Mevz(iata gan(ni ya astengker 13,4
Xembariya firotané 0 reytingé 9,4
Nebdna rojnamegerén bas 8,3
Kémasiyén tekniki 4,3

Tabloya 17. Késeyén medyayé

Du késeyén heri sereke ku besdar di medyaya Tirkiyeyé de dibinin bi %61,2 zexta hukimeté
U bi %26,9 sansur/otosansur in, du késeyén heri tali yén di medyayé de dibinin ji bi %8,3 neblna
rojnamegerén bas U bi %4,3 kémasiyén tekniki ne.
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3.4.
Késeyén Medyayé

Bi ya we medyaya iroyin a Tirkiyeyé serbixwe ye?
Eré 28,8%
Na 71,18%

Tablo 19. Medya badimsizlidi

Li gori %71& besdaran li Tirkiyeyé medyaya serbixwe tune ye, réjeya yén ku dibé&jin medya
serbixwe ye néziki %29 e. Ev rews nisan dide ku piraniya besdaran medyayé weke aligir dibinin.

Gelek héman hene ku vé fikré bipés dixin. Beri her tisti, divé bé gotin ku tecrubeya li gel
medyaya Tirkiyeyé ya li erdnigariya kurdan —weke di destpéka raporé de U di analiza gawani de jil hat
gotin- ré nade tékiliyeke pébaweriyé. Zext G binpékirinén mafan, inkar G asimilasyon ku kurd di tarixé
de jiyane di medyayé de bi awayeke z&de bi vederkirin G tune hesibandiné mesiyaye. Loma hesté
baweriya bi medyaya Tirkiyeyé tu cari pir binéz neblye. Begdar bal dikésin ser rola eréni ya medyayé
ya di prosesa gareseriyé de, 1€ axir li gel wé dibéjin ku medya partizan e 0 nemaze di serdema AK
Partiyé de di waré késeya kurd de tercihén serbixwe pék neaniye.
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Medya di careserkirina pevcinén civaki de kare roleke erénf bileyze 27% 30% 43%
Medya kare helwestén siyasi yén insanan diyar bike 24% 35% 40%
Medya kare berberiya siyasi ges bike 23% 32% 45%
Li Tirkiyeyé medya bi gasi hev nézi hema besén civaké ye 50,68% 28,40% 20,92%

Li Tirkiyeyé di sekneke pliralist e ku nérinén li di 8 yé d
1 ir |¥eye xwedl sekneke pldralist e ku nérinén li dinyayé yén cuda 5420%  2714%  18.36%

nisan dide

Li Tirkiyeyé saziyén medyayé xwed? binyadeke berfireh e ku késeyén

NI N 54,20% 27,14% 18,36%

besén civaké yén cuda tine ziman

Li Tirkiyeyé med ( bi gisti nd bi ke aligi
|A |rA |ye.ye medyaya nlceyan, bi gistl nlceyan bi awayeke aligir 1% 1% 8%

péskés dike

Li Tirkiyeyé li ser azadiya medya (0 xweifadekiriné zext heye 25% 30% 45%
Rojnameger ji ber xebatén xwe yén rojnamegeriyé girti ne 31% 27% 42%
Wergirtina fonén ji derveyi welat, zirar dide serxweblna medyayé 37% 35% 27%

Tabloya 20. Qinyatén derhegé medyayé de

Li gori %54,20& besdaran li Tirkiyeyé medya ne xwedi wé plUralistiyé ye ku nérinén li dinyayé
én cuda nisan bide U li gori %54,2& begdaran li Tirkiyeyé saziyén medyayé ne xwedi binyadeke
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berfireh e ku késeyén begén civaké yén cuda bine ziman. Li gori %43& begdaran di waré ¢areserkirina
pevcUnén civaki de medya kare roleke eréni bileyze, di heman demé de li gori %40& wan medya
kare helwestén siyasi yén insanan diyar bikin. R&jeya yén ku dibé&jin tesireke cidi ya medyayé li ser
civaké heye, niveniv e. Li gori %50,7é besdaran li Tirkiyeyé medya bi gasi hev nézi hema besén civaké
nin e U réjeya yén ku dibéjin azadiya medya (O xweifadekiriné %45 e. R&jeya yén ku dibgjin
rojnamegerén girti ji ber xebatén xwe yén rojnamegeriyé girti ne %42 e, réjeya begdarén ku dibé&jin
wergirtina fonan ji wegfén derveyi welat ziraré nade serxweblna medyayé %37 e.

3.5.
Salén Nodi i Prosesa Careseriyé

Bi ya we li Tirkiyeyé DU ASTENGIYEN heri giring
én li ber serxwebiina medyayé kijan én li jér in?

Salén 907 Salén 20007 fro
Hukdmet 54,3% 3% 42%
Artés 47,9% 1% 4%
Dewlet 33,8% 22% 26%
Partiyén siyast 32,4% 19% 24%
Yén reklam didin 3,2% 4% 4%
Xwediyén medyayé 8,7% 7% 13%
Dewleta Vesarti 15,5% 7% 6%
Saziyén sivil 0% 1% 1%
Sirket 1,4% 1% 3%
Nizanim/Nayé bira min 2,7% 4% 0%

Tabloya 21. Astengiyén li ber serxweblna medyayé

Li gori besdaran li Tirkiyeyé du astengiyén heri giring én li ber serxweblna medyayé di salén
19907 de bi %54,3 dewlet 0 bi %47,9 artés e, di salén 20001 de bi %31 hukimet 0 bi %22 dewlet e. Tro ji
bi %42 hukimet U bi %26 dewlet xuya dikin. Ji salén 19901 heya iro ginyata dewleta vesarti gels baye.
Té ditin ku réjeya dewleté ya weke astengiyek li ber serxweblna medyayé kém blye, réjeya

berfirehtir hene. Tesira artésé ya li ser serxweblna medyayé di salén 19901 de %47,9 bdye, 1& Tro weke
%4 xuya dike. Cudahiya mezin a di navberé de, divé di cargoveya guherina jiyana siyasi de bé
nirxandin. Tro gelek kém Tsaret bi tesira artésé ya li ser serxweblna medyayé té kirin, heta hema hema
édi behsa tesireke wiha nayé kirin, ev yek ji ber wé yeké ye ku &di ji derveyi hukiimeta AK Partiyé yan
jligtidara siyasi artés tesir li medyayé nake.
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Li ser nézikahiya medyaya serdest a Tirkiyeyé ya

. a A " O Ne Li Ser Vé . Li Ser Vé
di salen 1990i de, ifadeyéen ku ez & li jer réz bikim . Bébiryar E .

. . . Gotiné Ye Gotiné Ye
bi we ci qasi rast e?
Medya derbaré careseriya késeya kurd de xwed?

Y ; CAreSErlys KESEya Kire 2o xwed 55% 33% 1%

helwesteke eréni bl
Medyayé nlceyén derheqé késeya kurd de bi
awayeke serbixwe, béyi ku di bin tesir ( 51% 35% 14%
beralikiriné de bimine diwesand
Medya bi gasi hev néziki hem( besén civaki bl 50% 35% 15%
Medyayé di nliceyan de ci dida nérinén cuda 45% 34% 21%

Tabloya 22. Nézikahiya medyayé li hemberi késeya kurd ya di salén 19901 de

Li gori %55& begdaran medya di salén 19907 de di waré careserkirina késeya kurd de xwedi
helwesteke eréni ba, li gori %51& besdaran medyayé derheqgé késeyé de nlcgeyan bi awayeke
serbixwe, béyt ku di bin tesir G beralikiriné de bimine diwesand, li gori %50yé besdaran medya bi gasi
hev néziki hem( begén civaki ba.

Plian bidin saziyén medyayé yén li jér ji bo nézikahiyén wan én li hemberi prosesa careseriyé

@ | |3
& 2 s 8 ¥ 8
— s O e o o © = -
[ e— — [®) : g (g0} H . —_ X (0]
s T 3§ » 2 E £ =2 & £ £ B 3 @
T > > u m O < w» O N — @ T <
Neyini 71 65 67 71 62 b4 69 65 48 71 65 61 62 63
(1,2,3,4) % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
Orte 25 29 25 23 31 30 26 26 29 24 27 34 29 29
(5,6,7) % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
6 eAl e,l\( 4% 5% 7% 6% 6% 5% 5% 9% 23 56 7% 6% 9% 8%
eréni(8,9,10) %

Tabloya 23. Nézikahiyén saziyén medyayé li hemberi prosesa careseriyé

Li gori begdaran sé dezgehén medyayé yén ku bi awayé heri neyini néziki prosesa gareseriyé
bdn bi %71 Hiirriyet, bi %71 Zaman G disa bi %71 S6zcli bln. Li gori kurdan sé dezgeh&n medyayé yén
ku bi awayé heri eréni néziki prosesa gareseriyé bln bi %23 Ozgiir Glindem, bi %9 Sabah U bi %9 Halk
TV bln.

54



NAVENDA LEKOLINEN CIVAKI YA DICLE
DI KONTEKSTA KESEYA KURD DE TEGIHANA KURDAN BO MEDYAYA TIRKIYEYE

(] o <g (]
Q C —_ = c
n s o v B
g & m Z o
Jisalé di ber bi 20007 helwest dyayé ya li hemberfi
|Asa én nodf .er [ | ?\ives a me yayé ya li hemberi 49% 6% 14%
késeya kurd bi awayeke eréni guheriye
Medyayé di waré careserkirina késeya kurd de blye xwedi
_ 48% 34% 18%
helwesteke bastir
Di medyayé de zi é béhti
[ rTwe ya.)./e e.2|mane ser béhtir 37% 2% 1%
hatiye pejirandin
Medya di nliceyén Li ké kurd de ji nérina fermi
edya .| nlceyén li ser késeya kurd de ji nérina fermi 4% 37% 29%
venegetiyaye
W ta leskerfya li dyayé
.esayie? eskeriya li ser medyayé 48% 4% 18%
bidawi blye
Anaak dva cBziim siireci lurml
.naa Im medya ¢oziim siirecine olumlu 40% 19% 21%
bir katki sunamamistir
Anaakim medya ¢6zim siirecinde tim taraflarin
o . 52% 34% 14%
taleplerini adil bir sekilde yansitmistir
Anaakim medya ¢6zum silrecinde Kirtlere yonelik onceki
N . . 46% 36% 20%
donemlere gore daha kapsayici bir dil kullanmistir
Med dest bi é erénf alikari iyé
e .y.aya serdest bi awayé erénf alikariya prosesa careseriyé 40% 6% 4%
nekiriye
Helwest d d di iyé de li gori
elwes aAme Ayaya ser %asr a di prosesa careseriyé de li gorf 0% 5% 5%
xeta hukiimeté tese girtiye
Med dest di ivé d fén bingehin
e Yaya serdes |Ipr.oseAsa ?areserlyeA gr?wa én bingehin { 50% 5% 15%
azadiyan esas wergirtiye U wisa wesané kiriye
Medyaya serdest di prosesa careseriyé de bal kisandiye ser
nirxén weke birati, mirovahf (I wisa wesangeriyeke hestiyar 48% 35% 16%

Kiriye

Tabloya 24. Pisti 2002an nézikahiya medyaya Tirkiyeyé li hemberi késeya kurd

Li gori piraniya besdaran pisti ku AK Parti di 2002an de b igtidar nézikahiya medyaya serdest
a Tirkiyeyé |li hemberi késeya kurd guheriye. %49é begdaran gotine ku ji salén 19901 ber bi 200071 ve
helwesta medyayé li hemberi késeya kurd bi awayeke eréni guheriye, %48& wan gotine medya ji bo
Gareseriya késeya kurd blye xwedi helwesteke erénitir, medyayé nlgeyén derheqé késeya kurd bi
awayeke serbixwe, béyi k udi bin tesir 0 beralikiriné de bimine wesandiye.
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Li ser nézikahiya medyaya serdest a Tirkiyeyé ya iroyin, ifadeyén = 8 o si E @
D (0]
ku ez & li jér réz bikim bi we ci qasi rast e? c g o 2 g =
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Medyaya serdest bi awayeke demokratik
. AyAyA . J 50% 34% 16%
néziki késeya kurd dibe
Medyaya serdest di waré késeya kurd de kare ji nérina fermf cihé
D) SRR Sl e L= Hel 48% 35% 17%
helwestek nisan bide
Medyaya serdest dixwaze késeya kurd
Jey X 48% 35% 18%

bi réyén astiyane careser bibe

Medyaya serdest li diji kurdan

zimaneki ciyawaz bikar tine

Medyaya serdest derheqé késeya kurd de politikayek li ser mafén

30% 33% 36%

1% 4% 15%
mirovan biréve dibe 51% 34% 5%

Di medyaya serdest de kurd bi

. P 49% 34% 17%
awayeke heq tén temsilkirin

Tabloya 25. Nérina froyin a medyaya serdest li meseleya kurd

Ramanén derhegé nézikahiya li hemberi késeya kurd de ya medyaya serdest a iroyin, di
tabloya li jor de hatiye nisandan. Li gori %49& besdaran kurd bi awayeke heqg nayén temsilkirin, %50é&
wan medyaya serdest bi awayeke demokratik néziki késeya kurd dibe, %48& wan medyayé di waré
késeya kurd de ji nérina fermi cihé helwestek nisan nedaye, naxwaze kése bi réyén astiyane bé
careserkirin, derhegé késeyé de politikayeke wegané ya li ser mafén mirovan nemesandiye.
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Li Tirkiyeyé medyaya serdest késeya kurd bi kijan tégehén li jér hildide dest?(DU TEGEH) %

Teror 49,1
Siyaset 33,7
Dabeskari 48,3
Demokrast 13,4
Mafén Mirovan 13,9
Asti 14,5
Nijadperesti 8,2
Tundi 2,9
Ewlehi 2,6
Nasname 3,2
Bipésketin 1,5
Li pas mayin 0,9
Abor? 1,5
Birat? 2,4
Ser 0,5
Muzakere 0,9
Biratiya dini 0,5
Hemwelat? 0,2
Azadi 7

Tabloya 26. Medyaya serdest G késeya kurd: tégeh

Li gori begdaran li Tirkiyey&, di medyaya serdest de késeya kurd heri zéde bi peyvén teror G
dabegkariyé tén ditin. Du tégehén ku medyaya serdest li gel késeya kurd heri kém hildide dest li pas
mayin 0 abori ne. Gotinén medyayé yén derheqé késeya kurd de, endeksa baweriya kurdan bi
dezgehén medyayé li ber cavan radixe. Bi nérinén besdaran ve girédayi,

Katilimcilardan yola ¢ikarak ¢6zUm strecinde gdsterilen tutumlar ve yapilan davraniglarin
Kurtlerin medya algisinda blylk oranda belirleyici bir rol oynadigi séylenebilir.
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ENCAM

Tecrubeyén kurdan én li gel medyaya Tirkiyeyé di kontekta késeya kurd de G tégihana bo
medyaya Tirkiyeyé ya di encama vé tecrubeyé de gava meriv yek bi yek li blyeran binére tarixeke
mist bi ésan nisan didin. Gava meriv di hindava civaka kurd de, ku gelek &s, kavili G mirin blye para
wé, |& dinére helwesta medyaya berbelav a Tirkiyeyé ya di vé konteksté de tim éseke duyem,
inkareke duyem { gava mesele awayé ciyawaziyé yan ji mirin blye ji gelek caran “mirineke duyem”
pék hatiye. Temsilén medyayé ji héla kurdan ve gelek caran tu caran derfeta hev-hestiyariyé péskés
nekirine. Weke minak ne mimkun e ku meriv bibéje medyaya serdest blyerén getlkirina rewsanbirén
kurd én wele Vedat Aydin G heta bi Musa Anter bi zimané astiyé yé berfireh, adil G alikariya
berlégirtina dubareblna van blyerén giran, kiriye mijara ndceyan.Weke tistén wexteki bi Ahmet
Kaya kirin, Tro ji heman tist bi hunermendén kurd én weke Aynur Dogan dikin yan jl weke me di
nimdneya Amedsporé de dit sporvanén kurd hedef tén nisandan, derhegé van gotinén nefrete @
érisan de ji di pergala medyaya berbelav de mafé axavtiné yé& heqani ji tune ye.

Dé pirole nebe heke meriv bibéje pisti van blyeran welatiyén kurd bi héviya temsileke
heqgani beré xwe didin medyaya nlgeyan a serdest 1& weke si sal beré iro ji béyi ku dilé wan bisiké,
hérs bibin yan ji éseke giran his bikin nikarin derhegé van blyeran de nligeyeke rojnameyé bixwinin
yan ji li nigeyeke televizyoné temage bikin. Yan get nlge tuneye, yan ndce kém e yan ji bi ifade G
imayén aligir ku blyerén maniple dikin U kiryaran vedisérin, heta mafdar nisan didin nlge tén
wesandin. Weke em iro di minaka Malbata Senyasar de ji dibinin binpékirinén jiyani yén welatiyén
kurd én ji rézé ji dijin té de ji bo binpékirinén giran én mafan ji div & pergala medyayé de derfeteke
“adil” a temsilé tune ye.

Di hevditin, anket i komxebatén ku ji bo tégihana kurdan bo medyaya Tirkiyeyé derxe holé
hati lidarxistin de di vi warl de meriv kare sopén bendewariya “temsila adil” ya tim vala derketiye
bibine. Li gel vé yeké di hevditin G Iékolinén gadi yén li gel welati G rdspiyén kurd de mimkun e meriv
bibine ku bi awayeke balkés ev sikestina xeyalan a ku blyerén tekane dihundirine yan ji “xatirayén
xirab” nabe sebebé tégihaneke gisti G “herheyi” ya derhegé medyayé de.

Civaka kurd ew civak e ku hin bdye giraniya tarix G tecrubeyé tam ji bi saya vé tarixa sed sall
U vé tecrubeyé bi gihastineke politik re hevseng bike. Him I&kolina gadi, him analiza cawani nisan
didin ku gava kurd di konteksta késeya kurd de medyaya Tirkiyeyé dinirxinin bi nézikahiyeke ne tamt
hewl didin serdemén bas ji yén xirab, pratikén heganiyén medyayé ji yén ne hegani ji hev veqgetinin.
Di heman demé de xwe ji nirxandineke rexneyi ya giran a di konteksta késeya kurd de ji bo medyaya
ku weke “medyaya kurd” té binavkirin, dir nadin.

Encamén bingehin én xebata me ya ku bi rébazén Iékoliné yén cawani 0 ¢cendani me
ginyatén kurdan én derhegé medyaya Tirkiyeyé de G fikrén medyaya Tirkiyeyé yén li ser késeya kurd
U Prosesa Careseriyé hilda dest bi vé nirxandina gisti bi vi awayi kare bé xulasekirin:

Raya gisti ya kurdan gebdl dike ku medya di jiyana siyasi, civaki U kulturi de roleke gelek giring
dileyze, di waré tesirdana girseyan G tesedana ginyatan de ciyeki medyayé bi awayé eréni yan ji
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neyini heye. Gava mesele medyaya Tirkiyeyé be ji ev nirxandin bi hin ginyatén neyini yén |i ser
medyaya Tirkiyeyé re zéde dibe. Lé hin nirxandin, diyar dikin ku bi temami paxav bi zimané berberiyé
yé medyayé nayé dayin U balé dikésin ser wé yeké ku di navbera medya U civaké de hevtesireke
tevlihevtir heye. Ji vé ji wédetir nemaze gava pratikén medya G rojnamegeriyé yén prosesa
careseriyé té nirxandin, hejmara begdarén ku balé dikésin ser karigeriya eréni ya di vé serdemé de
ya tegwigkirina pagguhkirina mijarén bipev¢in G pégdaraziyan ji ne kém e.

Bi gotineke din besdar derhegé medyayé de bi awayé kategorik xwedi helwesteke neyini
nin in. Hema hema li gori temamé begdarén 1ékoliné serxwebln G béalibln di waré alikirina medyayé
bo demokrasi, astiya civaki G careseriyé de hémanén heri giring in. Li gel vé yeké li gori piraniya
besdaran medyaya Tirkiyeyé ne serbixwe ye, ne ji béall ye. Té fikirin ku medyaya Tirkiyeyé di hin
serdeman de di bin kontrola dewlet G dewleta vesarti de bdye, di hin serdeman de di bin kontrola
artésé, carna di bin kontrola hukiimeté de carna ji di bin kontrola sermayeye de U heta di serdemén
tarixi yén cuda de di bin wesayeta koalisyoneke van de blye. Disa li gori besdaran ev rews yek ji
astengiyén heri mezin e li ber medya G rojnamegeriya astiyé.

Li gori begdaran ji dévla zimaneki li ser maf U astiyé, guh bide dengén cuda yén civaki,
|épirsiné bike, rexne bike, tevliheviya blyeran neqgl bike gotin 0 binyadeke ku xwe dispére siyaseta
rojane, burokrasiyé U tékiliyén abori U li gori rewsé diguhere, heye. Ev ji i Tirkiyeyé i ber alikariya
medyayé bo asti 0 gareseriyé, bi gotineke din li ber pékhatina potansiyeleke giring asteng e.
Medyayé di prosesa careseriyé de rolek leyist ku li gorf gismeke giring & besdaran ev roleke eréni bg,

demildest dev ji vé berda U derbasi zimané beré yé berberiyé G ser by, ev ji vé yeké nisan dide.

Li gel vé yeké hevditinan nigan daye ku di waré serxwebln, béalibln U pejirandina zimané
astiyé de késeyén medyaya kurd ji hene G peywirén ku dikevin ser milé medyaya kurd ji hene. Ji aliyé
gelek besdaran ve hatiye gotin ku divé medya aliyeki berberiyé nebe, bibe gadeke diyalog G
muzakereyé ku alt O nérinén siyasi yén cuda karibin |& xwe Tfade bikin.

Bi vé ve girédayi yek ji encamén bingehin én Iékolina me ew e ku berberi U zimané ser
serdest e; medya di bin zextén siyasi-hiqlqgi de, di bin sansur, otosansur 0 tesirén weke wé de maye,;
ji bo berzkirina zimané agtiyé di rewseke wisa de divé meriv ji igtidarén siyasi 0 gridbén sermayeyé,
ew qas ji ji nézikahiyén ideolojik én tund U aidiyetén politik dir bisekine. Di heman demé de agkere
ye feraseta ku bala wé li ser fédeya welatiyan G wé li ser destan digire, dé xizmeta bihézkirina zimané
astiyé bike.

Di Iékolina me de besdaran vé rewsé béhtir bi tégehén weke “béaliblin” G “serxwebln” ifade
kiribin ji, i gori nézikahiya ku fro di gada xebatén medyaya rexneyi de té qgebdlkirin, nemaze
“béalibdn” ne mimkun e. Blyer G diyarde her tim bi awayeke jéneger ji héla pozisyona “aliyek” ve té
gargovekirin. Ji ber vé yeké béyi ku meriv dev ji hewldana serxwebina ji derdorén politik G/yan abori
berde, meriv kare aligiré welatiyan, yén mafén wan hati binpékirin yan ji li hemberi bihézan aligiré
béhézan be. Gava meriv ifadeyén serxwebldn U béalibliné yén di hevditinan de hati bilévkirin ji néz

ve |ébikole, meriv dibine ku esasen xwestine vé bibéjin.

Li gori begdaran gotinén demokratik G plQralist én medyaya Tirkiyeyé di Prosesa Careseriyé
de -her ¢i gas konjonkturel U rajér be ji- héviyé ges dike 0 weke minakek ku meriv kare gelek dersan
jé derine, li hemberi me sekinandiye. Beri her tisti di prosesa careseriyé de li ser meseleyé hatiye
axavtin G di temsilén li ser kurdan de normalbldnek derketiye holé 0 ev yek ji destkeftiyek giring e.
Yek ji armancén vé Iékoliné ji ew e ku derheqgé van dersan de zanyariyeke gelemperi bé hilberandin
0 alikari bé Kkirin da ku zimaneki astiyé G gareseriyé yé li ser mafan bibe serdest di medyayé de.

Di raporé de, ewill di dawiya besa destpéké de, ku garcoveyeke tégehi té de hatiye danin, di
navbera besan de ji ji nirxandinan re ci hatiye vegetandin, loma em liv ir encamén I&koliné ji nd ve
xulase nakin. L& ber bi bidawikiring, divé em bibé&jin ku tégihana kurdan bo medyaya Tirkiyeyé
berpirsiyariyé ne tené dixe stiyé medyayé, dixe stlyé gistiya civaké. Yek ji mercén heri giring é

59



NAVENDA LEKOLINEN CIVAKI YA DICLE
DI KONTEKSTA KESEYA KURD DE TEGIHANA KURDAN BO MEDYAYA TIRKIYEYE

avakirina astiyé ji ew e ku meriv derhegé mijarén bipevcin de xwedi zanyariyén berfireh be. Loma
berpirsiyariya ku me behsé kir, em karin jé re biéjin berpirsiyariya zanina ¢iroka hevidu. Ev |1&kolin bi
xwe berpirsiyariyeke wisa dihebine. Potansiyela medyayé heye ku me derhegé hevidu de agahdar
bike. Di gel rewsa iroyin a medyayé ya li Tirkiyeyé ku dilé meriv pé disewite U di gel “tecrubeya xirab”
a cil salan, welati G rGspiyén kurd isaret bi vé potansiyelé dikin U ev ji héviyé ges dike.
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DITAM’dan

Dicle Toplumsal Arastirmalar Merkezi (DITAM) 2010 yilinda aydin ve yazarlarin bir araya
gelmesiyle olusturulmus bir dugince kurulugsudur. DITAM, basta Diyarbakirda olmak Uzere,
ekonomik, sosyal ve siyasal konular hakkinda uzmanlar vasitasiyla arasgtirmalar yaparak konu
hakkinda acgik ve ayrintili bilgiye erismeyi ve bu bilgi 1s1dinda sorunlarin ¢é6zdmune katki sunmayi
hedefler.

Kdrt Sorunu Baglaminda Kirtlerin TUrkiye Medyasi Algisi arastirmasi da DITAM’In bu hedefler
dogrultusunda yUruttdgu bir caligmadir. Calismamizin ¢ergevesi, Trkiye medyasinin Kdrt sorununa
tarinsel yaklagiminin Kirtler tarafindan nasil algilandigini anlamaya calismak, bu yaklagimin Kurt
sorunu ve toplumsal barig ¢ercevesindeki sonuglarini dederlendirmek ve bu degerlendirmeyi
kamuoyuyla paylasmakla sinirlidir.

Arastirmamiz yurttas yararini, hakikate yaklasmayl ve gazetecilik ilkelerine uymayi
gOzetmekten uzak iktidar yanlisi medya politikalarinin, Kirt sorunu érneginde oldugu gibi, sorunlarin
¢6zUmsuzluge mahkum edilmesindeki rolinl de tartigiyor. Kurt yurttaslar, Trkiye medyasinin yayin
politikalarina ve haberlerine yillarin tecriibesi neticesinde maalesef gliven duymuyor, bu medyaya
ve yapilan habercilige oldukga temkinli ve mesafeli yaklagiyor.

Saha aragtirmamiz Kurtlerin TUrkiye medyasina ydnelik algisi, Tirkiye medyasina yénelik
guvensizligin somut nedenleri ve TUrkiye medyasinin ¢ézUm sUrecindeki rold gibi, Uzerinde yeniden
didstintlmesi ve dénUsturidlmesi icin caba harcanmasi gereken konulara isik tutuyor.

Arastirmamizin ortaya koydugu en somut bilgi; kutuplasmig, ekonomik, siyasi ve hukuki baski,
sansur ve otosansuUr altinda sikigip kalmis bir medya ortaminda, barig dilinin giiclenmesinin mimkadn
olmadigidir. Aragtirma bulgulari savas ve ¢atisma dilinin terk edilmesinin yolunun siyasi iktidarlar ve
sermaye gruplarina oldugu kadar kati ideolojik yaklasimlara ve politik aidiyetlere mesafeli olmaktan
gectigini de yeniden teyit ediyor.

Bitirirken, Kirtlerin Kirt sorununa iligkin TUrkiye medyasi algisinin sadece medyaya dedil
toplumun geneline bir sorumluluk yUkledigini belirtmek gerekir. CUnkU barigin insa edilebilmesinin
en dnemli kosullarindan biri de catigmall konular hakkinda etrafli bilgi sahibi olmaktan geciyor.
Arastirmamizin bu bilgiyi olugturmaya ve bariga bir nebze katkida bulunacagini umuyoruz.

YONETIM KURULU BASKANI
MEHMET VURAL
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Giris

Toplumsal alanda gatismali konularin ¢éziminde oldugu kadar, bizzat ¢catismali durumun
gelismesinde ve derinlesmesinde medyanin rold, gec¢tigimiz ylzyilin tamaminda oldugu gibi bugin
de &nemli bir tartisma konusudur. Medyanin ulusal ya da uluslararasi dlgekte belirli cografyada
yasanan gatisma konusunda, 6zellikle hiikimetlerle, siyasi iktidarlarla veya diger otoritelerle catisan
aktorlere ve bagimli ya da ezilen toplum kesimlerine, yer agip agmadigi bu tartigmalarin dnemli bir
icerigini olusturur. Bu kesimlere medyada nasil yer acildig, ilgili aktdrlerin esit ve hakkaniyetli bicimde
temsil edilip edilmedigi ya da ¢atisma konusunun siyasetin konjonktirel gereklerinden ayri ele alinip
alinmadigi dikkatle izlenir ve incelenir.

Ornegin; Glney Afrika’da irkg rejimle micadele siireclerinde de Kuzey irlanda’da uzun yillar
sirmUs gatisma slrecinde de Kolombiya'da devlet ile Kolombiya Devrimci Silahli Glgleri (FARC)
arasinda 52 yil sUren i¢ catismada da yagananlarin, medyayla iligkisi ve medyada yer bulma bigimi
bircok akademik gcaligmanin konusu olmustur. Sadece catismali dénemlerde degil, irlandalilarin,
siyahlarin, yerlilerin diger bir deyigle belirli bir cografyada siyasi erk tarafindan tarihsel olarak
baskilanan kesimlerin medyada genel olarak yer bulup bulmadigi, kendi medyalarinin olup olmadigi,
ya da medyada istihdam imkanlari her zaman Uzerinde durulan ve degerlendirme ihtiyaci hissedilen
konulardir. Clinkl bu konular, baskilanan ya da varliklari ret veya inkar edilen kesimlerin ikincillegtirme
ya da bagdiml olma konumunu kavramak bakimindan anlamli veriler sunar.
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Medya; demokratik, ¢ogulcu ve bariscll bir toplumsal dizenin ve kamusalligin inga
edilmesinde ve muhafazasinda hayati bir rol oynar. Ozellikle etnik, dini ve kiltirel catisma ve siddet
ge¢misi olan toplumlarda siddetsizlik, barig ve uzlagl dilinin norm haline gelmesinde gazeteciligin ve
baris gazeteciliginin Gzerine dnemli gbrevler dugmektedir. 1978 tarihli “Irk¢ilik ve Ayrimcilik Karsiti
Temel ilkeler Bildirgesi’nde UNESCO “Kitle iletigim araglari (medya) barigin ve uluslararasi anlayigin
gl¢lendiriimesinde ve irk¢iliga, irk ayrimciligina ve savas kigkirticiigina kargi konulmasina katki
koymak zorundadir” (Aktaran Alankus, 2016: 17) diyerek bu sorumlulugun altini net bir sekilde cgizer.
Lynch ve McGoldrick baris gazeteciligini “editérlerin ve muhabirlerin, hangi hikayeleri bashga cekip,
onlari nasll isleyeceklerine dair secimlerinde toplum igin firsatlar doguracak sekilde disinmeleri ve
catismalara siddet digl yaklagimlari dederlendirmeleri” (Alankus, 2016: 20) olarak tanimlar.

TUrkiye’'de de baris calismalarina ve catisma ¢6zimuine dnem veren sivil toplum kurumlari
ya da akademisyenler dinyanin farkli catigmalarin hUkdm sirdigu bdlgelerinde bilhassa devlet ile
catisan etnik, dinsel vs. topluluklar arasindaki catigma ve baris insa sUreglerini/deneyimlerini
anlamaya énem atfeder. Bu calisgmalarda medyanin ¢catismalara nasil yer verdigine yénelik &zel bir
ilgi de vardir. Ornegin Dicle Toplumsal Arastirma Merkezi (DITAM), ¢&zim siireci TUrkiye’de akamete
ugradigi halde bu konudaki galigmalardan hi¢ vazgegmemis ve diger birgok dnemli girisim yaninda,
“Toplumsal Barig'in insasinda Sivil Toplum Orgditlerinin Roll: Giiney Afrika Deneyimi” baghdi altinda
25 Mayis 2019'da, genig katilimli bir toplanti organize etmistir. GUney Afrika’da barig sirecinin 6nde
gelen siyasetcileri ve sivil toplum alanindan isimler davet edilerek deneyim paylasimi saglanmistir.
Bu galisma daha sonra kitap olarak da yayinlanmistir (DITAM, 2019).

Bunun gibi, Diyarbakir Siyasal ve Sosyal Arastirmalar Enstitlisi’nin (DISA) yaptigi Catisma
C6zimi ve Barig in§a51: Diinya Deneyimleri Serisi kapsaminda Nepal ve Sri Lanka deneyimleri
incelenmistir. Sri Lanka’da devlet ile Tamiller arasinda sUregiden catismayla ilgili ikinci calismada
hUkUmetin savasin bir pargasi olarak medyay! nasil kontrol altina aldidina da yer verilir. Bu amacla
“Ulusal GUvenlik igin Medya Merkezi” kuruldugu belirtilir (Capan, 2020: 40). Raporda yer alan, “catisma
sUresince savas alaninin ulusal ve uluslararasi medyaya kapatiimasi, gazetecilerin baskiya ugramasi
ve 6ldUrUlmesi ile hikiimetin savas siresince gatisma bdlgesinde haber akisini kontrol etmek icin bir
kurum tesis etmesi, catismaya dair bilgilerin gdzlerden kacgiriimak istendigini gdstermektedir” (2020:
53) cimleleri, bu tlr catismalarin stirdidgu birgok cografyada medya Uzerindeki baski ve kontrolleri
de genel hatlariyla anlatma yetenegine sahip cimlelerdir.

Turkiye'de de ¢ok uzun bir ddéneme yayilan ve on binlerce insanin kaybina yola acan bir
catisma hali olarak yasanan “KUrt sorunu” hangi boyutuyla ele alinirsa alinsin, medyanin bu sorundaki
rold glincel politik tartismanin ayrilmaz bir pargasidir. Bununla birlikte Kirt sorununun ret, inkar ve
asimilasyon politikalarinin baskisi altinda, stiregiden bir esit yurttaslik micadelesi ya da haklar ve
6zgurlikler micadelesi boyutunun oldugunu gdz ardi ederek, sorunu timuyle devletin bitinlaginu
ve bekasini tehdit eden bir terér ve glvenlik konsepti etrafinda ele alma egilimleri, medya
calismalarinda da KUrt sorununa agllan yeri daraltan bir etki yaratmigtir.

Bu calisma s&z konusu daralmayi agmaya ¢aligan incelemelerden biridir ve medya igerikleri
ya da metinlerine degil, Kirt sorunu baglaminda Turkiye medyasina iligkin Kdrt yurttaslarin algisini ve
ddstincelerini anlamaya odaklanir.
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1.1.
Kurumsal ve Akademik Arastirmalar
Kapsaminda Kiirt Sorunu ve Medya

TUrkiye medyasinda KuUrt sorununu inceleyen caligmalara bakildiginda bu c¢aligmalarin
medyanin sorunun derinlegsmesine etki eden ydnlerine etraflica egilmedigi gorilebilir. Bundan da
Ote bu konuda Kdurtleri bir “6zne” pozisyonunda gorerek onlarin TUrkiye medyasinin Kirt sorununu
ele aligini nasil dederlendirdigini, medya algisini ya da medyaya iliskin duygu ya da disincelerinin
ne oldugunu sorunsallastiran kapsamli bir kurumsal arastirma ya da akademik bir inceleme de
mevcut degildir.

Kdrt sorunu baglaminda medyanin rolUnu etraflica irdeleyen ¢alismalar da oldukga sinirhdir.
Bu calismalarin dnemli bir kismi Barig Vakfi, TUrkiye Ekonomik ve Sosyal Etldler Vakfi (TESEV),
Diyarbakir Sosyal ve Siyasal Arastirmalar Enstitlisi (DISA) ve Demokratik Gelisim Enstitlisi (DPI) gibi
sivil toplum drgltleri tarafindan sinirli imkanlarla yapiimistir. Ozellikle de Kirt sorununun barisg
perspektiflerle ele alinmasi ve Kirt sorununa iligkin toplumsal duyarlilidin ya da ¢6zdm arzusunun
toplumsallagmasinda medyanin olasi katkilarinin arastirilmasina ve tartisiilmasina ihtiyag vardir.

TUrkiye medyasi Kurt sorunu ekseninde dusunuldiginde, medya pratiklerinin genel olarak
siyasi iktidarlarin soruna iliskin inkar ve asimilasyon politikalariyla uyumlu oldugu géruldr. Bu uyum
cercevesinde esasen bagta anaakim televizyon kuruluslari olmak Uzere, geleneksel medyanin gerek
kurmaca gerek kurmaca olmayan haber, tartisma gibi iceriklerinde, Kartleri kimlikleriyle temsil
etmeyen, Kirt sorununa bir yer agmayan ve kirk yillik catisma ortami hi¢ yokmus gibi davranan bir
tutumun, cok uzun yillar hakim oldugu rahatlikla sGylenebilir.

Medya, Kirt sorununa yer actidinda da tek yonlU bir propaganda faaliyeti dairesinde
kalinmis, konuyu terér ve glvenlik ekseninde ele alarak bu dogrultuda kamuoyunu “bilgilendirmeyi”
gdrev edinen bir anlayils medyaya hakim olmustur. Bu konudaki medya politikalarinda elbette
ddnemsel degisimler vardir. Ozellikle de ¢6zUm slreci déoneminde bu givenlik ve terdr konseptinin
de sorgulandidi televizyon yayinlarn yapiimis ya da gazetelerde kdse yazilari ve haberlerle daha
6zgUrllkcu bir sdyleme yer acildigi da olmustur. Ancak bu degisimlerin, bagimsiz bir medya politikasi
sonucu degil, ancak ve ancak siyasi iktidarin actigi alan ¢ergevesinde genisledigini veya daraldigini
sOylemek mUmkindur.

Bu baglamda Cuma Cigek, ¢6zUm surecinde medya Uzerindeki devlet denetimi ve
kontrolinUn olumlu bir etkide bulundugunu gdsteren yaklagimlardan s6z eder. Cicek, Barig Vakfi
blnyesinde yapilan 2013-2015 C6ziim Siirecinde Sivil Toplum Kuruluslari Raporu1 adli saha galigmasi

raporunda; medya, ekonomi ve siyaset iligkilerini de inceler. BUyUk sermaye gruplarinin
sahipligindeki medya kuruluglarinin kendi ¢ikarlarinin geregi dogrultusunda, siyasi iktidarla uyumlu
oldugunu ve dolayisiyla arastirma kapsaminda goérigulen katilimcilarin da ifade ettigi gibi ¢6zim
sUrecinde, medya devlet hiktimet iliskilerindeki uyuma paralel olarak strecle iligkili anaakim medya
tavrinin da olumlu oldugunu belirtir (Cigek, 2018: 74). Bununla birlikte bu olumlu perspektifin de yine
siyasi iktidarin ¢6zimde sebat ettigi sirece devam ettigi de agiktir. Nitekim bu durum, arastirma
kapsaminda goérusllen bir STK temsilcisinin ifadesine referansla su sdzlerle ifade edilir: “Genel bir sey
olarak medyanin dili evet, gbrece olarak ¢ok daha iyiydi. Ama ¢ok gabuk savas diline dondu. Mesela
bir glinde degisti yani o dil. Hig eskisinden iz kalmadi.” (2018: 74).

1 Bu arastirma, Sivil Toplum Kuruluglarinin (STK) Kirt meselesinde gatismalarin sonlanmasi ve toplumsal barigin
ingasina dénuk pozisyonlarini ve kapasitelerini analiz etmeyi, olasi bir mizakere ve uzlagi sreci i¢in hem sivil
topluma hem de siyasi aktdrlere dénlk politika énerilerini belirlemeyi amaglamigtir.
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Cicek, saha aragtirmasi analizinde ¢6zUm surecindeki gérece olumlu tutuma isaret etmekle
birlikte, medyanin Kirt sorunu baglaminda genel olarak toplumdaki olumsuz normatif degerleri
yeniden Ureten ve yayan bir aktdr olarak gérilddguni de acgiklar. Bu gercevede katilimcilarin
g&ruglerini séyle dzetler:

Bazi katilimcilar ana—akim medyanin Kiirt sorunu ve toplumsal baris konusundaki
olumsuz tutumunu tek basina medya-ekonomi-siyaset arasindaki iliskiye
indirgeyemeyecegimizi belirtiyorlar. Buna gére, ana—akim medyanin normatif cercevesi
de bu konuda oldukga sorunlu. Tiirkiye siyasetine hdkim olan “Kurt anasini gérmesin”
fikrinin ve ufkunun, ana-akim medyada yaygin olarak benimsendigini belirtiyorlar. Bu
anlamda medya tek basina siyasetin ve sermayenin dediklerini “yapmak zorunda olan”
bir aktor olarak goriilemez. Kiirt meselesi konusunda medya, Turkiye toplumunda yaygin
olan milliyetgilik, militarizm, diglama, yok sayma, kii¢lik gérme gibi normatif cergeveyle
ilgili sorunlardan azade degil, cogu durumda bu normatif cergeveyi yeniden lreten ve
topluma yayan bir aktdr. Ornegin, kayiplar alaninda calisan bir STK temsilcisi ana—-akim
medyanin sadece C6zlim Sureci’nde degil, neredeyse her zaman “resmi ideolojinin
yayicisi” oldugunu ileri siirliyor. (Cigek, 2018: 77).

KUrt sorununa ¢6zUm sureci éncesinde de oldugu gibi sadece sivil toplum alaninda faaliyet
gdsteren Barig Vakfi gibi kurumlar degil, SETA gibi hikUimete yakin ddstince kuruluglari da ilgi
gdstermistir. SETA blnyesinde bilhassa agilim slrecinde yapilan kapsaml bir aragtirma celigkilerine
ragmen Uzerinde dUsUnebilecedimiz bazi bulgular da ortaya ¢ikarir. SETA’nin Pollmark’la birlikte
yartttigl, Tirkiye’nin Kirt Sorunu Algisi baslkl arastirma bu bakimdan oldukga ilgingtir.
Arastirmanin temel amacinin “demokratiklesme agilimi” tartismalarinin bagladidi ve yogun bir
sekilde sirdigu 2009 AJustos ayi icinde gerek agilimin gerekse Kirt meselesinin toplum tarafindan
nasil algilandigini ortaya gikarmak oldugu belirtilir. (Aras vd. 2009: 9) Sorunu medyada temisili
bakimindan degil, toplumdaki “algi” bakimindan ele alan bu arastirma, toplam 10.577 kisi Gzerinde
gergeklestirilmistir.

S6z konusu aragtirmanin daha sonra kitap olarak yayinlanan raporunda, toplumsal sorunlarin
¢ozllememesinde medyanin sorumlulugunun olduguna, Kirtlere dair her tirll hak talebini vatana
ihanetle yargilayan cevrelerin, bu tutumlarinin toplumun adalet arayiginin 6ninl kestigine ve
toplumsal hayata zarar verdigine de vurgu vardir. Bu tlr tutumlarin adaletin tecelli edecedine dair
umutlarin yitirilmesine yol actigi tartisilir (2009: 17). Raporda bu noktada acikga telaffuz edilmese de
s6zU edilen cevrelerin medyayl da kapsadigi acgiktir. Nitekim arastirma sonucunda hazirlanan
raporda, toplumda medyaya bu yénde bir sorumluluk atfedildiginin de ortaya ¢iktigi ve ge¢mis 25
yillik sUregte, medyanin bu rolinU yerine getiren sorumlu bir yayincihdir maalesef yapmadidi da
belirtilir. (2009: 59).

Bu kurumsal arastirmalar ve raporlar yaninda medya ve Kurt sorununda ¢&ézUm sUreci
konusu, elbette sivil toplum alaninda yapilan birgok toplantinin ya da ¢6zdm arzusunu ve barig
gabalarini toplumsallastirmada, medyanin rolinin degderlendirildigi gazete yazilarinin da konusu
olmustur.

Akademik alanda da milliyetciligin ya da militarizmin yeniden Uretilmesinde, medyanin
rolinU Kart sorunu baglaminda dislnen galismalara -az sayida da olsa- 2000’lerin bagindan itibaren
rastlamak mUmkundur. Bazi yiksek lisans ve doktora tezleri ile bilimsel dergilerde yayinlanan gesitli
makalelerde bu konu farkli boyutlariyla caligiimistir. Ornegin Turgay Dakak, 90’larda Kiirt Sorunu
Baglaminda Tiirk Milliyetciliginin Yeniden Uretilmesinde Medyanin Rolii (Milliyet Gazetesi Ornegi)
adl yUksek lisans tez caligmasinda, '90’larda yasanan catigma ortaminin hangi dil pratikleriyle
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topluma aktarildiginin Uzerinde durmustur. Calismada, 1990’larda bdlgede yasanan c¢atigmal
ortamin, medyada aktariima biciminin ginimuzdeki yaygin milliyetgi pratik ve algilarn
sekillenmesinde roll oldugu degerlendiriimektedir. Medyanin bu sUregte kullandigi ajitatif dilin,
genis kitlelerin milliyetcgilige angaje olmasini hizlandirdigi gibi toplumsal ¢catigmalari yogunlastiran
psikolojik bir atmosferi besledidi de galigmanin tespitleri arasindadir (Dakak, 2015).

Kdrt sorununu odaga almasa da AK Parti’'nin medyayla iliskisi Gzerine yapilan diger akademik
galismalarin bulgulari da aslinda Kirt sorununa iligkin, devlet-hUkimet-medya Ug¢geninde kurulan ve
toplumsal alana yayginlagtirilan dil ve séylemi anlamaya da katki sunar. Ornegin gérece yakin tarihte
tamamlanmis, Adalet ve Kalkinma Partisi D6neminde Tlirkiye Medyasi ve Tarihsel Blokun DSniisiimii
baslikll doktora tezinde, Mesut Ayan, AK Parti hikimeti déneminde gértllen siyasal gelismelerle
paralel olarak medyaya iliskin yaklagimin da degistigini, 15 Temmuz sonrasi stiregte bu durumun daha
belirgin bir nitelik kazandigini belirtir. “AKP’nin 16 yillik iktidar stresince tek ve degismez bir medya
politikasindan bahsetmek neredeyse imkansizdir. iktidarin medya ile kurdugu iligkiler, strekli bir
devinim halinde ve siyaset, ekonomi, editim, saglik gibi diger toplumsal parcalarla etkilesim halinde
ilerlemistir.” (2019: 290). Bu cUmleden hareketle aslinda zaten agik olan bir durumu da yeniden ifade
etmekte yarar olabilir. AK Parti’'nin ¢6zim sUreci dncesinde, slre¢ boyunca ve sonrasinda, Kurt
sorununa iliskin tek ve degismez bir politikasindan ya da politik tutumundan da s&z edilemez. AK
Parti medyasi da bu degdisen politikalarin izlendigi mecra olmakla kalmayip, ayni zamanda degigen
tutumun toplumsallagmasina da énemli diizeyde etki etmistir.

Yine Barig Vakfi blnyesinde Uretilen, Dolmabahge’den Giiniimiize CO6zim Sireci:
Basarisizligi Anlamak ve Yeni Bir Yol Bulmak baslikli rapor da deginiimesi gereken &nemli bir
calismadir. Sunusg yazisinda belirtildigi Gzere bu rapor, Vakfin 7 Haziran 2015’e kadar olan ¢6zim
ddnemini analiz eden ilk raporunun devami niteligindedir. Cuma Cigek ve Vahap Coskun tarafindan
kaleme alinan bu rapor ¢6zUm sUrecglerinde medyanin aktif rol almasinin ve ¢6zime odakli uzlagi
diline sahip olmasinin dnemine degdinir ve bu konuda yapilmasi gerekenlere dair dnerileri dile getirir.
Yurttaglar arasinda dayanisma aglarinin érdlmesi icin medya kuruluglarinin toplumsal insa
seferberligine katilmasi, baskanlik sistemi, parlamenter sistem gibi siyasi hedeflerin tartisiimasi iginin
sadece siyasi partilere birakiimamasi, bu konularda akademi ve medya basta olmak Uzere diger
toplumsal aktérlerin de etkin rol almasi, dilin siddetten arindiriimasi, hilkimet, siyasi partiler ve sivil
toplum &rgutleri gibi ilgili tum taraflarin bir uzlagi ve ¢é6zUm dili olusturmasi da yapilan &neriler
arasindadir (2016: 25-6). Raporun genelinde baris dilinin ve ¢dzim arzusunun toplumsallagsmasi
konusunda medyanin bilgilendirme, tartisma ve birbirinin dilini anlamaya yapabilecedi potansiyel
katkiya glven s6z konusudur. Bu konu en net bigimde ifade edilir:

Medya yeni ¢6ziim siirecinde aktif rol almall, bir Uzlasi ve C6ziim ya da Barig Medyasi
olusturmalidir. Bu baglamda, anaakim medyada stirekli ve diizenli baris programlari, barig
gazetesi/blilteni, kadinlarin sorunlarina odakli Mor Biilten ya da ekolojiye odakh Yesil
Blilten gibi, uzlasi ve ¢6ziime odakli Beyaz Biilten ya da Baris/C6zim Biilteni gibi
calismalar hem yazili hem de gérsel medyada yapilabilir. Dilin silahsizlandiriimasinda,
kamuoyunun insasinda oynadigi basat rol dikkate alindiginda medya aktif bir rol
oynamalidir. (2016: 27).

Vahap Coskun’un ayrica €6ziim Siireci: Kazanimlar ve Tehditler baslkli ¢alismasinda,
dnceden medyada olumsuz ydnleriyle éne ¢ikarilan ¢6zUm slrecinin ydrattculerinin/taraflarinin
medyada yer bulabilmesinin éndnin agilimasinin neden oldugu etkiye dair zihin acgici bir
degerlendirmesi vardir:



DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

Medya, ¢6ziim siireci, Demirtag’in adayliginda belirleyici bir faktor oldu. Siireg sayesinde
silahlar devreden ciktigi, gatigma ve 6lim haberleri gelmedigi icin Demirtag rahat bir
calisma yurGttl. Turkiye’nin her tarafina ve her kesimine seslendi. Merkez medyada daha
fazla yer aldj, ilgi gekti, destek buldu. Onceleri Demirtas ve partisini daima “hain”,
“bolicl” gibi olumsuz kavramlarla anan medya, ilk defa bu hareketi olumlu kavramlarla
tanitti, Demirtas’in sempatik yonlerini 6n plana gikardi. E§er gegmisteki gibi catismali bir
hal olsaydi, bunlarin hi¢biri olmazdi. C6ziim siirecinin sagladigi misait ortam ve medya
destegdi, Demirtag’in oyun sahasini ve destegini genisletti. (2015:29)

Cogkun’un €ézim Sireci: Diin, Bugiin ve Yarin baglikli diger bir calismasi da medyanin
toplumsal sorunlardaki agirlikli rolinG teslim eder ve baris ingsasi gibi gUg¢ bir iste, medyanin
sorumluluk almasinin dnemine dikkat ¢eker. Cogkun, barig ve ¢dzUm sUrecinin her tlr provokasyona
agik ve kirilgan surecler oldugunu ¢ok iyi ifade eder. Bu konudaki yorumu barisin her seyden evvel
mevcut “kurulu dizeni” tehdit etidi ve iktidar iligkilerini degistirdidi icin gu¢ oldugudur. Kurt
sorununun ¢6zimdi strecinde de olan budur. Barig imkénina gliven duyulmasi asamasinda bile
sorunlar vardir. Nitekim bircok provokatif siddet olayi, bu surec¢lerde bu nedenlerle de yaganmig ve
medya kuruluglari da yasanan olumsuzluklar biyUterek bu provokatif siddet ortaminin yerlesmesine
hizmet etmigtir. Cogkun’a gére medya kuruluglari, “..glvensizlik yaratmaya ve slUrecten bir sey
clkmayacagi dusincesini toplumun geneline yaymaya caligtilar. Zira taraflar arasinda karsilikl given-
sizligin blyUmesi ve sUrece dair toplumda inangsizligin yerlegsmesi durumunda, slrecin durmasi
kacinilmaz olacaktl.” (2014: 11).

Kisacasl, KUrt sorunu baglaminda toplumda bir ¢6zUm duygusunun ve barisg ihtimaline olan
glvenin olugmasindan baslayarak, bu dogrultuda gaba sarf etmeye kadar her agsamada medyanin
belirli bir rolt ve adirlidi oldugu aciktir. Kugkusuz medya hicbir sirecin yukinu tek bagina yiklenemez,
Ustelik boyle bir gbrevinin olup olmadigi konusunda da tartismalar s6z konusudur. Fakat bu konuya
kafa yoran hemen herkesin, gazeteci, akademisyen ya da sivil toplum kuruluglarinin Uyeleri ve
gondlllleri olsun, medyaya bu konuda atfettikleri Snem konusunda haklilik paylari yUksektir. Medya,
toplumun birbirini fiziki olarak gérmeleri mUmkidn olmayan Uyelerinin birbiriyle konusmasini,
birbirlerine fikirlerini ya da én vyargilarini iletmelerini sadlayan bir mecradir. Medyanin, uygun
kosullarda, belirli bir duygunun toplum hayatinda hakim olmasini saglama yetenegi vardir. Bu duygu,
nefret ve dfke olabildigi gibi karsilikli anlayis ve yakinlik ya da dostluk duygulari da olabilir.

Denilebilir ki neredeyse son 30 yildir, 1990l yillardan bu yana, toplumdaki Kirt algisi kadar,
KUrt sorununa iliskin yaklasimlarda da medyanin pay! oldukga buyUktUr. Siyasi iktidar bu soruna
y&nelik farkli yaklagimlari kendi tercihleri dogrultusunda ydnetmek Uzere medyayi kullanir. Louis
Althusser’in (2006) devletin ideolojik aygiti olarak degerlendirdigi medyanin, siyasi iktidarin
Onceliklerini topluma benimsetme, toplumu bu éncelikler dogrultusunda harekete gegirme ya da
belirli konularda pasifize etme konusunda ayricalikli bir yetenegdi oldugu gercekten de yadsinamaz.
Medya, toplumsal rizanin Uretilmesinde de ayricalikh bir yere sahiptir. Gramsci’'nin “hegemonya”
kavrami ile agikladigr gibi hakim sinif iktidarini sadece zor kullanarak degil, modern dinyada ‘zorla
birlikte’ riza da Ureterek strdUlrtr. Medya ve iletisim aracglari rizanin Uretiminde ve yayginlagmasinda
tartismasiz bir &nemi vardir. Sadece Kurt sorunu etrafinda degil, Gezi slrecinden bu yana hemen her
konuda yogun bir toplumsal gerilim Ureten firtinali politik hayat icinde, bu rizanin medya aracilidiyla
nasil maniple edildigini gérdigUimuz cok &rnek sbéz konusudur. Toplumda &zellikle de medya
araciligiyla midtemadiyen ‘Gtekiler’ yaratiimakta, iktidarlarin siyasi Smrinin uzamasi igin de ‘6tekiler’
Uzerinde algi politikalan yurGtalmektedir.

Kdrt sorununun medya baglaminda distindimesi ¢abasi bu bilgiler 1siginda da géruldigu
Uzere oldukga dnemlidir ve bu belirli digllerde eksik kalmig bir cabadir. DITAM olarak bu konunun
gdrece az calisilmis bir boyutunu ele alarak arastirmayi bu nedenle &énemli bulduk. Kirt Sorunu
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Baglaminda Tiirkiye Medyasi konusuna, bu gdrece az incelenmis noktadan egilmeyi ve basta Kurt
yurttaglarin olmak Uzere, bdlgedeki gazetecilerin, sivil toplum kurulugu temsilcilerinin, hukukgularin
ve aktivistlerin TUrkiye medyasina iliskin algisini gérinur kilacak bir calisma yapmayi tasarladik.
Klrtler bugline kadar kendilerine ama az ama ¢ok yer veren, dyle ya da bdyle bakan, béIlcU, hain ya
da “etle tirnak” gibi, “kardes” gibi temsil eden ama her durumda Kurtleri bu bakisin nesnesi yapan bu
mecraya nasil bakiyorlar? C6zim sUrecinde, ¢ok daha éncesinde, 1990’ yillarda medyaya bir “6zne”
pozisyonundan bakmayi ve oradaki Kirt sorununa ya da Kirtlere iliskin algiyi nasil degerlendiriyorlar?
Algl ne kadar yodnetilirse ydnetilsin belirli dlgide de “6znel” bir boyuta sahiptir ve bir dznellikte
kurulur. Kirt sorunu baglaminda Turkiye medyasi algisi calismasi iste bu 6znellidi iginde Kurtlerin
medya algisina bakmay! deneyen bir arastirmanin Grinaddr.

Arastirma bulgularint mdmkin oldugunca dogru yorumlayabilmek tarihsel olarak hem Kdirt
medyasl ve medya ¢alisanlarl Uzerindeki baski ve tahakklimuU kisaca hatirlamayi, hem de AK Parti
politikalari sonucunda bugilin bulunulan noktayi degerlendirmeyi de gerektirir.

1.2.
Kiirt Sorunu Baglaminda

00 W oo

Medya ve ifade Ozgiirliigii

Kart sorunu baglaminda medyayl tartisir ve bariga ddnudk sorumlulugunu vyerine
getirmedigini sGylerken, aslinda bu Ulkede, “baska bir medya” ideali pesindeki bir micadele hatti
olarak anabilecedimiz ¢ok ciddi bir ¢abanin da hemen her zaman bulundugunu hatirlamak
6nemlidir. Kirt sorunu medyada siyasi iktidarlarin ihtiyaclari ekseninde degisen bigimlerde ydnetilir
ve her agamasinda riza Uretimi badlaminda topluma sunulurken, bir taraftan da bu sorunu tim
boyutlariyla agiga cikarmaya, hakikatin Ustiindeki perdeyi aralamaya galisan bir gelenek ya da bagka
bir gazetecilik hatti da medyada her zaman vardi. Bu gelenede bagdli olanlar kimi zaman
gazetecilikten cok aktivizme soyunduklari gerekgesiyle elestirildi. Bu medya icindeki Gindem,
Ulkede Giindem, Ozgiir Giindem, Yeni Giindem gibi adlarla Kirt sorununu “glindemlestirme”
derdinde olan ve Kurt cografyasinda yetismis Klirt gazetecilerin cogunlugunu olusturdugu gelenegi
yakindan biliyoruz. istanbul ya da Ankara merkezli TUrkiye medyasinda da bu miicadeleye buiyiik
katki veren gazeteciler ve diger medya calisanlari hep oldu. “Alternatif medya” “bagimsiz medya”
gibi adlarla anilan bu medya iginde bir yandan Bianet ve neredeyse yUz kez kapatildidi halde yeniden
baslamis sendika.org gibi artik epeyce eski sayilabilecek mecralar yer alirken, birgok yeni érnek de
yillar iginde buraya eklendi. Alternatif medya Uzerindeki baski Klrtler Gzerindeki ve Kirt sorununun
¢6zUm gabalari Uzerindeki baskidan ayrilmayan bir “kader” sergiledi.

Kdrt Sorunu baglaminda Turkiye Medyasina bakan bir arastirmada kisaca da olsa yukarida
belirtilen hakikat micadelesi pesindeki cabalara, medya ve ifade 6zgUrligunin durumuna, catismal
sUre¢ ve guvenlikgi politikalarin 6zgur basin bakimindan ortaya ¢ikardigi zorluklara da deginmek
gerekir.

TUrkiye’de ge¢gmisten beri sorunlu olan basin ve ifade 6zgUurligU, konu Kirt meselesi olunca
daha da sorunlu hale gelir. Bu durum TUrkiye’deki basin ve ifade 6zgUrligUi sorunu ve gazetecilere
y&nelik baskilar konusunda Kurt cografyasini ve Kirt medyasini ayri bir baglikta ele almayi anlamli
kiliyor.

Kart illeri, TUrkiye Cumhuriyeti Devleti'nin yUz yila yaklasan tarihinde, askeri darbeler, Kart
isyanlar ve i¢ kansikliklar gibi gerekgelerle “stper” yetkilerle donatilan umumi mufettislerce 25 yil,
sikiydnetimle 15 yil ve OHAL ile de 17 yil yénetildi. Normal hukukun askiya alindigi bu olaganustu
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ddénemlerde en ¢ok etkilenen haklarin basinda da basin ve ifade 6zgUrligu gelmektedir. Mehmet
Sena Kdsedag sikiydnetim dénemlerinde Turk Basinini inceledigi calismasinda, demokrasinin askiya
alindigi dénemlerde, basin 6zgurliginin yok sayildigini, adir sansidr uygulamalarinin devreye
girerek, basinin bircok yaygin faaliyetinin sonlandirildigini ve ¢ok sayida gazetecinin de cezalarla karsi
karslya kaldigini belirtmistir (2009: 477-87).

Turkiye’de ekonomik, sosyal ve siyasal bir mesele olan KUrt sorunu; bazi istisnai ddénemler
diginda devletin resmi sdyleminde “ekonomik geri kalmighk”, “terér”, “bdlucllik” ve “asayis” sorunu
olarak tanimlandi. Ornegdin devletin Kirt sorununa yénelik yaklagimini ele alan Fuat Ugar ve Osman
Akandere, TUrkiye'de Kurt sorunu ile ilgili olarak bdyle bir sorunun olmadigi, ekonomik bir sorunun
oldugu, terdr ve bolluculik sorunu ile etnik ve kimlik sorunu oldugu yonunde, farkli kesimlerin politik
gorlslerine gbére kategorik olarak farkliliklar sergileyen tezler bulundugunu séyler. (2017: 367-8) Bu
nedenle, Kirt meselesi ve onunla baglantili siyasal, askeri ve toplumsal, kilttrel gelismeler resmi
ideoloji ve devletin ¢izdigi sinirlar diginda medyada yer alamadi. Basina agir sanstr uygulandi.

Kirdistan lsgi Partisi'nin (PKK) 1984 yilinda Eruh ve Semdinli baskiniyla baslayan ve
ginUimuizde hem zaman zaman Turkiye’de hem de Turkiye sinirlar disinda devam eden catisma
ortami ve bu konuda siyasi iktidarin yeniden sert gtivenlikci politikalara ydnelmesi, basin 6zgurligu
sorununu her gegen yil daha da agdirlagtiran geligmeler oldu.

Kart illerinde, 90’li yillarda genis yetkilerle donatilan OHAL Valileri, Kirt meselesi konusunda
devletin ¢izdigi sinirlarin disinda, muhalif ve elestirel haber ve yayinlar yapan gazete ve yayinlarin
Kart illerine girmesini yasakladl. Bircok gazete, dergi kapatildi. 1991 yilinda c¢ikarilan, gazeteciler
Uzerindeki etkileri ginimUzde de yakici bir sekilde hissedilen Terdrle Micadele Kanunu (TMK)
kapsaminda, Kirt sorunu konusunda farkl disinen ve bu ddslncelerini agiklayan, yazan bir¢ok
gazeteci, yazar, aydin tutuklandi ve yargilandi.

Normal hukukun askiya alindigi 90’l yillarda Kurt illerinde yagsanan kdy yakma ve bosgaltmalar,
zorla kaybetme, iskence, yargisiz infaz ve faili mechul cinayetler gibi agir insan haklar ihlalleri
tablosuna gazeteci cinayetleri, gazete blrolarinin bombalanmasi da eklendi. Tlrkiye’de 1905 yilindan
glnimduze kadar o6ldirllen ya da zorla kaybettirilen 79 gazetecinin 211 sadece 1989-1995 villari
arasinda Kurt illerinde éldUrilen gazetecilerdi. (cgd.org.tr, 2022)

Klrt basin tarihinde Tlrkge basilan ilk glinliik gazete olan Ozgir Gliindem gazetesi, kuruldugu
30 Mayis 1992'den kapatildigi 1994 yilina kadar ki iki yillik sirede onlarca muhabiri, yazari ve ¢aligani
faali mechul cinayetlere kurban gitti. Gazeteye agir sansir uygulandi, cok sayida calisani hakkinda
dava acildi. Kirt medyasi igin simge haline gelen Ozgiir Glindem gazetesinin dnclillt ve ardili olan
gazetelerde calisan 76 muhabir, yazar ve gazete dagitimcisi 6ldirildi. (Bianet, 2011). Rengin Arslan
bu konudaki haberinde, 1990’ yillarda kesin olmayan verilere goére 40’'In Uzerinde gazetecinin
Aldardldigunu belirtiyor. Sadece 1992 yilinda 14 gazeteci dldurdimustir ve bu gazetecilerin 13'0
GuUneydogu’da caligan gazetecilerdir. Arslan’in da hatirlattidi gibi éldurdlenler arasinda “o dénem
Ozgiir Glindem gazetesinde yazan Musa Anter, ayni yil Mart ayinda Cizre'de &ldirililen Sabah
gazetesi muhabiri izzet Kezer de vardl.” (Arslan, 2015). Gazeteci Mahmut Bozarslan o yillarda bdlgede
gazetecilik yapmanin guglUklerini su s&zlerle ifade etmisti:

90’larda orada yasamak basl basina zordu. Gazeteci olmak daha da zor. Bir kere
istediginiz yere gidemiyorsunuz, OHAL oldugdu i¢in istediginiz haberi yapamiyorsunuz,
istediginiz kisiye ulasamiyorsunuz. O donem bdlgede yasanan olaylarla ilgili sadece
OHAL’in yaptidi resmi agiklamalara bagl kaliyorduk. (aktaran Arslan, 2015).
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BUtUn bu sireg¢ boyunca siyasi iktidarlar ve askeri otorite, Kirt meselesi konusunda “milli bir
durus” sergileyip devletin yaninda olmasi icin anaakim veya yaygin medyaya agik ve ortull birgok
baskl yaptl. Medyanin sahiplik yapisinin dayattiklarina, ceza tehdidine, sansir ve baskilara
direnemeyen anaakim veya yaygin medyanin dnemli kismi Kirtlerin glindeminden ve bodlgenin
gerceklerinden dnemli dlglde koptu. Bunun sonucunda TUrkiye kamuoyunun Kirt sorununa dair
gelismeler konusunda haber alma ve gercekleri 6grenme hakki ciddi bir sekilde sinirlandi.

OHAL’in 2002 yilindan itibaren kalkmasiyla birlikte Kurt illerinde basin ve ifade &zgurligu
Uzerindeki baski ve sanstrin boyutlari gérece hafiflese de Kirt meselesi konusunda muhalif olan
gazeteciler ve basin kurumlarinin Gzerindeki baskilar devam etti. 90l yillarda gazeteci cinayetleri ve
agir sansulr ile gindemde olan basin 6zgUrligUu sorunu bu kez yerini, mesleklerini 6zglrce strdirmesi
gereken gazeteciler hakkinda acgilan davalar, tutuklamalar, kapatilan el konulan medya kurumlari,
iktidarin medyayi kontrol etme ve yaptidi baskilarin ortaya ¢ikardidi sorunlara birakti.

1.3.
iktidar Medyasinin
Yaratiima Suireci ve Artan Baskilar

AK Parti iktidarinin elestiri ve farkh gorUslere giderek artan tahammulstzligdl ve medyayi
kontrol etme konusunda kendisinden &onceki siyasi iktidarlara oranla daha sert uygulamalara
yonelmesi, basin ézglrligu konusunda ciddi sorunlari beraberinde getirdi. Bu dénemde medya
sahipligi ve basin 6zgurligu alanlarinda yasanan gelismeler icin kendisinden énceki hicbir dbneme
benzemedigi konusunda hakli degerlendirmeler yapildi. Dogan Medya grubunun 2018 yilinda
Demiréren Grubuna satiimasi Turkiye’de “anaakim medyanin bitisi” veya “tek sesli bir déneme”
girilmesi olarak tanimlandi (Sézeri, 2018). Buglin anaakim olarak tanimlanan medyanin ylzde 90
hikimete yakin olan medya organlaridir (Yezdani, 2021). Benan Eres ve Hakan YUksel'in (2007),
200Tde patlak veren ekonomik kriz ve ¢ok sayida bankanin batmasini takiben, 2002’de AK Parti’'nin
iktidara gelisi ve medyanin adim adim AK Parti'ye yakin sermaye gruplarina gecerek, medya
sermayesinin el degistirmesine iliskin caligmalari bu anlamda son derece carpici bulgular icerir. “AKP
Déneminde Tlrkiye’de Degdisen Medya Sermayesi” baslikli caligma AK Parti hikimetlerinin ve esas
olarak Recep Tayyip Erdogan’in medya sermayesine el degdistirtmeyi neredeyse bir “dava” olarak
6nlUne koymus oldugunu da gosterir.

Medya sermayesinin el degistirmesiyle de yetiniimedi. Devlet kurulusu olarak radyo ve
televizyon yayinlarini ylriten TRT Uzerinde saglanan tam hakimiyet, resmi haber ajansi Anadolu
Ajans’'nin benzer bigimde AK Parti kontroliine ge¢gmesi, medyay! dUzenleyen ve denetleyen Basin
jlan Kurumu (BiK) ve RTUK gibi kurumlarin da timuyle kontrol altina alinarak, ydnetici kadrolarinin AK
Parti'ye yakin isimlerden olusturulmasiyla medyanin partizanlagma sUrecleri devam ettirildi.
Elestirel/alternatif medyaya orantisiz reklam ve ilan cezalar, televizyonlarina ise ekran karartma
cezalar verildi. Gazetecilere ydnelik akreditasyon uygulamasi, gazetecilerin basin kartlarinin iptal
edilmesi ve kart verme kosullarinda getirilen siki uygulamalar gazetecilerin habere ulasmasini
zorlagtirdi.

Mesleklerini 6zgurce surdUiren ylzlerce gazeteci, ciddi sorun ve baskilarla karsi karsgiya kaldi.
Basta KUrt meselesi olmak Uzere iktidarin politikalarini elestiren alternatif haber mecralar ve
gazetecilerin gazetecilik faaliyetleri, TMK’nin genis ve keyfi yorumlanmasi sonucunda “terérizm” ile
iliskilendirildi. Birgok gazeteci yazdiklari haberler nedeniyle tutuklandi, haklarinda dava acildu
Gazetecilerin toplu olarak yargilandigi davalar ¢ogaldi. Halkin haber alma ve dogru bilgiye ulagsma
hakki icin yapilan gazetecilik meslegi, TUrkiye'de tehlikeli ve sakincall bir meslek haline geldi. Turkiye
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en ¢ok gazeteci hapseden, yargilayan Ulkelerinden biri oldu. TUrkiye’de 2003-2018 arasinda 12 bine
yakin gazeteci yargilandi. AK Parti’nin iktidara geldigi 2002 yilindan 2019 yili sonuna kadar en az 721
gazeteci tutuklandi (Evrensel, 2020a).

Birgcok Kurt gazeteci ise haklarinda acgilan davalar ya da hapis cezalari nedeniyle cezaevine
girmemek icin bagka Ulkelere iltica etmek zorunda kaldl. Gazetecilere ydnelik fiziksel siddet, is
glvencesizligi, editoryal bagimsizliga mudahale, yargl bagimsizligi, ceza ve yargilanma tehdidi gibi
sorunlar medyada sansir ve oto sanstrl neredeyse timuyle normallestirdi.

Kdrt sorununun demokratik baris¢il ¢6zUmid konusunda toplumda bUyuk bir beklentiye
neden olan ¢&zUm slrecinin bagarisiz olmasi ve akabinde yasanan 15 Temmuz darbe girisimiyle farkli
bir déneme giren TUrkiye’de hak ve &zgurlUkler ile glvenlik dengesi, glvenlik¢i politikalarin lehine
degisti. Bu degisim ve ifade &6zgUrligUu Uzerindeki kisitlamalar, Kirt meselesi ve insan haklariyla
ilgilenen herkes tarafindan da yogun bir sekilde hissedildi. Medya, KUrt meselesi ile iligkilenmesi
Olcistinde kriminalize edildi. Gazetecilerin 6zgtrce haber yapma kosullari zorlasti, medya Uzerindeki
baskilar daha da artti. Devletin basina ydnelik midahalesi ve agdir sansur, halkin haber alma
6zgurligini sinirlandirdigi gibi dezenformasyona kapi araladi.

Anaakim medyanin gérmezden geldigi toplumsal kesimlerin sesini duyurabildigi sosyal
medya da devletin strekli gdzetimi ve sansirl altinda tutuldu. Muhalif haber sitelerinin yayinladiklari
iceriklere sik sik erisim engelleri getirildi. Turkiye’de ve Avrupa’da yayin yapan birgok haber
mecrasinin icerikleri veya alan adlari Uzerinde 24 Temmuz 2015'ten beri sistematik bir sekilde internet
sansUrd uygulaniyor.

Yukarida da belirtildigi tzere, gelinen asamada, Turkiye’de medyanin yizde 90’1 hikimete
yakin is gevreleri ve hiklimetin kontroll ve etkisi altinda (Deutsche Welle, 2021a). Geriye kalan
alternatif/bagimsiz medyanin ylzde 10’u ise medyay! dizenlemek ve denetlemek, basin karti
vermekle yetkili olan Cumhurbasgkanhgi iletisim Bagkanligi, Radyo ve Televizyon Ust Kurulu (RTUK),
Basin ilan Kurumu (BiK) ve Bilgi Teknolojileri ve iletisim Kurumu’nun (BTK) sansiir ve baskisi altinda
caligtyor.

Ayrica tim dlnyay! etkileyen Covid-19 salgini nedeniyle oladanUstl tedbir alan devletler,
sadece seyahat 6zgUrligduni degdil, basin 6zgUrliginl de sinirlandirdi.

KUrt meselesiyle ilgili disiuncelerini ifade eden, bunlar yazan gazetecilerin, aydinlarin,
yazarlarin, siyasetcilerin, sivil toplum 6rgutlerinin maruz kaldigi bu tablo basin ve ifade 6zgUrldginu
aynl zamanda siyasal, klltlrel ve ekonomik bir mesele olan Kurt meselesinin bir pargasi haline
getirmis oldugunu da aciga vuruyor.

Basin 6zgUrligu agisindan bir enkazi andiran bu tablo karsgisinda buttn baski ve zorluklara
ragmen gazeteciler halkin haber alma ve gergekleri 8grenme hakki icin micadele etmeye devam
ediyor.

“KUrt sorunu benim sorunumdur” diyen AK Parti iktidar, ¢&zUm surecinin sona erdigi 2015
yilindan beri strdlirdligud uygulamalar ve sGylemleriyle “KUrt sorunu yoktur” diyerek kendisinden
Onceki hikimetlerle ayni gizgiye geldi. Kdrt sorununun bugin énceki yillara gére ¢cok daha agir
yaganan boyutlar da sdz konusu. Ornegin Kirt sorununa ve bu konudaki hak ihlallerine isaret eden
tUm toplum kesimlerini kriminalize ederek seslerini bastirmaya ¢aligmak yaygin bir uygulama halini
aldi. Nefret dili ve s&ylemi yayginlasti.

G6zUm sUreci sonrasinda Kurt sorununda yeni yaklagimlari ele alan Osman Sert, gtvenlikgi
politikalarin kendisini agir hissettirdigi bu kosullarda Kurt siyasetinin ve anaakim medyanin
bastirildigini, iktidarin olusturdugu milliyet¢i sdylemle medyanin daha c¢ok askeri basarilara
odaklandigini, askeri operasyonlar diginda Kurt meselesinin gindemde ciddi bir agirlik tagimadigini
sdyler (2021: 17-35). Anaakim medyanin bdlgede yasanan gatisma ve insan haklari ihlallerine kayitsiz
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kalmasli, bu ihlallerin haberlerini yapan gazetecilerin hedef gdsteriimesi ya da tutuklanmasi,
sansurlenmesi basta olmak Uzere yasanan olumsuzluklar ve baski yogunlasti.

1.4.
Kirtce Yayinlar ve Kiirt Medyasi,
Kapatilan Radyo ve Televizyonlar

TUrkiye'de gecmiste uygulanan kati asimilasyoncu politikalar sonucunda milyonlarca kisinin
konustugu Kurt dilinin kamusal alanda yasakli olmasi, TUrkiye’'deki &zel televizyon ve radyolarin Kurt
dilinde yayincilik yapmasini da uzun yillar boyunca engelledi. Turkiye’de yasayan Kirtler, 1955 yilinda
Ermenistan’in bagkenti Erivan’da kurulan Erivan Radyosunun yaptigi Kirtce yayinlarla yasakl
dillerindeki tUrklleri, dengbejleri dinledi (evrensel.net, 2020b). Bunun yaninda Avrupa’ya gé¢ etmis
Kartlerin 1995 yilinda kurdugu Kurtce televizyon kanallari ve radyolarin uydu Uzerinden yaptidi Kurtge
yayinlar, bu yasaklari asarak TUrkiye’'de yasayan Klrtlere ulasti (Akyol, 2010:131-44).

Tarkge digindaki dilleri yasaklayan 2932 sayill “TUrkgeden Bagka Dillerde Yapilacak Yayinlar
Hakkinda Kanun”un 25 Ocak 1991 tarihinde Bakanlar Kurulu karariyla kaldirilmasiyla Kirtge yayin
yapan gazete ve dergilere izin verildi. Ancak Kurtlerin, televizyon ve radyolarda KUrtge yayinlari
izleyebilmesi icin 2002 yilina kadar beklemek gerekti. TUrkiye, Avrupa Birligi reformlari ve Avrupa’da
Klrtge yayin yapan televizyonlarin izlemesinin éniine gecebilmek amaciyla 18 Aralik 2002’de ¢ikarilan
RTUK ydnetmeligiyle Kirt dilindeki yayinlarin devlet kanali olan TRTde (zerinden yapilmasina izin
verildi. RTUK Yénetmeliginde 2004 ve 2009 yillarinda yapilan degisikliklerle birlikte ézel televizyon
ve radyolarin Kurtge yayin yapmasina da RTUK iznine bagland, Klrtce yayinlarda sire sinirlamasi
kaldirildi (RTUK, 2010a). Tirkiye’de 2021 itibariyla 17 radyo ve 11 televizyon Kirt dilinde yayin yapiyor
(RTUK, 2010Db).

Kisacas! Klrt dili Gzerindeki kimi yasaklarin ve fiili engellemelerin kaldiriimasiyla Kurtler kendi
anadillerinde yayin yapan gazete, dergi ve televizyonlara da ulasmisti. Ancak devletin Kurtce
konusunda 90’ yillarda gdsterdigi baski ve yasaklamalar ¢&zUm sUrecinin sona ermesiyle tekrar
ortaya cikti. Ozellikle 15 Temmuz 2016’daki darbe girisiminin ardindan ilan edilen 2 yilik OHAL
sUresince Kurt illerinde, KlUrtge yayin yapan gazeteler, TV ve radyo kanallari ve haber ajanslarinin
neredeyse tamamina yakini kapatildi. Bu durum Kirtlerin kendi ana dillerinde habere ulagmasini da
zorlagtirdl.

Klrtge kitap basan Kurt yayin evlerinin birgok kitabl hakkinda toplatma karari verildi. Bu
durum Kdirtge yayinlara olan talebi digidrdu. Kartge yayincilik ciddi bir sekilde geriledi.

Valiliklerin “kamu dlzeni” gerekgesiyle Kirt kentlerinde 15’er gin arayla ilan ettigi eylem ve
etkinlik yasaklari Van, Hakkari gibi kentlerde 5 yildan uzun stredir uygulaniyor. Uzun yillardir stren bu
yasaklamalar, siyasi parti ve sivil toplum &rgutlerinin kendini ifade etme ve gbsteri hakkini ciddi bir
seklide sinirlandirdi.

RTUK, Klrtge yayin yapan &ézel radyo ve televizyonlar igin kati kurallar getirerek, siki bir sekilde
denetledi. Ust Kurul, Kiirtge yayinlarda haber dili ve miziklerde gecen Klrdistan ifadesi, Kirt sorunu
konusundaki elestiri ve yorumlar nedeniyle Klrtge yayin yapan televizyon ve radyolara adir sansur
uyguladi.

C6zUm sidrecinin sona ermesinin ardindan Kirtge yayin yapan yayin kurulusglarina yénelik
uygulamalarini sertlestiren RTUK, Kurt illerinde ilan edilen sokaga ¢ikma yasaklari sirasinda yaptiklari
yayinlar ve haberler nedeniyle iMC TV, Ozgiir Giin TV, Hayat TV ve Jiyan TV basta olmak (izere bircok
kanala yaptinm uygulamisti (BBC Turkge, 2016). RTUK, Ayse Celikin canli badlandigi &zel bir
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televizyon programinda sarf ettigi “Turkiye'nin Dogu’sunda, Glneydogdu'sunda neler olup bittiginin
farkinda misiniz? Burada dogmamis gocuklar, anneler insanlar éldardltyor.." sézleri nedeniyle Kanal
D televizyonuna yaklasik 850 bin TL ceza verdi (RTUK, 2016).

RTUK’Un sansir ve yaptirim tehdidi altinda yayini siirdiiren Kiirt/muhalif basindaki televizyon
ve radyolarnn énemli bir kismi, 15 Temmuz 2016’daki darbe girisimi ardindan ilan edilen OHAL
kapsaminda cikarilan KHK’lerle tamamen kapatilarak, bittin mallarina el konuldu (Cumhuriyet, 2016).
Kapatilma gerekgesi olarak da "milli gtvenligi tehdit eden yapi, olusum ve gruplar ile teror
orgutlerine aidiyet" iddiasi g&sterildi. 2016 ve 2017 yillari arasinda 54 medya hizmet saglayici kurulusa
ait 37 radyo ve 33 televizyon olmak Uzere 70 radyo ve televizyonun kapatildi (Gazeteduvar, 2017).
Kapatilan kanallar arasinda bdlgede en ¢ok izlenen haber kanallarindan biri olan iMC TVile Aleviler'in
izledigi TVIO, Diyarbakir'da Zazaca yayin yapan ilk kanal olan Jiyan TV, Klrtce ve Tlrkge iki dilde yayin
yapan Azadi TV, Ozgiir Giin TV, Van'da yayin yapan Van Geng TV, Batman’da yayin yapan Denge TV
oldu. Cocuklar igin Kirtge icerik ve yayinlar yapan tek 6zel televizyon Zarok TV yapilan itiraz tGzerine
tekrar acildi. Zarok TV'de yayinlanan Kiirtce sarkida gegen “Kurdistan” kelimesi nedeniyle kanala para
ve program durdurma cezasi verildi (RTUK, 2018). Kapatilan radyolar ise Mardin’de Kiirtce ve Tirkge
yayin yapan Rengin Radyo, Urfa’da Radyo Karacadag, AJri’'da Patnos FM, Diyarbakirda Giin Radyo,
Malatya’da Ozgtir Glineg Radyosu, Van’da Dogu Radyo, Mersin’de Ses Radyo, Adana’da Radyo Diinya
oldu. Kapatilan bazi kurumlar, itiraz Gzerine tekrar agildi (IHOP, 2017:38-9).

RTUK’tGin web sitesindeki “Ust Kurul Kararlar” bélimiinde Tirkiye'de Kirtge yayin icin 23 Mart
2004 tarihinde RTUK'e bagvuran ilk yayin kurulugu olan “Giin Radyo ve Televizyon Yay. A.S.” ismiyle
yapllan aramada, 2013 ile kapatildigi 2016 yillari arasinda 3 yillik sirede toplam 12 yaptirim uygulandigi
gorUlmektedir. Ancak arama kayitlarinda 2013 yili éncesi dbénemde alinan kararlarin sonuclari
gdsteriimedigdi icin yapilan yaptirimin sayisinin daha fazla oldugu sdylenebilir.

Ust Kurul, 2017 yilinda ise Irak Kirt Bolgesel Yénetiminde (IKBY) Kirtce, Tirkce, Arapca
dillerinde yayin yapan K24 TV, WAAR TV ve Rudaw TV kanallarini “Kirdistan” ifadesini kullandiklari
gerekgesiyle TURKSAT uydu platformundan ¢lkardi. Bu kanallar, baska bir uydu platformu tzerinden
yayin yapmak zorunda kaldi (Rudaw, 2017).

Ozetlenecek olursa, Bélge halkinin dnemli kesimi tarafindan izlenen Kirt/muhalif basin ve
yayin kurumlarinin énemli bir kisminin OHAL KHK’leriyle kapatiimasi, mevcut oldudu kadariyla
gogulcu, gok renkli, sesli medyayi blyiik 6lgide sinirlandirdi. iktidarin politikalarini elestiren, muhalif
ve farkll kesimlerin kendilerini ifade edecek, bu yayinlara ulasabilecek yayin mecralarinin
sinirlanmasina neden oldu. Kapatilan medya kuruluglari ve medya sahipliginde yasanan diger
degisimler sonucunda anaakim medyanin neredeyse tek sesli hale gelmesi bdlge halkinin alternatif
haberlere ulagmasini da zorlastird.

Kapatilan basin kurumlarinin arsivlerine el konulmasi, web sitelerine erisimin engellenmesi
bolgedeki yazili ve gbrsel basin hafizasini yok olmakla ylz ylze biraktl. Bdlgedeki Kirt/muhalif
basinin sosyal medya hesaplari engellendi ve internet sayfalari kapatildi.
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1.5.
Tiirkiye’nin Basin ve ifade Ozgiirliigii Tablosu

Basin &zgurligd, demokrasi, insan haklari, hak ve 6zgUrllUk konularini 8i¢gen uluslararasi basin
6zgUrligu indeksleri ve raporlarinda TUrkiye, gazeteciler i¢cin “dUnyanin en blyuUk hapishanesi,”
demokrasi, &6zgurlik ve insan haklari konularinda ise "6zglr olmayan Ulkeler" kategorisinde
gdsteriliyor. Sinir Tanimayan Gazeteciler (RSF) drgitiiniin 2021 yili Dlinya Basin Ozgirligid Endeksi'ne
gdre Turkiye son 20 yilda 180 Ulke arasinda 54 sira gerileyerek 153'Uncl sirada yer aldi.(RSF, 2021)
Avrupa Insan Haklari Mahkemesi’'nin (AIHM) 2020 yili raporunda disiince ve ifade &zgurligu
davalarinda TUrkiye, 47 Avrupa Konseyi Uyesi Ulke arasinda en ¢ok ihlal karari verilen Ulke (Euronews,
2021a). Liberal Demokrasi Endeks listesinde 149. sirada olan Tlrkiye son 10 yilda en ¢ok otoriterlesen
ilk 10 Ulke igerisinde g&steriliyor (Euronews, 2021b).

insan haklarinin uygulanis ve ihlallerini takip eden Freedom HouseIn hazirladigi 2020
raporunda Turkiye "&zglr olmayan Ulkeler" kategorisinde yer aldi (Euronews, 2021c). The World
Justice Project’in (WJP) 2021’de yayinladigi Hukukun Ustinligd Endeksi raporunda Tirkiye 139 (ilke
arasinda M7. Sirada yer aldi (WJP-Index, 2021). Freedom House'un "2021 internette Ozglrlik"
raporunda TUrkiye internet kullaniminda 6zglr olmayan (lkeler kategorisinde yer aldi (Deutsche
Welle, 2021b).

Uluslararasi Gazeteciler Federasyonu'nun (IFJ) raporuna gbre, Mart 2021 itibariyla diinya
genelinde en az 229 basin emekgisi gazetecilik faaliyetleri nedeniyle cezaevlerinde bulunuyor.
Tlrkiye’de de 67 gazeteci cezaevindedir (Euronews, 2021d).

Turkiye’'de Kurt sorunu basta olmak Uzere insan haklar ihlalleri, toplumsal sorunlar
konusunda izledigi muhalif ve elestirel yayin gizgisiyle '90’li yillardan bu yana baskilarin hedefinde
olan Kurt basininin, ¢6zUm slrecinin sona erdigi 24 Temmuz 2015’ten bu yana sistematik internet
sansurl altinda oldugu da yukaridaki verilerden anlasiliyor. Donemin Basbakan Yardimcisi Bulent
Aring, Evrensel ve Ozgiir Glindem gazeteleri icin “Bunlar su¢ makinesi. Terér 6rgutind oévayorlar..”
demisti (diskbasinis.org, 2015).

HUkUmet politikalarina karsi ¢cikan ve sorgulayan, Kirt sorununa iligkin alternatif géris sunan
veya gatisma dbdnemlerinde anaakim medyada yer almayan haberler yapan, icerikler paylasan,
Kurt/muhalif basinin internet adreslerine bilgi teknolojileri ve ileti§im Kurumu (BTK) ve mahkemeler
tarafindan sistematik bir sekilde internet sansird uygulandi. Bunun yaninda ulusal medyada yer
almayan ve hayati 65nem taslyan haberleri yayan ve binlerce takipgisi olan Kurt gazeteci, aktivist ve
yurttag gazetecilere ait sosyal medya hesaplari ve icerikleri erisime engellendi. Erisim engelleri
kararlari, haberin URL adresine degil daha c¢ok internet sitesinin tidmuUne uygulaniyor
(freewebturkey.com, 2021).

KHK ile kapatilan Dicle Haber Ajansinin web sitesi (DIHA) 24 Temmuz 2015ten 30 Ekim
2016’ya kadar 50 kez, Jin Haber Ajansi (JINHA) en az 10 kez olmak Uzere, Azadiya Welat, Ozgiir
Giindem, Ozgiirliikgli Demokrasi gazeteleri ile Dihaber, Gazete Sajin, Firat Haber Ajansi (ANF) web
siteleri ve sosyal medya hesaplari defalarca erisime engellendi (Bianet.org, 2015).

2017 yiindan beri yayinda olan Mezopotamya Ajansi’na (MA) ait web sitesinin alan adlari ve
uzantilarl bugline kadar 35, Jinnews’in 39 ve Yeni Yasam Gazetesinin ise iki defa erisim engellendi.
Mezopotamya Ajansrnin internet adresine getirilen erisim engellerinin gerekgeleri arasinda ise
Diyarbakir Valiligi'nin patates dagitmasi, Diyarbakir Barosu’nun kdylllerin askerin k&t muamelesine
iliskin hazirladigi rapor ile cinsel istismar hakkindaki haberler vardi. (mezopotamyaajansi35.com,
2021).

17



DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

1.6.
Degerlendirme

Kart sorunu baglaminda medya kuruluslari ve gazetecilerin yasadigi sorunlar, baskilar ve
nedenlerini konu alan kaynaklarin sinirliligi veya sadece belli bir alana odakli olmasi, Tlrkiye’nin basin
6zgUrllgu raporlarinda Kurt illerinde yasananlarin ayri bir baglkta ele alinmamasi bu konudaki verileri
derli toplu raporlastirmayl da guUclestiriyor. internetteki adir sansir, KHK ile kapatilan basin
kurumlarina el konulmasi, Kirt medyasina dair bilgi ve belgelere ulagmayi ayrica zorlagtiriyor.

Kartillerindeki basin 6zgurligu agisindan ortaya ¢ikan bu tablo, Tlrkiye’nin demokratiklesme
sorunu olan ve yillardir bir tarld ¢ézldlemeyen Kirt meselesi sonucunda ortaya ¢ikan ¢atigsmali ortam,
hak ve 6zgurlUkleri kisitlayan politikalardan bagimsiz degil.

Kldrt meselesine dair fikirlerini ifade eden siyasetci, insan haklari savunuculari, gazeteciler,
akademisyenler, sivil toplum kuruluslan ve toplumun diger kesimlerinin distuncelerinden dolayi
yargilanmasi, Kirt meselesinin ayni zamanda bir dustince ve ifade 6zgUurligld meselesi de oldugunu
ortaya koyuyor. Yaratilan bu baski ve korku ikliminden en cok etkilenenlerin basinda gazeteciler ve
medya kuruluslar geliyor.

Catisma dilinin terkedilmesi konusunda siyasilerden ¢cok medyaya gdrev dustyor. Catisma
¢bzUmlerinde medyanin dili ve bu dilin toplumu barigsa hazirlamasi gok énemli. Ancak bunun
gerceklegsmesi icin medyanin dilini degdistirmesi ve barns gazeteciligi konseptine yakin olmasi
gerekiyor. Maalesef anaakim medya bu konuda parlak bir gegmise sahip degdil. Anaakim medya, kisa
bir streligine de olsa, barnig sireci veya ¢d&zUm slUreci donemlerinde Kurt sorunu konusunda
Ustlendidi gbrece pozitif dili ¢6zUm slrecinin sona ermesiyle tUmden terk etti. Kirt meselesi ve
bdlge halki konusunda yapilan tek tarafli yayinlarla Kirt meselesinin ¢6zUmUnin édniindeki psikolojik
bariyer daha da yUkseldi. Catigmalar daha da derinlesti ve barig ikliminden iyiden iyiye uzaklasiidi.

Anaakim medyanin ¢ogulcu yayinlari terk edip tek tarafli ve tek sesli bir yayin yaptigi bu
ddnemde halkin dogru ve gUvenilir habere ulasmasinda, gazetecilerin mesleki faaliyetlerini 6zglrce
yerine getirmesi hayati bir Snemde. Anaakim medyanin gérmedigi toplumsal konularda gercekleri
yazma ve anlatma sorumlulugu hakikate ve barisa inanan gazetecilere kaliyor.

Raporun devaminda yer alan aslil calismamiz olan Kiirt Sorunu Baglaminda Kiirtlerin Tlirkiye
Medyasi Algisi Gzerine dusUndr ve verileri yorumlarken gerek genel olarak medya ve ifade 6zgUrligu
Uzerindeki genis ¢apli kontrol, denetim ve baski, gerekse Kirt medyasinin karsi karsiya kaldigi sansur,
engelleme ve zulim pratiklerinin akilda tutulmasinda yarar vardir. Zira ifade ve haber alma
OzgUrluklerinin korundugu ve kendi dillerinde yayin yapan, kendi sorunlarina yakin medyalarinin
oldugu normal bir diinyada, bir Kirt yurttagin érnedin en gok FOX haberi izliyor olmasi baska bir
seydir, bu 6zgurliklerin olmadidi, AK Parti ve tabaniyla toplumun diger kesimleri, bilhassa Kurt
yurttaglar arasinda derin bir kutuplagmanin ve yarilmanin oldugu bir dinyada bambagka bir sey.
Dolayisiyla, galismanin devami igin buraya kadar olan kisimdaki verilere yer vermenin yorumlama
cabasini zenginlestirmek bir yana daha dogru bir zemine oturtacagini da disinduk.

Son olarak arastirmanin kapsamina da deginmek gerekir. Kiirt Sorunu Baglaminda Kiirtlerin
Tirkiye Medya Algisi baslikll arastirma kapsaminda, niteliksel ve niceliksel arastirma ydntemleri
kullanilarak, Kirtlerin ve Kirt kanaat &nderlerinin TUrkiye’de medyaya, medyanin temel sorunlarina,
medyanin KUrt meselesine genel olarak yaklasimina ve bilhassa C6zUm Slreci’nde TUrkiye'de
medyanin genel tutumuna dair fikirleri ve algilar incelenmistir. Medyanin barig ve ¢dziime katki
verme potansiyeli, bu potansiyelin ger¢ceklesmesinin dnindeki engeller, olumlu ve olumsuz érnekler
hak odakl bir barig perspektifinin mevcudiyeti, kadin ve ¢ocuk haklarinin habercilikteki yeri,
medyanin siyasi ve ekonomik iktidar odaklari ile iligkileri, medyaya ve medya figurlerine duyulan
glven, barig perspektifinin yayginlagmasi i¢in yapilabilecekler gibi cok sayida dnemli baslik da
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raporda ayrintil bir sekilde ele alinmigtir. Rapor niteliksel ve niceliksel arastirma bulgulari olmak Gzere
iki ana boélimden olusuyor. ik bélimde niteliksel, ikinci bélimde de niceliksel safha bulgulari
sunuluyor.

Nicel arastirma kapsaminda bir yandan U¢ bUylk sehirde Kirt yurttaslarla (600 kisi) genis
Olgekli bir saha caligmasi yuratdldl. Saha galismamizin, ézellikle ¢&zUm sdrecinin sona ermesinde
TUrkiye medyasinin rolUne iligkin, Kurtlerin dustncelerini ve medyaya iliskin glvensizliklerinin
nedenlerini daha derinlemesine kavramak bakimindan ¢ok yararli olacagini umduk. Ote yandan nitel
calisma kapsaminda da bdlgede bu konuyla hak temelli mesleki ya da politik caligmalari
cercevesinde ilgilenmis &nde gelen isimlerle derinlemesine milakatlar gergeklestirdik. Bu kapsamda
ayrica Diyarbakir ve Van'da galigtay dUzenledik. Bu calistaylarda gerek bdlgeden gerekse ulusal
medyadan temisilciler, hak savunuculari ve ilgili diger kesimlerle bir araya gelerek galismalarimizin
bulgularini de@erlendirdik ve konuyla iligkili deneyimlerin paylasildigi bir ortam sagladik.

Elinizdeki rapor bu ¢aligmalar sonucunda hazirlanmig bir rapordur. Medyanin Kiirt sorunuyla
iliskili roline g1k tutmak kadar, bu konuda &zellikle 1990l yillardan baglayarak tarihsel hafizayi
canlandirma gabalarina katki sunmayi da hedefledik. Tekrar etme pahasina altini gizersek, en dnemli
hedefimiz de Kdirtlerin ve KUrt sorununun bu medyada nasil temsil edildigi gibi gbérece fazla
incelenmis bir konu yerine, s6zli dogrudan kendilerine vermek ve Kirtlerin TUrkiye medyasi
tahayyulinu ya da algisini mdmkUn oldugunca anlamak oldu.
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KURT GAZETECI,
HUKUKCU

VE SIVIL TOPLUM
TEMSILCILERININ
TURKIYE MEDYASI
ALGISI

Arastirmamizin niteliksel safhasinda Kuart sorunu ve C6zUm Sureci ile temaslari olmus,
aralarinda gazetecilerin, hukukgularin, medya ¢alisanlarinin ve sivil toplum kurulusu temsilcilerinin
oldugu 40 kisiyle ayrintili bir soru formu egliginde yar yapilandiriimis derinlemesine gérigmeler
yapilmistir. Derinlemesine gérigsme formu katilimcilara dair bilgilendirici sorular ile baglamistir.
Formun ikinci béluminde medya ve medyanin dnemine dair sorular sorulmustur. Bu bdlimde
katihmcilarin hem genel olarak medya hem de medyanin TUrkiye'deki muhtelif gorinimleri
hakkindaki fikirleri derlenmeye caligilmigtir. Formun Gglinci bélimu 1990’ yillarda medya ve Kirt
meselesine dair katiimcilarin gérUslerine ayriimigtir. Dérdinct bdlimde ise Cé6zUm SlUreci'nde
medyanin yaklagimi ve tavri hem genel olarak hem de belirli medya gruplarina istinaden
sorulmustur. Besinci bélimde ¢bézUm surecinden bugtine gelinen noktada medyanin durumu ele
alinmigtir. Soru formunun son bélimUinde ise gelecede dair beklenti ve &nerilere yer verilmistir.

Okumakta oldugunuz raporda da soru formu akisl esas alinmig, katiimcilarin isimleri
numaralandiriimak suretiyle anonimlestirilmis, lakin katiimcilardan yapilan alintilarda yer ve meslek

bilgisi verilmi§tir.2

2 Katilimel numarasi, yer ve meslek bilgilerini igeren tabloyu EKI’'de bulabilirsiniz.

20



DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

2.1.
Medyanin Onemi

Derinlemesine gbrisme formunun ilk bolimU medya ve medyanin dnemine dair sorulardan
olugmaktadir. Katilimcilarla yapilan gérigsmelerde Turkiye’de medyanin genel gériunimu, ginimuz
toplumlarinda medyanin énemi, kutuplagma-savas-barig eksenlerinde medyanin oynadigi ve
oynayabilecegi roller gibi konular irdelenmistir. Bu alt bélimde 40 katiimcidan alinan cevap
orlntuleri 6zet bir sekilde ele alinacaktir.

2.1.1.
Catisma/Kutuplasma
ve Barig/Uzlasma Eksenlerinde Tiirkiye’de Medya

Katilimcilarin kahir ekseriyetinin Uzerinde uzlastigi konulardan biri, medyanin ginimiuz
toplumlarinda kanaatleri ve hatta toplumlari sekillendirmedeki rolidUr. Yine ekseriyetle bu énem ve
glg, cok da olumlu olmayan bir cercevede ele alinmaktadir. Katilimcilara gére medyanin toplumsal
kutuplagtirmalari yaratma ve derinlestirme ya da tam tersine yatistirma gucd vardir. Buna ragmen
Turkiye’'de medya c¢ogunlukla inisiyatifini kutuplastirmay!r derinlestirmede kullanmaktadir.
Katilimcilarin  medyaya iliskin olumsuz g&rUglerinin gUgli olmasina ve medyanin toplumsal
kutuplagmadaki roliinU kuvvetle vurgulamalarina ragmen, medyanin baska bir potansiyelinin
olduguna duyduklari given de dikkat ¢ekicidir. Medya dogasI geredi kutuplastirici degildir, ancak
siyasi iktidarlarin c¢ikarlariyla uyumlu bigimde, kutuplastirmada gérdigi menfaat daha yUksektir. Bu
noktayi ilerleyen satirlarda ¢ok daha ayrintili bir sekilde ele alacagdiz.

Derinlemesine goérisme formunun ilk sorusu, medyanin c¢atismalari ve toplumsal
kutuplagmay derinlestirip derinlestiremeyecegi Uzerineydi. Katilimcilarin bldyUk bir ¢cogunluguna
gbre medya toplumsal gatismalar ve kutuplastirmayi derinlestirebilir de yatistirabilir de. Bir
katilimcinin sézleri ile “medya iki ucu keskin bir bicak”tir ve “dogru kullaniimadigi zaman her iki tarafi
da inciten bir konuma gelir” (Van, Gazeteci). Yine bir baska katiimcinin sdzleri ile “medya iyi
kullanildiginda toplumun demokratiklesmesine katki saglayacagdi gibi olumsuz tutumlariyla da savas
cigirtkanligini ve toplumsal gatismayi tirmandiran bir hal alabilir.” (Sanliurfa, Yazar). Bu teorik ve soyut
saptamalar bir kenara birakilip Turkiye’deki durum ele alindiginda ise katilimcilar son derece olumsuz
bir tablo resmederler. TUrkiye'de “siyasi bir kaostan kaynaklanan bir kutuplagma”nin oldugu
(Sanliurfa, Gazeteci, Aktivist), medyanin bagimsiz olmadigi ve partilerin yayin organi olarak yayin
yaptigl, tarafsizliktan uzak oldugu gibi temalar siklikla karsimiza ¢ikar. Bununla birlikte katimcilarin
verdigi cevaplar ele alindiginda belirli gruplagmalarin ve &rUntUlerin ortaya c¢iktigini gérmek
mUmkUndur. Bir yanda medyanin neredeyse kendinden menkul gicline ve toplumsal kutuplagsma
ve gatisma Uzerindeki agir olumsuz etkisine vurgu yapan yogun kétimser bir yaklagim yer alir. Bu
gdrige gbére medya bizim toplumumuzda “genel olarak bir kanaat olusturucu goérevi gorir ve
insanlarin neyi didslinmesi, nasil disinmesi gerektigini biraz belirler” (Mus, STK Temsilcisi) ve
“glnimUz modern insanin gindemini medya belirler” (Sanlurfa, Gazeteci). Medyanin kutuplagmayi
kesinlikle derinlestirdigini vurgulayan bir bagka katilimci ise medyanin glcind agiklarken ilging ve
agiklayici bir benzetme yapar. Medyanin insanlar Uzerindeki etkisini Afrika’daki Voodoo bebeklerine
benzeten katilmcinin sézleri ile,
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Voodoo bebek iliskisi var orada bebegde igneyi batirdiginda orada insana byl yapilmig
ise kisi orada hopluyor. Ayni sekilde de medya da ayni durum vardir, medya bir kisiye igne
batirinca o adamin biitiin takipgileri, sevenleri ve kamuoyu gézii 6niindeyse onun
karsitlari da o ifadeden etkilenir. Bu ylizden medya kutuplastirmayi derinlestirir.
Medyanin bdyle bir islevi bulunmaktadir ve olmaya da devam edecektir. (Diyarbakir,
Gazeteci)

Bu ve benzeri yorumlara diger gérigmelerde de sikga rastlanir. Medya “bUyUk bir glctdr,
toplumun bir kesiminde farkli gorislerin ortaya ¢ikmasina sebebiyet verir” (Diyarbakir, Siyasetgi).
Medya kutuplagmada rol oynar, “cUnkd sokaktaki insanla konustugunuz zaman haberlerde yazilan
her seyin dogru oldugunu dlslinerek size karsi yorum yapar” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Bir baska
katihmci ise (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) “Batida Kdirtlere karsi bir antipati yaratiliyorsa” bunun kimi
durumlarda ilk sebebinin medya oldugunu iddia eder. Yine bir bagka katiimci (Sanhurfa, Hukukgu)
medyanin TUrkiye'de darbe yaptiracak ve sonrasi da darbeyi megrulagtiracak kadar guclU bir aktdr
oldugunu vurgular. Bir bagka yoruma goére de Tirkiye’de medya yapisal olarak devletin medyasidir
ve 6-7 EylUl olaylarinda da goruldtgu Uzere kolaylikla ve sistematik olarak devlet adina provokasyona
alet olabilir (istanbul, Gazeteci).

Bu yorumlarda gbze carpan ortak 6zellik, medyanin mutlak glcU kendinden menkul bir
unsur olarak ele alinmasi ve medyanin iginde bulundugu toplumsal, siyasal, kiltirel ve ekonomik
iliskiler agindan yalitilarak degerlendiriimesidir. Bununla birlikte kimi yorumlarda medya-siyaset-
sermaye iliskilerine referanslar (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), partilerle medya organlari arasindaki paralellik
(Sanliurfa, Hukukgu; istanbul, Hukukcu) gibi yapisal belirleyenlere de deginildi.

Medyanin kutuplagma ve gatigmadaki glicli ve olumsuz roliine dair yorumlarin yani sira, az
da olsa gbrece daha sakin ve ¢ok boyutlu yorumlara da rastlamak muUmkudnddr. Diyarbakirda
gazetecilik yapan katihimcilardan, “medyanin  toplumsal kutuplastirmayl tek bagina
derinlestirmeyecegini, yeni bir kutup yaratmadigini, daha ziyade var olan kutuplar Gzerinden bir
derinlesme vyarattigini” vurgular. Bir baska katilimci da medyanin kutuplastirabilecegi kadar
uzlagtirabilecegini, her zaman makul bir kesimin de oldugunu ve ortak bir paydada bulusturmaya
calistigini belirterek medyanin homojen bir gériinim arz etmedigini ima eder (Diyarbakir, Medya
Yo&neticisi). Batman’dan hukukgu katilimci da “medya genel atmosferden hem etkileniyor hem de
etkiliyor” sdzleri ile medyanin genel siyasi atmosferin bir parcasi oldugunun altini gizer. Bir baska
katilimci ise medyanin kutuplastinicr bir tavrinin oldugunu kabul etmekle birlikte, bu tavrin
toplumdaki karsihdinin sanildigi kadar gti¢li olmadigini olumlu bir olgu olarak vurguluyor:

Yani Allahtan ¢ok ciddi toplumsal bir sey olmuyor, karsilik bulmuyor. Bence insanlar
medyanin, siyasi partilerin kullandigi kutuplastirici dilden pek etkilenmiyor. Tamam,
etkilenen o algiya kapilan kitleler, insanlar oluyor. Ama derinlemesine ben bir sey
goérmiiyorum. Bu 6nemli bir ayrinti. (Gazeteci, Diyarbakir)

Bu son nokta O6zellikle medyanin yodun ve tek tarafli etkisine dair, codunlukla da
kanitlanmamig varsayimlara dayanan, genel kabullere alternatif bir perspektif sunmasi agisindan
onemlidir. Medyanin modern toplumlarda siyasal, toplumsal ve kuiltlrel hayat Uzerinde &nemli
etkileri oldugunu sdylemek mUmkin olsa da bu etkinin dodasi, mekanizmalari, sinirlar ve isleyis
bicimleri medya aragtirmacilari arasinda dnemli bir tartisma konusudur. Medyanin etkisini yogun, tek
yonlU bir etki olarak ele alan yaklagimlarin karsisinda, bu etkiyi daha karmasik toplumsal, siyasal,

22



DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

kulturel, kurumsal ve ekonomik baglamlarla iliskilendiren yorumlar yer alir.? Yukarida okudugumuz

yorum medyanin kullandidi kutuplastinicr dilin toplumsal etkisini sorunsallastirmasi bakimindan
degerlidir.

Medyanin barig ve uzlasma Uzerindeki etkisini sordugumuzda, neredeyse bir distnsel
mutabakatla karsilagiriz. En bastan kisaca 6zetleyecek olursak, katiimcilar diinyada ve TUrkiye'de
medyanin barig ve uzlagmaya olumlu etkisi olabilecegini, lakin bunun ancak ve ancak badimsiz bir
medya yapllanmasi igerisinde olabilecedini vurgulamaktadir. Katiimcilarin blyUk bir ¢cogunlugu
C6zUm Slreci boyunca medyanin barig ve uzlagmaya yaptidi katkiyl, bu duruma 6érnek olarak
gdstermistir. Bu gérust 6zetleyen ifadelerden birini aktaralim:

Potansiyeli vardir. Ornegin ¢éziim siirecinde medyaya baktigimiz zaman kullandigi dil,
takindigi tavir, bélgede yasanan olaylari veya Kirtlerle ilgili haberleri daha sempatik
anlatilar, bazi dergilerde insanlarin buraya gelip turistik amacla gelip gezmeleri, Kiirtleri
tanimaya galismalari bunun basina yansima sekli olumlu bir hava yaratti. Olumlu hava
olusmasinda medyanin katkisi vardir. (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci)

Katiimcilara gbre medya “¢dzim slrecinde kullandigi dille insanlar birbirine
yakinlagtirmistir” (Sanhurfa, Gazeteci); “sagcilara yonelik ¢dzim slrecini uygun bulabilecekleri bir
dille yaklasti ve UlklcU, sagci, muhafazakar kesimin %70’inin ¢&zUm sUrecine destek olmasini sagladi”
(Diyarbakir, Gazeteci); “medya eskiden attigi mansetleri, her seyleri unutup Ulkeye barig gelmesi
roliini Uslendi” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), “asiriliklari t&rplleme ve toplumu hazirlama agisindan dnemli
bir rol oynad” (Batman, Hukukgu). Katiimcilardan birinin (Van, Gazeteci) medyanin barig diline
katkisini aktarirken gé¢ sorununa ve cansiz bedeni kiylya vuran multeci bebek Alan Kurdi'nin basinda
yer alisina gbndermede bulumasi dikkat ¢ekiciydi. Katilimciya gbére medyada yer alan bu géruntd ile
“Avrupa kamuoyu, mdulteciler ile ilgili bir takim tutum degisikligini yapmak zorunda kaldi.” Bu
katilimcinin, ¢6zdm sUrecinde medyada Kurt sorununa ve Kurt cografyasinda yasananlara yer
agllmasinin da benzer tirden bir tutum degisikligini tesvik ettigine iliskin bir kanaati dile getirdigini
ddstinmek mUmkuindur.

Belirtildigi Gzere, katilimcilara goére Turkiye’de medyanin yapisi, iktidar ve devletten bagimsiz
olamamas! sebebiyle medyanin barig ve uzlasmaya yapabilecedi katki son derece sinirhdir.
Sanliurfa’dan hukukgu katilimcimizin sézleri ile “Medya dinyanin her yerinde bagimsiz ve 6zgtr bir
bicimde hareket ettiginde, toplumsal barisin ve adaletin tesis edilisinde énemli bir katki saglamig
olur. TUrkiye’de ise iktidar ve derin glgclerle birlikte hareket ettidi i¢in siddet ve savag! tirmandiran bir
rol ve gbrev Ustlenmistir.” Barisg surecine dair yapilan olumlu degerlendirmeler de strekli olarak
dénemsellige yapilan vurgu ile sinirlanmaktadir. Katihmcilara gére medya, devlete ve iktidara
bagimli olmasi sebebiyle, ¢d6zUm slreci biter bitmez eski kutuplastirici savag diline hizlica geri
dénmustdr. C6zUm slUrecinde barigin sesi olan kalemler “¢cézUm sireci bittiginde zit sdylemlerde
bulundu.” Bunun da sebebi medyanin “siyasi atmosfere bagdl edilgen bir noktada olmasidir”
(Batman, Hukukgu). Tlrkiye’'de “iktidara ya da gli¢ dengelerine bagl bir medya yapilanmasi oldugu
icin” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) bariga ancak sinirli ve kisa sureli bir katkisi olmustur medyanin. Bir bagka
deyigsle medyanin bariga olan katkisi kogullu, bagimli ve dénemseldir:

Devlet baris surecine evet dediginde ona bagli olan medya grubu da katkida bulundu.
Tam tersi bir durum oldugunda ise catismaya dogru gidildiginde, bu defa o medyanin
catismaya yol agan tutum takindigini gériiyoruz. Tiirkiye’de medya tek basina karar verici

3 Konu hakkinda daha detayli tartismalar icin bkz. Burak Ozcetin (2021).
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bir organ degildir. Bu nitelikte ve vasifta degildir. Hali hazirda var olan gli¢lerin kendi
politikalarini yaymasi igin bir aractir. (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci)

2.1.2.
Kurt Sorunu, Medyanin Tutumu,
Catisma ve Toplumsal Barig

Katilimcilara Kart sorunun son 20 yili distindldigunde Turkiye’de gcatismanin durmasi ve
toplumsal barigin tesis edilmesi noktasinda medyanin rolinU nasil degerlendirdikleri soruldu.
Katilimcilarin verdigi cevaplarin birkag noktada yogunlastigr gérilda: 20 yildaki slGreci medyanin
devlete bagdimliligi Gzerinden okuyanlar; medyanin sahiplik yapisina ve farkl iktidar yumaklari ile
iliskisine odaklananlar; medyanin ddnemsel ve konjonktirel durusunun farkh dinamiklerine
odaklananlar; son yirmi yilda medyanin Kirt sorununa yaklasimindaki olumlu yénlere ve medyanin
icindeki alternatif seslere dikkat ¢cekenler gibi.

Katilmcilarin énemli bir bdlimU, medyanin son 20 yil iginde Kirt sorununa yaklagimindaki
esas belirleyenin, medyanin devlete ve iktidara bagimh yapisi oldugunu vurguladilar. Buradan
hareketle, C6zUm Sdreci gibi istisna dénemlerinde daha demokratik, baris¢il ve ¢d6zimci bir dil
kullansa da bu ydnelim medyanin inisiyatifinde olmamigstir. Devletin ve iktidarin tavrindaki degisim
medyanin tavrinda da degisimi beraberinde getirmistir. Ornegin, Coézim Sirecinde “&fke
pompalayan ve Kdlrtlerin bireysel olarak sorun yagamasina neden olan” Hurriyet gibi gazeteler
C6zUm Silreci'nde tam tersi bir tavir benimsemis, “birdenbire iktidarla barigsever olmuslardir.” Bu
gazeteler,

iktidarin propagandasi geregdi érgit aleyhine, Kiirtler aleyhine haber yapmamaya hatta
Kirt kultiiriin, yemeklerinden sarkilarina anlatmaya basladilar. Bir anda bdyle bir moda
basladi. Tabii bu da tamamen medyanin patronaj etkisi ve iktidar ya da devlet tarafindan
glidiimlenmesiyle ilgili. Tlrkiye’de bu anlamda bagimsiz bir medya yok. Yani medyanin
kendi kendine nefret Gretme diye bir seyi yok, her sey devlete, iktidara gore sekilleniyor.
(Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

Bir bagka katiimci da (Sanliurfa, Gazeteci) “siyasetin kullandigi dil diglayici bir dilse medya
ona gore tavir takiniyor” diyerek medyanin 20 yilda siyasetten bagimsiz bir tavir alamadigini vurgular.
Medyanin devlete ne denli bagimli oldugunu su alinti son derece gUg¢lU bir sekilde ortaya koyar:
“DuUnyada gazetecilik devletlere ragmen yapilmaya ¢alisilmistir. Tlrkiye’ye bakildiginda gazeteciligi
devletin kendisi yapiyor” (Sanlurfa, Gazeteci). Bir baska katiimci da bu medya yapisinin bir renkten
ve karakterden yoksun oldugunu su sézlerle vurgular: “Medyanin da kendi rengi yok. Ulkede bir baski
ortami var, mahalle baskisi var, buna gére medya su anda renksiz davraniyor” (Sanliurfa, Gazeteci,
Aktivist). Kisacasl bu gérlse gbre, son 20 yilda, dnce anaakim medya, daha sonra da katilimcilarin
“havuz medyas!” olarak adlandirdigi iktidar yanlisi medya “iktidarin ¢&zUme iligkin inigli ve ¢ikigl yapisi
ile ayn1” hatta yol almistir (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) ve “son yirmi yilda gatisma-baris ile ilgili medyada
¢lkan her unsurda iktidarlar belirleyici olmustur”: “Medyanin &nemli bir rolt olmadi. © gln uzlagsmaci
davranan medya bugun kufrediyor, bu degisim medyanin iradesiyle meydana gelen bir durum
degdildir” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

Medyanin Kurt sorununa yaklagiminin gelgitlerini sadece devlete ve iktidara yakinlk
acisindan degil, daha karmasik belirleyenler ve “gli¢ dengeleri” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) esliginde

24



DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

okuyan yorumlar da mevcuttu. Ornegin; istanbul’dan hukukgu katilimcinin yorumunu buraya
aktarmak yerinde olacaktir:

1999-2004 yillarini negatif bir barig dénemi, silahlarin susmasi olarak tanimlayalim.
Medyadaki genel s6ylem, Kiirt meselesinin silahlarin susmasiyla bittigini iddia eder.
AB’nin yarattigi bir rlizgar vardi. Bu dénemde gergek anlamda Kirt meselesi giindem
olmadi. Kiirt meselesinin kendini gésterdigi olaylardan biri, 2001’de Silopi’deki HADEP
yoneticisi kaginimisti. Mehmet Altan, Celal Baslangig, bu olayin Ustiine gittiler. Ali
Bayramoglu, Silopi’de incelemeler yapmisti. 2005’te Erdogan’in “Kiirt sorunu benim
sorunumdur,” ¢ikisi vardi. Siyasi iktidarin Kiirt meselesini kabul etmesi 6nemliydi. Burada
da catisma yeniden baslamis olsa da 90’lardaki gibi sert bir sdylem s6z konusu degildi. Bu
20 yildan 6ncesine baktigimizda, medya askerin ve giivenlik gliglerinin bir aygiti olarak
gorev yapiyordu. Bu baglamda medyanin tarz olarak gegirmis oldugu degisim oldukca
6nemlidir. 2005’ten sonraki stregte Diyarbakir Olaylari s6z konusuydu. Bu olaylara donip
bakildiginda medya dili korkungtu. Propagandaya yatkin dil ve tutum, oldukga belirgindi.
O dénemde Mersin’de bayrak krizi vardi. Kiirt meselesinin gindemde kendine yer
bulmasi, 2010 sonralarina denk gelir. 2013’ten sonra iktidar bu soruna karsi yol almak
istedigini belirtti. Bu beyan sonrasinda medya, bariscil bir rol oynamaya basladi. 2015
sonrasinda ise tekrar 1990’lardaki gibi sorunu gérmezden gelen bir tavra geri
doénllmistir. Konya’daki irker katliam, medya ve iktidarin Kiirt meselesinde nerede
olduklarini agikga gdsteren bir érnektir. 2013-2014'te Kurt meselesiyle ilgili haber
cikabiliyorken bugin bir gazetenin o glinkil gibi bir tavir géstermesi hainlik olarak
gosterilir. Bu da Kiirt meselesine yaklasimlarin donemsel degiskenlik gésteren bir akil
oldugunu gosteriyor.

Bunlarla birlikte son 20 yil i¢erisinde medyanin Kirt sorununu ele alisinda olumlu degisim ve
dénlsimlerin oldugunu vurgulayan gérislere de rastlariz. Bir katihmci (Diyarbakir, Medya Yé&neticisi)
20 yiIl 6ncesinde medyada “Kemalist hegemonya bakig agisi ve milliyetcilik” hakimken, son yirmi yilda
devletin digladig iki kesim olan Krtler ve islamcilarin daha fazla temsil sansi buldugunu vurgular.
Ona goére bu kesimlerin medyaya “yansimalari da daha demokrat olmustur.” Bir bagka katilimci da
(Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) TUrkiye’de son 20 yilda anaakim medyanin Kirtlere bakis agisinin degistigini,
“baslangicta Kurtleri yok sayan bir tutum icindeyken” simdi Kurtleri tanidigini dile getirir. istanbul’dan
STK temsilcisi 6zellikle Baris Streci’'nde medyanin ¢ok iyi “ydnetildigini” ve “kullanildidini”, 2000’den
beri de Kurtler ile ilgili iIhmli bir slrecin oldugunu vurgular. Yine olumlu bir yaklagim (Diyarbakir,
Gazeteci) merkez medyanin son 20 yilda iktidar gizgisinde yayin yaptidini belirtmekle birlikte, yine
de “vicdaniyla, gérdUkleriyle hareket eden kurumlarin da oldugunu” ekler:

Yine de cok 6nemli mesafeler de kat edildi. Medya, ¢ok glizel isler de yapti 6zellikle
¢6zum siirecinde, mesela keske herhangi bir iktidarin, partinin sdylemiyle degil de kendi
bz disiincesiyle vicdaniyla hareket etmis olsaydi... ama buna ragmen.. .. Ulkemizde ¢ok
glizel bir atmosfer yakalandi. Bu her seye ragmen iste yukarida sdylemek istedigim. Bu
nokta vurgulanmali. Hem bdlgede hem lilke genelinde haberler, ¢ok titiz cok itinali
yaziliyordu. Olmasi gereken de oydu. Ama iste biz onu, iki i¢ y1l gérdik... Ona ragmen
ilkeli, duruglu namuslu gazeteciler de var. Hem toplumsal meselelere, hem ekonomiye
hem Kiirt meselesine dogru yaklasan bu llke igin ici yanan ¢ok arkadasimiz, dostlarimiz,
meslek blyliklerimiz var ama bu yeterli oimuyor.
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Toparlanacak olursa, son yorum bize, katiimcilarin yasanan tim olumsuzluklara, gelgitlere
ragmen son 20 yilda medyanin Kirt sorununa yaklasiminda ve Kurtlerle ilgili temsillerinde énemli
mesafeler kat edildigini duginduklerini géstermektedir.

2.1.3.
Turkiye Medyasini Adlandirmak,
Doénemlestirmek, Siniflandirmak

Katilimcilara, TUrkiye’de anaakim medyayi tanimlamalari, adlandirmalari ve sinirlandirmalari
icin bir dizi soru yéneltilmistir. “TUrkiye’deki anaakim medyanin Kirt meselesine yaklagimini 3 kelime
ile sdyleyecek olsaniz bunlar hangileri olurdu?” sorusu yodneltilen katilimcilarin codu neredeyse
timUyle olumsuz ve birbirinden oldukga farklilasan etiketler ve sifatlara bagvurmustur: “baski”,
“kaypak”, “kurulu dizen yanhs!”, “inkar”, “ayrigtirici”, “&tekilestirici”, “angaje”, “pragmatik”, “devlet
yanlsi”, “duymadim-gérmedim-bilmiyorum”, “milliyetgi”, “devletci”, “manipilatif’, “tanimama”,
“yalan”, “propaganda”, “terdr”, “boélucdlik”, “devletin bekas!”, “ayrimci”, “catismact”, “tarafll”,

“samimiyetsiz”, “ikiyGzIi”, “resmi hizmete mahsus”, “kutsala dokunmama”, “sinirlari  belli”,
“dezenformasyon”, “liyakatsizlik”, “biat”, “resmi dil”, “kisla basini”, “hain”, “aldatiimig”, “milli”, “tekgil”
ve “diglayici”.

Bununla birlikte anaakim medyanin Kirt meselesine bakisini U¢ kelime ile agiklamanin
mJmkin olmadigini, cUnkl medyanin konuyla ilgili berrak bir tutumunun olmadigini vurgulayan bir
katihmci da olmustur (Sanliurfa, Yazar). Bir baska katiimci (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), anaakim medyanin
Kdrt meselesine bir bakis agisinin olmadidini, zira séz konusu olanin sadece iktidarin bakis agisi
oldugunu, iktidar nereye evrilirse medyanin da oraya ydnelecedini belirtir. istanbul’da gazeteci
olarak galisan bir baska katilimci ise durumu sdyle &zetler: “Aydin Dogan, Hirriyete ne olur ne diye
sorduklarinda ‘ben degdil devlet karar verir’ diye cevap verir. Dolayisiyla 3 kelimeyle ‘devlet-karar-
verir.”

Medyanin KUrt meselesine yaklasimini dénemlere ayirmamiz istediginde, genel egilim
ddénemsellestirmeyi ¢&zUm sureci 6ncesi, ¢6zUm sureci ve ¢dzUm surecinin sona ermesinden
sonraki ddnem olarak ele almak ydoninde olmustur. Bununla birlikte, ddnemsellestirmeyi 1920’lere
kadar gétluren ve daha uzun bir tarihsel dénemdeki kirllmalara odaklanan cevaplar da gelmistir. Bir
baska katilimci ise medyanin yaklasimini C6zUm Sureci dénemi ve gerisi seklinde iki ana baslikta
degerlendirir (Diyarbakir, Siyasetci). Farkl bir ddnemlestirme 1990 &ncesi ve sonrasi olarak yapilmistir:
Kdrt meselesinin yok sayildigi 1990 &ncesi ddnem ile gérinlr olmaya basladigi 1990 sonrasi ddnem
arasinda (Sanlurfa, Yazar).

Dénemlestirmeyi yaklasik 100 yil &nceden yapmaya baglayan katiimcilar 1920’lerden 1960’a
kadar medyanin Kurtleri gérmedigini, gérduginde de egkiyallk ve benzeri terimlerle ele aldigin;
1960-1980 arasinda sol ideolojilerin tesiri altinda Kirt sorununun bir geri birakiimiglik meselesi olarak
ele alindigini; 1980-1990 arasinda suskunluk ddénemi oldugunu; 1990’lardan itibaren Kirtlerin farkina
varilmaya baslandigini ve bunun 2000’lerle birlikte ivme kazandigini; 2013-2015 arasinda ¢6zUmuUn
konusuldugunu; 2015’ten sonra tekrar glivenlikgi bir dile déndldidgind vurgular (Diyarbakir Gazeteci;
istanbul, Hukukgu). Medya ile ilgili ddnemlegtirmenin ydnetenlerin Kirt meselesine yaklagiminda
degisimler esliginde, okunmasi gerektigini vurgulayan asagidaki satirlari aktarmak aydinlatici
olacaktir:
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Yonetenlerin Kiirtlere, sorunlarina bakisi neyse, medya da ona gére konumlaniyor. 90’li
yillar Kiirt miicadelesi agisindan da, devletin siddet aygitinin dozunu arttirmasi agisindan
da tepe noktasiyd. Kiirt hareketi, 92 yilinda bir yol ayrimina girdi ve bagimsizlikgi
cizgiden devletle uzlagsma ¢izgisine kaydi... 90’h yillarin ardindan 2000’e dogru yonetenler
de eskisi gibi yonetmeyeceklerini anladiklarinda medyanin dili de buna eglik etti. AK
Parti’nin kurulusuyla bu degisim daha agik bir sekilde kendini g&sterdi. AK Parti’nin liberal
reformist gizgisi ile ybnetenler, Kiirtlere kargi asimilasyon yerine entegrasyonu devreye
koydular. . . Halihazirda sireg, catisma dilinin egemen oldugu tehlikeli atmosfere kan
tagimaktan &teye gitmiyor. iktidarin toplumsal destegini yitirmesinden kaynakli icine
dustiigu sikisiklik, toplumsal kutuplagmayi daha da derinlestirirken, medya da kendisine
bicilen role uygun bir dili sirdiirliyor. (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci)

Katilimcilardan TUrkiye medyasini siniflandirmalarini istedigimizde hakim siniflandirmanin -
bagka terimler kullaniimakla birlikte- iktidar medyasi ve geri kalani arasinda yapildigi gérilmektedir.
“Yénetim destekgileri ve ydnetim muhalifleri” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), “Cumbhur ittifaki ve geri kalani”
(Sanliurfa, Hukukeu), “iktidar yanlisi ve iktidar karsiti” (Diyarbakir, Siyasetgi), “iktidar medyasi ve laikgi
medya” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), “Resmi sOylemin tarafi olan medya ve onun karsisinda hakikati
yaymaya gabasi icerisinde olan medya” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), “Milliyetgi, ulusalci ve muhalif medya”
(Batman, Hukukgu). Turkiye’de medyayi iktidar ve muhalefet ikiligi disinda ele alan goérisler de
mevcuttur. Bu gorise gdre iktidar kargisinda ya da muhalif olarak adlandirilan medya dahi konu Kirt
meselesi oldugunda iktidar cizgisinin disina ¢gikamamaktadir: “milliyetgi ve ulusalci cizgide yayin
yapan medya gruplari, ki bunlar zaman zaman iktidar ortadi olabildigi gibi uzunca bir sUredir
muhalefette sistemin gonllll bekgiligini yapmakta” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci); “muhafazakar medya,
ulusalct medya ve milliyet¢i medya. Bu U¢ medya da birbirlerine ¢ok benziyor ortak ideolojik yanlari,
anti Kirt olmalaridir.” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Dikkat ¢ekici baska bir nokta ise katiimcilarin devlet ile
siyasi iktidari cok nadiren birbirinden ayirmasidir. Bir katilimci (istanbul, Gazeteci) Tlrkiye medyasini
Uc gruba bdlerken bunlan “Gercek manada devletin medyasi”, iktidar degisikligine gére pozisyon
alan ve degisen “Hukimet medyas!” ve “Sol medya” olarak ayirir.

Katilimcilardan Kirt medyasi ve TUrk medyasi arasinda bir ayrim yapmalari ve Duvar, Arti TV
gibi yayin organlarini bu ayrim dahilinde degerlendirmeleri istenmistir. Kirt medyasi diye bir seyin
olmadigini ve séz konusu olanin sol medya oldugunu iddia eden de (Sanhurfa, Hukukgu) olmakla
birlikte katilimcilar bazi medya organlar Uzerinde uzlasmislardir: Mezopotamya Ajansi, Ozgiir
Giindem, Yeni Ulke, Ozgiir Politika ve Yeni Yagam, Arti TV, Avrupa merkezli yayin yapan televizyonlar,
Irak Kirdistani merkezli K24, Rudaw, Waar ile TUrkiye’de yayin yapan Azadiye Welat. Katilimcilar;
Bianet, T24, Duvar gibi medya kuruluglarini ise “Tlrkiye medyasi” “Tlrkiye’deki tUm etnik gruplarin
sorunlarini dile getirebilen bir yayin gizgisine sahip medya” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), “Kirt Meselesine
hassasiyeti olan Turk medyas!” (Sanhurfa, Hukukgu), “Liberal medya” (istanbul, STK Temsilcisi), “KUrt
medyasina yakin, toplumsal duyarliidi olan medya” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) gibi ifadelerle
tanimlamiglardir. Kirt medyasi ve Turk medyasi arasinda bir siniflandirma yapan gazeteci
katihmcimizin (istanbul) aciklamasi sdyledir:

Kiirt medyasi ve Tiirk medyasi diye bir ayrimi sundan yapamam, eger Tiirk medyasi
diyorsam devlet medyasini kastediyorum yani Tiirkge yayin yapan her medya Tiirk
medyasi diyemeyiz o zaman Ozgir Glindem’e de Tiirk medyasi deriz ya da Express
dergisi Tirk medyasi da degil Kirt medyasi da degil ama ikisi de var. Sosyalist bir dergi.
Mazlumilarin sesini duyurmak adina var olan bir dergidir. Kirt medyasi, Kiirt hareketinin
ekseninde olan Mezopotamya Haber ajansi, Firat Haber Ajansi ondan sonra Ozgiir Politika
Avrupa’da yayin yapan Ozgiir Glindem Gazetesi, Yeni Yasam Gazetesi. Bunlar, Kirt
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hareketinin sesini daha ¢ok duyan ve nakleden yayinlar. Ekonomik olarak bliyiik zorluklar
ve bedeller 6deyerek gazetecilik yapiyorlar. Duvar, Arti TV patronlari ne bir sol adami ne
bir parti Uyesi degil bunlar bir sekilde gazetecilik yapan medya kuruluslaridir.

Soru formunun bu b&limundn son sorulari, Kirt meselesine en olumlu ve olumsuz yaklagsan
medya organlarinin hangileri olduguna dairdi. En olumsuz yaklasima sahip medya kuruluslari ve
gruplan arasinda sikgca dillendirilenler, “jktidara yakin medya kuruluglar” baghgl altinda
degerlendirilen A Haber, Yeni Akit, Yeni Safak, Hurriyet, Star TV, Albayraklar, Demiréren Grubu ve
Calik Grubu olmugtur. Ornegin A Haber'in isaret edilmesinin sebebi, “farkli gérislere kargi tutumunun
cok olumsuz olmasi ve iktidar dogrudan desteklemesi” olarak belirtiimistir (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).
Bununla birlikte, Kirt meselesine dair en olumsuz yayin yapan medya kuruluglarina iktidara yakin
olmayan medya kuruluglari da dahil edilmistir. Diyarbakirdan gazeteci katiimcinin sdzleri ile
“Icsellestirilmis bir ayrimciliga sahip olan ve eski Hurriyet'in devami gibi olan ” S6zcii Gazetesi, sikca
dillendirilen gazetelerden biri olmustur. S6zcd’'niin yani sira Ulusal TV ve “Tarafsizmig gibi gérinen
ama Kuart meselesine kars! kullandigi tutum iktidarinkiyle ayni” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) olan CNN ve NTV
gibi medya kuruluslar da Kirt meselesine olumsuz yaklagima sahip medya organlari arasindaki
yerlerini alir. Bu konuda ilgi ¢ekici bir dederlendirmeye ayrica yakindan bakmak gereklidir.
Diyarbakir'dan gazeteci katilimci, Diken, Sol Gazetesi ve Birglin gibi sol-sosyalist yayin organlarini da
Klrt meselesine olumsuz yaklagan yayinlar arasina su sdzlerle almaktadir:

Sol gazetesi, Birglin gazetesi kendini muhalif olarak sunuyor ama hakikate yaklasma
bicimiyle 6zellikle Kiirt meselesine yaklagimi agisindan kimi egemen devlet kurumlarinin
disinda bir yayincilik izlediklerine sahit olmuyorum. Dolayisiyla toplumu aydinlatma,
bilgilendirme, haberi sunma boyutuyla belki mevcut resmi kurumlarin yapamadigi,
amacladigi bir niyeti onlar kendi cephesinde saglayabiliyorlar. Dolayisiyla kimi zaman ben
bu yayinlari daha tehlikeli bulabiliyorum. Mesele Kiirt meselesiyse, bu yayinlari gok resmi
yayinlarin diginda bir yerde géremiyorum.

Klrt meselesine en olumlu ve bariscil yaklasan medya organlar soruldugunda Birgtin,
Bianet, Duvar, T24, Taraf, iMC, Arti TV, Ahval, BBC, Evrensel, Medyascope en cok dillendirilen medya
organlari oldu. Bu noktada Birgiin gazetesinin katilimcilar tarafindan Kirt meselesine hem olumlu
hem de olumsuz yaklasan yayin organlari arasinda yer aldigi, gazete ile ilgili farkl yaklagimlarin
oldugunu séylemek mimkunddr.
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2.2.
1990’h Yillarda Medya
ve Kurt Meselesi

Soru formunun ikinci bo&lumdad, katiimcilarin 1990’1 yillarda Kurt meselesi ve medya arasindaki
iliskiye dair goéruslerine ve yine katiimcilarin bu dénemdeki haber kaynaklarina dair sorulara ayrildi.
Katilimcilara 1990l yillarda toplumsal olaylardan ne sekilde haberdar olduklari soruldugunda,
televizyon ve gazeteler ilk sirada yer alan cevaplar oldu: Ozgiir Glindem, Yeni Yiizyil, Radikal,
Hiirriyet, Sabah, Milliyet gibi gazeteler, ATV, Show TV, Kanal 7 gibi anaakim TV kanallari dillendirilen
medya kuruluslari arasindaydi. Cevaplar arasinda yine, ganak antenler yoluyla ulasilan Med TV ve Roj
TV kanallari da yer aliyordu. Diyarbakir'dan gazeteci katilimci bu durumu su s&zlerle aktardi: “Kartlerin
1995'ten sonra kendilerini Tlrk medyasina bagl hissetmediklerini gérdim. Kurtler, ¢ift canakla
Avrupa Uzerinden yayin yapan Kurt medyasi ile tanigtiktan sonra Kurtlerle ilgili dogru haberi oradan
almaya basladilar.” Birkag katiimci ise haberleri medyadan ziyade, ya medya igerisinde tanidiklari ve
glivendikleri kisileri arayarak (Sanlurfa, Gazeteci), kimi zaman partiler, sivil toplum &rgtitleri,
muhtarlardan ya da diger insanlardan (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), kimi zaman da yerel halktan aldiklarini
(Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) belirtmislerdir. Yukarida dillendirilen kaynaklar, ayni zamanda katilimcilarin
haberleri takip ettikleri temel mecralar olmustur.

Katilimcilara 1990’li yillarda medyanin Kirt meselesine bakisinin nasil oldugu da soruldu.
Katiimcilarin énemli bir kismi, 1990°h yillarda medyanin Kirt meselesinden bihaber oldugunu
(Diyarbakir, Medya Yoneticisi), Kirt meselesini ele alirken de “Kurt'ten dedil, terdristten” bahsettigini
vurguladi (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). D&nemin medyasinin “dlUsmanlastirici, irkgi, ayrimei” (istanbul, STK
temisilcisi), “inkarcl, retgi, cok askeri, siddetli” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) ve “kutuplastirici ve tek tarafli”
(Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) bir dili benimsedidi vurgulandi. Katiimcilara gbére bunun temel sebebi
medyanin devlet ve asker merkezli bir bakiginin olmasiydi. Donemin medyas! “devlet eksenli bakig
agisina sahipti ve Kirt meselesinin ¢6zUmu yéninde veya toplumsal barigi saglama ydninde vaatleri
yoktu” (Diyarbakir, Siyasetci). Medya, “TSK’nin yayin organi” olarak “asimilasyon kafasiyla galisiyordu”
(Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Bir katilimcinin ifadesi ile,

Tansu Ciller’in 6nemli bir s6zi var, “asker sak diye sdyler, ben sak diye yaparim” ayni sey
asker sak diye soyler, Turk medyasi sak diye yazar. Ozgur Ulke gazetesinin
bombalanmasi, Kiirt gazetecilerin katledilmesi, bunlarin hepsi tek tip gazeteciligin insa
edilmesi amacinin bir pargasiydi. Fakat o ddnemde de namuslu gazeteciler vardi, dyle
veya bdyle 90’lardan buraya aktarildi. (istanbul, Gazeteci)

Bununla birlikte, bugunle karsilastinidiginda medyanin 1990’ yillarda Kirt meselesine
bakisinin “birkag tik daha iyi” oldugunu, o dénemde bdlge ile ilgili haberlere yer verilebildigini ve
kdse yazisi yazilabildigini (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), “sansiir kullanilmayan ve olani bize direkt veren bir
bakis acgisi oldugundan dolayr” daha objektif bir yaklasimin oldugunu belirtenler de vardir (Sanliurfa,
Gazeteci). Bu yaklasima gore, 1990’larda “daha &zgur bir tartisma ortami vardi,” érnegin “Birand
Beyrut’a gidip Ocalan ile réportaj yaptl. Orhan Dodan ile Alparslan TUrkes'in karsilikll Kirt meselesini
konustudu bir zaman. Ahmet Altan’in, Ahmet Kaya’nin yaptigi programlar var” (istanbul, Gazeteci).
Bir katilimci, inkarci, baskicl ve ayrimci medya dilinin hakim oldugu bir ortamda, Mehmet Ali Birand,
Cengiz Candar gibi isimlerin konuya dair daha demokratik bir perspektif sunabildiklerini
belirtmektedir (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci; Van, Gazeteci).
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Katilimcilara Kirt meselesi baglaminda 1990l yillardan unutamadiklari bir haber olup
olmadigi sorulmus ve ekseriyetle cinayet, iskence, kdy bosaltma ve benzeri olumsuz ve garpici
haberler hatirlanmig ve dillendirilmigstir: “Hizbullahgilarin cinayetlerini, infaz haberlerini hatirliyorum”
(Sanhurfa, Gazeteci, Aktivist); “Beyaz Toroslar meselesi var. Ben o zaman ¢ocuktum ama sonra ben
onu dergilerde okudum” (, Sanliurfa, Hukukgu); “Ahmet Kaya'ya yapilanlara iligkin haberleri
hatirlyorum” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci); “97-98 yillinda kdye ddnuUsle ilgili bir haber vardl. Beni ¢ok
derinden etkilemisti” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci); “6ldlrlimuUs bir kisinin cesedini tankin arkasina takip
cektikleri bir gorintt vardi” (Sanlurfa, Gazeteci); “Halepge Katliamini diyebilirim. Bu sorundan kagip
gelen 30.000 insanin Diyarbakir ve Mus’a gelmesiydi” (Sanhurfa, Yazar); “Musa Anter’in éldirdimesi.
Namik Taranci cinayeti” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

2.3.
Coziim Siireci'nde
Medyanin Yaklagsimi

Niteliksel analizimizin bu bdliminde, katiimcilara Turkiye medyasinin C6zim Sireci'ne
yaklagiminin nasil oldugunu ayrintili bir sekilde ortaya koyabilmek adina bir dizi soru ydneltilmistir. Bu
sorulardan ilki, C6zUm SUreci boyunca medyanin sirece yaklagimini nasil gérdukleri UGzerinedir.
Verilen cevaplarin U¢ grupta toplandigi gorulur -ki cogunluk birinci grupta yer alir:

1) CbzUm Sireci’nde medyanin tavrinin olumlu oldugunu ama bunun medyadan degil,
iktidarin C6zUm Sureci'ne yaklasimi ile ilgili oldugunu iddia edenler. Bu g&rlste olanlara gbére
medyanin, C6zUm Slreci biter bitmez eski catismaci diline dénmesinin arkasindaki sebep budur.

GCok pozitifti. Pozitif olmasinin nedeni iktidarin ¢6ziim siirecine olumlu yaklagimiydi.
(Sanhurfa, Gazeteci, Aktivist)

Onceki yillara kiyasla daha yapici bir tavir igindeydi. Yillardan beri bildikleri Kiirtleri
Amerika’yi kesfeder gibi yeniden kesfediyormus gibi davraniyorlardi. Resmi olarak devlet
tanimaya basladigi icin medya da taniyordu. (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

Kahir ekseriyeti daha sagduyulu, demokratik bir dil kullanmaya dikkat eden, 6zen
gosteren bir durumdaydi. Fakat bu durumun konjonktiirel oldugu da sonradan ortaya
cikti. Ama tabii o dénem kesinlikle daha iyi bir medya vardi. (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

Medya, 6nce ¢dzlim siirecini destekler gibi rol aldi, sonra riizgara dogru yon aldi, zaten
bana sorarsan ¢6ziim siireci gok samimi bir siire¢ degildi. (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

2) Medyanin tutumunu olumlu ve yapici olarak géren yaklagim: “Eskiyle kiyaslayinca %80 ile
medyanin dili degisti. Baris stireci, tim Turkiye’de bir firsatt, medya da nasibini almisti. insanlar silahin
dilini degdil de barisin dilini konugsmaya baslamisti” (Sanliurfa, Gazeteci); “C6zUm slrecinin yarattidi
olumlu atmosfer medyayi da etkiledi” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

3) Medyanin tutumunu, olumlu gérmekle birlikte aslinda niyetler ve baglantilar agisindan
olumsuz degerlendirmeler de vardi.
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Katilimcilarin yine blyUk bir cogunlugu, meydanin bir aktdr olarak C6zUm Sdreci’'nde olumliu
bir rol oynayamadigini belirtti. Verdikleri diger yanitlara paralel olarak, medyanin devlete ve siyasal
iktidara bagimli yapisi, bunun arkasindaki temel nedendi. Katilimcilara gére medya, her ne kadar
G6zUm Sidreci'nde, dnceki ddnemlere gdére daha olumlu ve barisgil bir performans gosterse de, bu,
devletin onlara bictigi bir rol oldugu igin kisith kaldi. Cinkd Diyarbakirdan gazeteci katilimcinin sézleri
ile “Medyanin roll ydnetenlerin onlara bictigi rol kadardl.” Ayni yargl, bir bagka katilimci tarafindan
su s&zlerle dillendirildi: “Medyaya devlet tarafindan bir rol verilmisti, o bu role uygun davrandi demek,
daha dogru olur” (Sanlurfa, Hukukgu). Bahsi gegen dénemde medyanin desteginin “iktidarin
politikasini destekleme gibi bir ydnl vardi” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) ve “medya gerekli destedi vermis
olsaydi, ¢6zUm sUreci bu kadar cabuk sona ermezdi, ya da bu kadar nedensiz sekilde son veriimesine
izin verilmezdi. Medya bu anlamda ¢6zUm silrecinin bir pargasi olmadi” (Diyarbakir, Siyasetgi).

Katimcilar icerisinde klgUk bir azinlik olarak tanimlanabilecek olan birkag kisi ise medyanin
stirecteki olumlu rolinln altini gizdi. Ornegdin bir katilimcl medyanin Cézim Sireci’nde bir aktdr
olarak olumlu rol oynadigini ve bdylelikle “toplumun %80’ini ¢6zUm sUrecini destekler duruma
geldigini” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) belirtti. Baska bir katiimci (istanbul, Gazeteci) az da olsa medyanin
olumlu bir rol oynadigini, “onlar da bir caba igerisindeydiler, insanlara da bu sorun ¢dzllecek, Kirt
meselesi ¢dzllecek seklinde umutlandiran haberler veriyorlardi” diyerek belirtti.

C6zUm SUreci’ne yaklagim agisindan medyada nasil kamplagmalar ve gruplagmalar oldugu
soruldugunda birbirinden farklilasan yanitlar verildi. Katilimcilardan bazilari, sreci destekleyenler ve
daha temkinli destekleyenler arasinda ayrima gittiler. Bazi katilimcilarsa temel ayrimin sireci
destekleyenlerle sUrecin igletiime sekline itiraz edenler arasinda oldugunun altini ¢izdi. Bunun disinda
ilgili medya blogunun belirleyici nitelikleri Gzerinden de ayrimlara gidildi: Kirt medyasi ve devlete
yakin medya (liberal medya ve milliyet¢i medya; )slrece karsi olan cemaat medyas! ve sireci
destekleyen medya ayrimi yapildi.

Bu gruplarin meseleye bakiglari bakimindan ayriksi bir yerde tarif edilen iktidara yakin medya
kuruluslarinin konjonkturel yaklasimi oldu. Katiimcilarin neredeyse timune gdére, iktidara yakin
medya icin esas olan sey meselenin kendisinden ziyade siyasi konjonktUrin ta kendisi idi. “Kart
medyasini ayri koyalim. Devletin kullandidi medya araglari epey konjonktureldi” (istanbul, STK
temsilcisi).

Medyanin C&zUm Sdreci’'nin  butin yodnleri ile tartigimasina bir zemin olusturup
olusturmadigi soruldugunda katiimcilar tarafindan &nceki cevaplara oranla ¢cok daha olumlu bir
gergeve sunuldugundan bahsetmek mumkandir. ilk olarak olumsuz yorumlardan baslayacak
olursak medya C6zUm SUreci’'nde “olan biteni seyredip yazmak” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), “arastiran ve
sorgulayan bir konumda olmamak ve kendi basina bir aktér olmamak” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci),
“konuyu igsellestirmemek” (Diyarbakir, Siyasetgi) ile elestirildi. Bir baska elestiri ise medyanin partizan
yapisi Uzerineydi:

Medya, her iki aktére esit yaklagsarak durumun tartisiilmasina imkan saglamadi. Tam
tersine her iki tarafin medyasi kendi politik algisina gore bir yol izledi. AKP medyasil,
slirece ne kadar pozitif ve ahlakli yaklastigini anlatti. HDP medyasi, ayni sekilde ne kadar
dogdru ve etik yaklagtigini anlatti. (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci)

Bu olumsuz tablonun kargisinda ise medyanin C6zUm SUreci’nde édnemli bir tartisma zemini
sundugunu iddia edenler yer aldi. Medya, ¢6zim sitirecinde daha énceden Uzerinde konusulamayan,
tartigilamayan konulari ve duyulmayan sesleri kamuoyunun gindemine getirdi. Bu katilimcilara gére
medya, C6zUm Slreci'nde “kdse yazilariyla, dusince yazilaryla epey bir katki sundu; ¢6zim
slrecinde akademisyenler, sivil toplum 6rgitleri katki sunmak ve konusmak istiyorlardi” (Sanliurfa,
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Gazeteci). Medyanin “ciddi katkisi” oldugunu belirten bir diger katimci, C6zim Stireci boyunca Kdirt
siyasetgilerinin Tlrk kamuoyunda mesruiyet kazanmasinda ve sonrasindaki segim basarisinda
medyanin rold oldugunu vurguladr: “Kurt siyasetcilerinin &zellikle Selahattin Demirtag’'in anaakimda
gdrulmesi, agik oturum Programlarina katiliyor olmasi, géz éniinde olmasi, 7 Haziran basarisini da
beraberinde getirdi” (Van, Gazeteci). Akil insanlar heyetinde yer alan bir katilimci, medyanin
¢6zUmcul ve bariscil dilinin sahadaki yansimalarinin altini gizmigtir:

Her y6niliyle medyada tartigmalar yapiliyordu. Bir bélgedeki Akil insanlar heyetindeydim.
ilk kez bir kamusal bir yerde tartismalar yapiliyordu. Glinlin sonunda kimse kimseyi
dévmiyordu. Her gittigimiz ilde mutlaka bir sehit ailesine gidiyorduk ve gittigimiz her
evdeki tutum olumluydu. Gittigimiz bir aile ile yaptigimiz sohbette medyada
konusulanlardan onlarin da bahsettigini gérdiik ve bu konusulanlarin fikirlerinde
degisiklige neden oldugunu gérdiik. Medyanin olumlu dilinin sahadaki karsiligiyla
karsilastik. (istanbul, Hukukgu)

Olumlu géruslerin yani sira medyanin CézUm Sdreci’nin her ydnUyle tartisiimasini saglamakta
tam olarak basarili olamasa ve “zemin yaratamasa da bir kapi aralayabildigini” (Sanliurfa, Gazeteci)
vurgulayanlar da oldu. Bir bagka katiimci (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) medyanin bu rolini “&n agici” olarak
adlandirdi. C6zUm Sureci dncesi ile kiyaslandiginda, son derece cesur ve genis tartismalar ytrttulse
de “ayrilikgilik” gibi esasli konular tartisilamadi (Batman, Hukukgu).

Medyanin C6zUm SUreci aktdrlerinin perspektiflerini medyaya yeterince tasiyip tasimadiklari
soruldu ve neredeyse tium katilimcilar, medyanin bu konuda yetersiz oldugunu belirtti. Buna
medyanin bagdimsiz olmamasi, medyanin her daim bir siyasi olusumun uzantisi olarak davranmasi
sebep gdsterildi: “Herkesin medyasi kendi perspektifini verdi. Ortaklasan bir anlayig yoktu. HDP, kendi
istedigi ¢c6zUmU medyasina yansitiyordu. AKP ise kendi perspektifiyle ¢&zUmUind medyaya
sunuyordu” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci); “Ak Parti medyasi, kendi bakis agisini verirken HDP medyasi da
buna gbre medyada bir perspektif verdi. Bagimsiz medyanin olmadidi yerde, herkes kendi tarafinin
s6zclliginde bir yayin akisi gerceklestirdi” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Buradan hareketle, katilimcilara
gore, farkl ve cesitlenen perspektiflerin yansitildigi degil, herkesin kendi mahallesinde, kendi
mahallesine seslendidi bir durumla karsi karsiya kalindi. Bununla birlikte, medyanin her iki partiye de
“esit alanlar actigini” (Van, Gazeteci) vurgulayan katilimcilar da oldu.

Medyanin ¢6zUm surecine kadinlarin gézinden bakip, kadinlarin katki vermelerini tegvik edip
etmedigi, goérigmede deginilen baska bir konu oldu. istanbul’dan gazeteci katilimcinin
degerlendirmesi sdyle: “TUrkiye medyasi, erkektir. Glcldn yaninda, gigsizidn karsisindadir.”

Bu soruya verilen cevaplari Uge ayirmak mUmkianduar. Birinci gruptakiler annelere yapilan
vurgu ile kadin bakig agisinin medyaya tagindigini iddia etmektedir. Buna gdre “iki tarafin da
annelerinin ¢6zUm slrecinin igerisinde olmasi gerektigini séylemesi” (Diyarbakir, Medya Y&neticisi)
ile medya iyi bir tavir géstermistir. “Ozel olarak kadin merkezli bir ¢dzim olmasa da kadinlarin
yodunlukta oldugu bir cogulculuk vardi” diyen katihmci da (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) anneler Uzerine
yapilan haberlere géndermede bulundu. ikinci grup ise annelere yapilan bu vurgunun kadin
perspektifi sunmaktan uzak oldugunu vurguladi. Ornegin bir katiimci (Sanliurfa, Hukukgu) kadinlarin
ancak “analar aglamasin benzeri ajitatif séylemler” egliginde ele alindigini belirtti. Anne sdylemi ile
kadin bakig agisi arasindaki iligki, bagka bir katilimci tarafindan su sdzlerle 6zetlendi:
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Bazi haberler hatiriyorum ama bir kadin bakis agisi mi bir anne bakis agisi mi mesela.
Bana gore daha ¢ok bir anne bakis agisi, hani merhamet uyandiricisi olarak. Bir siyasal
sdylem olarak kullandigi bir haber dili vardi. Kayitlara acilari en ¢ok gekenlerin annelerin
oldugu baskisi vardi. Ama bunun digsinda bana sanki kadin bakig agisi deyince, hani
anaakimda feminist bir bakis agisi hatirlamiyorum. Ama anneci bir bakis acgisi vardi. (Mus,
STK temsilcisi)

Bir baska katiimci (istanbul, Gazeteci) ise, “maalesef, olay sadece ‘analar aglamasin’
boyutunda kaldi diyerek, elestirisini dillendirdi.” Uclinc gruptakiler ise hepten kadin perspektifinin
ve kadinin yoklugundan dem vurdular: “Medya ¢6zim slUrecinde kadin bakis agisini eksik verdi.
Tarkiye, kadin hareketini ¢6zUm slrecinde géremedik” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci); “Medya, kadin gdzlyle
hi¢bir zaman bakmadi. Sadece C6zUm sUrecinde degil, C6zUm Sureci’nin éncesinde de sonrasinda
da higbir zaman kadin gdzlyle bakmadi. Kadina obje gdzlyle bakti” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

Bir bagka soru da katiimcilarin medyanin C6zUm Sureci'nde c¢ocuklarin yararina bir
yaklagimini hatirlayip hatirlamadiklar Gzerineydi. Cok sayida katilimcinin bu konuya “hatirlamiyorum”
cevabini vermesi bile katimcilara gére konunun ne kadar az dnemsendigini gosterdi. Konuyla ilgili
yorumda bulunan birkag katilimci ise medyanin tutumumun k&tl oldudunu, “tas atan cocuklar”
benzeri k&tU ve sucglayici etiketlerin kullanildiginin altini gizdi (istanbul, Hukukgu). Bununla birlikte
“Zarok TV'nin o dénemde en parlak ddnemini yasadigini ve Mor Yayinlar’'nin o zaman kuruldugunu”
belirten katilimcilar da oldu (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

Katiimcilardan medyanin Dolmabahge goérismesine yaklasimini degerlendirmeleri ve
yaklagimi 1ile 10 arasinda (1 gok k&tU, 10 ¢ok iyi) notlandirmalari istendiginde katilimcilarin su sekilde
dagildiklar gérilmustir: Notlandirma yapanlarin yaklasik dortte biri 0-2 puan, yaklasik yarisi 4-6 puan
ve geri kalan yaklasik dortte biri de 8 ile 9 arasinda notlandirma yapmis ve bdylelikle not ortalamasi
10 Uzerinden 5 olmustur. En disik notu veren katihmci (Diyarbakir, Medya Y&neticisi) su
degerlendirmede bulunmustur: “ilkin umutlu bir dil kullanildi ama sonradan Recep Tayyip Bey’'in
tavrindan sonra medyanin da dili degisti.” Bir baska katiimci da (Sanlurfa, Yazar) strecin seffaf bir
sekilde sunulmamasini, olumsuz degerlendirmesinin temel sebebi olarak belirtti: “Tam bir gizdi. Arka
plan yoktu. Bilgi sahibi olamadik.” Bununla birlikte medyanin yaklasimini olumlu gérenler, medyanin
buyUk bir bdIiminin Dolmabahge gdrismelerini destekledigini ve olmasi gereken bir dille ele
aldigini belirtti (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

Medyanin CézUm Sdreci boyunca en ¢ok takdir ettigi isimlerin kimler oldugu ve bunun
nedeni soruldugunda c¢ok farkli isimlerin dillendirildigi goridldld. Medyanin en ¢ok takdir ettigi
siyasetgiler arasinda en ¢ok dillendirilen Recep Tayyip Erdodan oldu. Erdodan’dan sonra en ¢ok
dillendirilen iki isim ise Efkan Ala ve Besir Atalay oldu. Sirr Streyya Onder, Selahattin Demirtas ve
Abdullah Ocalan, Kiirt cephesinden en cok dillendirilen isimler oldu. Bir katilimci (istanbul, Gazeteci)
bu slrecteki en ilging noktanin o gline kadar seytanlastiriimis olan Abdullah Ocalan’in “nihayet
TUrkiye medyasina derdini anlatabilmesi” oldugunu belirtti.

Katilimcilardan farkli medya gruplarinin ¢6zUm strecindeki performanslari O “¢ok kotd”, 10
“cok iyi” olmak Uzere notlandirmalari istenmistir. Kanal-D, Sabah gibi medya kuruluslarini igine alan
anaakim medyaya verilen notlarin  ortalamasi  5,6; islami-muhafazakdr medya olarak
adlandirilabilecek, aralarinda Yeni Safak gibi gazetelerin oldugu medya grubunun ortalamasi 5,25;
Cumhuriyet, T24 gibi sol-sekller medya grubunda yer alanlarin ortalamasi 4,16’dir. Burada dikkat
cekici olan nokta, ana-akim medyanin en yUksek notlari toplamig olmasidir. Bu durum, blyuik oranda
anaakim medya ve muhafazakar medyanin hikUmetten badimsiz bir inisiyatif almamasi ve
hUikimetle celisen ifadelere o dbnem kagmamasiyla alakall olarak okunabilir. Son olarak, Aydinlik,
Oda TV, Sézcii gibi medya kuruluslarini icine alan milliyetgi-ulusalci medyaya verilen notlarin
ortalamasi ise 0,9'dur.
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C6zUm SUreci boyunca konuya yaklagimi takdir edilen medya kuruluslari soruldugunda
“Islamci medya, liberal yazarlar ve sol yazarlar’in konuya iyi yaklastiklari, milliyetcilerin de “olayi
sekteye ugratmamak igin ellerinden geleni yaptidi vurgulandi” (Sanhurfa, Hukukgu). Olumlu anlamda
en cok dillendirilen yayin organi Radikal olurken, bunu Taraf, Bianet, IMC ve Yeni Safak izledi.
Yaklagimlari hi¢ bedenilmeyen medya kuruluglari arasinda da milliyetci ve ulusalci olarak adlandirilan
medya kurulusglar dillendirildi: Aydinlik, Ortadogu, Yeni¢ag, Oda TV ve S6zcu gibi.

C6zUm strecinde medyanin yaklagimi Uzerine bu bolimin son sorusu bir &zelestiri
sorusuydu bir agidan da. Kirt medyasinda ¢alismig veya halen galigan katilimcilara “Buginden dénUp
baktiginizda Kart basininin CézUm Sireci'ne genel yaklasimi Uzerine bir degerlendirme yapacak
olsaniz kisaca ne sdylerdiniz? (Bir elestiri/dzelestiri intiyaci gdrliiyor musunuz?)” sorusu ydneltilimis ve
farkli degerlendirmeler sunulmustur. Kdrt medyasinin C6zUm Sureci’'ndeki performansina dair
elestirileri birka¢ grupta toplamak mUmkuanddr. ilk grup elestiri Kurt basinin Kurt siyasal hareketinin
s6zcUsl konumunda olmasini, bu sebeple de sahip olmasi gereken bagimsizliktan yoksun oldugunu
dile getiren elestirilerdir. Bir katilimcinin (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) sdzleri ile “Kurt basini da diger basin
gibi bir siyasetin s6zcllugini yapmaktadir.” Ayni katiimci “biraz daha objektif yaklagmanin” faydali
olacagini “medyanin bir siyasete fazlaca taraf olmasinin gerceklerin gézden kagmasina neden
olabildigini” de vurgulamigtir. Benzer bir sekilde diger katihmci da su s&zlerle yaygin medya ile Kirt
medyas! arasindaki benzerlige dikkat ¢cekmigtir: “TUrk medyasi igin yaptigim birgok elestiri aslinda
KUrt medyasi igin de gegerlidir. Kirt medyasi, Kirt siyasetinden bagdimsiz davranamadigi icin gergek
islevini gbsteremiyor. Nasil ki KUrt belediyeleri, gercekte belediyecilikle birlikte siyaset yapiyorsa, Kirt
medyas! da habercilikle birlikte Kirt siyaseti yapiyor” (Batman, Hukukgu). Medya badimsizligina
yapilan bu vurgu, baska bir alintida da karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir: “Kuirt basinin ézellikle TUrkiye'de yayin
yapan organlari, tipki iktidara bagdh yayin yapan organlar gibi onlar da érglite bagdli bir ajandaya
sahipler. Buna ydnelik bir yayin yapiyor ve etkileri sinirli kaliyor. Siddete, ¢catismaya mesafeli degiller.
Dolayisiyla hem gergegdi iskalayan hem de ¢ok fazla taraf olduklari icin daha blyuk kitleye ulagsmayi
engelleyen taraflari var” (istanbul, Gazeteci).

ikinci grup elestiri Kiirt medyasinin Cézim Slreci'ndeki ideolojik tutumuna yénelikti. Kirt
medyasinin “ideoloji ile var olan slireg arasinda kararsiz kaldigi” (Diyarbakir, Medya y&neticisi),
meseleyi “HDP ve 6rgUtiin megruiyet kazanimi olarak algilayip yansitmasi... Milli bir refleks ve politika
gelistirememesi” (Sanlurfa, Hukukgu), “diger sol fraksiyonlardan gok etkilenmesi” (istanbul, Hukukgu)
dillendirilen elestiriler arasindaydi. Diyarbakirdan gazeteci katihmcinin s&zleri ile ANF gibi “Kart
kamuoyunun en ¢ok takip ettigi” kurulusglarin “savag devam ediyormusg gibi davranmasi” &zellikle
genglerin  &fkesini ve tepkisini artirdi. (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Kurt medyasinin yayincilidi
Diyarbakir'dan gazeteci katihmcinin sézleri ile su sekilde &zetlendi:

Kirt medyasi, ne yazik ki bir blitlinliik halinde hareket etmedi. Tek tarafli bir yayin
politikasi, bakis agisi vardi. Duygusal yaklagimlar da gériiyorduk meselelerde, daha
kapsayici dil de kullanabilirdi. Mesela az 6nce dedik ya Tiirk medyasi bir dénem destek
verdi, bir dénem destegi geri ¢cekti. Kiirt medyasinda da bu sekilde yayin politikasi gelisti.
Dolayisiyla her iki bakig agisini dogru bulmuyorum.

Kdrt medyasinin ¢6zim surecinde bir tartisma platformu islevi gérememesi ve meseleyi
kamusallagtirmada yetersiz kalmasi, ydneltilen bir baska elestiriydi. Bir katiimcinin net ifadeleri ile
“yurdtllen tartigmalar halka yeterince iyi anlatilmadi, Kirt basini, bu strecte protokol basini olarak
kaldi, halkin slirece daha fazla dahil etmek igin cabalamasi lazimdi” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Bir baska
katilimci, sUrecin ¢cok daha dogru anlatilabilecegine, daha derin analiz edilebilecegine, kadin ve
cocuk perspektifinin daha fazla yansitilabilecedine vurgu yapti (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Ayrica Kirt
medyasinin C6zUm Sdreci'ni kendi anladigr sekliyle sunmasi ve tartigmaya agcmamasi en bUydk
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problemdi; Kirt medyasi slrecin nasil yurGtdldigint de denetlemeliydi, ama bunu yapmadi
(Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Bir katilimci, Kirt medyasinin, C6zUm Silreci’ni kamusallastirma konusunda
HDP’nin gerisinde kaldigini su sdzlerle ifade etti: “Kurt medyasinin HDP kadar TUrkiye kamuoyuna
seslenemedigini digintyorum. Normalde HDP, Kirt medyasi Uzerinde sesini duyurmaya galisir ama
dyle degildi tam tersi oldu” (istanbul, Gazeteci).

Son elestiri ise Kart medyasinin C6zUm Sdreci'ni bir “zafer edasi ile” kimi zaman da
“sogukkanliliktan uzak” “asir bir 6zglvenle” karsiladigina dairdi. (Sanlurfa, Gazeteci, Aktivist). Bir
bagka katilimcilya gdére Kurt medyasinin streci askeri ve siyasi bir zafer olarak gérmesi toplumda
blyUk bir beklentinin olusmasina sebep olmustur: “Kendisi yukaridan belirledigi bir zafer dilinin,
sadece belirledigi bazi kurumlara sUrecin angaje yuritlilmesini saglayan bir tarz tutturdu. Bu da ciddi
bir hataydi, ve Kirt siyaseti Uzerine elestirel dlslinceye de higbir sekilde izin vermedi” (Mus, STK
temsilcisi). Bir katiimci da medyanin daha sogukkanli bir yaklasim benimseyebilecedini ama bunun
yerine Orgutun “tehditvari sdylemlerinin sirekli olarak manset yapilarak” tansiyonun yUkseltildigini
sdyledi (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Medyanin olaylara sakin yaklagmnamasi ya da “yavas yavas eritilmesi
gereken bir durum olarak yaklasmamasi” empati yoksunluguna yol acti (Sanhurfa, Gazeteci).

Bu aciklamalardan da anlagiliyor ki katilimcilar arasinda Turkiye yaygin medyasi kadar Kurt
medyasinin slrecteki tutumunu problemli bulanlar da var. Oyle ki bu ifadeler, stirecin tamama
ermemesinde Kuirt medyasina da negatif bir rol bigiyorlar. Calisgmamizin ¢ézdm sUreci dncesinde,
¢6zUm slreci esnasinda ya da sonrasinda Kirt sorununun medyada nasil temsil edildigini, stirece
iliskin haber ¢ercevelerinin ne oldugunu ve ¢6zUm surecinde medyada dolagima giren sdylemlerin
incelenmesini kapsamadigini bu noktada bir daha hatirlamakta yarar var. Bu nedenle bu ifadeleri bu
arastirma kapsaminda dogru ya da kulaga dogru gelmiyor seklinde degerlendirmek mimkun degil.
Bu degerlendirmeler sadece katilimcilarin strece iliskin hafizasini ve medyaya iligkin algisini ifade
eden degerlendirmelerdir. Bu nedenle dodru ya da yanlig olmalari bakimindan degil, bir hissiyat,
alglyl ifade etmeleri bakimindan bu calisma icin dnemlidir.

24.
Coziim Siireci’'nden Bugiine

Raporumuzun ve soru formumuzun bu bolimund, katilimcilarin, Tlrkiye’de medyanin
¢dzUm strecinin bitisinden sonraki tavir ve tutumu hakkindaki gériglerine ayirdik. ilk soru da Cézim
SuUreci’nin bitip de ¢atismalarin baglamasinin medyanin meseleye yaklagimini ne sekilde etkiledidi
oldu. Katilimcilarin neredeyse tamami medyanin C6zUm Sureci sonrasindaki ani ve olumsuz
dénUsundn altini gizdiler: “Medya, olumsuz anlamda 180 derece déndu, dnce PKK’nin aleyhine déndU
sonra bana gére Kdirtlerin aleyhine dondl” (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Medyanin tavrinin “bir anda
degdistigini” belirten katimci (Sanliurfa, Hukukgu) bunun sebebini “medyanin hizmet etme sirecinin
bitmesine” bagladl. C6zUm surecinin bitmesiyle medya, “savag medyas! gibi ¢aligmaya bagladl”
(istanbul, Gazeteci), “catigmalari devam ettirecek bir dil” kullanmasinin sebebi de “medyanin hakikati
bulma derdinin olmamasi, herkesin politik, ideolojik bir gruba bagimli oldugu i¢in disinememesiydi”
(Diyarbakir, Medya y&neticisi). Medyanin iktidara bu denli bagimli olmasi, C6zUm Slreci konusunda
medyanin ve iktidarin tutumunun ayni olmasini beraberinde getirdi.

Medyaninki, devletin ihtiyacina denk diisen bir barig séylemiydi. Yani barig siirecinden
catigma slirecine gegiste bir ara sire¢ géormedik. Cok hizli, bir yeni siirece angaje olan bir
dili dogrudan kurdu. (Mus, STK temsilcisi)
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Bir bagka ortak vurgu ise medyanin ¢ok hizli bir sekilde eski aligkanliklarina geri ddndigine
dairdi. C6zUm Sureci bitince medya da “1990’larin gazeteciligini yapmaya devam etti” (Diyarbakir,
Gazeteci). Katilmcilardan gelen bir bagka elestiri ise slirecin bitmesinin ardindan neden bittiginin
sorgulanmamasi, konunun Uzerine gidilmemesi ve meselenin sorgulanmamasi oldu (Diyarbakir,
Siyasetci). Medyanin bu keskin dénlsl badimsizliktan ve ilkelerden yoksunlukla agiklandi siklikla.
Diyarbakirdan gazeteci katiimci “medyanin bir omurgasinin olmamasini, barig gazeteciliginin
olmamasini ve demokrasi bilincinin yetersizligini” sorunun kaynaklari olarak gdsterdi: “Medyanin
anlik siyasi direktiflere gbre yénetilmesi, barig zemininin olugmasini gtglestiriyor.”

C6zUm Sureci sonrasinda medyada yasanan déntsumle ilgili &nemli bir saptama ise sosyal
medyanin artan dnemine dairdi. Katilimcilardan biri, yazili basinin etkisinin azaldigini, sosyal
medyadan haberlere hizla ulagilabildigini belirtti. Bu da beraberinde denetlenmesi zor, dogrulugu
tartismaya acik haberlerin yayilmasini beraberinde getirdi (Batman, Hukukgu).

Katilimcilarin medyanin Kirt meselesi ve C&zUm Sureci’'ne dair Urettigi bir dizi sdylem
hakkindaki gorUslerini aldik ve bu sdylemleri 1 “¢ok olumsuz” 10 “¢ok olumlu” olmak Uzere
notlandirmalarini istedik.

e Kalkinmaci S6ylem - “Bdlgenin ekonomik olarak gelismesi Kirtlerin taleplerini zayiflatir. Kirt
Sorunu ¢6zullrse bdlge gelisir, TUrkiye blyUr” - ortalama puan, 3,5

Verilen dUguk puandan da anlagilacagi Uzere, katiimcilar bu séylemi Kirt sorununun esasini
ve temel boyutlarini kavramaktan uzak bir yaklasim olarak gérmektedir. Bir katiimcinin sézleri ile
“Tahakkim edemeyeceginiz tek kod kultlirdir ve Kirtlerin temel problemi kdilttreldir” (Sanliurfa,
Hukukgu). Bu sdylemin cumhuriyetten bu yana sdylenen ve etkili olmayan bir sGylem oldugu
vurgulanmigtir (Diyarbakir, Siyasetgi). Bagka bir katilimci ise sorunun ekonomik bir boyutu olmakla
birlikte, aslen bir dil ve aidiyet sorunu olarak anlasiimasi gerektigini belirtir (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).
Daha elegtirel bir yaklagim ise bu sdylemi sadece yanlig dedil, gayri-ahlaki olarak da adlandirir: “Hig
ahlaki dedildir. Bunlar actir, dnlerine bir sey atalim, sorun biter demek ahlaki degildir” (Sanlurfa,
Gazeteci). Ayrica kalkinmaci sGylemin her zaman devletin yaninda ve y&resinde olan kisilerle,
agalarla, siyasal patronajla sinirli kaldigini vurgulayan bir elestiri de mevcuttur (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

e Din Kardesligi S6ylemi - “Kurtler de mmetin bir parcasidir, hepimiz kardesiz.” - ortalama
puan 2,6

“Tdrkiye’de yaganan islam, kardeslik doktrini Uretmekten uzaktir” (Sanlurfa, Hukukgu)
Katilimcilarin en digtk puan verdigi din kardegligi séyleminin de Kurt sorununun ¢ézimunde olumlu
bir rol oynayamayacagdi vurgulanmigtir. C6zUm Ureten bir sdylem olmanin &tesine gectigini sdyleyen
bir katihmci “gergek talepleri ertelemek icin kullanilan bir argimana dénustd” ifadesine yer verdi.
(Batman, Hukukgu). Bunun diginda TUrkiye'de “Turk-islamcilik sdyleminde bir devlet olgusunun”
varligi disinuldaginde “Ummet kardes sdylemi icerisinde Kirde kiguUk kardes rolU verilir ve kUgUk
kardes yine Tlrkce konusmalidir diyen, sakat bir séylemdir” (istanbul, Hukukgu).

e Analar aglamasin, Akan kan dursun sdylemi — ortalama puan 7,8
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Verilen puandan gorilecegdi Uzere katilimcilarin en olumlu degderlendirdikleri sdylem bu
olmustur. “insancill, bireye ve yasanan ortak aclya dokunan bir sdylem” oldugu igin karsi tarafi ikna
etme glcl ylksek olmustur (Sanliurfa, Hukukgu). Katilimcilar, bu sdylemi gergekgi bulmasalar,
sOylemin romantik ve naif olduguna vurgu yapsalar da insani olmasi bakimindan olumlamaktadirlar:

Bu politik s6ylem, kamusal alanda bunu séylemek faydalidir. Sadece buna sikistiracak bir
sOylem degildir. Birgok yerde is de géren bir séylemdir. Karadeniz’de galistigimiz zaman
bu séylem ¢ok ise yaradi. Hatta bir gerilla annesi ile bir sehit ailesi bulugsmustular. Mehmet
Ali Sahin de bunu ifade etti. Toplumda insanlarin birbirlerinin acilarini anlamasi igin etkili
bir ikna ydntemidir. (istanbul, Hukukgu)

e BulylUk devlet sdylemi - “TuUrkiye Kurt sorununu ¢ozerse Ortadogu’da lider devlet olur” -
ortalama puan 4,8

BUyuk devlet sdylemi, medyada Kirt meselesine ve C&zUm Sureci'ne dair Uretilen diger
sOylemlere gbre en azindan bazi katilimcilar tarafindan daha olumlu degerlendiriimektedir. Buna
gdre, TUrkiye’'nin, sorunlarini ¢cdzerse “siyasi ve ekonomik karsilidini alacagi” ve “daha giclu bir tlke
olacagd!” vurgulanmaktadir (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Bir baska katilimciya gdre de “Kirt sorununu ¢bdzen
bir Turkiye, Suriye bdlgesindeki Kirtler, Irak’taki Kirtler, iran’daki Kartler iliskileri anlaminda kilit bir
konumda” olacaktir.

Bu olumlu degerlendirmelerin kargisinda gli¢li devlet sdylemini “Turanci ve bos bir sdylem”
(Sanhurfa, Hukukgu), “kalkinma ile ilgili bir sdylem” (Sanliurfa, Gazeteci), “TUrkler igin gegerli ama
Kdrtler icin gegerli olmayan ¢ikarcl bir yaklagsim” (Diyarbakir, Medya y&neticisi), “i¢i bos bir sdylem”
(Sanhurfa, Hukukgu) ve “hastalikli bir yaklagim” olarak adlandiran katilimcilar da mevcuttur.

e DUz ovada siyaset sOylemi: KUrtler haklarini HDP Uzerinden, sivil ydntemlerle alsinlar -
ortalama puan 6,6

Katilimcilardan degerlendirmeleri istenen son sdylem 6begdi, diiz ovada siyaset sdylemi
olarak adlandirilabilecek, Kurtlerin haklarini siyasi ve barisgil ydntemlerle aramalarina yénelik ¢agri
olmustur. Degerlendirme yapan katilimcilarin nezdinde en yiksek puan ortalamasina sahip ve en
olumlu sekilde degerlendirilen ikinci sdylem de bu olmugtur. Katilimcilarin gogu, séylemin ¢ok saglikli
olmadigini, saglam bir glvenceye dayanmadigini sdylemekle birlikte “siyasete alan agmasi
bakimindan” bu sdylemi desteklemektedir (Diyarbakir, Siyasetgi).

Esas meselenin olmasi gereken nokta budur. Siireg, bu noktaya yaklastikga basarili
olunur. Bu nokta, Turkiye’yi daha demokratik yapar. Kiirt meselesini gzmez ama
demokratik alana tasir ve ¢dziime yaklagtirir. (istanbul, Hukukgu)

“Baris silahlarin degil, demokrasinin, siyasi alanin gdlgesinde yapilmali” diyen katimci, bu
sOylemi samimiyetsiz buldugunu, bizzat kayyum uygulamalarinin siyasi alani daralttigini
belirtmektedir: “Bir yandan demokrasi yolunu g&sterip diger yandan bu alanlari kapatma, tavir olarak
dogru gérinmiyor” (Sanliurfa, Gazeteci). Benzer bir sekilde diger bir katilimci ise “diiz ovada siyaset
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yapanlari ne yaptiklarini gérlyoruz” diyerek diz ovada siyaset sOyleminin samimiyetsiz oldugunu
vurgular (istanbul, Gazeteci). Yorumlardan da goérildiga Uzere siyasete cadr olumlu bulunmakia
birlikte ciddi bir glvensizlik de mevcuttur.

2.5.
Gelecek: Beklenti ve Oneriler

Raporumuzun niteliksel kisminin ve soru formunun son LAIUMUNG “Kirt meselesinin
¢6zUmu, catigmalarin sonlanmasi ve toplumsal barig insasi ydninde yeni bir mizakere ve uzlasi
sUreci i¢in” medyanin neler yapabilecedi ve yapmasi gerektigi meselesine ayirdik. Farklh dnerilerin
dillendirildigi bu bélimde katilimcilarin géraslerini ayrintili bir sekilde paylasmaya gayret edecegiz.

Katilimcilarin medyanin neler yapmasi gerektigi ile ilgili dnerileri birbirini tamamlar nitelikte
oldu. Tarafsizlik, bagimsizlik, etik degerler, mesafe, 6zgUrlik gibi anahtar kelimeler sikga dillendirildi.
En sik gindeme getirilen mesele, daha 6nceki sorulara verilen cevaplarla paralel bir sekilde
bagimsizlik ve objektiflik oldu. Medyanin kendini “politik ideolojilerden siyirmasi ve politik
ideolojilerin mdridi gibi davranmamasi gerektigi” ilk 6nerilerden biri oldu (Diyarbakir, Medya
yOneticisi). Medyanin dlizgln habercilik yapmasi gerektidi, bunun yolunun da belirli kesimlerin degil
“herkesin sesi olmasi” oldugu vurgulandi (istanbul, STK temsilcisi). Herkesin sesi olma stirecinde de
“sadece taraflar degil, 6zgin sivil toplum kuruluslarini, bagimsiz insanlari konusturarak bir yol haritasi
belirlemesi gerekir” (Sanhurfa, Gazeteci, Aktivist). Ayrica medyanin “ginimuz teknolojik verilerden
faydalanarak arastiran sorgulayan ve halkin sesini yansitan bir konumda” olmasi gerektigi vurgulandi
(Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Meydanin uluslararasi standartlarda “herkesin kabul ettigi bir anlayisa gegmesi
gerektigi”, patrona gdre davranmamasi ve ekonomik baglantilarin gidiminden de kurtulmasi
gerektigi belirtildi (Sanhurfa, Yazar).

Tarafsizhdin bir baska boyutu da devlet, siyaset, ordu ve sermaye gibi cesitli iktidar odaklarina
mesafeli olabilme ve bu odaklardan bagimsiz olabilmeyi igerir. Bir katiimci bu ilkeyi su sézlerle ifade
eder:

Medya bagimsiz olmus olsaydi, cok sey basaracakti. Siyasi iradenin pozitif bir beyanda
bulunmasi gerekir ki medya olumlu ve barigcil bir dil kullanabilsin. Siyasi irade ile
ortismeyen medya, yaptirimlara maruz kalacagi icin net tavir gésteremez. Yeni bir
miizakerenin iyi bir ilerleme saglayabilmesi icin iktidarin medyayi 6zgiir birakmasi yeterli
olacaktir. (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci).

Bir baska gazetecilik tanimi diger bir katiimcidan gelir:

Gazeteciligin devletlere ve glice olana yaklasimi ile ilgili glizel bir s6z vardir. Gazetecilik
temas ve mesafe meslegidir. Birinden haber almak i¢in onunla temasa geceriz, fakat o
kisiye ya da kuruma karsi mesafeyi koruyamazsak, glidiimiine girersek, onunla yakin
mesafede durursak, gergek isimizi yapamayiz. (Sanliurfa, Gazeteci)

Kart sorunun bariscil bir sekilde ¢dzllmesinde medyaya disen bir bagka gdrevse, baris dilini

o u

yayginlastirmaktir. Katilimcilar medyada “uzlasi ve barig dilinin yayginlagmasi gerektigini”, “vatan-
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millet-Sakarya tavrinin terk edilmesi gerektigini” vurgularlar (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci). Benzer bir sekilde
diger bir katihmci, medyanin “var gucliyle c¢alisarak ¢6zUmUn bir pargasi olmasi ve bu sesi
olabildigince ylksek ¢ikarmasi” gerektigini belirtir (Van, Gazeteci). Medyanin kapsayici bir dile sahip
olmasi ve Klrtlerin bu Ulkenin asli unsurlari oldugunu kabul etmeleri gerekmektedir (Diyarbakir,
Gazeteci). Bir katilimci ise medyanin “bir arada yagamanin neden gerekli oldugunu gdsterebilecegdini,
medyanin yeni bir dil olusturabilecegini” belirtir ve gazetelerin bir ginligine timuyle Kirtce
basiimasini dnerir (Diyarbakir, Hukukgu). BUtln bu éneriler bir katilimcinin “medya cesaretlendirici ve
umut verici bir role evrilmeli ve bunun Uzerinden ilkeler dizesiyle bir haber Gretmelidir” dnerisinde
ifade bulur (Diyarbakir, Siyasetgi).

Bir bagka somut &neriise Kurt meselesiile ilgili bGtin durumlari tim gercgeklidi ile anlatan bir
haber ajansinin kurulmasidir. Katiimci, (Sanliurfa, Hukukgu) bu haber ajansi igin Barig Ajansi adini
Onerir.

Son olarak, medyanin hem Tirkiye’de hem de dinyada yasananlardan ders c¢ikarmasi
gerektigi ve yasananlari iyi analiz etmesi gerektigi belirtilir. TUm dUnyadaki barig stdreci érneklerinin
inisli ¢ikisl oldugunu belirten katilimci (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci), Turkiye’de de durumun bdyle oldugunu,
2013-2015 surecinin, bozulmus da olsa “insanlara barig masasinin kurulabilecedini gdsterdigini”
belirtir. Benzer bir sekilde bir diger katiimci da (Diyarbakir, Gazeteci) “medyanin bdylesi bir slirecin
yeniden yagsanmasina karsin dinya &érneklerini iyi incelemesi gerektigini” belirtir. Katilimciya gére
“her bir medya kurum ve kurulusunun bdylesi bir siireg icin muhabir yetistirmesi gerekir.”
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KURT
YURTTASLARA
GORE TURKIYE
MEDYASI

Arastirmanin niceliksel safhasi Diyarbakir, Mardin, Sanliurfa ve Van sehirlerinde 600 kisiyle y{z
ylze yapilan anket uygulamasinin bulgularina dayanmaktadir. Arastirma kapsaminda merkez ilgeler
dahil olmak Uzere 20 ilgede ve 70 mahallede anket uygulanmugtir. Arastirma 16 yag Gzerindeki kigilerle
ylrattlmas, yas gruplarinin dagiiminda TUIK istatistikleri referans alinmig, arastirmada yas grubu,
cinsiyet ve mahalle dizeyinde lokasyon kotalari uygulanmistir. Arastirmanin gdven araligi %95, hata
pay! ise %5 olarak hesaplanmistir. illere gére drneklem dagilimi asadidaki grafikte sunulmaktadir:

ORNEKLEM DAGILIMI

32% 30% 23% -

URFA DiYARBAKIR VAN = MARDIN

Sekil 1. Arastirmanin érneklem dagilimi

Arastirmaya katilan kisilerin illere gére dagiimi 1 numarali sekilde belirtilmistir. Bu illerin ntfus
bUyUklGgu ile orantili bir sekilde Urfa ve Diyarbakir drneklemin yaklasik Ggte ikisini olusturmaktadir.
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CiNSIYET YAS GRUBU

19,90%

36,05%
52,38% 47,62%

Kadin Erkek 16-29 = 30-49 50+

Sekil 2. Orneklem cinsiyet ve yas grubu dagilimi

Katiimcilarin - %47,62’si  kadinlardan, %52,38'i de erkeklerden olusmaktadir. Her 100
katilimcidan 36,05'i 16-29 yas araliginda, 43,88'i 30-49 araliginda, %19,90"1 ise 50 yag Uzerindedir.
Katilimcilarin G¢te biri ilkokul ve alti tahsile sahipken, ortaokul, lise ve dengi okullardan mezun
olanlarin orani %46’dir. Katiimcilarin %19’u da Universite mezunudur. Katiimcilarin %30’u Ucretli
calisan, %18’ ev kadini, %18’i igsiz ve %13’0 de égrencidir.

ETNiK KiMLIK

14,00%

86,00%

Kurman¢ = Zaza

Sekil 3. Katilimcilarin etnik kimlik dagihmi

Katilimcilarin etnik kimlik dadilimlarina bakildiginda %86’sinin Kurmang, %14’GnUn de Zaza
Kdrtlerinden olustugu gérilmektedir.
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3.1.
Medya Tiiketim Oriintiileri

Sayacagim aktiviteleri ne siklikla yaparsiniz?

Hicbir zaman Nadiren _

Radyo Dinlemek 49% 4% 7%
Basili Gazete Okumak 58% 39% 3%
Online Gazete okumak 45% 4% 14%
Televizyon izlemek 20% 46% 35%
Online TV izlemek 41% 42% 17%
Bilgisayar/Laptoptan internete girmek 32% 34% 33%
Akilli telefondan/Tabletten internete girmek 13% 23% 64%

Tablo 1. Medya tiketim siklidi

Katiimcilarin  temel medya tuketim tercihleri ve sikhigr yeni iletisim teknolojilerinin
kullaniminin sikhgi géze carpar. Her Ug katilimcidan ikisi, sik sik akilli telefon ve tablet yoluyla internete
girdiklerini belirtirler. Sik sik gergeklestirilen aktivitelerde ikinci sirada 35% ile televizyon izlemek ve
%33 ile bilgisayar ile internete girmek takip eder. Artik neredeyse ¢ok kigUk bir kismin basili gazete
okudugu %3 ile gérlnurken, online gazete okurlugunun %14 ile daha yaygin oldugu g6zlemleniyor.
Basili gazete okumak, radyo dinlemek nadiren yapilan aktiviteler arasinda ilk iki sirada yer aliyor.
Toplumun tUketim &rintllerinin ginimuzdeki halini, tablodan okumak mUmkinddr. Bu tablo,
televizyon izlemenin, daha 6nceki dénemlerdeki kadar 6nemli olmasa da, hald medya tliketim
Orintdstndn dnemli bir pargasini olusturmaktadir. Katilimcilarin %90’1, bilgisayar, tablet veya telefon
ile bagka bir anlatimla bir ekran araciligiyla dijital olarak habere ulagmaktadir.

Asagida sayacagim ozellikler bir medya mecrasini [TV, radyo, gazete, internet vd.)

tercih etmenizde ne derece rol oynar?

Kiirtce olmasi 49% 26% 25%
Siyasi goriisime yakin olmasi 4% 27% 29%
Tarafsiz olmasi 17% 20% 63%
Bir siyasi parti tarafindan desteklenmiyor olmasi 34% 23% 43%
Yerel olmasi 38% 26% 36%
Ulusal olmasi 31% 27% 42%
Uluslararasi olmasi 28% 27% 45%
Nitelikli yayin politikasina sahip olmasi] 20% 24% 55%
Cekimlerin, fotograflarin ve gorsellerin gdze hos gérinmesi 32% 27% 4%

Tablo 2. Medya mecrasi tercih sebebi
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Katilimcilarin bir medya mecrasini tercih etmesinde rol oynayan etmenler sirasiyla %63 ile
tarafsizhigi, %55 ile nitelikli yayin politikasina sahip olmasi ve %45 ile uluslararasi olmasi, %42 ile ulusal
olmasi, %41 ile gekimlerin fotograflarin ve gorsellerin géze hos gelmesi, %36 ile yerel olmasi, %29 ile
katilimcinin siyasi gérisine yakin olmasi ve son olarak %25 ile Kirtce olmasidir.

Buradan yola ¢ikarak katilimcilar icin tarafsiz, nitelikli ve uluslararasi yayinlar yapan medya
mecralari tercih sebebidir.

En cok takip ettiginiz medya mecrasini diisiindiigiiniizde, bu mecranin
hangi diinya gériisii/siyasi goriise yakin oldugunu disiiniiyorsunuz?

Bagimsiz-tarafsiz 38,78%
HDP 25,85%
AK Parti 27,21%
CHP 4,59%
MHP 2,55%
IYi Parti 1,02%

Tablo 3. Takip edilen medyanin diinya gorust

Katilimcilarin yaklasik % 39’u en cok takip ettikleri medya mecrasinin bagimsiz ve tarafsiz
oldugunu dustndrken yaklagik % 27'si AK Parti’ye ve %26’si HDP’ye yakin oldugu kanaatinde.
Katilimcilar arasinda en ¢ok takip edilen medya mecralarinin en yakin oldugu iki siyasi goris AK Parti
ve HDP olarak okunabilir.

En cok hangi tiir dizileri izliyorsunuz?

Parodi programlari 36,4%
Komedi dizileri 35,4%
Aksiyon dizileri 28,5%
Parodi dizileri 25,8%
Donem dizileri 20,9%
Tarihi diziler 18,2%
Romantik komedi dizileri 14.8%
Tore, aga, asiret dizileri 17%
Gundelik diziler 17,3%
Romantik dramlar 17%
Aile Dizileri 14.0%
Vatanseverlik dizileri 12,1%

Tablo 4. En ¢ok takip edilen diziler

Katilimcilarin en ¢ok izledigi program tirl %36,4 ile parodi programlari, sonrasinda %35,4 ile
komedi dizileridir ve bunlarin ardindan %28,5 ile aksiyon dizileri geliyor. En az izlenen dizi tird ise
%12,1 ile hamasi bir vatanseverlik sdyleminin yer aldigi ve tabloda kisaca “vatanseverlik dizileri” olarak
yer verilen diziler ile %14 oraninda aile dizileridir. Bunun yaninda gorece az izlenen bir diger grup dizi
de Dogu ya da GuUneydogu hikayeleri olarak gérilen ve agalik kurumunu, asiretleri ya da téreleri
anlatma iddiasindaki dizilerdir.

43



DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

Bu dizilerin izlenmesi %17’lik bir orana denk duger. Aslinda bu dizilere Kurt yurttaglarin daha
yogun bir ilgi gdstermiyor olmasinda sasirtici bir ydn yoktur. Zira gogunlukla hig telaffuz edilmiyor
olsa da Kurt cografyasinda gectigi distnulen ya da érnegin Siirt, Sanliurfa veya Mardin’de yasandigi
agikga ifade edilen bu dizilerde, Kirtge yerine siklikla son derece yapay bir siveyle Tirkge
konugulmakta, karakterler genellikle karikatUrize “tiplemeler” olarak sunulmakta ve sorunlari da yine
adir hamaset iceren bir dil icinden ve ¢ok yabancilastirici bir bicimde ele alinmaktadir. Kirt sorununa
iliskin gercek dinyadaki inkar ve asimilasyon kurmaca dinyalarda da ayni bigimiyle karsimiza ¢ikar.
Neticede de kacginilmaz olarak anlatilan hikayelerin Kurtlerin kendi hikayelerine tekabul etmedidi
ydénunde bir hissiyata yol agar. Dolayisiyla etkileyici bir hikayesi ve ilgi ¢ekici bir entrikasi varsa bu
diziler daha yogun, yoksa daha az izlenmektedir. Kisacasl, kamuoyunda “Dogu/Guneydogu dizileri”
olarak anilan bu diziler, cogu kez bdlge insaninin kendi hikayesini buldugu diziler degildir. Bu diziler
eger bagaril bir dramatik kurguya da sahip degilse &zel bir ilgiye de konu olmamaktadir. Gdrece az
izleniyor olmak bdyle acgiklanabilir.

3.2.
Haber Tiiketim Oriinttileri

Soru formunun bu kisminda katilimcilarin haber tiketiminin farkl boyutlarini ele alan sorular
y&neltildi. En temel bulgular ise asagidaki sekilde 6zetlendi.

Haberleri en cok hangi kaynaktan aliyorsunuz?

internet 57,82%
Televizyon 36,73%
Gazete 2,21%
Radyo 1,87%

Tablo 5. Haber kaynagi

Katilimcilarin %58’i haberleri internetten alirken, ikincil tercihleri %36,7 ile televizyon
olmustur. Radyo ve yazili basini haber kaynagi olarak kullanim oranlari toplamda %4 oranlarinda
seyrediyor. Radyo ve gazetenin haber kaynadi olmaktan dramatik bir hizla uzaklagmig olmasi esasen
Klrt cografyasina 6zgl degildir. Oxford Universitesi'nin Reuters Gazetecilik Caligmalari Enstitisd
tarafindan yayinlanan 2019 raporu -U¢ yil édnce bile- Turkiye genelinde haberin giderek ylUksek
oranlarda internetten ve sosyal medyadan izlendigini gdsteriyordu. Rapora gdre Tlrkiye’de haber
kaynadini en yUksek oranda sosyal medyanin da dahil oldugu internet olugturuyordu. Ancak
TUrkiye’de izleyicinin haber kaynagdi olarak televizyona da héalad ylksek oranda ilgi gdsterdigi de
biliniyor. Nitekim ayni kurumun 2020 ve 2021 raporlarinda, internet haberlerine olan ilginin hizla
artiyor olmasina ragmen, Tlrkiye’de televizyonun halad en énemli haber kaynaklarindan oldugu da
belirtiliyor. Reuters’in 2021 raporu ise pandeminin yazili basina olan ilgiyi dinya ¢apinda hizla
ddglrdigune 6zel olarak dikkat gekiyor.4 Nicel arastirmanin bulgulari en ¢ok yararlanilan haber

kaynaklarina iligkin olarak Turkiye ve dlnya verileriyle uyumlu bir tablo sunuyor.

4 Bkz. Reuters Institute Digital News Report 2019 (https://www.digitalnewsreport.org/survey/2019/turkey-
2019/); 2020 (https://www.digitalnewsreport.org/survey/2020/turkey-2020/); 2021 (
https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/digital-news-report/2021/turkey) Ulke analizleri.
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Haberi en sik Yas Grubu

hangi aractan aliyorsunuz? Genel 16-29 30-49 _
Televizyon 37,60% 21,30% 35,70% 80,70%
Radyo 2,80% 3,20% 3,20% 0,80%
Gazete 3,80% 6,30% 1,30% 3,80%
Internet 55,80% 69,30% 59,70% 14,70%

Tablo 6. Yas grubuna gdére haber kaynagi

Katiimcilar arasindan 50 yag ve Uzerinde en ¢ok takip edilen haber araci %80,7 ile televizyon
olmustur. 16-29 yas araligindaki katilimcilar ile 30-49 yag araligindaki katiimcilarin farki ise televizyon
izleme oranlarinda gorilebilir. 16-29 yas araligindaki katimcilar, %21,3 oraninda televizyon izlerken
30-49 yas aralidindaki katilimicilarin %35,7’si televizyon izliyor. Yas azaldikga televizyon izleme
azalirken, internetten haber almanin arttigi gézlemlenebilir. 16-29 yas araligindaki katihmcilarin %69,3
ile ve 30-49 yas aralidindaki katilimcilarin %59,7’sinin tercihi internetten haber almak. Radyo ve
gazete tuketimi her yas araliginda oldukca dusuk, %1-6 arasinda degisim gdsteriyor.

Haberleri en sik hangi aractan aliyorsunuz? TV Radyo Gazete Internet
Erkek 28,2% 2,4% 6,1% 63,3%
Kadin 48,5% 3,2% 1,3% 47,0%

Tablo 7. Cinsiyete gore haber kaynagdi

Katiimci kadinlar, televizyonu %48,5 ile erkeklerden neredeyse iki kat daha ¢ok haber araci
olarak kullaniyor. Katihmci erkekler arasinda internet tlketimi %63,3 ile kadinlarin %47 oranina gore
daha fazla. Kadin ve erkeklerin tlUketim oranlari TV ve internet konusunda ciddi farklar
gdzlemlenirken radyo ve gazete tlketiminde ¢ok bir degisim okumak mimkin degdil. Bu durum
radyo ve gazeteden haber kaynagi olarak yararlanma oraninin zaten ¢ok disik olmasinin da sonucu.

i Oy Yeni
Genel AK Parti HDP

Kullanmayan Secmen
Haberi en sik I
hangi aractan internet 55,80% 29,20% 68,80% 70,80% 55,00%
aliyorsunuz?
(son oy verilen Televizyon 37,60% 61,70% 28,30% 29,20% 39,20%
siyasi partiye
gore] Radyo 2,80% 3,60% 1,40% 0,00% 2,60%

Gazete 3,80% 5,50% 1,50% 0,00% 3,20%

Tablo 8. Son oy verilen siyasi partiye gére haber kaynagi
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Siyasi gdruglere gdre bakildiginda katilimcilarin genelinde en sik haber alma araci %55,8 ile
internet. AK Parti segcmeni katilimcilarin en sik haber alma araci %61,7 ile televizyon iken HDP segmeni
katilimcilar %68,8 ile en ¢ok internetten haber almaktadir. AK Parti se¢cmeni katilimcilarin
televizyondan haber alma yUzdesi internetten haber alma yUzdesinin yaklasik iki katidir. Bu durum
AK Parti segmenleri kendilerini televizyon ve anaakim medyada daha ¢ok bulmalarindan dolayi
olabilir. Bu durumun tam aksini de HDP se¢gmeni katilimcilar igin iddia etmek mdmkdn. HDP segmeni,
%68,8’i haberleri internetten alirken %28,3’i televizyondan aliyor. Bu durum HDP segmeninin kendi
dinyas! ve sorunlariyla ilgili haberleri televizyonda ve anaakim medyada bulamiyor olmasindan
dolay alternatif medya araci kullanma ihtiyaci olarak g&rulebilir. Bir yandan da HDP se¢gmeninin
siyasete ve dis dUnyaya ilgisi yuksek, politik bir kitle olmasi da bu segmeni interneti daha fazla tercih
etmeye yoneltiyor olabilir. Oy kullanmamig Kirtler, %70,8 ile ve ilk defa oy kullanacak Kirt segmenler
%55 ile internetten haber aliyor. Radyo ve gazete haber alma araci olarak siyasi gérige bagl olarak
pek degismemekle beraber dlsik, %1-6 oranlarinda seyrediyor.

Haberleri en cok hangi televizyon kanallarindan takip ediyorsunuz?

Fox TV 23,64%
A Haber/ATV 15,65%
Stérk TV, Ronah? TV, Medya Haber 10,88%
CNN Tirk 6,97%
Habertirk 5,27%
TRT Kanallari 3,23%
Arti TV 2,04%
Kanal D 2,38%
Halk TV 1,70%
NTV 1,53%
Ruhaw/ K24 0,85%
SHOW TV 0,85%
Tele 1 0,51%
Rehber TV 0.34%
Star TV 0,34%

Tablo 9. Haberlerin en ¢ok izlendigi TV kanal

Katilimcilarin haber kaynagdi olarak en ¢ok takip ettigi kanal %23,6 ile Fox TV'dir. Digerleri
siraslyla %15,6 ile ATV/A Haber, %10,8 ile Stérk TV, Ronahi TV, Medya Haber ve %6,9 ile CNN Tirk
olarak gézukuUyor. Diger kanallar arasinda ciddi bir farkllik gézikmemekle beraber dlsidk oranlarda
seyrediliyor. Diyarbakir ve Van illerinde proje kapsaminda yapilan toplantilarda bu veri ayrintili bir
sekilde ele alinmigtir. Bu veri, “KUrtge yayin yapan televizyon kanallarini izliyor musunuz?” sorusuna
verilen ylizde %75,68 oranindaki “hayir” (%24,32, “evet”) cevabi ile ele alinarak verimli tartigmalara
kaynaklik etmistir.

Katilimcilarin vurguladigi ortak noktalardan biri Kurtlerin Kirtge medyay! tiketmemelerinin
bir secenek olmaktan ziyade zorunluluk olduguydu.

Bu konu, Van'ta gercgeklestirilen ‘Kidrt Sorunu Baglaminda Tidrkiye Medyasl’ calistayinda
etraflica tartisildi. Calistay katilimcilarindan biri konuyla ilgili olgulardan hareketle son derece detayl
bir agiklama sundu. Sosyo Politik Saha Arastirmalari Merkezi’'nin bir arastirma raporuna referansla,
Turkiye’'de 3 Kurt'ten birinin Kurtge bilmedigini, Kirtge medya takip etmeyen kesimin de ekseriyetle
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bunlardan olustugunu vurguladi. Ayni zamanda TUIK verilerine gére Tiirkiye'de basilan 4746 yayinin
(dergi ve gazete) icinde Kirtge glinlik yayin olmadigini; Kirtce egitimin yasaklanmasindan kaynakli
olarak Kirtgeyi anlayan ve Ureten bir kesimin az oldugunu; devlet televizyonu TRT Kurdi'de ise TUrkge
diksiyonla Kartge konuguldugunu; 15 milyon kisinin evde anadilinde, Kirtge konugsmasina ragmen bu
kitlenin ancak binde 3’UnUn kendi dilinde okuryazar oldugunu belirtmistir. Bu veriler 1siginda
didsinUldigunde “KlUrtce yayin yapan televizyon kanallarini izliyor musunuz?” sorusuna verilen
%24,32 cevabin son derece bUyuk bir orana karsilik gelmektedir. Farkli bir katilimcr %24,32'nin
azimsanmamasli gerektigini ve Turkiye'de artik iki kutuplu degil, arasina Kirt medyasini da alan U¢
kutuplu bir medya ortaminin ortaya c¢iktigini belirtir. Diger bir katilimci gazeteci ise “Kurtge kanal
izliyor musunuz?” sorusu yerine asil sorunun “eger rahatca erigebilecedim bir Kirtce kanal olursa izler
misin?” olmasi gerektigini vurgular. Diger bir deyisle bu katihmci bir tercihten ziyade bir zorunlulukla
karsi karslya oldugumuzu ifade eder. Katilimcilardan bir digerine gére ise arastirma genelinde ortaya
¢lkan bulgular diinya egilimleri ile paraleldir.

Baska bir gazeteci katilimci da benzer bir sekilde Kirtge televizyon kanallarinin izlenme
oranlarn ile karsilagtirldiginda 6rnegin; Fox TV'nin bu denli ¢cok izlenmesini icerik zenginligi ve
cesitliligi ile agikliyordu. “Belki de normallegen bir hayatin, normal ginlik hayatin icerigine uygun bir
yayin akisi yapacak bir Kirt medyasina ihtiyag var,” diyen katihmci, Fox TV izlenmesinin sadece
ideolojik politik nedenlerle degil, bu kanalin produiksiyon kalitesiyle, dizi, gindUz kusagdi programilari
ve muzik yansgmalan gibi baslklar altindaki program cesitliligiyle acgiklanabilecegine isaret
etmekteydi.

Baska yorumlarda da Fox TV'in bu denli izlenmesinin gérece hikiUmete uzak durmasi ve ara
ara da olsa dogrulari dillendirmesiyle ilgili oldugu, yani Fox TV izlemenin illaki kanala tam bir given
ve aidiyet hissetmekle agiklanamayacad! vurgulanmistir. izleyici elinden diger secenekler gittigi
zaman mevcutlar arasinda bir secim yapmak durumunda kaliyordu. Kirtlerin yogun olarak izledikleri
televizyon ve radyolarin kapanmasi, izleyicilerin televizyon aygitindan bu kanallari izleme
seceneklerini de ellerinden almisti. Bu kanallarin bazilari sonradan internet platformlarindan yayina
gecgse de &Ozellikle orta yas ve Uzeri KUrt yurttaglarin eskiden izledikleri bu kanallarin pesinde bu
platformlara gé¢ etmeye kosullari elvermiyordu. Dolayisiyla bélgede haber kanall olarak en ¢ok Fox
TV'nin -ulusalci mesajlarina ragmen- izleniyor olmasini bu bilgi gcercevesinde degerlendirmek
gerektigi de tartisilan konular arasindaydi.

Calistaylarda yapilan tartigmalarda Kurtlerin bltin meselelerinin elbette Kurtldk ile ilgili
olmadiginin, issizlik veya yoksulluk gibi akut yasamsal sorunlarla bogustuklarinin ve ayrica dig
politikadaki meselelerle ve diinya olaylariyla son derece ilgili olduklarinin da alti gizildi. Kirtler batdn
bu nedenlerle anaakim haber kanallarina ihtiyag duyuyordu. Fakat anaakim medyanin iktidar yanlisi
tutumu, diger bir deyisle “havuz medyasinin” aslinda anaakim haberciligin sonunu getirmis olmasi
gercedi karsisinda, Kart yurttaglar Fox TV gibi televizyon kuruluglarina ydneliyordu. Kisacasi Kurtlerin
en cok FOX TV izliyor olmasinda segenek azliginin ve bu kanalin siyasi iktidara muhalif olmasinin etkili
oldugu belirtiliyordu.
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3.3.
Medyaya ve Habere Duyulan Gliven
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Tablo 10. Gazetelere duyulan glven

Bu kapsamda katilimcilardan gazeteleri 1- en az 10 en ¢ok olarak duyduklari given agisindan
notlandirmalari istenmistir. Arastirma bulgulari katilimcilarin 7,9 glven ortalama puani ile en ¢ok
Gazete Duvara givendigini gdstermektedir (anket calismasinin Gazete Duvarda yasanan dadiima
slreci dncesinde tamamlandigini vurgulamak gerekir). Gazete Duvar, 5,1 ile Med Nuge(Medya
Haber) ve 4,3 ile Evrensel takip ediyor. Katilimcilarin en az giiven duyduklari medya ve haber kanali
ise 3 ile Akit, 3,2 ile Yeni Safak ve 3,2 ile Hirriyet ve 2,9 ile Oda TV olarak rapora yansidi. Bu durum,
yukarida medya tercihleri ile ilgili yapilan degerlendirmeler 1siginda okundugunda (“tarafsiz, nitelikli
ve uluslararasl yayinlar yapan medya mecralari tercih sebebi”, Tablo 2) daha da bir anlasilir
olmaktadir.

Haber alma kaynaklari arasinda, sayacagim medya araclarindan hangisine ne kadar
giivenirsiniz?

internet
Televizyon Radyo internet Gazete Gazetelerl, Sosyal
(Basili) haber Medya
kaynaklari
Diisiik (1,2,3,4) 60,7% 66,6% 49,9% 63,6% 58,2% 48,5%
Orta (5,6,7) 31,0% 25,8% 37,3% 30,9% 33,2% 40,2%

IYiiksek(8,9,1001  5.3% 7,6% 12,8% 5,5% 8,6% 11,2%

Tablo 11. Haber kaynaklarina duyulan glven

Katilimcilar haber alma kaynaklari arasinda sirasiyla %12,8 ile en ¢ok internete, %11,2 ile sosyal
medyaya ve %8,6 ile internet gazetelerine glveniyor. En az glvendikleri haber kaynaklari ise %66,6
ile radyo, %63,6 ile basill gazeteler ve %60,7 ile televizyon. 15 Temmuz sonras! kapatilan Kurt
televizyonlari ve muhalif kanallarda kendilerini bulamayan Kurtlerin haber alma kaynaklarina olan
glveninin dustk oldugu goruluyor.
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Asagida sayacagim haber kuruluslarinin hangisine ne kadar giivenirsiniz?
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Orta 27% 28% 20% 31% 31% 27% 25% 33% 24% 18% 24% 20% 25% 28% 25% 32%
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Tablo 12. Haber kuruluglarina gtiven

Katiimcilarin en ¢ok glvendigi haber kaynagr %23 ile Med Nuge'dir. Onu sirasiyla %17 ile
Kurdistan 24 TV ve %17 ile Evrensel takip etmektedir. Katilimcilarin en az giivendigi haber kaynaklari
ise sirasiyla %75 ile Oda TV, %74 ile Akit ve %70 ile Yeni Cag'dir. Kirtlerin ¢6zim sirecinde ve Kirt
sorununa yaklasiminda daha solda ve muhalif cizgide bulunan haber kaynaklarindan destek
gérmemis olmalarinin bu kaynaklara duyduklari gliveni zedeledigini séylemek mimkinddr. izlenen
kanallarla gliven duyulan kanallar arasindaki ayrim TV ve haber tlUketimi orlntllerinde gliven ve
bedeni arasindaki farkliliga isaret etmektedir. Yukarida Fox TV'ye referansla yapilan tartigmada
oldugu gibi, medya tiketimi sadece ideolojik ve politik degerler ve kimlikle agiklanamamaktadir.
Begeninin daha karmasik bir yapisi ve ¢ok sayida, dinamik belirleyenleri ve degiskenleri mevcuttur.

GENEL AK PARTI HDP
Med Nuce ATV, A Haber, Sabah Med Nuce
Evrensel Akit Evrensel
Gazete Duvar Yenicag Gazete Duvar
Halk TV Yeni Safak Halk TV
Evrensel Birgin

Cumhuriyet

Tablo 14. Oy verilen siyasi parti ve en ¢ok-az glven duyulan medya kurulugu

Oy verilen siyasi parti ile glven duyulan medya kuruluslari arasindaki iligkiye bakildiginda AK
Parti segmenin en ¢ok glivendigi medya kurulugunun A7V iken, HDP se¢cmeninin en ¢ok gtivendigi
medya kurulusunun Med Nuge (Medya Haber) oldugu gorillr. AK Parti segmeninin en az givendigi
medya kanall Evrensel’dir. HDP se¢meninin ise en ¢ok guvendigi bes medya kurulusu siralamasinda
Birgtin besinci sirada yer aliyor. Diger bir deyisle, HDP’liler bakimindan Birgiin digerlerine kiyasla daha
az glvenilen bir yayin organi olmakla birlikte yine de en ¢ok glivenilen bes mecra arasindadir. Yeni
Safak ya da Akit gibi kendilerine isimleri verilerek sorulan diger kuruluslara ise Kurtlerin “glven

listelerine” hi¢ girmeyen kuruluglardir.
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GENEL AK Parti HDP
Med Nuce 5,06 3,34 6,82
Evrensel 4,33 3,94 4,70
Gazete Duvar 4,10 3,83 4,41
Halk TV 3,96 3,73 4,21
Birgln 3,69 3,65 3,85
Medyascope 3,66 3,92 3,63
Cumhuriyet 3,72 3,47 3,60
T24 3,65 3,72 3,50
Sozcl 3,32 3,88 2,75
Yenicag 3,27 4,28 2,68
Hirriyet 3,17 3,87 2,63
Yeni Safak 3,23 4,20 2,62
ATV, A Haber, Sabah 3,69 5,47 2,59
Akit 3,02 4,35 2,23

Tablo 15. Oy tercihine gére gliven ortalamasi (1-hig glivenmiyorum, 10-tiimuyle glveniyorum)

2018 secimlerindeki oy tercihlerine gére AK Parti se¢gmenlerinin en ¢ok glvendidi medya
kuruluslari sirasiyla 5,5 ile ATV, 4,4 ile Akit, 4,3 ile Yenigag olmustur. HDP’ye oy vermis katilimcilarin ise
6,8 ile Med Nuge, 4,7 ile Evrensel ve 4,4 ile Gazete Duvara en ¢ok guven duyduklari gérdimugtdr.
Katilimcilarin genelinde en ¢ok gldvenilen medya kanallari 5,06 ile Med Nucge, 4,3 ile Evrensel ve 4,
ile Gazete Duvardir.

Sizce giiniimiizde Tiirkiye’de medyanin en 6nde gelen iki sorunu

asagidakilerden hangileridir? %

Hiklimet baskisi 61,2
Sansiir ve otosanslir 26,9
Muhalefet tepkisi 24,8
Sahiplik yapisi 17,3
Givencesiz calisma kosullari 17,0
Magazinlesme 16,3
Kisitlayicl yasal mevzuat 13,4
Satis ve reyting kaygisi 9,4
Nitelikli gazeteci yoklugu 8,3
Teknik yetersizlikler 4,3

Tablo 17. Medyanin sorunlari

Katilimcilarin TUrkiye’de medyada gdérdigl en dnde gelen iki sorun %61,2 ile hiikiimet baskisi
ve %26,9 ile sansUr/otosansUr iken medyada en az gdrulen iki sorun ise %8,3 ile nitelikli gazeteci
yoksunlugu ve %4,3 ile teknik yetersizlikler olarak ortaya ¢ikiyor.
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3.4.
Medyanin Sorunlari

Giiniimiiz Tiirkiye'sinde medyanin bagimsiz oldugunu diisiiniiyor musunuz?

Evet
Hayir

Tablo 19. Medya badimsizlidi

28,8%
71,18%

Katiimcilarin %77'i TUrkiye’de medyanin bagimsiz oldugunu dusinmezken, medyanin
badimsiz oldugunu distinenlerin orani %29 civarinda. Arastirmada ortaya ¢ikan bu durum medyanin
katilimcilarin kahir ekseriyeti tarafindan yanli oldugunu distindtklerini ortaya koyuyor.

Bu dugiinceyi besleyen bir¢cok unsur vardir. Her seyden evvel, Kirt cografyasinda Turkiye
medyasi ile olan tecribenin -bu raporun giris kisminda ve nitel analizde de belirtildigi gibi- bir glven
iliskisine pek imkan vermedidi sdylenmelidir. Kirtlerin tarihsel olarak yagsadiklari baski ve hak ihlalleri,
inkar ve asimilasyon 6nemli dlgide de medyada bir dislama ve yok sayma ile birlikte ilerlemistir.
Dolayisiyla Turkiye medyasina iligkin glven duygusu hi¢cbir zaman ¢ok gucld olmamigtir. C6zim
strecinde medyanin olumlu rolline dikkat c¢ekiliyor olmasina ragmen en nihayetinde medyanin
partizanligi ve bilhassa AK Parti ddneminde KUrt sorunu s6z konusu oldugunda medyanin bagimsiz

tercihler olusturmadigi da alti gizilen konular arasindadir.

Medya toplumsal catismalarin coziminde olumlu bir rol oynayabilir
Medyanin insanlarin siyasal tutumlarini belirleme giici vardir
Medya siyasal kutuplasmalari derinlestirebilir

Turkiye'de medya tiim toplumsal kesimlere esit mesafededir
Tirkiye'de medya farkli diinya gorislerini yansitan bir cogulculuga
sahiptir

Tirkiye'de medya kuruluslari farkli toplumsal kesimlerin sorunlarini
dile getiren kapsayici bir yapiya sahiptir.

Tirkiye'de haber medyasi haberleri genellikle tarafli bir sekilde
sunmaktadir

Turkiye'de medya ve ifade ozgurligl baski altindadir

Tutuklu gazeteciler gazetecilik faaliyetlerinden dolayi iceridedirler

Yurtdisindaki vakiflardan fon almak medyanin bagimsizligini zedeler

Tablo 20. Medya hakkindaki kanaatler

(1,2)

Katilmiyorum

27%
24%
23%

50,68%

54,20%

54,20%

31%

25%
31%
37%

Notr (3)

30%
35%
32%
28,40%

27,14%

27,14%

31%

30%
27%
35%

Tamamen
katiliyorum (4,5)

43%
40%
45%

20,92%

18,36%

18,36%

38%

45%
42%
27%
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Katilimcilarin %54,20’si TUrkiye’de medyanin farkli dinya gérislerini yansitan bir cogulculuga
sahip olmadigini ve %54,2’si Turkiye’de medya kuruluslarinin farkli toplumsal kesimlerin sorunlarini
dile getiren kapsayici bir yapiya sahip olmadigini disindyor. Katilimcilarin %43’ medyanin
toplumsal gatismalarin ¢6zimidnde olumlu bir rol oynayacadina inanirken ayni zamanda %40’
medyanin insanlarin siyasal tutumlarini belirleme gicindn var oldugunu disindyor. Medyanin
toplum Uzerinde ciddi bir etkisi oldugunu dUstnenlerin orani, yari yariya gézukUyor. Katimcilarin
%50,7’si Turkiye’de medyanin toplumun tim kesimlerine esit mesafede olmadigini disuntyor ve
medya ve ifade 6zgUrldgunin baski altinda oldugunu distnenlerin orani %45. Tutuklu gazetecilerin
gazetecilik faaliyetlerinden dolayi igeride oldugunu dusinenler, %42 iken yurtdisindaki vakiflardan
fon almanin medyanin bagimsizligini zedelemeyecegini distinen katilimcilarin orani %37.

3.5.
Doksanl Yillar ve Coziim Siireci

Size gore Tiirkiye’de medya bagimsizliginin 6niindeki en nemli iKi ENGEL asagidakilerden
hangisidir?

90’lar 2000’ler Bugiin
Hiikiimet 54,3% 31% 42%
Ordu 47,9% 1% 4%
Devlet 33,8% 22% 26%
Siyasi partiler 32,4% 19% 24%
Reklam verenler 3,2% 4% 4%
Medya sahipleri 8,7% 7% 13%
Derin Devlet 15,5% 7% 6%
Sivil toplum kuruluslari 0% 1% 1%
Sirketler 1,4% 1% 3%
Bilmiyorum/hatirlamiyorum 2,7% 4% 0%

Tablo 21. Medya badimsizligi &ntindeki engeller

Katilimcilara gore TUrkiye’de medya bagimsizliginin 6nidndeki en énemli iki engel 1990’larda
%54,3 ile hikUmet ve %47,9 ile ordu olarak gorilirken 2000’lerde %31 ile hUkimet ve %22 ile devlet
g6zUkUyor. GUnimuzde ise %42 ile hikimet ve %26 ile devlet olarak gorillyor. 1990’lardan
glnUmuze derin devlet kanaatinin zayifladigi goérllebilir. Medyanin bagimsiziginin dndndeki engel
olarak devletin orani azalirken hikimetin oraninin tekrar ylkseldigi gértlmektedir. Ancak bu konuda
kesin bir kanaate varmak igcin daha detayll sorgulamalara ihtiyagc vardir. Ordunun medya
bagdgimsizligindaki etkisi ise 1990’larda %47,9 iken bugin %4 olarak gorUlUyor. Aradaki buyuk fark
Turkiye’'de degdisen siyasi hayat cercevesinde degerlendiriimelidir.  Ordunun medya
badimsizligindaki etkisine bugln ¢ok daha duslk oranda isaret edilmesi, hatta neredeyse artik bdyle
bir etkiden s&z edilmiyor olmasi, AK Parti HikUmetinden ya da siyasi iktidardan bagimsiz bir sekilde
medya Uzerinde etkide bulunan bir ordu tasavvurunun artik epeyce zayiflamig olmasiyla iligkili
olabilir.

52



DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

1990l yillarda anaakim Tiirkiye medyasinin Kiirt
sorununa yaklasimina dair sayacagim ifadelere KATILMIYOR ORTADA KATILIYOR
ne kadar katiliyorsunuz?

Medya Kirt sorununun ¢cézumine yonelik yapici bir

L 55% 33% 1%
tutum benimsiyordu
Medya Kiirt sorununa dair haberleri bagimsiz bir
sekilde, bir etki ve yonlendirme altinda kalmadan 51% 35% 14%
veriyordu
Medya tim toplumsal kesimlere esit mesafede 50% 359% 15%
yaklasiyordu
Medya haberlerde farkli gorisleri yansitiyordu 45% 34% 21%

Tablo 22.1990’h yillarda medyanin Kirt sorununa yaklagimi

Katilimcilarin %55'i 1990’ yillarda medyanin Kirt sorununun ¢dézimune ydnelik yapic bir
tutum benimsemedidini, %51 medyanin soruna dair haberleri bagimsiz bir sekilde, bir etki ve
yonlendirme altinda kalmadan vermedigini, %50’si medyanin tim toplumsal kesimlere esit
mesafede yaklagmadigini distntyor.

Asagidaki medya kuruluslarinin coziim siirecine yaklasimlarini puanlayiniz
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Tablo 23. Medya kuruluglarinin ¢ézim sdrecine yaklagimi

Katilimcilar, medya organlarindan ¢6zdm sUrecine en olumsuz yaklasan U¢ organin %71 ile
Hirriyet, %71 ile Zaman ve yine %71 ile S6zcii oldugunu disinlyor. Klrtler, medya organlarindan
¢6zUm sdrecine en olumlu yaklagan U¢ medya organinin ise %23 ile Ozgiir Glindem, %9 ile Sabah ve
%9 ile Halk TV oldugunu dusunuyor.
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. S
s 3 E
= x =
(g] i (g]
X o X
Doksanlardan 2000°L d Kirt onelik
oksanlardan eile me yanin Kurt sorununa yoneli 49% 6% 14%
tutumunda olumlu degisiklikler olmustur
Medya Kiirt sorununun coziimiine yonelik
. . - 48% 34% 18%
daha yapici bir tutum benimsemistir
Medyad dili daha fazl
e .ya asaya:? ili daha fazla 37% 2% 1%
benimsenmistir
Medya Kiirt dair haberlerd [
”e ya urt sorununa dair haberlerde resmi 4% 37% 29%
gorusin disina citkmamistir
Medya lzerindeki askeri t
edya Uzerindeki askeri vesaye 48% 4% 18%
son bulmustur
Anaak dva cBziim siireci lurml
.naa im medya ¢ozum sirecine olumlu 40% 19% 21%
bir katki sunamamistir
Anaakim medya ¢6zim siirecinde tim taraflarin
o . 52% 34% 14%
taleplerini adil bir sekilde yansitmistir
Anaakim medya ¢c6zim surecinde Kurtlere yonelik onceki
N . o 44% 36% 20%
donemlere gore daha kapsayici bir dil kullanmistir
Anaakim medya ¢6ziim siirecinde kadinlarin bakisini
- T ’ 40% 36% 24%
ve goruslerini yansitmamistir
Anaak d 0zim sirecindeki t
.r?a? |m.me. ya?n.m goztjm siirecin el [ aVF.I | 0% 5% 5%
hikimetin cizgisine bagli olarak sekillenmistir
An?ak{.m .r.nedy.a ¢Ozum slirecinde temel haklar 50% 5% 15%
ve Ozgurlikleri temel alarak yayin yapmistir
Anaakim medya ¢6zlim siirecinde kardeslik, insanlik vb.
48% 35% 16%

degerlere vurgu yapan duygusal bir yayincilik yapmistir

Tablo 24. 2002’den sonra Turkiye medyasinin Kirt sorununa yaklagimi

Katilimcilarin cogunluguna gére AK Parti’'nin 2002’de iktidara gelmesinin ardindan anaakim
TUrkiye medyasinin Kirt sorununa yaklasimi degigmistir. Katihmcilarin %49’u 1990’lardan 2000’lere
medyanin Kdrt sorununa ydnelik tutumunda olumlu degisiklikler gergeklestigini, %48’i medyanin
KUrt sorununun ¢bézimune yonelik daha yapici bir tutum benimsedidini, medyanin Kurt sorununa
dair haberleri bagimsiz bir sekilde, bir etki ve ydnlendirme altinda kalmadan verdigini sdylemistir.
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£
Z
£ E =
Anaakim medyanin giiniimiizde Kiirt sorununa yaklasimina dair > g E =
sayacagim ifadelere ne kadar katiliyorsunuz? S = E é 2
€ T o g >
= <5 £z
< z ¢ e 2
Anaakim medya Kirt sorununa
i Medya Aart serant 50%  34%  16%
demokratik bir acidan yaklasmaktadir
Anaakim medya Kiirt sorunu konusunda
C o . . , 48% 35% 17%
resmi goriisten bagimsiz tavir alabilmektedir
Anaakim medya Kirt sorununun bariscil
| ya FIHTE SOTUIENN Barse! 48%  35% 18%

yollardan cozilmesini istemektedir

Anaakim medya Kiirtlere yonelik ayrimci

bir dil kullanmaktadir

Anaakim medya Kirt sorununa dair insan haklari odakli
bir yayincilik politikasi benimsemektedir

30% 33% 36%

51% 34% 15%

Anaakim medyada Kurtler adil bir sekilde
temsil edilmektedir

49% 34% 17%

Tablo 25. Anaakim medyanin bugin Kirt meselesine bakisi

Anaakim medyanin ginimuzde Kurt sorununa yaklagimina dair distnceleri ise yukaridaki
tabloda ortaya koyulmustur. Katihmcilarin %49’u Kirtlerin adil bir sekilde temsil edilmedigini, %50’si
anaakim medyanin Kdrt sorununa demokratik bir agidan yaklasmadigini, %48'i Kdrt sorunu
konusunda resmi goéristen bagdimsiz tavir alamadidini, sorununun barisgil yollardan ¢dzilmesini
istemedigini, soruna dair insan haklari odakli bir yayincilik politikasi benimsemedigini distndyor.
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Tiirkiye’de anaakim medya Kiirt sorununu asagidaki terimlerden hangileriyle birlikte ele

. . %
almaktadir? (IKI TERIM)
Teror 491
Siyaset 33,7
Boluculik 48,3
Demokrasi 13,4
Insan Haklari 13,9
Baris 14,5
Irkcilik 8,2
Siddet 2,9
Guvenlik 2,6
Kimlik 3,2
Kalkinma 1,5
Geri kalmislik 0,9
Ekonomi 1,5
Kardeslik 2,4
Savas 0,5
Miizakere 0,9
Din kardesligi 0,5
Vatandaslik 0,2
Ozgiirliik 7

Tablo 26. Anaakim medya ve Klrt sorunu: terimler

Katilimcilar, Kirt sorununun anaakim medyada Turkiye’de en ¢ok terdr ve bdéllculuk
kelimeleriyle birlikte ele alindigini disinUyor. KUrt sorununun anaakim medya tarafindan en az ele
alindidi iki terim ise geri kalmislik ve ekonomi. Medyanin Kurt sorununa yénelik séylemleri Kurtlerin
medya organlarina ydnelik glven endeksini ortaya koyuyor. Katilimcilardan yola cikarak ¢6zUm
sirecinde go&sterilen tutumlar ve yapilan davraniglarin Kdrtlerin medya algisinda bUylk oranda
belirleyici bir rol oynadigi sdylenebilir.
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SONUC

Klrtlerin TUrkiye medyasiile Kurt sorunu baglamindaki tecrlbeleri ve bu tecribe neticesinde
olugsan Turkiye medyas! algisi tek tek olaylar bazinda bakildiginda acilarla yasanmis bir tarihin
yansimalariyla doludur. Payina ¢okga acl, yikim ve 8lim digmus Kurt toplumu bakimindan Turkiye
yaygin medyasinin bu baglamdaki tutumu hep ikinci bir aci, ikinci bir inkar ve ayrimcilik bigimi ya da
O6lim s6z konusu oldugunda da ¢ogu kez adeta “ikinci bir 8lum” gibi yagsanmistir. Medya temsilleri
Kirtler bakimindan gogu kez higbir duygudaglik imkani sunmamistir. Ornegdin, Vedat Aydin’dan Musa
Anter’e Kurt aydinlarin katledilmesi olaylarini anaakim haber medyasinin etrafli, adil ve bu vahim
olaylarin bir daha tekerrir etmemesine katkida bulunan bir barig dili icinden habercilige konu ettigini
sOylemek mimkidn degildir. Bir zamanlar Ahmet Kaya’ya yapilanlara benzer bigcimde bugin Aynur
Dogan gibi Kdrt sanatgilari ya da daha evvel Amedspor érneginde rastladigimiz gibi Kurt sporculari
hedefe koyan nefret sdylemi ve saldirilar hakkinda da yaygin medya dizeninde adil bir s6z imkani
yoktur.

Bu olaylar sonrasinda adil bir temsil beklentisiyle anaakim haber medyasina yonelen Kuirt
yurttaglarin otuz yil evvel de bugin de kirginlik, 6fke ya da katlanmig bir aci hissetmeden bu olaylarla
ilgili bir gazete haberi okuyamadigini ya da bir televizyon haberi izleyemedidini sdylemek abarti
olmaz. Ya higbir haber yoktur, ya haber eksiktir ya da olayi maniple eden ve failleri belirsizlestiren,
hatta hakli ¢ikaran yanli ifadeler ve imalar egliginde verilmistir. Bugin Senyasar Ailesi 6rneginde
9érdigumuz gibi siradan Kurt yurttaslarin maruz kaldigi, yasam hakki ihlalleri de dahil olmak Uzere
agdir hak ihlallerine de bu yaygin medya diizeninde “adil” bir temsil imkani yoktur.

Klrtlerin TUrkiye medyas! algisini ortaya ¢lkarmaya yonelik olarak yapilan gérigmelerde,
anketlerde ve calistaylarda bu anlamda hep bosa ¢ikmig bir “adil temsil” beklentisinin izlerini gérmek
mUmkUnddr. Bununla birlikte Kart yurttaslar ve kanaat dnderleriyle yapilan gérigsmelerde ve saha
arastirmasinda, tekil olaylari kugatan bu agir hayal kirikliginin ya da “kétU hatiralarin” medyaya iligkin
genel ve “donmus” bir algiya yol agmadigini da sasirtici bir bicimde gérmek mUmkandar.

Kurt toplumu tarihin ve tecribenin agirhgini tam da bu yuz yillik tarih ve bu tecribe
sayesinde politik bir olgunlukla dengelemeyi 6grenmis bir toplumdur. Medyaya bakislarinda da bu
olgunluk gdézleniyor. Gerek saha arastirmasi gerek nitel analiz, Kdrtlerin Kirt sorunu baglaminda
TUrkiye medyasini degerlendirirken toptanci olmayan bir yaklagimla iyi ddnemleri kbt olandan, adil
medya pratiklerini adil olmayan pratiklerden ayirt etme ¢abas! iginde oldugunu gdsteriyor. Ayni
zamanda “Kirt medyas!” olarak anilan medyayl da ayni sorun baglaminda agir bir elestirel
degerlendirmeden gecgirmekten de imtina etmiyorlar.

TUrkiye’de Kurtlerin Tlrkiye medyasina dair kanaatlerini ve Tlrkiye medyasinin Kirt sorununa
ve C6zUm SUreci’ne dair fikirlerini niteliksel ve niceliksel aragtirma ydntemleri egliginde ele aldigimiz
galismamizin temel bulgulan ve ulastigimiz sonuglar bu genel degerlendirme 1gidinda su sekilde
Ozetlenebilir:
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Kurt kamuoyu, medyanin siyasal, toplumsal ve kultlrel hayatta son derece 6énemli bir rol
oynadigini kabul etmekte, medyanin kitleleri etkileme ve kanaatleri sekillendirme noktasinda olumlu
ya da olumsuz bir yerinin oldugunu vurgulamaktadir. Konu Tulrkiye medyasi oldugunda ise bu
degerlendirme, Tlrkiye medyasina dair bir dizi olumsuz kanaatle birlikte yogrulmaktadir. Lakin kimi
degerlendirmeler, medyanin kutuplagtirici dilinin toplumda tam olarak karsihdini bulmadigini
belirterek, medya ve toplum arasinda daha karmagik bir etkilesimin varligina da dikkat cekmektedir.
Bundan da Ote &Ozellikle ¢6zUm sureci medya ve gazetecilik pratiklerini degerlendirirken, bu
dénemde medyanin zaman zaman c¢atismali konularl ve &nyargilar askiya almayi ya da arkada
birakmayi tegvik eden olumlu islevine vurgu yapan katimci sayisi da az degildir.

Bir bagka deyisle, katilimcilar medyaya dair kategorik olarak olumsuz bir tavir
takinmamaktadir. Aragtirmanin neredeyse tim katiimcilarina gdre bagdimsizlik ve tarafsizlik
medyanin demokrasiye, toplumsal bariga ve ¢bzime katki yapmasi noktasinda en &nemli
etkenlerdir. Bununla birlikte katilimcilarin kahir ekseriyeti Tlrkiye medyasinin ne badimsiz ne de
tarafsiz oldugunu disinmektedir. Turkiye medyasinin bazi dbnemlerde devlet ve derin devlet, bazi
ddnemlerde ordu, kimi zaman hikimet, kimi zaman da sermaye ve hatta farkli tarihsel dénemlerde
bunlarin bir koalisyonunun vesayetinde ya da kontrolinde oldugu dusintlmektedir. Yine
katilimcilara gdére bu durum medyanin ve barig gazeteciliginin dnidndeki en blylk engellerden biri
olmaktadir.

Katilimcilara gére hak ve barig odakli, farkli toplumsal seslere kulak veren, sorgulayan,
elestiren, olaylarin karmasikligini aktarmaya galisan bir medya dilinin yerine, gincel siyasi, blrokratik
ve ekonomik iligkilere dayali ddneme ve duruma gdre degisen bir medya sdylemi ve yapilanmasi ile
karsi kargiyayizdir. Bu da Turkiye’de medyanin baris ve ¢dzUime yapabilecedi katkinin, bir bagka
deyisle, 5nemli bir potansiyelin gergeklegsmesinin éninde engel teskil etmektedir. Medyanin ¢&zim
sirecinde oynadigi ve katilimcilarin dnemli bir kismina gbre olumlu olan rolden hizla vazgegilip eski
kutuplastirici savas diline gecilmesi de bunu g&stermektedir.

Bununla birlikte, yapilan derinlemesine gérismeler, bagimsizlik, tarafsizlik ve baris dilini
benimseme konusunda Kirt medyasinin da sorunlari oldugunu ve Kirt medyasinin da Uzerine disen
gdrevler oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir. Medyanin bir kutuplasmanin tarafi degil, farkli siyasi kutuplar
ve goruslerin kendine ifade sansi buldugu bir diyalog ve miizakere alani olmasi gerektigi cok sayida
katiimci tarafindan vurgulanmistir.

Bu noktalardan hareketle, arastirmamizin en temel bulgularindan ve sonugclarindan birinin,
kutuplagmig, savas dilinin hakim oldugu; siyasi-ekonomik-hukuki baskilar, sansur, otosansur ve
benzeri etkiler altinda sikisip kalmig bir medya ortaminda, barig dilinin yUkseltiimesinin yolunun
siyasal iktidarlar ve sermaye gruplarina oldugu kadar kati ideolojik yaklagimlara ve politik aidiyetlere
mesafeli olmaktan gectigidir. Ayni zamanda yurttag yararini gdzeten ve Ustin tutan bir anlayigin da
barig dilinin gd¢lenmesine hizmet edecegi agiktir.

Arastirmamizda katilimcilar bu durumu daha ¢ok “tarafsizlik” ve “bagimsiziik” gibi terimlerle
ifade etmeyi tercih etseler de elestirel medya caligmalari alaninda bugln kabul géren yaklasim
bilhassa “tarafsizligin” gercekte mimkin olmadigidir. Olaylar ve olgular her zaman kaginilmaz olarak
bir “taraf” pozisyonundan cergevelenir. Bu nedenle politik ve/ya ekonomik c¢ikar cevrelerinden
badimsiz olma gabasindan vazge¢gmeden, yurttastan, hak ihlaline maruz kalandan veya guglindn
karsisinda gugstzden yana taraf olmak mUmkindur. Gérismelerde dile getirilen badimsiziik ve
tarafsizlik ifadeleri yakindan incelendiginde esasen bunun anlatiimaya ¢aligildigi da gérulebilir.

Katilimcilara gére, CézUm Sureci boyunca Turkiye medyasinin demokratik ve ¢ogulcu
sdylemi -her ne kadar konjonktlrel ve badimli da olsa- umut verici ve ¢ok sayida ders
¢lkarabilecegimiz bir érnek olarak karsimizda durmaktadir. Her seyden evvel ¢6zUm sirecinde,
meselenin konusulabilmesi ve Kurtlerle ilgili temsillerde bir normallesmenin ortaya ¢ikmasi bile
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6nemli bir kazanimdir. Bu arastirmanin amaglarindan biri de bu derslere dair kamusal bilgi Uretmek
ve hak temelli bir barig ve ¢6zUm dilinin medyaya egemen olmasi strecine katkida bulunmaktir.

Raporda basta kavramsal g¢ergevenin kuruldugu giris kisminin sonunda olmak Uzere
bdélimler arasinda da degerlendirmelere yer verildiginden burada arastirma bulgularini yeniden
Ozetlemiyoruz. Ancak bitirirken, Kartlerin Kirt sorununa iliskin TUrkiye medyasi algisinin sadece
medyaya degdil toplumun geneline bir sorumluluk yUkledigini belirtmek gerekir. Barisin insa
edilebilmesinin en dnemli kosullarindan biri de gatigmali konular hakkinda etrafli bilgi sahibi olmaktir.
Bu nedenle sb&zUnlu ettigimiz sorumluluga, birbirimizin hikayesi hakkinda bilgi sahibi olmak
sorumlulugu da diyebiliriz. Bu arastirmanin kendisi de bdyle bir sorumlulugu paylagiyor. Medyanin
bizleri birbirimiz hakkinda bilgilendirme potansiyeli vardir. Turkiye’de medya ortaminin bugtnku i¢ler
acisi haline ve kirk yillik “kdti tecribeye” ragmen Kirt yurttas ve kanaat édnderlerinin bu potansiyele
isaret ediyor olmasi umut vericidir.

59



DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

KAYNAKLAR

2932 Sayih  Turkceden Baska Dillerde Yapilacak Yayinlar Hakkinda Kanun,
kanundmc06602932.pdf (tomm.gov.tr)

Adakli, Gulseren (2015). “Kdrt Sorununun ‘C6zUm Slreci’ Biterken AKP Medyasi ve Psikolojik
15 Savas.” Milkiye Dergisi, 39(4): 1-41. 1128 (dergipark.org.tr)

Akyol, HUseyin (2010). “Kiirt Medyasinda Yirmi YIl.” istanbul: Evrensel Basin Yayin.
Alankus, Sevda (2016). Barig Gazeteciligi El Kitab, IPS iletigsim Vakfi: istanbul.
Althusser, Louis (2006). ideoloji ve Devletin ideolojik Aygitlari. istanbul: ithaki Yayinlari.

Aras, Bllent vd. (2009), Tarkiye'nin Kirt Sorunu Algisi. Siyaset, Ekonomi ve Toplum
Arastirmalari  Vakfi (SETA) ve Piyasa ve Ekonomi Aragtirmalari  (POLMARK). Ankara.
20130109171358 _turkiyenin-kurt-sorunu-algisi.pdf (setav.org)

Arslan, Rengin (2015). “90’larda ne olmustu? Glneydodu’da gazeteci olmak” BBC News
TUrkge. 6 Eylll 2015.

Ayan, Vahdet Mesut (2019). Adalet ve Kalkinma Partisi Dé&neminde TUrkiye Medyasi ve
Tarihsel Blokun D&nlsimu. Doktora Tezi, Ankara 539514.pdf (ankara.edu.tr)

BBC Turkge(2016). “RTUK’ten GUn TV'ye karartma, IMC TV'ye Para Cezast.” 11 Mart 2016.
RTUK'ten GUn TV'ye karartma, imc TV'ye para cezasl - BBC News Tlrkce

Bianet (2011). “Ozglr Gindem 17 Yil Sonra Yeniden ; Hos Geldin!”. 04 Nisan 2011. Ozgur
GUndem 17 yil Sonra Yeniden; Hos Geldin! - bianet

Bianet (2015). “#DiHAyasansUrekar§| Kampanya”. 15.09.2015. #DiHAyasansUrekar§| Kampanya
- bianet

Cogkun, Vahap (2014). C6zUm Sureci: DUn, Bugln, Yarin. Liberal Dlslnce. 75(19): 7-18. 790574
(dergipark.org.tr)

Cogkun, Vahap (2015). Co6zUm Slreci: Kazanimlar Ve Tehditler. Democratic Progress
Institute(DPI). PROOF1_Turkish_Dublin_Roundtable_FINAL-WEB.pdf (democraticprogress.org)

Cumhuriyet (2016). “12 TV, 11 Radyo Kanall Kapatildl.” 29 EylGl 2016. 12 TV, 11 radyo kanall
kapatildi (cumhuriyet.com.tr)

Gapan, Firat( 2020). Catisma GoézUmdi ve Barig ingasi Diinya Deneyimleri Serisi — 2 Askeri Zafer
Barig Getirir mi? Sri Lanka Ornegi. Diyarbakir Siyasal ve Sosyal Arastirmalar Merkezi(DISA). Askeri Zafer
Barig Getirir mi? SRi LANKA ORNEGI - DISA (disa.org.tr)

CGD (2022). “Oldurlilen Gazeteciler.” 9.01.2022. Cagdas Gazeteciler Dernedi - Oldurllen
Gazeteciler (cgd.org.tr)

60


https://www5.tbmm.gov.tr/tutanaklar/KANUNLAR_KARARLAR/kanuntbmmc066/kanundmc066/kanundmc06602932.pdf
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/1128
http://file.setav.org/Files/Pdf/20130109171358_turkiyenin-kurt-sorunu-algisi.pdf
https://dspace.ankara.edu.tr/xmlui/bitstream/handle/20.500.12575/71763/539514.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler/2016/03/160311_rtuk_cezalar
https://bianet.org/bianet/ifade-ozgurlugu/129057-ozgur-gundem-17-yil-sonra-yeniden-hos-geldin
https://bianet.org/bianet/ifade-ozgurlugu/129057-ozgur-gundem-17-yil-sonra-yeniden-hos-geldin
https://m.bianet.org/bianet/medya/167661-dihayasansurekarsi-kampanya
https://m.bianet.org/bianet/medya/167661-dihayasansurekarsi-kampanya
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/790574
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/790574
https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/PROOF1_Turkish_Dublin_Roundtable_FINAL-WEB.pdf
https://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/12-tv-11-radyo-kanali-kapatildi-607682
https://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/12-tv-11-radyo-kanali-kapatildi-607682
https://disa.org.tr/askeri-zafer-baris-getirir-mi-sri-lanka-ornegi/
https://disa.org.tr/askeri-zafer-baris-getirir-mi-sri-lanka-ornegi/
http://www.cgd.org.tr/index.php?Did=22
http://www.cgd.org.tr/index.php?Did=22

DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

Cicek, Cuma (2018). 2013-2015 Cézim Slreci’nde Sivil Toplum Kuruluslari. istanbul: Barig Vakfi,
2017_turkce_rapor.pdf (barisvakfi.org)

GCicek, Cuma ve Vahap Coskun (2016). Dolmabahge’den Glnimize C&zUm Sdreci:
Basarisizligi Anlamak ve Yeni Bir Yol Bulmak Ankara: Baris Vakfi. Dolmabahge’den GUnimiize C6zim
Sireci - Barig Vakfi (barisvakfi.org)

Dakak, Turgay (2015). 90’larda Kirt Sorunu Baglaminda Turk Milliyetgiliginin Yeniden
Uretilmesinde Medyanin Rolii (Milliyet Gazetesi Ornegi). Yiiksek Lisans Tezi, istanbul Arel Universitesi.
Ulusal Tez Merkezi | Anasayfa (yok.gov.tr)

Deutsche Welle (2021a). “RSF: TUrkiye’de Basinin Ylzde 90’1 HiUkimete Yakin Cevrelerin
Kontrolinde.” 29 Ocak 2021. RSF: Turkiye'de basinin ylzde 90’1 hikimete yakin c¢evrelerin
kontrolinde | Turkiye | DW | 29.01.2021

Deutsche Welle (2021b). “Freedom House: Tirkiye internette Ozglr Degdil.” 21 Eylil 2021
Freedom House: TUrkiye internette 6zgUr degdil | TUrkiye | DW | 21.09.2021

Disk Basin Is (2015). Savasin 40 glnliik Bilangosu. 2 Eyliil 2015. www.diskbasinis.org. Savasin 40
glinlUk basin bilangosu (diskbasinis.org)

DPI (2012). Catismalarin Cézimiinde Yerel ve Bélgesel Medyanin Roll. istanbul: Democratic
Progress Institute(DPI) DPI-Roundtable-The-Role-of-Local-Media-in-Conflict-Resolution-
TURKISH.pdf (democraticprogress.org)

DPI (2014). Catigma GézUminde Dil, Kimlik ve Medyanin Roli. Istanbul: Democratic Progress
Institute(DPI). Dilin-Kimligin-ve-Medyanin-Catisma-C&zUmindeki-RollU-Rapor-1.pdf (secbir.org)

DITAM (2019). Toplumsal Barigin insasinda GlUney Afrika Deneyimi. http://ditam.org/wp-
content/uploads/2019/10/Glney-Afrika-Deneyimi-Konferansi-Kitap-Guncel.pdf

Elmas, Esra ve Dilek Kurban (2011). iletigimsel Demokrasi-Demokratik iIeti§im Tlrkiye’de
Medya: Mevzuat, Politikalar, Aktérler. Demokratiklesme Programi Medya Raporlari Serisi-1. istanbul:
TUrkiye Ekonomik ve Sosyal EtUdler Vakfi (TESEV)
rapor_lletisimsel_Demokrasi_Demokratik_lletisim_Turkiyede_Medya_Mevzuat_Politikalar_Aktorler.
pdf (tesev.org.tr)

9

Eres Benan, Hakan Yiksel (2017). “AKP Déneminde Turkiye’de Dedisen Medya Sermayesi
HalaGazeteciyiz.net AKP D6neminde TUrkiye'de Degisen Medya Sermayesi - HalaGazeteciyiz

Euronews (2021a). “AIHM'nin 2020 bilancosu: ifade ézgurliginin en ¢ok ihlal edildigi Ulke
TUrkiye.” 25 Ekim 2021. AIHM'nin 2020 bilangosu: ifade 6zgurliginin en ¢ok ihlal edildigi Glke Turkiye
| Euronews

Euronews (2021b). “Rapor: TUrkiye son 10 Yilda En Cok Otoriterlesme Gdsteren ilk 10 Ulke
Arasinda.” 10 Mart 2021. Rapor | Turkiye son 10 yilda en ¢ok otoriterlesme gésteren ilk 10 Ulke arasinda
| Euronews

Euronews (2021c). “Freedom House Raporu: Tirkiye, 195 Ulkenin Bulundugu Ozglrlik
Siralamasinda 146. Sirada.” 04 Mart 2021. Freedom House raporu: Turkiye, 195 Ulkenin bulundugu
Ozgurllk siralamasinda 146. sirada | Euronews

Euronews (2021d). “Uluslararasi Gazeteciler Federasyonu: Tlrkiye, Dinyanin En Blylk
gazeteci Hapishanesi” 12 Mart 2021. Uluslararasi Gazeteciler Federasyonu 2020 Raporu: 'TUrkiye,
dinyanin en blyUk gazeteci hapishanesi' | Euronews

Evrensel (2020a). “24 Temmuz Basin Bayrami raporu | 18 yilda en az 721 gazeteci tutuklandi”
23 Temmuz 2020. 24 Temmuz Basin Bayrami raporu | 18 yilda en az 721 gazeteci tutuklandi - Evrensel


http://www.barisvakfi.org/2017_turkce_rapor.pdf
http://barisvakfi.org/dolmabahceden-gunumuze-cozum-sureci/
http://barisvakfi.org/dolmabahceden-gunumuze-cozum-sureci/
https://tez.yok.gov.tr/UlusalTezMerkezi/tezDetay.jsp?id=WG9ZX3g5NBciFtKI-OufmA&no=E_G2FxGT9fMKVmZO00wLNQ
https://www.dw.com/tr/rsf-t%C3%BCrkiyede-bas%C4%B1n%C4%B1n-y%C3%BCzde-90%C4%B1-h%C3%BCk%C3%BCmete-yak%C4%B1n-%C3%A7evrelerin-kontrol%C3%BCnde/a-56382598
https://www.dw.com/tr/rsf-t%C3%BCrkiyede-bas%C4%B1n%C4%B1n-y%C3%BCzde-90%C4%B1-h%C3%BCk%C3%BCmete-yak%C4%B1n-%C3%A7evrelerin-kontrol%C3%BCnde/a-56382598
https://www.dw.com/tr/freedom-house-t%C3%BCrkiye-internette-%C3%B6zg%C3%BCr-de%C4%9Fil/a-59248318
http://www.diskbasinis.org/
https://www.diskbasinis.org/index.php/tr/haber/sendikamizdan/basin-aciklamalari/217-savasin-40-gunluk-basin-bilancosu
https://www.diskbasinis.org/index.php/tr/haber/sendikamizdan/basin-aciklamalari/217-savasin-40-gunluk-basin-bilancosu
https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/02/DPI-Roundtable-The-Role-of-Local-Media-in-Conflict-Resolution-TURKISH.pdf
https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/02/DPI-Roundtable-The-Role-of-Local-Media-in-Conflict-Resolution-TURKISH.pdf
https://secbir.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/Dilin-Kimli%C4%9Fin-ve-Medyan%C4%B1n-%C3%87at%C4%B1%C5%9Fma-%C3%87%C3%B6z%C3%BCm%C3%BCndeki-Rol%C3%BC-Rapor-1.pdf
http://ditam.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Güney-Afrika-Deneyimi-Konferansı-Kitap-Güncel.pdf
http://ditam.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Güney-Afrika-Deneyimi-Konferansı-Kitap-Güncel.pdf
https://www.tesev.org.tr/wp-content/uploads/rapor_Iletisimsel_Demokrasi_Demokratik_Iletisim_Turkiyede_Medya_Mevzuat_Politikalar_Aktorler.pdf
https://www.tesev.org.tr/wp-content/uploads/rapor_Iletisimsel_Demokrasi_Demokratik_Iletisim_Turkiyede_Medya_Mevzuat_Politikalar_Aktorler.pdf
https://halagazeteciyiz.net/2018/05/10/akp-doneminde-turkiyede-degisen-medya-sermayesi/
https://tr.euronews.com/2021/01/28/aihm-nin-2020-bilancosu-ifade-ozgurlugunun-en-cok-ihlal-edildigi-ulke-turkiye
https://tr.euronews.com/2021/01/28/aihm-nin-2020-bilancosu-ifade-ozgurlugunun-en-cok-ihlal-edildigi-ulke-turkiye
https://tr.euronews.com/2021/03/10/rapor-turkiye-son-10-y-lda-en-cok-otoriterlesme-gosteren-ilk-10-ulke-aras-nda
https://tr.euronews.com/2021/03/10/rapor-turkiye-son-10-y-lda-en-cok-otoriterlesme-gosteren-ilk-10-ulke-aras-nda
https://tr.euronews.com/2021/03/04/freedom-house-raporu-turkiye-195-ulkenin-bulundugu-ozgurluk-s-ralamas-nda-146-s-rada
https://tr.euronews.com/2021/03/04/freedom-house-raporu-turkiye-195-ulkenin-bulundugu-ozgurluk-s-ralamas-nda-146-s-rada
https://tr.euronews.com/2021/03/12/uluslararas-gazeteciler-federasyonu-2020-raporu-turkiye-dunyan-n-en-buyuk-gazeteci-hapisha
https://tr.euronews.com/2021/03/12/uluslararas-gazeteciler-federasyonu-2020-raporu-turkiye-dunyan-n-en-buyuk-gazeteci-hapisha
https://www.evrensel.net/haber/410046/24-temmuz-basin-bayrami-raporu-18-yilda-en-az-721-gazeteci-tutuklandi

DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

Evrensel (2020b). “KUrtleri Birlestiren Ses: Erivan Radyosu” 11 Kasim 2021. Klrtleri birlestiren
ses: Erivan Radyosu - Evrensel

Free Web Turkey(2021). “Erisim Engelleri Basta Kirt Basinini Etkiliyor” 22 Haziran 2021 Erigsim
engelleri basta Kurt basinini etkiliyor | FreeWebTurkey

Gazeteduvar (2017). “RTUK: OHAL D&neminde 70 Televizyon ve Radyo Kapatildi” 1 Kasim 20717.
RTUK: OHAL déneminde 70 televizyon ve radyo kapatildi (gazeteduvar.com.tr)

IHOP (2018). “Olaganistl Hal Tedbir ve Dlizenlemeleri: Gincellenmig Durum Raporu-Tdrkiye
21 Aralik 2016-31 Aralik 2017.” insan Haklari Ortak Platformu(IHOP). 11 Ocak 2017 olaganUsti Hal tedbir
ve dlzenlemeleri (ihop.org.tr)

Kdse, Talha (2017). “Cozim Sirecinin YUlkselis ve Duslsd” Tarkiye Ortadodu Calismalari
Dergisi, 1(4): 13-40. 328509 (dergipark.org.tr)

Késedad, Mehmet Sena (2009) “Sikiyénetim Dé&nemlerinde Tirk Basini.” Selguk iletisim,
1(12):475-501. Sikiydnetim Dénemlerinde Tlrk Basini (acarindex.com)

Kurban, Dilek ve Ceren Sézeri (2012). iktidarin Carkinda Medya: Tirkiye’de Medya Bagimsizlig
ve Ozglrligu Onlndeki Siyasi, Yasal ve Ekonomik Engeller. Demokratiklesme Programi Medya
Raporlari  Serisi-3. istanbul: Tirkiye Ekonomik ve Sosyal Etldler Vakfi (TESEV).
rapor_lktidarin_Carkinda_Medya.pdf (tesev.org.tr)

Kurban, Dilek ve Ceren Sozeri (2013). Turkiye'de Ozglr ve Bagimsiz Bir Basin icin Siyasa
Onerileri. Demokratiklesme Programi Medya Raporlari Serisi-4. istanbul: Tirkiye Ekonomik ve Sosyal
EtlGdler Vakfi (TESEV). rapor_Turkiyede_Ozgur_Ve_Bagimsiz_Bir_Basin_lcin_Siyasa_Onerileri.pdf
(tesev.org.tr)

Mezopotamya(2021). “Patates izdihami Haberimiz ‘Kamu Dilzenin Korunmasina Aykirr’
saylldl.,” 1.06.2021. Patates izdihami haberimiz 'kamu dlzenin korunmasina aykir'' sayildr -
Mezopotamya Ajansi (mezopotamyaajansi35.com)

Ozcetin, Burak (2021). Kitle iletisim Kuramlar, iletisim Yayinlari: istanbul (5. Baski).
RSF (2021). “Otoriterlik Medyayi Ele Gegirdi”. Erisim Tarihi: 10.01.2022. TUrkiye mi| RSF

RTUK (2010a). Radyo ve Televizyon Ust Kurulu Farkli Dil ve Lehcelerde Yayinlara iligkin Usul ve
Esaslar, Erisim Tarihi: 10.01.2022. RTUK | Farkli Dil ve Lehgelerde Yayinlar (rtuk.gov.tr)

RTUK (2010b). Yayina izin Verilen Kuruluslar. Erisim Tarihi: 10.01.2022. RTUK | Farkli Dil ve
Lehcgelerde Yayinlar (rtuk.gov.tr)

RTUK (2016). RTUK’(in 28.01.2016 Tarih ve 103 Sayil Karari, RTUK | Kararlar (rtuk.gov.tr)
RTUK (2018). RTUK’Uin 25.07.2018 Tarih ve 58 Sayili Karari, RTUK | Kararlar (rtuk.gov.tr)

Rudaw(2017). “Radaw Tlrksat'tan Cikarildi.”27 Eylal 2017. Radaw Tirksat'tan cikarildi |
Rudaw.net

Sert, Osman (2020). “TUrkiye ve Kirt Sorunu Jeopolitik ve Yeni Bir Girisim imkani” DPI
Democratic Progress Institute, Turkey-and-the-Kurdish-Issue-Osman-Sert.pdf
(democraticprogress.org)

S&zeri Ceren (2018). “Anaakim Medyanin Bitisi Demek.” 21 Mart 2018. Ceren Sézeri : Anaakim
medyanin bitisi demek (cumhuriyet.com.tr)

Sbzeri, Ceren ve Zeynep Glney(201). Tlrkiye’de Medyanin Ekonomi Politigi: Sektdr Analizi.
Demokratiklesme Programi Medya Raporlari Serisi-2. istanbul: Tiirkiye Ekonomik ve Sosyal Etlidler
Vakfi (TESEV) rapor_Turkiyede_Medyanin_Ekonomi_Politigi_Sektor_Analizi.pdf (tesev.org.tr)

62


https://www.evrensel.net/haber/418604/kurtleri-birlestiren-ses-erivan-radyosu
https://www.evrensel.net/haber/418604/kurtleri-birlestiren-ses-erivan-radyosu
https://www.freewebturkey.com/erisim-engelleri-basta-kurt-basinini-etkiliyor/
https://www.freewebturkey.com/erisim-engelleri-basta-kurt-basinini-etkiliyor/
https://www.gazeteduvar.com.tr/gundem/2017/11/01/rtuk-ohal-doneminde-70-televizyon-ve-radyo-kapatildi
http://www.ihop.org.tr/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/OHALdurumraporu_31122017.pdf
http://www.ihop.org.tr/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/OHALdurumraporu_31122017.pdf
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/328509
https://www.acarindex.com/selcuk-i-letisim/sikiyonetim-donemlerinde-turk-basini-124375
https://www.tesev.org.tr/wp-content/uploads/rapor_Iktidarin_Carkinda_Medya.pdf
https://www.tesev.org.tr/wp-content/uploads/rapor_Turkiyede_Ozgur_Ve_Bagimsiz_Bir_Basin_Icin_Siyasa_Onerileri.pdf
https://www.tesev.org.tr/wp-content/uploads/rapor_Turkiyede_Ozgur_Ve_Bagimsiz_Bir_Basin_Icin_Siyasa_Onerileri.pdf
http://mezopotamyaajansi35.com/tum-haberler/content/view/136541
http://mezopotamyaajansi35.com/tum-haberler/content/view/136541
https://rsf.org/fr/turquie
https://www.rtuk.gov.tr/usul-ve-esaslar/3822
https://www.rtuk.gov.tr/yayin-izni-verilen-kuruluslar/3823
https://www.rtuk.gov.tr/yayin-izni-verilen-kuruluslar/3823
https://www.rtuk.gov.tr/UstKurulKarar/Detay/8457
https://www.rtuk.gov.tr/UstKurulKarar/Detay/10573
https://www.rudaw.net/turkish/kurdistan/270920179
https://www.rudaw.net/turkish/kurdistan/270920179
https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/Turkey-and-the-Kurdish-Issue-Osman-Sert.pdf
https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/Turkey-and-the-Kurdish-Issue-Osman-Sert.pdf
https://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/yazarlar/ceren-sozeri/ana-akim-medyanin-bitisi-demek-946551
https://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/yazarlar/ceren-sozeri/ana-akim-medyanin-bitisi-demek-946551
https://www.tesev.org.tr/wp-content/uploads/rapor_Turkiyede_Medyanin_Ekonomi_Politigi_Sektor_Analizi.pdf

DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

Ugar, Fuat ve Osman Akandere (2017), “Turgut Ozal''n Kirt Sorununa Yaklasimi.” Ankara
Universitesi Turk inkilap Tarihi Enstitlist Atatlrk Yolu Dergisi, 61:365-392. Microsoft Word - 12-UCAR
Fuat-Osman Akandere-metnin son hali (dergipark.org.tr)

World Justice Project (2021). “Rule of Law Index: 2021.” WJP-INDEX-2021.pdf
(worldjusticeproject.org)

Yezdani, ipek, “Pandeminin Gdlgesinde Gazetecilik: Tirkiye — Covid 19’un Tirkiye'deki
Bagimsiz Medya Uzerindeki Etkisi.” IPI Raporu, tur-turkey-report-covidl9-impact-on-B9ZH.pdf
(gazeteduvar.com.tr)

63


https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/675412
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/675412
https://worldjusticeproject.org/sites/default/files/documents/WJP-INDEX-2021.pdf
https://worldjusticeproject.org/sites/default/files/documents/WJP-INDEX-2021.pdf
https://s.gazeteduvar.com.tr/storage/files/documents/2021/04/22/tur-turkey-report-covid19-impact-on-B9ZH.pdf
https://s.gazeteduvar.com.tr/storage/files/documents/2021/04/22/tur-turkey-report-covid19-impact-on-B9ZH.pdf

DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi

KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

=K 1.

Katilimci listesi

Katilimci No:

10

n

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

Yer, Meslek

Sanliurfa, GAZETECI AKTIVIST
Diyarbakir, MEDYA YONETICISI
Sanliurfa, HUKUKCU
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI
Diyarbakir, SIYASETCI
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI
Sanliurfa, GAZETECI
Sanliurfa, HUKUKCU

istanbul, STK TEMSILCISI
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI
Sanliurfa, GAZETECI
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI

Van, GAZETECI

Sanliurfa, YAZAR

Sanlurfa, HUKUKCU
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI

Diyarbakir, GAZETECI

64



19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

DICLE TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZi
KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA KURTLERIN TURKIYE MEDYASI ALGISI

Batman, HUKUKCU
istanbul, HUKUKCU
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI
istanbul, GAZETECI
Diyarbakir, HUKUKCU
Mus, STK

istanbul, GAZETECI
Diyarbakir, GAZETECI
Ankara, GAZETECI
Diyarbakir, STK

Van, GAZETECI
Ankara, GAZETECI
Ankara, STK

Van, STK

Diyarbakir, GAZETECI
Van, HUKUKCU
Ankara, GAZETECI
Diyarbakir, HUKUKCU

Van, STK

65






KURDS™ PERCEPTION OF TURKEY'S MEDIA
IN THE CONTEXT OF THE KURDISH PROBLEM

This report has been prepared with the support of the US Embassy. Content responsibility
belongs to DITAM and in no way reflects the views of the US Embassy.

©All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be reproduced in any electronic or
mechanical format and by any means (recording, data storage, etc.) without the permission of
Dicle Social Research Center.



DICLE SOCIAL RESEARCH CENTER
KURDS’ PERCEPTION OF TURKEY’S MEDIA IN THE CONTEXT OF THE KURDISH PROBLEM

KURDS™ PERCEPTION OF TURKEY'S MEDIA
IN THE CONTEXT OF THE KURDISH PROBLEM
2022

DITAM BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Mehmet VURAL
Mesut AZIZOGLU
Meral OZDEMIR
Sedat YURTDAS
Ahmet OZMEN

M. Besir YILMAZ
Mahmut BOZARSLAN
Dilan Kaya TASDELEN
Barig YAVUZ

Mehmet KAYA
Seyhmus DIKEN

Project Consultant
Dog. Dr. Sevilay GELENK

Project Team
Halil BAYHAN
Deniz TEKIN

Research Company
Rawest Aragtirma

Kurdish Translation
Serkan DELIDERE

English Translation
www.bordotercume.com

Design
Archetype CREATIVE
www.archetypecreative.com

Printing
A Grafik Creative Solutions


http://www.bordotercume.com/

DICLE SOCIAL RESEARCH CENTER
KURDS’ PERCEPTION OF TURKEY’S MEDIA IN THE CONTEXT OF THE KURDISH PROBLEM

Contents

1. INTRODUGCTION ..cciiieteieieteietststeieietstststststssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssesssssssssssssssssssssesssesssssssssesssssssssssens 5
1.1. Kurdish Problem and Media within the Scope of Institutional and Academic Research.......... 7
1.2. Media and Freedom of Expression in the Context of the Kurdish Problem..........cccooovveveveveenne. ll
1.3. The Creation Process of Ruling Media and Increasing Pressures 14
1.4. Kurdish Broadcasts and Kurdish Media, Closed Down Radios and TelevisSions ..........cceeveenenn. 16
1.5. Turkey’s Freedom of Press and Expression Table 18
1.6. Evaluation .19

2. PERCEPTION OF KURDISH JOURNALISTS, LAWYERS AND NON-GOVERNMENTAL

ORGANIZATION REPRESENTATIVES ON TURKEY’S MEDIA ..uoieieeeieeeeeeteeeretesesteestesessesenes 21
2.1. Importance of Media 22
2.2. Media and the Kurdish I1SSUE iN The TOQ0S ... ettt sssssesssssssssessssssssssssssssases 31
2.3. Approach of the Media in the Solution Process 32
2.4. From Solution Process to Present 38
2.5. Future: Expectations and Suggestions 41

3. TURKEY’S MEDIA ACCORDING TO KURDISH CITIZENS .....ooeeeeteeeeeeeteeeeeeevesesene s 43
3.1. Media Consumption Patterns 45
3.2. News Consumption Patterns 47
3.3. Trust in the Media and News 51
3.4. Problems of the Media 54
3.5. Nineties and Solution Process 55

4. CONCLUSION ...ttt e tesessessesessesessesessessssessessssesessessssessasensesessesensesensesssensesensesensessasensss 60

B.RESOURCES. ...ttt eas e e s e s e e s sss e s e s sssessenssasessessensensensensensessessensensensensensans 63

ANNEX 1. LISt Of PArICIDANTS .ttt ettt ss s s s nenane 67



DICLE SOCIAL RESEARCH CENTER
KURDS’ PERCEPTION OF TURKEY’S MEDIA IN THE CONTEXT OF THE KURDISH PROBLEM

From DITAM

Dicle Social Research Center (DITAM) is a think tank founded in 2010 with the gathering of
intellectuals and writers. DITAM aims to access clear and detailed information about economic,
social and political issues especially in Diyarbakir by conducting researches on these issues through
experts and to contribute to the solution of the problems in the light of this knowledge.

The research titled Kurds’ Perception of Turkey’s Media in the Context of the Kurdish
Problem is a study conducted by DITAM in line with these objectives. The framework of our study is
limited to trying to understand how the historical approach of Turkey’s media to the Kurdish
problem is perceived by the Kurds, evaluating the consequences of this approach in the framework
of the Kurdish problem and social peace, and sharing this evaluation with the public.

Our research also discusses the role of pro-government media policies, which are far from
observing the benefit of citizens, approaching the truth and complying with the principles of
journalism, in condemning problems to deadlock, as in the case of the Kurdish problem.
Unfortunately, Kurdish citizens do not trust the broadcasting policies and news of Turkey’s media as
a result of years of experience, and they are very cautious and distant towards this media and
journalism.

Our field research sheds light on issues that need to be re-thought and transformed, such
as the Kurds’ perception of Turkey’s media, the concrete reasons for the mistrust towards Turkey’s
media, and the role of Turkey’s media in the solution process.

The most concrete information revealed by our research is that it is not possible to
strengthen the language of peace in an environment of polarized media which is stuck under
economic, political and legal pressure, censorship and self-censorship. The research findings also
reconfirm that the way to abandon the language of war and conflict is to be as distant to strict
ideological approaches and political belonging as to political powers and capital groups.

When concluding, it should be noted that the perception of Kurds on Turkey’s media
regarding the Kurdish problem places a responsibility not only on the media but also on the society
as a whole. Because, one of the most important conditions for peace to be built is to have in-depth
knowledge about conflictual issues. We hope that our research will somewhat contribute to the
creation of this knowledge and to peace.

CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD
MEHMET VURAL
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INTRODUCTION

The role of the media in the progress and deepening of the conflictual situation in the social
sphere, in addition to the resolution of conflictual issues, is still an important topic of debate today
as in throughout the last century. Whether the media makes space for actors and dependent or
oppressed segments of society, especially those who are in conflict with governments, political
powers or other authorities, in terms of a conflict experienced in a certain geography on a national
or international scale constitutes an important aspect of these debates. It is carefully monitored and
examined how these segments are given space in the media, whether the relevant actors are
represented equally and fairly, or whether the subject of conflict is handled separately from the
cyclical requirements of politics.

For example, in terms of what happened during the fight against the racist regime in South
Africa, the period of conflict that lasted for many years in North Ireland, and the internal conflict that
lasted for 52 years between the Colombian state and Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia
(FARC), the relation between the events and media and how these found place in the media have
been the subject of various academic studies. Whether the Irish, black or indigenous people, in other
words, the segments who are historically oppressed by the political powers in a certain geography
find place in the media, not only during periods of conflict, but also in general, or whether they have
employment opportunities in the media are the topics which are always discussed and require
evaluation. Because these issues provide meaningful data in terms of understanding the
secondarization or dependence position of the oppressed, existentially rejected or denied
segments.
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Media plays a vital role in building and maintaining a democratic, pluralistic and peaceful
social order and publicity. Especially in societies with a history of ethnic, religious and cultural conflict
and violence, journalism and peace journalism have important roles in the normation of the
language of non-violence, peace and reconciliation. In the “Declaration on Fundamental Principles
Against Racism and Discrimination” dated 1978, UNESCO clearly underlines this responsibility by
stating “Mass Communication tools (media) must contribute to strengthening peace and
international understanding and to resisting racism, racial discrimination and propaganda of war”
(Cited by Alankus, 2016: 17). Lynch and McGoldrick define peace journalism as “when editors and
reporters make choices - of what to report, and how to report it - that create opportunities for
society at large to consider and value non-violent responses to conflict” (Alankus, 2016: 20).

In Turkey, non-governmental organizations or academicians who attach importance to
peace works and conflict resolution find it highly significant to understanding the conflict and
peace-building processes/experiences between ethnic, religious, etc. communities that are
especially n conflict with the state in the regions of the world where different conflicts prevail. In
these studies, there is also a special interest in how the media gives coverage conflicts. For example,
Dicle Social Research Center (DITAM) did not give up on the studies on this subject even though the
solution process was stopped in Turkey, and organized a meeting with wide participation on 25 May
2019 under the title of “The Role of Non-Governmental Organizations in the Construction of Social
Peace: South Africa Experience”. The leading politicians of the peace process and actors from the
field of civil society were invited from South Africa to exchange experiences. This study was later
published as a book (DITAM, 2019).

As such, the experiences of Nepal and Sri Lanka were examined within the scope of Conflict
Resolution and Peacebuilding: World Experiences Series held by Diyarbakir Institute for Political and
Social Research (DISA). The second study on the ongoing conflict between the state and the Tamils
in Sri Lanka also covers how the government controlled the media as a part of the war. It is stated
that a “Media Center for National Security” was established for this purpose (Capan, 2020: 40).
Following statements in the report, “The closure of the war zone to the national and international
media during the conflict, the pressure and killing of journalists, and the establishment of an
institution by the government to control the stream of news in the conflict zone throughout the war
indicate that information about the conflict is wanted to be hidden from the people” (2020: 53) are
sentences that have the ability to explain the pressures and controls on the media in general in many
geographies where such conflicts continue.

Regardless of the dimension of the “Kurdish problem”, which is experienced as a conflict
that has spread over a very long period of time and has led to the loss of tens of thousands of people
in Turkey, the role of the media in this problem is an integral part of the current political debate.
However, under the pressure of the policies of rejection, denial and assimilation of the Kurdish
problem, the tendency to address the problem around a terror and security concept that
completely threatens the integrity and survival of the state, ignoring the fact that there isan ongoing
equal struggle for citizenship or a struggle for rights and freedoms, has created an impact that
narrows the place opened for the Kurdish problem also in media studies.

This study is one of the reviews trying to overcome narrowing down in question, and focuses
on understanding the perception and thoughts of Kurdish citizens about Turkey’s media in the
context of the Kurdish problem, not the media contents or texts.
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1.1.

Kurdish Problem and Media
within the Scope of Institutional
and Academic Research

When the studies examining the Kurdish problem in Turkey’s media are reviewed, it can be
seen that these studies do not thoroughly focus on the aspects of the media that affect the
deepening of the problem. Besides, there is no comprehensive institutional research or academic
review that problematize how Turkey’s media evaluates the Kurdish problem by considering the
Kurds as a “subject” in these terms, what their media perceptions or feelings or thoughts about the
media are.

Studies that thoroughly examine the role of the media in the context of the Kurdish problem
are also very limited. A significant part of these studies was carried out by non-governmental
organizations such as the Peace Foundation, Turkish Economic and Social Studies Foundation
(TESEV), Diyarbakir Institute for Social and Political Research (DiSA) and Democratic Progress
Institute (DPI) with limited opportunities. In particular, there is a need to investigate and discuss the
possible contributions of the media to addressing the Kurdish problem from a peaceful perspective
and the socialization of social sensitivity or desire for solutions to the Kurdish problem.

When Turkey’s media is considered on the axis of the Kurdish problem, it is seen that media
practices are generally compatible with the denial and assimilation policies of political powers
regarding the problem. Within the framework of this compatibility, it can be easily said that an
attitude that does not represent the Kurds with their identities, does not make room for the Kurdish
problem and pretends that there is no conflict environment for forty years has prevailed for many
years in the contents of traditional media, mainly mainstream television organizations, such as news
and discussion that are not fictional or fictional.

When the media makes room for the Kurdish problem, it remained within a one-way
propaganda activity, and an understanding that undertook the task of “informing” the public in this
direction by addressing the issue on the axis of terrorism and security dominated the media. There
are, of course, periodic changes in media policies in this regard. Especially during the solution
process, television broadcasts were made in which this security and terror concept was questioned,
or a more libertarian discourse was allowed in newspaper columns and news. However, it is possible
to say that these changes are not the result of an independent media policy, but only expanding or
narrowing down within the framework of the space opened by political powers.

In this context, Cuma Cicek mentions approaches that indicates that state supervision and
control over the media has a positive effect throughout the solution process. Cigek also examines
media, economic and political relations in his field study report titled Non-Governmental
Organizations Report in the 2013-2015 Solution Process1 within the Peace Foundation. He states that
the media organizations owned by large capital groups are in harmony with the political power in
accordance with their own interests, and therefore, as the participants interviewed within the scope
of the research stated, the mainstream media attitude related to the process is positive in parallel
with the harmony in the media state government relations in the solution process (Cigek, 2018: 74).
However, it is also clear that this positive perspective continues as long as the political power persists
in the solution. As a matter of fact, this situation is expressed with the following words with reference

1 This research aimed to analyze the positions and capacities of Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs)
towards ending conflicts and building social peace in terms of the Kurdish issue and to determine policy
suggestions for both civil society and political actors for a possible negotiation and reconciliation process.
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to the statement of an NGO representative interviewed within the scope of the research: “Yes, the
language of the media was relatively way better in general. However, it quickly turned into a
language of war. That language changed in a day, for instance. There is no trace of the old one.”
(2018: 74).

While Cicek points to the relatively positive attitude in the solution process in field research
analysis, he also explains that the media is generally considered as an actor which recreates and
spreads negative normative values in the society in the context of the Kurdish problem. In this
context, he summarizes the opinions of the participants as follows:

Some participants stated that we cannot reduce the negative attitude of the
mainstream media on the Kurdish problem and social peace to the relationship between
media-economy-politics alone. Accordingly, the normative framework of mainstream
media is also quite problematic in this regard. They state that the idea and perspective
of “a Kurd should not see their mother”, which dominates the politics of Turkey, is widely
adopted in the mainstream media. In this sense, the media alone cannot be seen as an
actor who “has to do” what politics and capital say. In terms of the Kurdish issue, the
media is not free from the problems related to the normative framework such as
nationalism, militarism, exclusion, ignorance, underestimation that are common in
Turkish society, but in most cases, it is an actor that recreates and spreads this normative
framework to society. For instance, an NGO representative working in the field of lost
people argues that mainstream media is almost always “the spreader of official
ideology,” not just in the Solution Process. (Cicek, 2018: 77).

As before the solution process, not only institutions such as the Peace Foundation, which
operates in the field of civil society, but also think tanks close to the government such as SETA have
shown interest to the Kurdish problem. A comprehensive research conducted especially during the
opening/peace process within SETA also reveals some findings that we can think about despite its
contradictions. The research titled Perception of Turkey’s Kurdish Problem conducted by SETA
together with Pollmark is quite interesting in this respect. It is stated that the main purpose of the
research is to reveal how both the opening/peace and the Kurdish issue are perceived by the society
in August 2009, when the “democratization opening” debates started and continued intensively.
(Aras et al. 2009: 9) This research, which deals with the problem not in terms of representation in the
media, but in terms of “perception” in the society, was carried out on a total of 10.577 people.

In the report of the said research which was published later in book format, it is emphasized
that the media has a responsibility for the failure to resolve social problems, the circles that judge
all kinds of rights claims against the Kurds as treason, these attitudes prevent the search for justice
of the society and cause harm to the social life. It is argued that such attitudes lead to the loss of
hopes that justice will manifest (2009: 17). Although it is not explicitly mentioned in the report at this
point, it is clear that the mentioned circles also include the media. As a matter of fact, in the report
prepared as a result of the research, it is stated that there is also a responsibility attributed to the
media in this direction in the society and unfortunately, the media has not performed a responsible
broadcasting that fulfills this role in the past 25 years. (2009: 59).

In addition to these institutional researches and reports, the issue of the solution process in
the media and the Kurdish problem has of course been the subject of many meetings held in the
field of civil society or newspaper articles evaluating the role of the media in socializing the desire
for solution and peace efforts.
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Itis possible to come across studies in the academic field that consider the role of the media
in the recreation of nationalism or militarism in the context of the Kurdish problem -albeit in small
numbers- since the early 2000s. This subject has been studied from different aspects in various
articles published in scientific journals as well as some master’s and doctoral theses. For example,
Turgay Dakak, in his master’s thesis titled The Role of the Media in the Recreation of Turkish
Nationalism in the Context of the Kurdish Problem in the 90s (Milliyet Newspaper Example),
emphasized with which language practices the conflict environment experienced in the ‘90s was
conveyed to the society. In the study, it is assessed that the conflictual environment in the region in
the 1990s and the way it is conveyed in the media have a role in shaping today’s widespread
nationalist practices and perceptions. It is among the findings of the study that the agitative
language used by the media in this process accelerated the engagement of large masses in
nationalism, as well as developing a psychological atmosphere that intensifies social conflicts
(Dakak, 2015).

Although it does not focus on the Kurdish problem, the findings of other academic studies
conducted on AKP’s relationship with the media also contribute to understanding the language and
discourse regarding the Kurdish problem, which was established in the state-government-media
triangle and disseminated to the social field. For example, in his doctoral thesis titled Turkey’s Media
and Transformation of Historical Block during the Justice and Development Party Period, which was
completed relatively recently, Mesut Ayan states that the approach towards the media has changed
in parallel with the political developments observed during the AKP government period, and this
situation has gained a more prominent position after July 15. “It is almost impossible to talk about a
single and unchanging media policy during AKP’s 16-year rule. The relationships established
between the political power and the media have progressed in a continuous movement and in
interaction with other social aspects such as politics, economy, education and health.” (2019: 290).
Based on this sentence, it may be useful to re-express a situation that is already evident. Before,
during and after the solution process of AKP, there has not been only one and unchanging policy or
political attitude towards the Kurdish problem. AKP media has not only been the medium through
which these changing policies are followed, but also had a significant impact on the socialization of
the changing attitude.

Again, the report produced within the Peace Foundation, titled The Solution Process from
Dolmabahcge to the Present: Understanding Failure and Finding a New Path, is an important worth
mentioning. As stated in the presentation letter, this report is the continuation of the Foundation’s
first report analyzing the solution period until June 7, 2015. This report, written by Cuma Cicek and
Vahap Cosgkun, addresses the importance of the media taking an active role in the solution
processes and having a solution-oriented language of consensus, and expresses suggestions for
what needs to be done in this regard. Participation of media organizations in the social construction
mobilization in order to establish solidarity networks among citizens, not leaving the discussion of
political objectives such as the presidential system and the parliamentary system only the political
parties, undertaking of active roles by other social actors in this regard, especially academia and the
media, the elimination of violence from the language, and creation of a language of consensus and
solution by all relevant parties such as the government, political parties and non-governmental
organizations are among the suggestions asserted (2016: 25-6). Throughout the report, there is
confidence in the potential contribution that the media can make to informing, discussing and
understanding each other’s languages in terms of the socialization of the peace language and the
desire for solution. This issue is expressed in the clearest terms:
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The media should undertake an active role in the new solution process, and create a
Reconciliation and Solution or Peace Media. In this context, similar to continuous and
regular peace programs in the mainstream media, peace newspaper/newsletter, Purple
Newsletter focused on women'’s issues or Green Newsletter focused on ecology, works
like White Newsletter or Peace/Solution Newsletter can be conducted in both written
and visual media. The media should play an active role in the disarmament of language,
given its dominant role in the construction of public opinion. (2016: 27).

In Vahap Coskun’s study titled Solution Process: Outcomes and Threats, there is a mind-
blowing assessment of the impact of paving the way for the executives/parties of the solution
process, which was previously highlighted in the media with its negative aspects, to find a place in
the media:

The media and the solution process has been a determining factor in Demirtag’s
candidacy. Thanks to the process, Demirtas carried out a comfortable work because the
weapons were not used and no news of conflict or death was reported. He addressed all
parts and segments of Turkey. He took more coverage, found interest and support in the
mainstream media. The media, which always referred to Demirtas and its party with
negative concepts such as “traitor” and “separatist”, introduced this movement with
positive concepts and highlighted the sympathetic aspects of Demirtas for the first time.
If it had been a conflictual situation like in the past, none of this would have happened.
The appropriate environment and media support provided by the solution process
expanded Demirtag’s field of work and support. (2015:29)

Another study of Coskun titled Solution Process: Yesterday, Today and Tomorrow also
surrenders the predominant role of the media in social problems and draws attention to the
importance of the media taking responsibility in a difficult work such as peacebuilding. Coskun
explains very well that the peace and solution process are open and fragile processes against all
kinds of provocation. His interpretation of this issue is that peace is, first of all, a force because it
threatens the existing “established order” and changes power relations. This is what happened in
the process of solving the Kurdish problem. There are problems even at the stage of trusting in the
possibility of peace. As a matter of fact, many provocative violence events were experienced for
these reasons during these processes, and media organizations also magnified the negativities and
served to settle this provocative violence environment. According to Coskun, media organizations
“have tried to create insecurity and spread the idea that nothing will come out of the process.
Because if the mutual distrust between the parties grew and the disbelief about the process settled
in the society, it would be inevitable that the process would stop.” (2014: 11).

In short, it is clear that the media has a certain role and weight at every stage, starting from
the formation of a sense of solution and confidence in the possibility of peace in the society in the
context of the Kurdish problem, to making an effort in this direction. Undoubtedly, the media cannot
carry the burden of any process alone, and there are discussions about whether it has such a task.
However, whether they are journalists, academics or members and volunteers of non-governmental
organizations, almost everyone who ponders this issue has a high share of rightfulness about the
importance they attach to the media in this regard. Media is a medium that enables members of
the society who cannot see each other physically to talk to each other and to communicate their
ideas or prejudices to each other. Under the right circumstances, the media has the ability to ensure
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that a particular emotion dominates social life. This emotion can be hatred and anger, as well as
mutual understanding and feelings of intimacy or friendship.

It can be said that since the 1990s, for almost the last 30 years, the media’s share in the
approaches to the Kurdish problem has been as great as the Kurdish perception in the society.
Political power uses the media to manage different approaches to this problem according to its
own preferences. It is indeed undeniable that the media, which Louis Althusser (2006) considers as
the ideological device of the state, has a privileged ability to make society adopt the priorities of
political power, to mobilize society in line with these priorities or to passivize it on certain issues. The
media also has a privileged position in the creation of social consent. As Gramsci explains with the
concept of “hegemony”, the ruling class maintains its power not only by using force, but also by
creating consent ‘with force’ in the modern world. Media and communication tools are indisputably
important in the creation and dissemination of consent. There are many examples in which we
observe how this consent is manipulated through the media, not only around the Kurdish problem,
but also in the turbulent political life that has produced an intense social tension in almost everything
since the Gezi period. In the society, especially through the media, ‘others’ are constantly created
and perception policies are carried out on ‘others’ in order to prolong the political life of the powers.

The effort to consider the Kurdish problem in the context of the media is very important, as
can be seen in the light of this information, and this is an effort that is incomplete to a certain extent.
As DITAM, we found the research important for this reason by addressing a relatively less studied
aspect of this issue. We planned to discuss the Turkey’s Media in the Context of Kurdish Problem
from this relatively less examined point ant to conduct a study that will make the perception of
journalists, non-governmental organization representatives, lawyers and activists in the region and
especially Kurdish citizens about Turkey’s media visible. How do the Kurds consider this medium,
which has given them less or more space, looked at them one way or another, represented them as
separatists, traitors or “brothers”, but in any case, made the Kurds the object of this view? How do
they consider to look at the media in the solution process or in 1990s, long before that, from a
position of the “subject” or how do they evaluate the perception towards the Kurds? No matter how
perception is managed, it has a “subjective” dimension to a certain extent and is established on a
subjectivity. The study of perception of Turkey’s media in the context of the Kurdish problem is the
product of a research that attempts to look at the media perception of the Kurds within this
subjectivity.

To be able to interpret the research findings as accurately as possible historically requires
both briefly remembering the pressure and domination on the Kurdish media and media employees
and evaluating the point reached today as a result of AKP’s policies.

1.2.
Media and Freedom of Expression
in the Context of the Kurdish Problem

While discussing the media in the context of the Kurdish problem and saying that it has not
fulfilled its responsibility towards peace, it is important to remember that in this country, in fact,
there is almost always a very serious effort that we can refer to as a struggle line for the ideal of
“another media”. The Kurdish problem is managed in the media in varying forms in line with the
needs of political powers, and while it is presented to the society in the context of consent creation
at every stage, there has always been a tradition or another journalistic line in the media attempting
to reveal this problem with all its aspects and to open the curtain on the truth. Those who adhered
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to this tradition were sometimes criticized on the grounds that they were performing activism rather
than journalism. We are familiar with the tradition with a majority of Kurdish journalists who have
grown up in the Kurdish geography and who are concerned with “bringing to the agenda” the
Kurdish problem with the names of Giindem, Ulkede Giindem, &zgiir Giindem, Yeni Glindem within
this media. There have always been journalists and other media employees who have contributed
greatly to this struggle in Istanbul or Ankara-based media in Turkey. While this media, which is called
as “alternative media” or “independent media”, includes media that can be considered quite old,
such as Bianet and sendika.org, which has been closed down almost a hundred times and then
restarted, many new examples have been also added over the years. The oppression and
persecution of the alternative media exhibited a “destiny” that was indistinguishable from the
pressure on the Kurds and their efforts to solve the Kurdish problem.

In a study examining Turkey’s Media in the context of the Kurdish Problem, it is necessary to
briefly mention the efforts in pursuit of the abovementioned struggle for truth, the state of media
and freedom of expression, and the difficulties posed by the conflictual process and security
policies in terms of freedom of press.

Freedom of the press and expression, which has been problematic in Turkey since the past,
becomes even more problematic when it comes to the Kurdish issue. This makes it meaningful to
discuss Kurdish geography and Kurdish media under a separate heading regarding the issue of press
and freedom of expression in Turkey and pressures on journalists.

The Kurdish provinces were ruled for 25 years by the public inspectors who were equipped
with “super” powers, 15 years under martial law and 17 years under State of Emergency for reasons
such as military coups, Kurdish riots and internal disturbances in the history of the Republic of Turkey.
Freedom of the press and expression are among the most affected rights in these extraordinary
periods when normal law is suspended. In his study examining the Turkish press during the martial
law periods, Mehmet Sena K&sedad stated that freedom of the press was ignored during the periods
when democracy was suspended, many widespread activities of the press were terminated by the
introduction of heavy censorship practices, and many journalists were also faced with penalties
(2009: 477-87).

The Kurdish problem, which is an economic, social and political issue in Turkey, has been
defined as an issue of “economic underdevelopment”, “terrorism”, “separatism” and “public order”
in the official discourse of the state except for some exceptional periods. For example, Fuat Ucar
and Osman Akandere, who discuss the approach of the state to the Kurdish problem, state that
there is no such problem regarding the Kurdish problem in Turkey, there is an economic problem,
there is a problem of terrorism and separatism, there are ethnic and identity problems, and there
are theses that demonstrate categorical differences according to the political views of different
segments. (2017: 367-8) Therefore, the Kurdish issue and the political, military and social and cultural
developments related to it could not take place in the media outside the official ideology and
borders drawn by the state. The press was heavily censored.

The conflict environment that started with the Kurdistan Workers’ Party’s (PKK) raid on Eruh
and Semdinliin 1984 and continued from time to time both within and outside the borders of Turkey
and the political power’s reorientation to strict security policies in this regard have been the
developments that have aggravated the issue of freedom of press every passing year.

In Kurdish provinces, the State of Emergency Governors, who were equipped with extensive
powers in the 90s, banned newspapers and publications that made opposing and critical news and
publications outside the state’s borders on the Kurdish issue from entering Kurdish provinces. Many
newspapers and magazines were closed down. Within the scope of the Anti-Terror Law (TMK), which
was issued in 1991 and whose effects on journalists are felt in a destructive way today, many
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journalists, writers, intellectuals who think differently about the Kurdish issue and explain and write
these thoughts were arrested and tried.

Serious human rights violations such as village burnings and evacuations, forced losses,
tortures, extrajudicial killings and unsolved murders in Kurdish provinces in the 90s, when normal
law was suspended, were added to the picture of journalist killings and bombing of newspaper
offices. Of the 79 journalists who were killed or forcibly lost from 1905 to the present in Turkey, 21
were journalists who were killed in Kurdish provinces between 1989 and 1995 only (cgd.org.tr, 2022).

Dozens of reporters, writers and employees of Ozgir Glindem newspaper, the first daily
newspaper published in Turkish language in the history of the Kurdish press, have been the victim
of unsolved murders during the two-year period from its establishment on May 30, 1992 to its closure
in 1994. The newspaper was heavily censored, and many of its employees were sued. 76 reporters,
writers and newspaper distributors working in the newspapers, the predecessor and successor of
the Ozgiir Giindem newspaper, which has become a symbol for the Kurdish media, have been killed.
(Bianet, 2011). Rengin Aslan reports that more than 40 journalists were killed in the 1990s according
to inconclusive data. 14 journalists were killed in 1992 alone, and 13 of these journalists were working
in the Southeast. As Arslan recalled, “Musa Anter, who was writing for the Ozgiir Glindem newspaper
at that time, was among those killed, as was izzet Kezer, the correspondent of Sabah newspaper,
who was killed in Cizre in March of the same year.” (Arslan, 2015). Journalist Mahmut Bozarslan
expressed the difficulties of journalism in the region in those years with the following words:

Living there in the ‘90s was hard on its own. It was even harder to be a journalist. You
cannot go where you want, you cannot do the news you want because of the State of
Emergency, you cannot reach the person you want. At that time, we were only adhering
to the official statements made by the State of Emergency about the events in the
region (cited by Arslan, 2015).

Throughout this process, political powers and military authority took a “national stance” on
the Kurdish issue and explicitly and implicitly pressured the mainstream or widespread media to
stand by the state. A significant part of the mainstream or widespread media, which could not resist
what was imposed by the ownership structure of the media, the threat of punishment, censorship
and oppression, detached significantly from the Kurds’ agenda and the realities of the region. As a
result, the right of the Turkish public to be informed about the developments regarding the Kurdish
problem and to learn the truth was severely limited.

With the lifting of the State of Emergency in 2002, the magnitude of pressure and censorship
on the freedom of the press and expression in the Kurdish provinces have eased relatively, however,
the pressures on journalists and media institutions that opposed the Kurdish issue have continued.
This time, the freedom of press problem, which was on the agenda with journalist murders and
heavy censorship in the 90s, has been replaced by the problems posed by the lawsuits opened
against the journalists who were meant to continue their profession freely, arrests, closed down and
seized media institutions, the political power’s control and pressure on the media.
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1.3.
The Creation Process of Ruling Media
and Increasing Pressures

The increasing intolerance of the AKP government against criticism and different views and
its tendency towards stricter practices in controlling the media compared to the previous political
powers have brought serious problems with regard to freedom of press. Rightful assessments were
made for the developments in the fields of media ownership and freedom of press in this period
regarding that they were not like the previous periods. The sale of Dogan Media group to Demirdren
Group in 2018 was described as “the end of mainstream media” or “entering a single-voice period”
in Turkey (Sézeri, 2018). Today, 90 percent of the media described as mainstream are media organs
close to the government (Yezdani, 2021). Benan Eres and Hakan YUksel’s (2007) studies on the
change of ownership of media capital and step by step transfer of the media to capital groups close
to AKP upon AKP’s coming to the power in 2002 following the economic crisis and bankruptcy of
many banks in 2001. The study titled “Changing Media Capital in Turkey during the AKP Period ”also
indicates that AKP governments and mainly Recep Tayyip Erdogan embraced the changing of
ownership of media capital as a “cause”.

They were not satisfied with the change of ownership of media capital. The processes of
partizanization of the media were continued by taking full control of TRT, which carries out radio
and television broadcasts as a state institution, similarly, switching the control the official news
agency Anadolu Agency’s to AKP, and taking the institutions such as the Press Announcement
Agency (BIK) and RTUK, which regulate and supervise the media, under complete control, and
forming their executive staff from actors close to AKP. Critical/alternative media were given
disproportionate advertising and announcement punishments, and their televisions were given
screen blackout punishments. The practice of accreditation for journalists, cancellation of
journalists’ press cards and the strict practices imposed in the conditions of card issuance made it
difficult for journalists to access the news.

Hundreds of journalists who were conducting their professions freely have faced serious
problems and pressures. Alternative news channels criticizing the policies of the government,
especially the Kurdish issue, and the journalistic activities of journalists were associated with
“terrorism” as a result of the broad and arbitrary interpretation of the Turkish Civil Code. Many
journalists have been arrested and prosecuted for the news they reported. Lawsuits in which
journalists were tried collectively have increased. The journalism profession, which is performed for
the right of the public to receive news and access to accurate information, has become a dangerous
and unfavorable profession in Turkey. Turkey has been one of the countries that imprisoned and
prosecuted the most journalists. Nearly 12.000 journalists were tried in Turkey between 2003-2018.
At least 721 journalists were arrested from 2002 when the AKP came to power until the end of 2019
(Evrensel, 2020a).

Many Kurdish journalists have been forced to seek asylum in other countries to avoid
imprisonment due to lawsuits or prison sentences filed against them. Problems such as physical
violence against journalists, job insecurity, interference with editorial independence, judicial
independence, and the threat of punishment and trial have almost completely normalized
censorship and auto-censorship in the media.

In Turkey, which entered a different era with the failure of the solution process that caused
a great expectation in the society about the democratic peaceful solution of the Kurdish problem
and the July 15 coup attempt, the balance between rights and freedoms and security has changed
in favor of security policies. These changes and restrictions on freedom of expression were also felt
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intensely by all those concerned with the Kurdish issue and human rights. The media was
criminalized to the extent that it was related to the Kurdish issue. The conditions for journalists to
report freely have become more difficult, and the pressures on the media have increased. The
state’s intervention in the press and heavy censorship have opened the door to disinformation, as
well as limiting the public’s freedom to receive information.

Social media, where the social segments ignored by the mainstream media can make their
voices heard, was also kept under the constant surveillance and censorship of the state. Access to
content posted by oppositional news sites have often been blocked. A systematical internet
censorship has been applied on the contents or domain names of various news channels
broadcasting in Turkey and Europe since July 24, 2015.

As mentioned above, at this stage, 90 percent of the media in Turkey is under the control
and influence of business circles close to the government and the government itself (Deutsche
Welle, 2021a). 10 percent of the remaining alternative/independent media work under the
censorship and pressure of the Republic of Turkey Directorate of Communications, Radio and
Television Supreme Council (RTUK), Press Announcement Authority (BiK) and Information
Technologies and Communication Authority (BTK), which are authorized to regulate and supervise
the media and issue press cards.

In addition, the states that took extraordinary measures due to the Covid-19 pandemic,
which affected the whole world, limited not only the freedom of travel but also the freedom of the
press.

This picture, imposed on the journalists, intellectuals, writers, politicians, non-governmental
organizations expressing their thoughts on the Kurdish issue, reveals that it has made freedom of
the press and expression a part of the Kurdish issue, which is also a political, cultural and economic
issue.

In the face of this picture, which resembles a wreck in terms of freedom of press, journalists
continue to fight for the public’s right to receive news and to know the truth despite all the pressure
and difficulties.

AKP government, which said “The Kurdish problem is my problem”, came to the same line
with the previous governments by saying “There is no Kurdish problem” with its practices and
discourses since 2015, when the solution process ended. Today, there are much more severe aspects
of the Kurdish problem compared to previous years. For example, it has become a common practice
to try to suppress voices by criminalizing all segments of society that point to the Kurdish problem
and violations of rights in this regard. Hate speech and discourse have become widespread.

Addressing new approaches to the Kurdish issue after the solution process, Osman Sert
states that Kurdish politics and mainstream media are oppressed under these conditions where
security policies are felt heavily, that the media focuses more on military achievements with the
nationalist discourse created by the government, and that the Kurdish issue does not carry a serious
weight on the agenda except for military operations (2021: 17-35). Negativities and pressure have
intensified, especially the indifference of the mainstream media to the conflicts and human rights
violations in the region, the targeting or arrest of journalists reporting these violations, and
censorship.
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1.4.
Kurdish Broadcasts and Kurdish Mediaq,
Closed Down Radios and Televisions

As a result of the strict assimilationist policies implemented in Turkey in the past, the fact
that the Kurdish language spoken by millions of people is banned in the public sphere has prevented
private televisions and radios in Turkey from broadcasting in the Kurdish language for long years.
The Kurds living in Turkey listened to the songs and dengbéj in their forbidden languages through
the Kurdish broadcasts made by the Radio Yerevan, which was established in the capital of Armenia,
Yerevan in 1955 (evrensel.net, 2020b). In addition, Kurdish television channels established by Kurds
who migrated to Europe in 1995 and Kurdish broadcasts made by radios via satellite overcame these
bans and reached Kurds living in Turkey (Akyol, 2010: 131-44).

On January 25, 1991, with the abolition of the “Law on Publications in Languages other than
Turkish” no. 2932, which prohibited languages other than Turkish, newspapers and magazines that
publish in Kurdish were permitted. However, Kurds had to wait until 2002 to follow Kurdish
broadcasts on television and radio. With the European Union reforms and RTUK regulation issued
on December 18, 2002, Turkey was allowed to make Kurdish-language broadcasts on the state
channel TRT the viewing of Kurdish-language television channels in Europe. With the amendments
made in the RTUK Regulation in 2004 and 2009, the broadcasting of private televisions and radios
in Kurdish was also subject to the permission of RTUK, and the time limit was lifted in Kurdish
broadcasts (RTUK, 2010a). As of 2021, 17 radios and 11 televisions broadcast in Kurdish language in
Turkey (RTUK, 2010b).

In short, with the lifting of some bans and de facto obstacles on the Kurdish language, the
Kurds also reached newspapers, magazines and televisions that broadcast in their mother tongue.
However, the state’s pressure and bans on Kurdish language in the 90s emerged again with the end
of the solution process. Especially during the two-year state of emergency declared after the coup
attempt on July 15, 2016, almost all of the newspapers, TV and radio channels and news agencies
broadcasting in Kurdish in Kurdish provinces were closed down. This also made it difficult for the
Kurds to reach the news in their mother tongue.

Kurdish publishing houses, which publish books in Kurdish, have been decided to have many
of their books recalled. This situation reduced the demand for Kurdish publications. Publication in
Kurdish language has declined dramatically.

Protest and event bans declared by governorships in Kurdish cities every 15 days on the
grounds of “public order” have been implemented in cities such as Van and Hakkari for more than
5 years. These long-standing bans have severely restricted the right of political parties and non-
governmental organizations to express themselves and demonstrate.

RTUK imposed strict rules for private radios and televisions broadcasting in Kurdish and
supervised them strictly. The Supreme Council heavily censored Kurdish television and radio stations
for criticismm and comments on the Kurdish issue, news language in Kurdish broadcasts and Kurdistan
expression in the songs.

RTUK, which made its practices stricter for organizations broadcasting in Kurdish after the
end of the solution process, imposed sanctions on many channels, especially iMC TV, Ozgiir Giin TV,
Hayat TV and Jiyan TV due to the broadcasts and news they made during the curfews declared in
Kurdish provinces (BBC Turkish, 2016). Due to Ayse Celik’s comment during a private television
program she joined live: “Are you aware of what is going on in the East and Southeast of Turkey?
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Unborn children, mothers and people are killed here..” RTUK imposed Kanal D with a fine of
approximately 850 thousand TRY (RTUK, 2016).

A significant section of the televisions and radios in the Kurdish/opposing press, which
continued to broadcast under the threat of censorship and sanctions of RTUK, was completely
closed down with the Decree Laws issued within the scope of the State of Emergency declared after
the coup attempt on July 15, 2016, and all their properties were seized (Cumhuriyet, 2016). The claim
of “belonging to the structures, formations and groups and terrorist organizations that threaten
national security” was cited as the reason for the closure. Between 2016 and 2017, 70 radios and
televisions, including 37 radios and 33 televisions belonging to 54 media service providers, were
closed down (Gazeteduvar, 2017). These channels included IMC TV, one of the most watched news
channels in the region, TVIO watched by Alawites, Jiyan TV, which is the first channel in Diyarbakir to
broadcast in Zaza language, Azadi TV, Ozgiir Giin TV, Van Geng¢ TV which broadcasted in Van, and
Denge TV, which broadcasted in Batman. Zarok TV, the only private television making Kurdish
contents and broadcasts for children, was reopened upon objection. Due to the word “Kurdistan” in
the Kurdish song broadcasted on Zarok TV, the channel was fined and the program was suspended
(RTUK, 2018). The closed radios were Rengin Radio, which broadcasted in Kurdish and Turkish in
Mardin, Radio Karacadag in Urfa, Patnos FM in Agri, Giin Radio in Diyarbakir, Ozgiir Glineg Radio in
Malatya, Dogu Radio in Van, Ses Radio in Mersin, and Radio Diinya in Adana. Some closed institutions
were reopened upon objection (IHOP, 2017:38-9).

In the “Supreme Council Decisions” section on RTUK’s website, when “Giin Radyo ve
Televizyon Yay. A.S.” is searched as it is the first broadcasting organization applying to RTUK on
March 23, 2004 for Kurdish broadcasting, it can be seen that a total of 12 sanctions were applied in
the 3-year period between 2013 and 2016 when it was closed. However, it can be said that the
number of sanctions imposed is higher since the results of the decisions taken in the period before
2013 are not shown in the search records.

In 2017, the Supreme Council removed K24 TV, WAAR TV and Rudaw TV channels
broadcasting in Kurdish, Turkish and Arabic languages in the Kurdistan Regional Government (KRG)
in Irag from the satellite platform of TURKSAT on the grounds that they used the expression
“Kurdistan”. These channels had to broadcast over another satellite platform (Rudaw, 2017).

To summarize, the closure of a significant section of the Kurdish/opposition media and
broadcasting institutions monitored by a significant segment of the people of the region with State
of Emergency Decree Laws greatly limited the pluralistic, multicolored and multi-voice media as far
as it existed. It caused the limitation of the broadcast channels that would criticize the policies of
the government, allow the opposition and different segments to express themselves and access
these broadcasts. As a result of the closed down media organizations and other changes in media
ownership, the mainstream media having almost a single voice made it difficult for the people of
the region to access alternative news.

The seizure of the archives of the closed down press institutions and banning of access to
websites diminished the written and visual press memory in the region. Social media accounts of
the Kurdish/opposition media in the region were banned and their websites were shut down.
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1.5.
Turkey’s Freedom of Press
and Expression Table

International press freedom indexes and reports measuring the subjects such as freedom
of press, democracy, human rights, rights and freedoms show Turkey as “the largest prison in the
world” for journalists and “not free countries” in terms of democracy, freedom and human rights.
According to the World Press Freedom Index of Reporters Without Borders (RSF), Turkey has fallen
back 54 ranks among 180 countries in the last 20 years and ranked 153rd. (RSF, 2021) In the 2020
report of the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR), Turkey is the country with the highest
number of violations among 47 member countries of the Council of Europe in the cases of freedom
of thought and expression (Euronews, 2021a). Turkey, which ranks 149th on the Liberal Democracy
Index list, is ranked among the top 10 countries that have become the most authoritarian in the last
10 years (Euronews, 2021b).

In the 2020 report prepared by Freedom House, which monitors the implementation and
violations of human rights, Turkey was included in the category of “not free countries” (Euronews,
2021c). In The World Justice Project’s (WJP) report on the Rule of Law Index published in 2021, Turkey
ranked 117th among 139 countries (WJP-Index, 2021). In Freedom House’s “Freedom on the Net 2021”
report, Turkey was included in the category of countries that are not free in terms of internet use
(Deutsche Welle, 2021b).

According to the International Federation of Journalists’ (IFJ) report, as of March 2021, at least
229 press employees worldwide are in prisons for their journalism activities. 67 journalists are in
prison in Turkey (Euronews, 2021d).

It is also understood from the above data that the Kurdish press, which has been in the focus
of pressure since the 1990s with its opposing and critical broadcast approach on human rights
violations, social problems, especially the Kurdish problem in Turkey, has been under systematic
internet censorship since July 24, 2015, when the solution process ended. Bulent Aring, the deputy
prime minister of the period, said for Evrensel and Ozgiir Giindem newspapers, “These are crime
machines. They praise the terrorist organization...” (diskbasinis.org, 2015).

Systematical internet censorship was applied by the Information Technologies and
Communication Authority (BTK) and the courts to the internet addresses of the Kurdish/opposition
press, which opposed and questioned government policies, offered alternative opinions on the
Kurdish problem or published news and shared content that were not included in the mainstream
media during conflict periods. In addition, social media accounts and contents of Kurdish journalists,
activists and citizen journalists, who were not included in the national media, spread vital news and
had thousands of followers, were banned against access. Access blocking decisions are not applied
to the URL of the news, but rather to the entire website (freewebturkey.com, 2021).

Website of Dicle News Agency (DiHA) shut down with Decree Law was blocked 50 times
from July 24, 2015 to October 30, 2016, website of Jin News Agency (JINHA) at least 10 times, as well
as websites and social media accounts of Azadiya Welat, Ozgiir Giindem, Cjzgi]rli]kgij Demokrasi
newspapers and Dihaber, Gazete $ajin, Firat News Agency (ANF) were blocked countless times
(Bianet.org, 2015).

The domain names and extensions of the Mesopotamian Agency (MA) website, which has
been published since 2017, have been blocked 35 times so far while Jinnews was blocked 39 times
and Yeni Yasam Newspaper twice. Among the reasons for the access bans imposed to the website
of the Mesopotamian Agency were the distribution of potatoes by the Governorship of Diyarbakir,
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the report prepared by the Diyarbakir Bar Association on the mistreatment of the villagers and the
reports on sexual abuse (mezopotamyaajansi35.com, 2021).

1.6.
Evaluation

In the context of the Kurdish problem, the problems experienced by media outlets and
journalists, the constraints of the sources about the pressures and their causes, or the fact that they
are focused only on a certain area, and the fact that what happened in Kurdish provinces is not
addressed under a separate heading in Turkey’s freedom of press reports makes it difficult to report
the data in an organized manner. Heavy censorship on the internet, seizure of media institutions
closed by the Decree Law also make it difficult to access information and documents about the
Kurdish media.

This picture, which emerged in terms of freedom of press in Kurdish provinces, is not
independent of policies that restrict rights and freedoms and the conflicting environment that
emerged as a result of Turkey’s democratization problem, the Kurdish issue which has remained
unresolved for years.

Trial of politicians, human rights defenders, journalists, academics, non-governmental
organizations and other segments of society who express their opinions of the Kurdish issue reveals
that the Kurdish issue is also a matter of freedom of thought and expression at the same time.
Journalists and media organizations are among the most affected by this climate of oppression and
fear.

It is up to the media rather than politicians to abandon the language of conflict. In conflict
solutions, it is very important that the media prepares the language and this language prepares the
society for peace. For this to happen, however, the media must change its language and be close
to the concept of peace journalism. Unfortunately, the mainstream media does not have a bright
background in this regard. The mainstream media abandoned the relatively positive language it had
undertaken, albeit briefly, on the Kurdish issue during the peace process or the solution process,
with the end of the solution process. With one-sided broadcasts on the Kurdish issue and the people
of the region, the psychological barrier to the solution of the Kurdish issue has been further raised.
Conflicts have deepened and moved away from the climate of peace.

It is vital that journalists freely carry out their professional activities in order for the public to
reach accurate and reliable news during this period when the mainstream media abandoned
pluralist publications and broadcasted a one-sided and single-voice broadcast. Journalists who
believe in truth and peace are responsible for writing and telling the truth about social issues that
the mainstream media do not see.

When considering the Perception of Kurds on Turkey’s Media in Terms of the Kurdish
Problem which is our main study in the continuation of the report and interpreting the data, it is
useful to keep in mind the widespread control, surveillance and pressure on the media and freedom
of expression in general, as well as the censorship, blocking and persecution practices faced by the
Kurdish media. Because for instance, it is another thing if a Kurdish citizen watches FOX news the
most in a normal world where freedom of expression and information are protected and where they
have their medias broadcasting in their own language on topics related to their own problems, but
it is completely another thing in a world where there is no freedom, there is a profound polarization
and splitting between AKP and its base and other segments of society, especially Kurdish citizens.
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Therefore, we also thought that including the data in the section so far for the continuation of the
study would place the interpretation effort on a more accurate basis, rather than enriching it.

Finally, itis necessary to mention the scope of the research. Within the scope of the research
titled Kurds’ Perception of Turkey’s Media in the Context of the Kurdish Problem, the opinions and
perceptions of Kurds and Kurdish opinion leaders about the media in Turkey, main problems of the
media, general approach of the media to the Kurdish issue and especially the general attitude of
the media in Turkey in the Solution Process were examined by using qualitative and quantitative
research methods. Various important topics such as the potential of the media to contribute to
peace and solution, obstacles to the realization of this potential, positive and negative examples,
existence of a rights-oriented peace perspective, place of women’s and children’s rights in
journalism, the relations of the media with political and economic power foci, trust in the media and
media figures, and what can be done to spread the peace perspective are also discussed in detail
in the report. The report consists of two main sections, qualitative and quantitative research findings.
The first part present the qualitative stage findings while the second part reveals quantitative
findings.

Within the scope of quantitative research, a large-scale field study was conducted with
Kurdish citizens (600 people) in three major cities. We hoped that our field work would be very useful
in terms of deepening our understanding of the opinions of the Kurds and the reasons for their
mistrust of the media, especially regarding the role of Turkey’s media in the end of the solution
process. On the other hand, within the scope of the qualitative study, we conducted in-depth
interviews with leading names who were interested in this subject within the framework of rights-
based professional or political studies in the region. In this context, we also organized workshops in
Diyarbakir and Van. In these workshops, we came together with representatives from both the
region and the national media, rights defenders and other relevant groups to evaluate the findings
of our study and provide an environment where relevant experiences are shared.

This is a report prepared as a result of these studies. In addition to shedding light on the role
of the media in relation to the Kurdish problem, we aimed to contribute to the efforts to revive
historical memory, especially starting from the 1990s. To underline again, our most important goal
was to give the floor directly to them and to understand as much as possible the Kurds’ description
or perception of Turkey’s media, rather than a relatively over-examined issue such as how the Kurds
and the Kurdish problem were represented in this media.
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In the qualitative stage of our research, semi-structured in-depth interviews were
conducted accompanied by a detailed questionnaire with 40 people who included journalists,
lawyers, media employees and non-governmental organization representatives who had been
involved in the Kurdish problem and the Solution Process. The in-depth interview form started with
informative questions about the participants. In the second part of the form, questions were asked
about the media and importance of the media. In this section, opinions of the participants about
both the media and various views of the media in Turkey in general were attempted to be compiled.
The third part of the form was allocated to the opinions of the participants on the media and the
Kurdish issue in the 1990s. In the fourth part, the approach and attitude of the media during the
Solution Process was asked both in general and with reference to certain media groups. In the fifth
part, the situation of the media is discussed at the point reached from the solution process to the
present day. Expectations and suggestions for the future are included in the last part of the
guestionnaire.

In the report you are reading, the questionnaire flow was taken as a basis, the names of the
participants were anonymized by numbering, however, the location and profession information

were provided in the excerpts from the participants.2

2.1.
Importance of Media

The first part of the in-depth interview form consists of questions about the importance of
the media. In the interviews conducted with the participants, issues such as the general view of the
media in Turkey, the importance of the media in today’s societies, the roles played and can be
played by the media in the polarization-war-peace axes were examined. In this sub-part, response
patterns obtained from 40 participants will be discussed in a summary.

2.1.1.
Media in Turkey in the Axes of Conflict/Polarization
and Peace/Reconciliation

One of the issues that the majority of the participants agree on is the role of the media in
shaping opinions and even societies in today’s societies. Again, this importance and power are
mostly considered in a not very positive framework. According to the participants, the media has
the power to create and deepen social polarizations or, on the contrary, to diminish them.
Nevertheless, the media in Turkey mostly exercises its initiative to deepen polarization. Despite the
strong negative views of the participants about the media and their strong emphasis on the role of
the media in social polarization, their trust that the media has another potential is also noteworthy.
The media is not polarizing in nature, however, the interest it sees in polarization is higher, in line
with the interests of political powers. We will discuss this issue in much more detail in the following
pages.

The first question of the in-depth interview form was whether the media could deepen
conflicts and social polarization. According to the vast majority of the participants, the media can

2You can find the table containing the participant number, location and occupation information in ANNEX 1.
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deepen or soothe social conflicts and polarization. With the words of a participant, “the media is a
double-edged knife” and “it hurts both sides when not used correctly” (Van, Journalist). With the
words of another participant, “the media will contribute to the democratization of the society when
it is used well, or it can become an escalator of the call for war and social conflicts with its negative
attitudes.” (Sanhurfa, Author). When these theoretical and abstract determinations are put aside and
the situation in Turkey is considered, the participants depict an extremely negative picture. Themes
such as “a polarization arising from a political chaos” in Turkey (Sanhurfa, Journalist, Activist), the
media is not independent and broadcast as if it is the organization of political parties, it is away from
neutrality are frequently encountered. However, when the responses given by the participants are
considered, it is possible to see that certain groupings and patterns emerge. On the one hand, there
is an intense pessimistic approach that emphasizes the almost intrinsic securities power of the
media and its extremely negative impact on social polarization and conflict. According to this
opinion, the media in our society “generally acts as an opinion maker and determines what and how
people should think” (Mus, NGO Representative) and “media determines the agenda of today’s
modern people” (Sanliurfa, Journalist). Another participant, who emphasizes that the media
definitely deepens polarization, makes an interesting and explanatory analogy when explaining the
power of the media. In the words of the participant, who compared the impact of the media on
people to the Voodoo dolls in Africa,

There is a voodoo baby relationship there. When you stick the needle in the baby, the
bewitched person jumps there. There is a similar situation in the media. When the media
sticks a needle in a person, all the followers, fans and opponents of that person are
affected by that statement. Therefore, the media deepens polarization. The media has
and will continue to have such a function. (Diyarbakir, Journalist)

These and similar comments are frequently encountered in other interviews. The media is
“a great power, it causes different opinions to emerge in a segment of the society” (Diyarbakir,
Politician). The media plays a role in polarization, “because when you talk to the people on the street,
they comment against you by thinking that everything written in the news is true” (Diyarbakir,
Journalist). Another participant (Diyarbakir, Journalist) claims that in some cases the media is the
first reason for this “if an antipathy is created against the Kurds in the West”. Another participant
(Sanhurfa, Lawyer) emphasizes that the media is an actor strong enough to organize and then
legitimize a coup in Turkey. According to another comment, the media in Turkey is structurally the
media of the state and as seen in the September 6-7 events, it can easily and systematically become
a tool for provocation on behalf of the state (Istanbul, Journalist).

The common feature that stands out in these comments is that the absolute power of the
media is considered as a self-appointed element and evaluated by isolating it from the social,
political, cultural and economic relations network in which the media is located. However, in some
comments, structural determinants such as references to media-politics-capital relations
(Diyarbakir, Journalist), parallelism between parties and media organs (Sanlurfa, Lawyer; Istanbul,
Lawyer) were also mentioned.

In addition to comments on the strong and negative role of the media in polarization and
conflict, it is also possible to come across relatively calmer and multi-dimensional comments. The
journalist participant from Diyarbakir emphasizes that “the media alone will not deepen social
polarization, it does not create a new pole, but rather creates a deepening over the existing poles”.
Another participant implies that the media can reconcile as much as they can polarize, there is
always a reasonable segment trying to bring together on a common ground and the media does
not have a homogeneous structure (Diyarbakir, Media Manager). The lawyer participant from
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Batman underlines that the media is a part of the general political atmosphere with the words “the
media is both affected by and affects the general atmosphere”. Another participant acknowledges
that the media has a polarizing attitude, but emphasizes that the response of this attitude in the
society is not as strong as it is thought as a positive phenomenon:

Fortunately, nothing serious is happening in society, it does not find a response. | think
people are not very impressed by the polarizing language used by the media and
political parties. Of course, there are audiences and people who are affected by that
perception. But | do not see anything deep. This is an important detail. (Journalist,
Diyarbakir)

This last point is especially important in terms of providing an alternative perspective to
general acceptance based mostly on unproven assumptions about the intense and one-way impact
of the media. Although it is possible to say that the media has significant effects on political, social
and cultural life in modern societies, the nature, mechanisms, boundaries and modes of operation
of this effect are an important subject of discussion among media researchers. Contrary to the
approaches that consider the impact of media as an intense, one-way impact, there are
interpretations that associate this impact with more complex social, political, cultural, institutional
and economic contexts.’ The comment we read above is valuable in terms of problematizing the

social impact of the polarizing language used by the media.

When we ask about the impact of the media on peace and reconciliation, we find almost a
consensus on thoughts. To summarize briefly from the beginning, the participants emphasize that
the media in the world and Turkey may have a positive impact on peace and reconciliation, but this
can only be within an independent media structure. The majority of the participants cited the
contribution of the media to peace and reconciliation during the Solution Process as an example.
One of the statements summarizing this view is as below:

It has the potential. For example, when we look at the media during the solution process,
the language it uses, the approach it has assumed, more sympathetic narratives about
the events in the region or news about the Kurds, people coming here for touristic
purposes and trying to get to know the Kurds after reading in magazines, and how this
was reflected in the media have created a positive atmosphere. Media contributes to the
formation of this positive atmosphere. (Diyarbakir, Journalist)

According to the participants, the media “brought people closer together with the language
it used in the solution process” (Sanliurfa, Journalist); “approached the rightists with a language to
ensure that they find the solution process appropriate, and ensured that 70% of the nationalist, right-
wing, conservative people supported the solution process” (Diyarbakir, Journalist); “the media has
undertaken the role to bring peace to the world by forgetting its headlines and everything in the
past” (Diyarbakir, Journalist), “played an important role in terms of preventing extremities and
preparing the society” (Batman, Lawyer). It was noteworthy that one of the participants (Van,
Journalist) referred to the problem of migration and the coverage of refugee baby Alan Kurdi in the
press, whose lifeless body was washed up on the shore, when talking about the contribution of the
media to the language of peace. According to the participant, “European public opinion had to

3 For more detailed discussions on the subject, see Burak Ozcetin (2021).
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make a number of attitude changes related to refugees,” due to this image in the media. It is
possible to think that this participant expressed the opinion that making space for the Kurdish
problem and what happened in the Kurdish geography in the media during the solution process
encouraged a similar type of attitude change.

As stated, according to the participants, the contribution of the media to peace and
reconciliation is extremely limited due to the structure of the media in Turkey, its inability to be
independent of power and the state. In the words of our lawyer participant from Sanliurfa, “When
the media acts independently and freely all over the world, it makes an important contribution to
the establishment of social peace and justice. However, in Turkey, it has assumed a role and duty
that escalates violence and war since it acts together with the ruling power and deep forces.”
Positive evaluations of the peace process are also frequently limited by the emphasis on periodicity.
According to the participants, the media quickly returned to the old polarizing language of war as
soon as the solution process was over because it was dependent on the state and power. The actors
who were the voice of peace in the solution process, “made opposite discourses when the solution
process was over.” The reason for this is that the media is “at a passive position depending on the
political atmosphere” (Batman, Lawyer). Since “there is a media structure in Turkey that depends on
the ruling power or balances of power” (Diyarbakir, Journalist), the media had only limited and short-
term contribution to peace. In other words, the contribution of the media to peace is conditional,
dependent and periodic:

When the state said “yes” to the peace process, its affiliated media group also
contributed to it. In the opposite situation, we see that the media has an attitude that
leads to the conflict. Media in Turkey is not a decision-making body alone. It is not of this
nature and quality. It is a tool for the existing powers to disseminate their own policies.
(Diyarbakir, Journalist)

2.1.2.
Kurdish Problem, Media Attitude,
Conflict and Social Peace

Considering the last 20 years of the Kurdish problem, the participants were asked how they
evaluated the role of the media in stopping the conflict and establishing social peace in Turkey. It
was observed that the responses of the participants were concentrated on several points: those
who read the 20-year process through the media’s dependence on the state; those who focused
on the ownership structure of the media and its relationship with different groups of power; those
who focused on the different dynamics of the periodic and cyclical stance of the media; those who
drew attention to the positive aspects of the media’s approach to the Kurdish problem and the
alternative voices within the media in the last two decades.

A significant number of respondents emphasized that the media’s state- and power-
dependent structure is the main determinant of the media’s approach to the Kurdish problem over
the past 20 years. From this point of view, although it used a more democratic, peaceful and
analytical language in exceptional periods such as the Solution Process, this approach was not at
the initiative of the media. The change in the attitude of the state and the ruling power brought
about a change in the attitude of the media. For example, newspapers such as Hurriyet, which
“pumped anger and caused Kurds to have problems individually” in the Solution Process, adopted
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the opposite attitude during the Solution Process and “they suddenly became on the side of peace
along with the ruling power.” These newspapers,

due to the propaganda of the ruling powers, they started not to report against the
organization, against the Kurds, and even to talk about the Kurdish culture in terms of
their food or their songs. This kind of a trend started out of the blue. Of course, this is all
about the patronizing influence of the media and the motivation of the ruling power or
state. There is no independent media in Turkey in this sense. In other words, the media
does not create hate by itself, everything is shaped according to the state and power.
(Diyarbakir, Journalist).

Another participant (Sanliurfa, Journalist) emphasizes that the media has not taken a stand
independent of politics in the last 20 years by stating that “if the language used by politics is an
exclusionary language, the media takes a stand according to it”. The following quote reveals very
strongly how dependent the media is on the state: “Journalism in the world has been tried to be
performed despite the states.” “When we look at Turkey, the state does journalism itself.” (Sanliurfa,
Journalist). Another participant emphasizes that this media structure lacks a color and character with
the following words: “The media does not have its own color either. There is a pressure environment
in the country, there is neighborhood pressure, according to this, the media is currently acting
without colors.” (Sanliurfa, Journalist, Activist). In short, according to this opinion, in the last 20 years,
first the mainstream media, and then the pro-government media, which the participants called
“pool media”, have proceeded in the same line “with the ups and downs structure of the power
regarding the solution” (Diyarbakir, Journalist) and “the powers have been decisive in every element
of the conflict-peace media in the last two decades”: “The media has not played an important role.
The media acts for reconciliation one day and insults on the other day. This change is not a situation
that happens with the own will of the media” (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

There were comments that read the ups and downs of the media’s approach to the Kurdish
problem not only in terms of affinity to the state and power, but also with more complex
determinants and “balances of power” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). For example, it would be appropriate
to convey the comment of the lawyer participant from Istanbul:

Let us define 1999-2004 as a negative peace period, the silence of weapons. The general
discourse in the media claims that the Kurdish issue ended when the weapons were
stopped. There was a wind created by the EU. In this period, the Kurdish issue was not
really on the agenda. One of the events in which the Kurdish issue manifested itself was
the abduction of the HADEP executive in Silopi in 2001. Mehmet Altan and Celal
Baslangig pressed forward on this case. Ali Bayramoglu had conducted examinations in
Silopi. In 2005, Erdogan said “The Kurdish problem is my problem”. It was important for
the political power to acknowledge the Kurdish issue. Although the conflict started again
here, there was no harsh discourse like in the ‘90s. Looking before this 20-year period,
the media was acting as the tool of the military and security forces. In this context, the
change that the media has undergone in terms of style is very important. There were
events in Diyarbakir during the process after 2005. Looking back at these events, the
language of the media was terrifying. The language and attitude prone to propaganda
were quite clear. At that time, there was a flag crisis in Mersin. The Kurdish issue was
included in the agenda after 2010. After 2013, the political power stated that it wanted to
cover a distance in terms of this problem. After this statement, the media began to play
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a peaceful role. However, it went back to an attitude that ignores the problem similar to
1990s. The racist massacre in Konya is an example that clearly demonstrates where the
media and power are positioned in terms of the Kurdish issue. While news could be
published about the Kurdish issue in 2013-2014, it would be interpreted as treachery if a
newspaper shows the same attitude today. This shows that approaches to the Kurdish
issue are a mind that varies periodically.

However, we also come across opinions emphasizing that there have been positive changes
and transformations in the media’s handling of the Kurdish problem in the last 20 years. One
participant (Diyarbakir, Media Manager) emphasizes that while “Kemalist hegemony perspective and
nationalism” prevailed in the media 20 years ago, Kurds and Islamists, two segments excluded by
the state in the last two decades, had more opportunities to be represented. According to them,
the “reflections of these segments on the media have also been more democratic.” Another
participant (Diyarbakir, Journalist) states that the mainstream media’s perspective on Kurds has
changed in Turkey in the last 20 years, and that it now acknowledges the Kurds while “initially taking
an attitude that ignores the Kurds”. The NGO representative from Istanbul emphasizes that the
media is “managed” and “used” very well, especially during the Peace Process, and that there has
been a moderate process regarding the Kurds since 2000. Again, a positive approach (Diyarbakir,
Journalist) states that the central media has been broadcasting in line with the political power in the
last 20 years, but still adds that “there are institutions that act with their conscience and what they
see”.

Nevertheless, very important distances have been covered. The media has also done
very good works especially in the solution process, for example, | wish that it would actin
accordance with its own thoughts and conscience rather than the discourse of the
party... but despite this ... A very nice atmosphere has been achieved in our country. This
is despite everything, | want to say. This point should be emphasized. The news was
written very meticulously and very carefully both in the region and across the country.
That was the way it was supposed to be. But it only lasted for two, three years... And yet
there are principled and honorable journalists holding their heads high. For this country,
which is approaching social issues, economic issues and the Kurdish issue, we have many
upset friends and elder colleagues, but this is not enough.

To sum up, the last comment shows us that the participants think that despite all the
negativities and ups and downs experienced, significant distances have been covered in the media’s
approach to the Kurdish problem and their representations about the Kurds in the last 20 years.
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2.1.3.
Naming, Periodizing, Classifying Turkey’s Media

Participants were asked a series of questions to identify, name and limit mainstream media
in Turkey. “If you were to define the approach of mainstream media in Turkey to the Kurdish issue in
three words, which would they be?” Most of the participants who responded to this question used
almost completely negative and highly differentiated labels and adjectives: “oppression”,
“unreliable”, “pro-established order”, “denial”, “discriminating”, “marginalizing”, “engaged”,
“pragmatic”, “pro-state”, “see no evil, hear no evil, speak no evil”, “nationalist”, “statist”,

” o« ” o« ” o« ” o«

“manipulative”, “non-recognition”, “lie”, “propaganda”, “terrorism”, “separatism”, “survival of the

” o«

state”, “discriminatory”, “confrontational”, “biased”, “hypocritical”, “official use”, “protecting the

sacred”, “with defined boundaries”, “disinformation”, “incompetence”, “loyalty”, “official language”,
“military press”, “traitor”, “deceived”, “national”, “monist” and “exclusionary”.

However, there was also a participant who emphasized that it was not possible to explain
the view of the mainstream media on the Kurdish issue in three words, because the media did not
have a clear attitude on the subject (Sanliurfa, Author). Another participant (Diyarbakir, Journalist)
stated that the mainstream media does not have a perspective on the Kurdish issue, because there
is only the perspective of the political power, and the media will turn to wherever the power evolves.
Another participant working as a journalist in Istanbul summarizes the situation as follows: “When
Aydin Dogan is asked what will happen to Hiirriyet, he answers ‘The state decides, not me’.
Therefore, these three words are the-state-decides.”

When we asked them to divide the approach of the media to the Kurdish issue into periods,
the general tendency was to discuss it as pre-solution process, solution process and post-solution
process. However, there have also been responses that have taken periodization back to the 1920s
and focused on breakdowns within a longer historical period. Another participant evaluates the
approach of the media under two main headings as the Solution Process period and the rest
(Diyarbakir, Politician). A different periodization was made as before and after 1990: between the
pre-1990 period when the Kurdish issue was ignored and the post-1990 period when it became
visible (Sanliurfa, Author).

Participants who started to define periodization about 100 years ago emphasize that the
media did not see the Kurds from the 1920s to the 1960s, and when they did, they associated them
with banditry and similar terms; the Kurdish problem was discussed as a matter of
underdevelopment under the influence of leftist ideologies between 1960-1980; there was a period
of silence between 1980-1990; the Kurds started to be noticed starting from the 1990s and this
gained momentum with the 2000s; the solution was discussed between 2013-2015; and a return was
made to a security-related language after 2015 (Diyarbakir, Journalist; Istanbul, Lawyer). It would be
enlightening to convey the following lines, which emphasize the periodization regarding the media
should be read in line with the changes in the approach of the rulers to the Kurdish issue:

The media is positioned according to the opinion of the rulers to the Kurds and their
problems. The 90s were a peak in the Kurdish struggle and in the state increasing the
dose of violent tools. The Kurdish movement came to a parting of the ways 1992 and
shifted from the independent path to the reconciliation path with the state... After the
90s and towards 2000s, the rulers understood that they would not be able to govern as
they used to, and the language of the media accompanied this accordingly. This change
manifested itself more clearly with the establishment of AKP. Those ruling with the AKP’s
liberal reformist views initiated integration instead of assimilation against the Kurds. ..
Currently, the process goes no further than carrying blood into the dangerous
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atmosphere dominated by the language of conflict. While the political power is stuck
due to the loss of the social support and this deepens the social polarization, the media
maintains a language suitable for the role assigned to it. (Diyarbakir, Journalist)

When we ask the participants to classify Turkey’s media, it is seen that the dominant
classification is made between the ruling power’s media and the rest, although other terms are also
used. “Government supporters and government opposition” (Diyarbakir, Journalist), “People’s
Alliance and the rest” (Sanlurfa, Lawyer), “Pro-government and anti-government” (Diyarbakir,
Politician), “Power’s media and secular media” (Diyarbakir, Journalist), “Media that is a party to official
discourse and media that is trying to spread the truth opposing them” (Diyarbakir, Journalist),
“Nationalist, neo-nationalist and opposition media” (Batman, Lawyer). There are also opinions in
Turkey that address the media outside the duality of power and opposition. According to this view,
even the media, which is called as anti-government or opposition, cannot go beyond the limits of
the political power when it comes to the Kurdish issue: “media groups broadcasting on the
nationalist and neo-nationalist lines, which may be the partners of the power from time to time,
have been the voluntary watchdog of the system in the opposition for a long time” (Diyarbakir,
Journalist); “conservative media, neo-nationalist media and nationalist media. .. These three medias
are very similar to each other because they have common ideological aspects and they are anti-
Kurdish.” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). Another remarkable point is that the participants very rarely
distinguish between the state and political power. While a participant (Istanbul, Journalist) divides
Turkey’s media into three groups, they divide them into “the media of the state in real terms”,
“government media” and “left media”, which take positions and change according to the change of
the ruling power.

Participants were asked to make a distinction between the Kurdish media and the Turkish
media and to evaluate broadcasting organs such as Duvar and Arti TV within this distinction.
Although there are participants who claim that there is no such thing as Kurdish media and it is just
the leftist media (Sanhurfa, Lawyer), the participants agreed on some media organs: Mezopotamya
Ajansi, Ozgiir Giindem, Yeni Ulke, Ozgiir Politika and Yeni Yagam, Arti TV, European-based
televisions, Irag Kurdistan-based K24, Rudaw, Waar and Turkey-based Azadiye Welat. Participants
defined media organizations such as Bianet, T24, Duvar with expressions such as “Turkish media”,
“Media with a broadcasting line that can express the problems of all ethnic groups in Turkey”
(Diyarbakir, Journalist), “Turkish media with sensitivity to the Kurdish Issue” (Sanliurfa, Lawyer),
“Liberal media” (Istanbul, NGO Representative), “Media close to the Kurdish media with a social
sensitivity” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). The statement of our journalist participant (Istanbul), who made
a classification between the Kurdish media and the Turkish media, is as follows:

I cannot make a distinction between Kurdish media and Turkish media because if | say
Turkish media, | mean state media. So, we cannot say that every media that broadcasts
in Turkish is Turkish media, then we would have to say that Ozgiir Glindem is Turkish
media or Express magazine is not Turkish media nor Kurdish media. It is a socialist
magazine. It is a magazine that exists to make the voice of the oppressed heard. Kurdish
media, Mesopotamia News Agency which is focused on the Kurdish movement, Firat
News Agency, and then Ozgiir Politika, ®zgir Glindem Newspaper which publishes in
Europe, Yeni Yagam Newspaper. These are media organs that hear and convey the voice
of the Kurdish movement more. They perform journalism by undertaking great
economic hardships and costs. Bosses of Duvar, Artl TV are not a leftists or party
members, these are media organizations that do journalism in some way.
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The final questions of this section of the questionnaire were which media organs had the
most positive and negative approach to the Kurdish issue. The media organizations and groups with
the most negative approach were listed under “Media outlets close to the political power”’ as A
Haber, Yeni Akit, Yeni Safak, Hirriyet, Star TV, Albayraklar, Demiréren Group and Calik Group. For
example, the reason for pointing out A Haber is stated as “its attitude towards different opinions is
very negative and directly supports the ruling power” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). However, media
outlets that are not close to political power are also included in the media outlets that broadcast the
most negatively on the Kurdish issue. In the words of the journalist participant from Diyarbakir,
“S6zcli Newspaper, which has an internalized discriminatory stance and is like the continuation of
the old Hiirriyet’ has been one of the frequently mentioned newspapers. In addition to S6zcl, media
outlets such as Ulusal TV, CNN and NTV “which appear to be impartial but have the same attitude as
the power towards the Kurdish issue” (Diyarbakir, Journalist) are among the media outlets which
have a negative approach towards the Kurdish issue. It is also necessary to look closely at an
interesting evaluation in this regard. Journalist participant from Diyarbakir also includes leftist-
socialist media outlets such as Diken, Sol Newspaper and Birglin among the publications that
approach the Kurdish issue negatively with the following words:

Sol newspaper and Birglin newspaper present themselves as opposition, but | do not
observe that they embrace a broadcasting style outside certain ruling state institutions,
especially in terms of their approach to the Kurdish issue. Therefore, with the dimension
of enlightening, informing the society and presenting the news, perhaps they can
provide an intention that the existing official institutions cannot do and aim at on their
own. Therefore, sometimes | find these broadcasts more dangerous. If this is about the
Kurdish issue, | do not see these outlets anywhere far from the official broadcasts.

When asked about the media outlets that approach the Kurdish issue most positively and
peacefully, Birgiin, Bianet, Duvar, T24, Taraf, IMC, Arti TV, Ahval, BBC, Evrensel, Medyascope were
the most mentioned media organs. At this point, it is possible to say that Birgiin newspaper isamong
the media outlets that approach the Kurdish issue both positively and negatively by the participants
and that there are different approaches to the newspaper.
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2.2.
Media and the Kurdish Issue in the 1990s

The second part of the questionnaire was allocated to questions about the opinions of the
participants about the relationship between the Kurdish issue and the media in the 1990s and again
about the news sources of the participants in this period. When the participants were asked how
they achieved knowledge of the social events in the 1990s, television and newspapers were the first
answers: newspapers such as Ozgiir Giindem, Yeni Yiizyil, Radikal, Hiirriyet, Sabah, Milliyet, and
mainstream TV channels such as ATV, Show TV and Kanal 7 were among the media outlets
mentioned. Answers also included Med TV and Roj TV channels, which were accessed via satellite
dish. Journalist participant from Diyarbakir said: “I saw that the Kurds did not feel connected to
Turkey’s media after 1995. After meeting the Kurdish media broadcasting over Europe with double
satellite dishes, the Kurds started to get the right news about the Kurds from there.” A few
participants stated that they received the news from either people they knew and trusted in the
media (Sanliurfa, Journalist), sometimes from political parties, non-governmental organizations,
mukhtars or other people (Diyarbakir, Journalist), and sometimes from local people (Diyarbakir,
Journalist) rather than from the media. The sources mentioned above were also the main channels
through which the participants followed the news.

Participants were also asked how the media viewed the Kurdish issue in the 1990s. A
significant part of the participants emphasized that in the 1990s, the media was unaware of the
Kurdish issue (Diyarbakir, Media Manager), and when dealing with the Kurdish issue, they mentioned
“terrorists, not Kurds” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). It was emphasized that the media of the period
adopted a language that was “hostile, racist, discriminatory” (Istanbul, NGO representative),
“denialist, rejectionist, very military, violent” (Diyarbakir, Journalist) and “polarizing and one-sided”
(Diyarbakir, Journalist). According to the participants, the main reason for this was that the media
had a state and military-centered view. The media of the period “had a state-oriented perspective
and had no promises towards the solution of the Kurdish issue or towards ensuring social peace”
(Diyarbakir, Politician). The media was “working with an aim of assimilation” as the “broadcasting
organ of the Turkish Armed Forces” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). With statement of a participant,

Tansu Ciller has an important saying, “whatever the military says, | do it instantly.” It is
like that, the military says, the Turkish media writes it instantly. The bombing of the
Ozgiir Ulke newspaper, the killings of Kurdish journalists, they were all part of the
objective of building a uniform journalism. But there were honest journalists at the time,
and one way or another, they are still here after the ‘90s. (Istanbul, Journalist)

However, there are also those who stated that the media’s view of the Kurdish issue in the
1990s was “somewhat better’, that news about the region could be serviced and columns could be
written at that time (Diyarbakir, Journalist), and that there was a more objective approach “since
there was an uncensored point of view that told us what happened directly” (Sanliurfa, Journalist).
According to this approach, in the 1990s, “there was a freer discussion environment” for example,
“Birand went to Beirut and interviewed Ocalan. A time when Orhan Dogan and Alparslan TUrkes
reciprocally talked about the Kurdish issue. There were programs made by Ahmet Altan, Ahmet
Kaya” (Istanbul, Journalist). One participant states that in an environment dominated by denialist,
oppressive and discriminatory media language, names actors as Mehmet Ali Birand and Cengiz
Gandar could offer a more democratic perspective on the subject (Diyarbakir, Journalist; Van,
Journalist).
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Participants were asked whether there was any news they could not forget from the 1990s
in the context of the Kurdish issue, and mostly negative and striking news such as murder, torture,
village evacuation, etc. were remembered and expressed: “I remember the murders of
Hezbollahists and the news of executions” (Sanliurfa, Journalist, Activist); “There was the issue of
White Toros [car]. | was a child back then, but then | read it in magazines” (Sanliurfa, Lawyer); “I
remember the news about what was done to Ahmet Kaya” (Diyarbakir, Journalist); “There was a news
article about returning to the villages in 1997-98. | was deeply touched” (Diyarbakir, Journalist); “There
was an image where they tied the body of a murdered person on the back of the tank and dragged
them?” (Sanliurfa, Journalist); “I can say the Aleppo Massacre. 30.000 people who escaped from this
problem came to Diyarbakir and Mus” (Sanliurfa, Author); “The murder of Musa Anter. Namik Taranci
murder” (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

2.3.
Approach of the Media in the Solution Process

In this part of our qualitative analysis, a number of questions were asked to the participants
in order to reveal in detail how Turkey’s media approached the Solution Process. The first of these
guestions was about how they see the media’s approach to the process throughout the Solution
Process. It is seen that the responses are grouped in three groups - the majority of which are in the
first group:

1) Those who claim that the attitude of the media in the Solution Process is positive, however,
this is not about the media, but about the approach of the political power to the Solution Process.
According to this opinion, this is the reason behind the media returning to the old conflict language
as soon as the Solution Process is over.

It was very positive. The reason it was positive was the positive approach of the power to
the solution process. (Sanhurfa, Journalist, Activist)

It was more constructive compared to previous years. They had been pretending to
rediscover the Kurds they had known for years as if they were discovering America. Since
the state officially started to recognize them, so did the media. (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

The vast majority took care to use a more prudent, democratic and careful language.
However, it was later revealed that this situation was cyclical. But, of course, the media
was definitely better at that time. (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

The media first took a role as if supporting the solution process, then directed towards
the wind. Anyway, if you would ask me, the solution process was not a very sincere
process. (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

2) The approach that sees the attitude of the media as positive and constructive: “The
language of the media has changed by 80% compared to the past. The peace process was an
opportunity all over Turkey, and the media had its share. People started to speak the language of
peace, not the language of the weapons” (Sanliurfa, Journalist); “The positive atmosphere created
by the solution process also affected the media” (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

3) There were also negative evaluations in terms of intentions and connections while they
considered the attitude of the media as positive.
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Again, a large majority of the participants stated that the media as an actor could not play a
positive role in the Solution Process. Parallel to their other responses, the media’s dependence on
the state and political power was the main reason behind this. According to the participants,
although the media acted more positively and peacefully during the Solution Process compared to
in previous periods, this remained limited because it was a role that the state assigned to them.
Because, in the words of the journalist participant from Diyarbakir, “The role of the media was as
much as that power assigned to them.” The same statement was expressed by another participant
with the following words: “The media was given a role by the state, it would be more accurate to say
that it acted in accordance with this role” (Sanliurfa, Lawyer). In the said period, the support of the
media “had an aspect like supporting the policy of the political power” (Diyarbakir, Journalist) and
“if the media had given the necessary support, the solution process would not have ended so
quickly, or it would not have been allowed without any reason. The media has not been a part of the
solution process in this sense” (Diyarbakir, Politician).

A few of the participants, who could be defined as a small minority, underlined the positive
role of the media in the process. For example, a participant stated that the media played a positive
role as an actor in the Solution Process and thus “80% of the society provided support to the solution
process” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). Another participant (Istanbul, Journalist) stated that the media
played a positive role, “they also made an effort, and they were giving people hopeful news that this
problem of the Kurdish issue would be solved.”

When asked about how there are polarizations and groupings in the media in terms of the
approach to the Solution Process, different responses were provided. Some of the participants
distinguished between those who supported the process and those who supported it more
cautiously. Some participants underlined that the basic distinction is between those who supported
the process and those who objected to the way the process was operated. Apart from this,
distinctions were made over the determinant qualities of the relevant media block: the Kurdish
media and the media close to the state (liberal media and nationalist media) the [Gulenist] fraternal
media opposed to the process and the media supporting the process were distinguished.

It was the cyclical approach of media outlets close to the political power described in a
discrete position in terms of the opinions of these groups on the issue. According to almost all of
the participants, what was essential for the media close to the political power was the political
conjuncture rather than the issue itself. “Let us separate the Kurdish media. The media tools used by
the state were quite cyclical” (Istanbul, NGO representative).

When asked whether the media provided a basis for the discussion of all aspects of the
Solution Process, it is possible to mention that the participants presented a much more positive
framework compared to the previous responses. First of all, if we start with the negative comments,
the media was criticized with “only watching and writing what happened” (Diyarbakir, Journalist),
“not being in an investigative and questioning position and not being an actor on its own”
(Diyarbakir, Journalist), “not internalizing the subject” (Diyarbakir, Politician) during the Solution
Process. Another criticism was on the partisan nature of the media:

The media did not allow the situation to be discussed by approaching both actors
equally. On the contrary, the media of both sides followed a path according to their own
political perceptions. The AKP media explained how positive and ethical it approached to
the process. HDP media explained how accurate and ethical it was in the same way.
(Diyarbakir, Journalist)
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Opposite this negative picture were those who claimed that the media provided an
important basis for discussion during the Solution Process. During the solution process, the media
brought to the agenda of the public the issues that could not be discussed and the voices that could
not be heard before. According to these participants, during the Solution Process, the media “made
a great contribution with its columns and thought articles; academicians and non-governmental
organizations wanted to contribute and talk during the solution process” (Sanliurfa, Journalist).
Another participant, who stated that the media had a “serious contribution”, emphasized that the
media had a role in the legitimacy of Kurdish politicians in the Turkish public opinion during the
Solution Process and also in the success of the election afterwards: “inclusion of Kurdish politicians,
especially Selahattin Demirtas, in the mainstream, them participating in panel discussion programes,
being in the foreground, brought along the success of June 7” (Van, Journalist). A participant in the
Wise People committee underlined the reflections of the solution-oriented and peaceful language
of the media in the field:

Discussions were held in the media in every aspect. | was in the Wise People committee
in a region. It was the first time there were discussions in a public place. At the end of the
day, no one was attacking anyone. We were definitely visiting a martyr family in every
province we went, and the attitude in every house we visited was positive. In a
conversation with a family we visited, we saw that they also talked about what was said in
the media, and we saw that these conversations caused a change in their opinions. We
encountered the response of the positive language of the media in the field. (Istanbul,
Lawyer)

In addition to positive opinions, there were also those who emphasized that the media could
not be fully successful in ensuring that the Solution Process was discussed in every aspect but could
“open a door, even if it could not create a ground” (Sanliurfa, Journalist). Another participant
(Diyarbakir, Journalist) called this role of the media as “paving the way”. Compared to the period
before the Solution Process, substantial issues such as “separatism” could not be discussed,
although extremely bold and broad discussions were conducted (Batman, Lawyer).

The participants were asked whether Solution Process actors of the media had adequately
conveyed their perspectives to the media, and almost all participants stated that the media was
inadequate in this regard. The reason for this was that the media was not independent and the
media always acted as an extension of a political formation: “Everyone’s media presented their own
perspective. There was no common understanding. HDP reflected its suggested solution in its
media. AKP was presenting its solution to the media with its own perspective” (Diyarbakir, Journalist);
“While the AKP media gave its own perspective, the HDP media gave another perspective to the
media accordingly. Where there is no independent media, everyone has carried out a broadcasting
stream from their point of view” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). From this point of view, according to the
participants, it was not a situation in which different and diversified perspectives were reflected, but
a situation in which everyone called out to their own circles. However, there were also participants
who emphasized that the media “opened up equal spaces” (Van, Journalist) to both parties.

Whether the media looked at the solution process from the perspective of women and
encouraged women to contribute was another issue discussed in the interview. The comment of
the journalist participant from Istanbul is as follows: “Turkey’s media is male. It is next to power and
against the weak.”

It is possible to divide the answers to this question into three groups. Those in the first group
claim that the emphasis on mothers and the female perspective have been conveyed to the media.
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Accordingly, the media showed a good attitude with the “both sides say that their mothers should
be involved in the solution process” (Diyarbakir, Media Manager). The participant (Diyarbakir,
Journalist) also referred to the news on mothers, saying that “there was a pluralism in which women
were concentrated, although it was not a woman-centered solution in particular”. The second group
emphasized that this emphasis on mothers was far from offering a female perspective. For example,
a participant (Sanliurfa, Lawyer) stated that women were addressed only in the company of
“agitative discourses like ‘stop the tears of mothers”. The relationship between discourse on mothers
and female perspective was summarized by another participant with the following words:

I remember some news, but | do not know whether it is from women'’s perspective or
mothers’ perspective. It is more of a mothers’ point of view to me, you know, as to bring
compassion. There was a language of news used as a political discourse. There was the
pressure that the mothers suffered the most due to losses. But other than that, when we
say women'’s point of view, | do not remember a feminist point of view in the
mainstream. But there was a mothers’ point of view. (Mug, NGO representative)

Another participant (Istanbul, Journalist) expressed criticism by saying “unfortunately it
remained at the ‘stop mothers’ tears’ discourse only.” Those in the third group mentioned the
absence of a women’s perspective and women completely: “The media lacked the women’s
perspective in the solution process. We could not see Turkey’s women’s movement in the solution
process” (Diyarbakir, Journalist); “The media never looked from a woman’s point of views. There was
never a women’s perspective, not only in the solution process, but before and after the Solution
Process. They viewed women as an object” (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

Another question was whether the participants remembered an approach of the media for
the benefit of children during the Solution Process. The fact that a large number of participants
answered “I do not remember” showed how little the subject matter was cared for according to the
participants. Several participants commenting on the subject underlined that the attitude of the
media was bad, and accusatory labels such as “children throwing stones” were used (Istanbul,
Lawyer). However, there were also participants who stated that “Zarok TV had its brightest period
and Mor Yayinlari was established at that time” (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

When the participants were asked to evaluate the media’s approach to the Dolmabahge
meeting and rate the approach between 1 and 10 (1 very bad, 10 very good), it was seen that the
participants were distributed as follows: Approximately one-quarter of the participants gave 0-2
points, nearly the half gave 4-6 points, and the remaining approximately one-quarter gave between
8 and 9, so that the average rate was 5 out of 10. The participant who gave the lowest rating
(Diyarbakir, Media Manager) made the following evaluation: “First, a hopeful language was used, but
then the language of the media changed after Mr. Recep Tayyip’s attitude.” Another participant
(Sanlurfa, Yazar) stated that the process was not presented transparently and that the main reason
for its negative evaluation was: “It was completely confidential. There was no background. We did
not receive any information.” However, those who viewed the approach of the media positively
stated that most of the media supported the Dolmabahge meetings and reported them with an
appropriate language (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

When the participants were asked the names most appreciated by the media during the
Solution Process and the reason for this, it was seen that very different names were mentioned.
Recep Tayyip Erdogan was the most cited among the politicians most appreciated by the media.
Efkan Ala and Besir Atalay were the two most mentioned names after Erdogan. Sirri Streyya Onder,
Selahattin Demirtag and Abdullah Ocalan were the most mentioned names from the Kurdish side.
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One participant (Istanbul, Journalist) stated that the most interesting point in this process was that
Abdullah Ocalan, who had been demonized until that day, “was finally able to express his concerns
to Turkey’s media”.

Participants were asked to rate the performance of different media groups in the solution
process from O “very bad” to 10 “very good”. Average rating given to the mainstream media
including media outlets such as Kanal-D, Sabah was 5,6; average rating of the media group including
newspapers such as Yeni Safak which can be called Islamic-conservative media was 5,25; and the
average of the ones included in the leftist-secular media group such as Cumhuriyet, T24 was 4,16.
What is remarkable here is that the mainstream media has collected the highest ratings. This can be
interpreted largely in relation to the fact that the mainstream media and the conservative media
did not take an initiative independent from the government and did not appeal to statements that
contradicted the government at that time. Finally, the average of the ratings given to the
nationalist/neo-nationalist media including media outlets such as Aydinlik, Oda TV, S6zcli is 09.

When asked about the media outlets whose approach to the issue is appreciated during the
Solution Process, it was emphasized that “Islamist media, liberal writers and leftist authors”
approached the issue well and that nationalists “did their best not to hinder the process” (Sanliurfa,
Lawyer). Radikal was the most mentioned media outlet in a positive sense, followed by Taraf, Bianet,
iMC and Yeni Safak. Among the media outlets whose approaches were not appreciated at all,
nationalist and neo-nationalist media outlets were mentioned: Aydinlik, Ortadogu, Yenigag, Oda TV
and Sézcd.

The last question of this chapter on the approach of the media in the solution process was
a self-criticism question in a way. Participants who have worked or are still working in the Kurdish
media were asked: “What would you say briefly if you were to make an evaluation on the general
approach of the Kurdish press to the Solution Process? (Do you see a need for criticism/self-
criticism?)” and different evaluations were presented. It is possible to categorize criticisms of the
performance of the Kurdish media during the Solution Process in several groups. The first group of
criticism was that the Kurdish press was the spokesperson of the Kurdish political movement and
therefore lacked the independence it should have. In the words of one participant (Diyarbakir,
Journalist), “Kurdish press is the spokesperson of a politics like the other press.” The same participant
also emphasized that it would be beneficial to “approach a little more objectively” and that “the
media being a side to a politics too much can cause the facts to be overlooked”. Similarly, another
participant drew attention to the similarity between the mainstream media and the Kurdish media
with the following words: “Many of my criticisms for Turkey’s media are also applicable for the
Kurdish media. Since the Kurdish media cannot act independently from Kurdish politics, it cannot
function accurately. Just as Kurdish municipalities actually do politics along with municipality,
Kurdish media also do Kurdish politics with journalism” (Batman, Lawyer). This emphasis on
independence of the media also appears in another quote: “Outlets of the Kurdish press, which
broadcast especially in Turkey, like the outlets affiliated with the government, have an agenda
affiliated to the organization. They are broadcasting based on this and thus their effects remain
limited. They are not distant from violence and conflict. Therefore, there are sides that miss the truth
and prevent reaching a larger audience because they are involved too much” (Istanbul, Journalist).

The second group criticized the ideological attitude of the Kurdish media in the Solution
Process. The fact that the Kurdish media is “indecisive between ideology and the existing process”
(Diyarbakir, Media manager), “perceiving and reflecting the issue as the legitimacy gain of HDP and
the organization... Failure to develop a national reflex and policy” (Sanliurfa, Lawyer), “being very
affected by other leftist factions” (Istanbul, Lawyer) were among the criticisms expressed. In the
words of the journalist participant from Diyarbakir, the fact that organizations such as ANF “followed
by the Kurdish public most” “acted as if the war was going on” increased the anger and reaction of
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especially young people.” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). Broadcasting of the Kurdish media was
summarized as follows with the words of the journalist participant from Diyarbakir:

Unfortunately, the Kurdish media did not act as a whole. It had a one-sided broadcasting
policy and perspective. We also observed emotional approaches regarding the issues, it
could use more inclusive language. For example, we just said that Turkey’s media gave
support for a period of time and withdrew its support for another. Broadcasting policy of
the Kurdish media was also like this. Therefore, | do not find both perspectives correct.

Another criticism was that the Kurdish media could not function as a discussion platform in
the solution process and was insufficient to publicize the issue. In the clear statements of one
participant, “the discussions carried out were not explained to the public well enough, the Kurdish
press remained the protocol press in this process, it should have strived to include the public to the
process more” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). Another participant emphasized that the process could be
explained much more accurately, analyzed more deeply, and the perspective of women and
children could be reflected more (Diyarbakir, Journalist). In addition, the biggest problem was that
the Kurdish media presented the Solution Process based on its own understanding and did not open
it to discussion; the Kurdish media should also have supervised how the process was carried out, but
it did not do this (Diyarbakir, Journalist). One participant stated that the Kurdish media lagged
behind HDP in terms of publicizing the Solution Process: “I think the Kurdish media could not address
Turkey’s public as much as HDP. Normally, HDP tries to make its voice heard on the Kurdish media,
but it was the opposite this time” (Istanbul, Journalist).

The last criticism was that the Kurdish media met the Solution Process with “a triumph” and
sometimes with “extreme self-confidence” “away from calmness”. (Sanhurfa, Journalist, Activist).
According to another participant, the fact that the Kurdish media saw the process as a military and
political triumph caused a great expectation in the society: “It insisted on a style that enabled the
process to be carried out within an engagement only to certain institutions determined by a
triumphant language determined from the top. This was a serious mistake, and it did not allow
critical thinking on Kurdish politics in any way” (Mus, NGO representative). One participant said that
the media could adopt a calmer approach, but instead, the tension was raised by carrying the
“threat-like discourses of the organization to headlines” instead (Diyarbakir, Journalist). The fact that
the media did not approach the events calmly or ‘as a situation that should be melted gradually”
led to lack of empathy (Sanliurfa, Journalist).

It is understood from these statements that some of the participants found the attitude of
the Kurdish media in the process problematic as the mainstream media in Turkey. So much so that
these statements give a very negative role to the Kurdish media in the incompletion of the process.
At this point, it is worth remembering that our study does not cover how the Kurdish problem is
represented in the media before, during or after the solution process, what the news frameworks
related to the process were and examination of the discourses circulating in the media during the
solution process. For this reason, it is not possible to evaluate these statements as “right” or “does
not sound right” within the scope of this research. These evaluations only express the participants’
memory of the process and their perception of the media. For this reason, it is important for this
study that they express a feeling and perception rather than being right or wrong.
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2.4.
From Solution Process to Present

We devoted this part of our report and questionnaire to the opinions of the participants
about the attitude and approach of the media after the end of the solution process in Turkey. The
first question was how the end of the Solution Process and the beginning of the conflicts affected
the media’s approach to the issue. Almost all of the participants underlined the sudden and negative
turn of the media after the Solution Process: “The media turned 180 degrees in a negative sense,
first turned against the PKK and then, according to me, turned against the Kurds” (Diyarbakir,
Journalist). Stating that the attitude of the media “changed in an instant” (Sanliurfa, Lawyer), the
participant attributed the reason to this to the “end of the service period of the media”. With the
end of the solution process, the media “started to operate like the war media” (Istanbul, Journalist),
and the reason why it used “a language that would sustain the conflicts” was that “the media did not
have a concern in finding the truth, and it could not think because everyone was dependent on a
political and ideological group” (Diyarbakir, Media manager). The fact that the media is so
dependent on the political power has led to the media and political power having the same
approach regarding the Solution Process.

What the media had was a peace discourse that corresponded to the state’s need. In
other words, we did not see an intermediate process in the transition from the peace
process to the conflict process. It very quickly and directly established a language that
was engaged in a new process. (Mug, NGO representative)

Another common emphasis was that the media quickly returned to its old habits. When the
Solution Process was over, the media “continued to do journalism of the 1990s” (Diyarbakir,
Journalist). Another criticism from the participants was that it was not questioned why the process
ended, and that this issue was not addressed (Diyarbakir, Politician). This sharp turn of the media has
often been explained by a lack of independence and principles. Journalist participant from
Diyarbakir stated that “the lack of a backbone of the media, the lack of peace journalism and the
inadequacy of democracy consciousness” as the sources of the problem: “Managing the media
according to instant political directives makes it difficult to create a ground of peace.”

An important finding about the transformation in the media after the Solution Process was
the increasing importance of social media. One of the participants stated that the effect of the
printed press decreased and the news could be accessed quickly on social media. This brought
along the spread of news that is difficult to supervise and open to discussion in terms of accuracy
(Batman, Lawyer).

We received the opinions of the participants about a series of discourses created by the
media about the Kurdish issue and the Solution Process and asked them to rate these discourses
from 1 “very negative” to 10 “very positive”.

Development Discourse - “The economic development of the region weakens the demands
of the Kurds. If the Kurdish problem is solved, the region will develop and Turkey will grow” - average
score, 3,5

As can be understood from the low rating, the participants see this discourse as an approach
far from understanding the essence and basic aspects of the Kurdish problem. In the words of a
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participant, “The only code you cannot dominate is culture, and the main problem of the Kurds is
cultural” (Sanliurfa, Lawyer). It has been emphasized that this discourse is a discourse has been
repeated since the republic and is not effective (Diyarbakir, Politician). Another participant states
that although the problem has an economic aspect, it should be understood as a language and
belonging problem (Diyarbakir, Journalist). A more critical approach calls this discourse not only
wrong, but also immoral: “It is not moral at all. It is not ethical to say that these are hungry, let us
throw something in front of them and then the problem would end” (Sanliurfa, Journalist). There is
also a criticism that emphasizes that development discourse is always limited to persons, aghas and
political patronage who are on the side of the state (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

Religious Brotherhood Discourse - “Kurds are also part of the Ummah, we are all brothers.”
- average score 2,6

“Islam in Turkey is far from producing the doctrine of brotherhood” (Sanliurfa, Lawyer) “It
was emphasized that the discourse of religious brotherhood, which the participants rated the
lowest, could not play a positive role in the solution of the Kurdish problem. One participant, who
said that it went beyond being a discourse that created solutions, stated that “it turned into an
argument used to postpone actual demands”. (Batman, Lawyer). Apart from this, considering the
existence of “a state phenomenon in the discourse of Turkish-Islamism” in Turkey, “it is a
problematic discourse that gives the role of little sibling to the Kurds and asserts that the little sibling
must speak Turkish” (Istanbul, Lawyer).

Stop the mothers’ tears, Stop the blood discourse - average score 7,8

As can be seen from the rating given, this was the most positively evaluated statement by
the participants. Its ability to convince the other party has been high since it is a “humane discourse
that touches the individual and the common pain experienced” (Sanlurfa, Lawyer). Although the
participants do not find this discourse realistic and emphasize that the discourse is romantic and
naive, they affirm it in terms of being humane:

It is useful to express this political discourse in the public sphere. It is not a rhetoric to be
fit into this. It is a discourse that works in many places. The discourse worked very well
when we worked in the Black Sea region. In fact, a guerrilla mother and the family of a
martyr had met. Mehmet Ali Sahin also expressed this. It is an effective persuasion
method for people in society to understand each other’s pain. (Istanbul, Lawyer)

Major state discourse - “If Turkey solves the Kurdish problem, it will become the leading state
in the Middle East” - average score 4,8

Major state discourse is more positively evaluated at least by some participants compared
other discourses produced in the media about the Kurdish issue and the Solution Process.
Accordingly, it is emphasized that if Turkey solves its problems, it will “receive political and economic
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rewards” and “become a stronger country” (Diyarbakir, Journalist). According to another participant,
“a Turkey that solves the Kurdish problem will be in a key position in terms of relations with the Kurds
in the Syrian region, Kurds in Irag, and Kurds in Iran”.

In the face of these positive evaluations, there are also participants who refer to the strong
state discourse as “a Turanist and empty discourse” (Sanliurfa, Lawyer), “a discourse about
development” (Sanliurfa, Journalist), “a self-interested approach that is valid for Turks but not valid
for Kurds” (Diyarbakir, Media manager), “a hollow discourse” (Sanliurfa, Lawyer) and “a diseased
approach”.

Politics in the plain discourse: The Kurds should earn their rights with civilian methods
through HDP - average score 6,6

The last discourse that the participants were asked to evaluate was the call for Kurds to seek
their rights in political and peaceful ways, which can be called politics in the plain discourse. This was
the second most positively evaluated discourse with the highest average score according to the
evaluating participants. Most of the participants state that the discourse is not very healthy and is
not based on a solid assurance, but they support this discourse in terms of “opening up space for
politics” (Diyarbakir, Politician).

This is where the real issue should be positioned. Success will be achieved as the process
approaches this point. This point will make Turkey more democratic. It would not solve
the Kurdish issue, but will bring it to the democratic sphere and closer to a solution.
(Istanbul, Lawyer)

The participant, who stated that “peace should be constructed not under the shadow of
weapons, but under the shadow of democracy and political space”, found this discourse insincere
and said that administrator practices themselves narrowed the political space: “It does not seem to
be the right approach to show the path to democracy on one hand and to block these areas on the
other hand” (Sanliurfa, Journalist). Similarly, another participant emphasizes that the politics in the
plain discourse is insincere by stating that “we see what the politics in the plain do” (Istanbul,
Journalist). As can be seen from the comments, although the call for politics is found to be positive,
there is also a serious distrust.
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2.5.
Future: Expectations and Suggestions

We devoted the last part of the qualitative part of our report and the questionnaire to the
issue of what the media can and should do for “a new negotiation and reconciliation process
towards the solution of the Kurdish issue, the end of conflicts and the construction of social peace”.
In this section where different suggestions are expressed, we will try to present the opinions of the
participants in as much detail as possible.

Participants’ suggestions about what the media should do were complementary. Keywords
such as impartiality, independence, ethical values, distance, and freedom were frequently
mentioned. The most frequently raised issue was independence and objectivity in parallel with the
responses to previous questions. It was one of the first suggestions that the media should “move
away from political ideologies and not behave like a disciple of political ideologies” (Diyarbakir,
Media manager). It was emphasized that the media should do proper journalism, and the way to do
this was not to be the voice of certain segments but the “oice of everyone” (Istanbul, NGO
representative). In the process of being the voice of everyone, “it should determine a roadmap by
allowing independent non-governmental organizations and people talk, not only the parties”
(Sanhurfa, Journalist, Activist). It was also emphasized that the media should be “in a position that
researches, questions and reflects the voice of the people by using today’s technological data”
(Diyarbakir, Journalist). It was stated that the media should “move to an understanding accepted by
everyone” in international standards, should not act according to the boss and should disengage
itself from the direction of economic connections (Sanliurfa, Author).

Another aspect of impartiality includes being distant to and independent of various power
foci such as the state, politics, army and capital. A participant expresses this principle with the
following words:

If the media had been independent, it would have accomplished a lot. Political will must
make a positive statement so that the media can use a positive and peaceful language.
The media, which does not coincide with the political will, cannot present a solid attitude
because they will be subjected to sanctions. In order for a new negotiation to make good
progress, it will be enough for the government to free the media. (Diyarbakir, Journalist).

Another definition of journalism comes from another participant:

There is a good saying about the approach of journalism to states and power. Journalism
is the profession of contact and distance. We get in touch with someone if we want to
get news from them, however, if we cannot maintain the distance to that person or
institution, get under their direction and stay in close distance, we cannot do our actual
job. (Sanlurfa, Journalist)

Another task of the media to solve the Kurdish problem in a peaceful way is to spread the
language of peace. Participants emphasize that “the language of reconciliation and peace should
become widespread”, “the attitude of homeland-nation-Sakarya should be abandoned” in the
media (Diyarbakir, Journalist). Similarly, another participant states that the media should “work with
all its effort to be a part of the solution and make a voice as loud as possible” (Van, Journalist). The
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media must adopt an inclusive language and accept that the Kurds are among the main elements
of this country (Diyarbakir, Journalist). One participant states that the media “can show why it is
necessary to live together, the media can create a new language” and suggest that newspapers be
printed in Kurdish for a day (Diyarbakir, Lawyer). All these suggestions are summarized in the
suggestion of a participant that “the media should evolve into an encouraging and promising role
and produce a news with a series of principles” (Diyarbakir, Politician).

A concrete proposal to be considered is the establishment of a news agency that describes
all the conditions related to the Kurdish issue in all its reality. The participant (Sanliurfa, Lawyer)
recommends the name of the Peace Agency for this news agency.

Finally, it is stated that the media should learn from and analyze what has happened both in
Turkey and in the world. The participant (Diyarbakir, Journalist), who stated that the examples of the
peace process in the whole world had ups and downs, also stated that this was the case in Turkey,
and that the 2013-2015 process showed that “a peace table can be established for people”, even if
it was disrupted. Similarly, another participant (Diyarbakir, Journalist) stated that “the media should
examine the world examples well in order to prevent the relapse of such a process”. According to
the participant, “each media institution and organization should train reporters for such a process.”
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TURKEY’S MEDIA
ACCORDING TO
KURDISH CITIZENS

The qguantitative phase of the research is based on the findings of the face-to-face
questionnaire conducted with 600 people in Diyarbakir, Mardin, Sanliurfa and Van provinces. Within
the scope of the research, questionnaires were applied in 20 districts (including central districts) and
70 neighborhoods. The research was conducted with people over the age of 16, TURKSTAT statistics
were taken as a reference in the distribution of age groups, and location quotas were applied at the
age group, gender and neighborhood level in the study. The confidence interval of the study was
calculated as 95% and the margin of error as 5%. Sample distribution by provinces is presented in
the following graph:

SAMPLE DISTRIBUTION

32% 30% 23% -

URFA DiYARBAKIR VAN = MARDIN

Figure 1. Sample distribution of the research

The distribution of the people participating in the study by provinces is stated as number 1.
Urfa and Diyarbakir constitute approximately two-thirds of the sample in proportion to the
population size of these provinces.
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GENDER AGE GROUP

19,90%

36,05%
52,3 8% 47,62%

Kadin Erkek 16-29 = 30-49 50+

Figure 2. Gender and age group distribution of the sample

47,62% of the participants are women and 52,38% are men. Of each 100 participants, 36,05
were between the ages of 16-29, 43,88 were between the ages of 30-49, and 19,90% were over the
age of 50. While one-third of the participants have primary school and below education, the rate of
graduates from secondary, high school and equivalent schools is 46%. 19% of the participants are
university graduates. 30% of the participants are paid employees, 18% are housewives, 18% are
unemployed and 13% are students.

ETHNIC IDENTITY

14,00%

86,00%

Kurmang = Zaza

Figure 3. Ethnic identity distribution of the participants

When the ethnic identity distributions of the participants are examined, it is seen that 86%
of them are Kurdish and 14% of them are Zaza Kurds.

A



DICLE SOCIAL RESEARCH CENTER
KURDS’ PERCEPTION OF TURKEY’S MEDIA IN THE CONTEXT OF THE KURDISH PROBLEM

3.1.
Media Consumption Patterns

How often do you do these activities?

Listening to the Radio 49% 44% 7%
Reading Newspapers 58% 39% 3%
Reading Online Newspapers 45% 41% 14%
Watching TV 20% 46% 35%
Watching TV online 41% 42% 17%
Accessing the internet from a computer/laptop 32% 34% 33%
Accessing the internet from a smartphone/tablet 13% 23% 64%

Table 1. Media consumption frequency

Basic media consumption preferences and frequency of the participants and the frequency
of the use of new communication technologies stand out. Two out of every three respondents state
that they frequently access the internet via smartphones and tablets. Watching TV with 35% and
accessing the internet via computer with 33% follow these frequent activities. It is now seen that
almost a very small proportion of them read printed newspapers with 3%, while online newspaper
readership is observed to be more widespread with 14%. Reading printed newspapers and listening
to the radio are two of the rarely performed activities. It is possible to interpret the current state of
consumption patterns of the society from the table. This table shows that watching TV still forms an
important part of media consumption pattern, although not as important as in previous periods.
90% of the participants access the news digitally via a computer, tablet or telephone, in other words,
through a screen.

To what extent do the features listed below play a role in choosing a media medium (TV, radio, newspaper,

internet, etc.)?
Minimum Moderate _

Broadcasting in Kurdish 49% 26% 25%
Being close to my political opinion 4% 27% 29%
Being impartial 17% 20% 63%
Not being supported by a political party 34% 23% 43%
Being local 38% 26% 36%
Being national 31% 27% 42%
Being international 28% 27% 45%
Having a qualified broadcasting policy 20% 24% 55%
Pleasing pictures, photographs and visuals 32% 27% 41%

Table 2. Reason for media preference

The factors that play a role in the participants’ preference of media outlets are being
impartial with 63%, having a qualified broadcasting policy with 55%, and being international with
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45%, being national with 42%, having pleasing photographs and visuals with 41%, being local with
36%, being close to the political opinion of the participant with 29%, and finally being in Kurdish with
25%.

From this point of view, media outlets that make impartial, qualified and international
broadcasts are preferred by the participants.

Thinking about the media outlet that you follow the most, which worldview/political view do you
think this media is close to?

Independent-impartial 38,78%
HDP 25,85%
AKP 27,21%
CHP 4,59%
MHP 2,55%
IYiP 1,02%

Table 3. Worldview of the followed media

While approximately 39% of the participants think that the media outlet they follow the most
is independent and impartial, approximately 27% think that they are close to AKP and 26% think that
they are close to HDP. Among the participants, the two political views to which the most followed
media outlets are the closest can be interpreted as AKP and HDP.

Which type of TV series do you watch the most?

Parody programs 36,4%
Comedy series 35,4%
Action series 28,5%
Parody series 25,8%
Period series 20,9%
Historical series 18,2%
Romantic comedy series 14.8%
Tradition, agha, tribe series 17%

Casual series 17,3%
Romantic dramas 17%

Family Series 14.0%
Patriotism series 12,1%

Table 4. Most followed TV series

The most watched program type of the participants is parody programs with 36,4%, followed
by comedy series with 35,4% and action series with 28,5%. The least watched series are series with a
heroic and patriotic discourse with 12,1% and family series with 14%. In addition, another relatively
under-watched group of series are those that are defined as Eastern or Southeastern stories and
claim to tell the institution of aghaism, tribes or traditions.
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These series are watched with a rate of 17%. In fact, there is no surprise that Kurdish citizens
do not show a more intense interest in these series. Because in these series which are thought to
take place in Kurdish geography although often not pronounced at all, or which are clearly stated
to take place, for example, Siirt, Sanliurfa or Mardin, often Turkish is spoken with a highly artificial
accent instead of Kurdish, the characters are often presented as cartoonized “stereotypes”, and
their problems are handled in a very alienating way with a language that shows intense heroism.
Denial and assimilation about the Kurdish problem in the real world appears in the same form in
fictional worlds. As a result, it gives a feeling that the stories do not correspond to the Kurds’ own
stories, inevitably. Therefore, these series are watched more if there is an impressive storyline and
an interesting intrigue. In short, these series, which are referred to in the public opinion as
“Eastern/Southeastern series”, are not often the series in which the people of the region find their
own stories. If these series do not have a successful dramatic plot, they are not of special interest.
This can be the explanation of why they are relatively less watched.

3.2.
News Consumption Patterns

In this part of the questionnaire, questions were asked about the different aspects of the
participants’ news consumption. The main findings are summarized as follows.

From which source do you get the most news?

Internet 57,82%
Television 36,73%
Newspaper 2,21%
Radio 1,87%

Table 5. News source

While 58% of the participants received the news from the internet, their secondary
preference was television with 36,7%. The use of radio and printed media as news sources totals
around 4%. The fact that the radio and newspaper have dramatically moved away from being a
source of news is not specific to the Kurdish geography. The 2019 report, published by University of
Oxford, the Reuters Institute for the Study of Journalism showed that news was increasingly being
followed online and on social media across Turkey, even three years ago. According to the report,
the internet, which includes social media the most, was the source of news in Turkey. However, it is
also known that the audience in Turkey still shows a high level of interest in television as a news
source. As a matter of fact, in the 2020 and 2021 reports of the same institution, it is reported that
television is still one of the most important news sources in Turkey although the interest in internet
news is increasing rapidly. Reuters’ 2021 report points out that the pandemic has rapidly reduced

interest in the printed media worldwide.* The findings of the quantitative research provide a picture

compatible with the data of Turkey and the world regarding the most used news sources.

“See Reuters Institute Digital News Report 2019 (https://www.digitalnewsreport.org/survey/2019/turkey-
2019/); 2020 (https://www.digitalnewsreport.org/survey/2020/turkey-2020/); 2021 (
https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/digital-news-report/2021/turkey) country analyses.
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Which device do you get the most Age Group

news from? General 16-29 30-49 _
Television 37,60% 21,30% 35,70% 80,70%
Radio 2,80% 3,20% 3,20% 0,80%
Newspaper 3,80% 6,30% 1,30% 3,80%
Internet 55,80% 69,30% 59,70% 14,70%

Table 6. News source by age group

Among the participants aged 50 and over, the most followed news source was television
with 80,7%. The difference in the television viewing rates can be observed between the participants
between the ages of 16-29 and the participants between the ages of 30-49. 21,3% of the participants
between the ages of 16-29, and 35,7% of the participants between the ages of 30-49 watch
television. It can be observed that as the age decreases, television viewing decreases and the use
of internet as a news source increases. 69,3% of the participants between the ages of 16-29 and 59,7%
of the participants between the ages of 30-49 prefer to receive news from the internet. Radio and
newspaper consumption is quite low in all age groups, ranging from 1-6%.

Which device do you get the most news from? TV Radio Newspaper Internet
Men 28,2% 2,6% 6,1% 63,3%
Women 48,5% 3,2% 1,3% 47,0%

Table 7. News source by gender

Female participants use television as a news source almost twice as much as men, with a
rate of 48,5%. Among the male participants, internet consumption is higher than women, 63,3%
versus 47%. While there are serious differences in the consumption rates of women and men in
terms of TV and the internet, it is not possible to conclude a lot of changes in the radio and
newspaper consumption. This is also the result of the fact that the rate of using the radio and
newspaper as a news source is already very low.

General AKP HDP Not Voted New Voter

Which device do I
yougetthemost [0 ot 55,80% 29,20% 68,80% 70,80% 55,00%
news from?
laccording to the [ Bikion 37,60% 61,70% 28,30% 29,20% 39,20%
last political party
voted) Radio 2.80% 3,60% 1,40% 0,00% 2.60%

Newspaper 3,80% 5,50% 1,50% 0,00% 3,20%

Table 8. News source according to the last political party voted
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According to political opinions, the most common news source of the participants is the
internet with 55,8%. While TV is the most common news source of AKP voter participants with a rate
of 61,7%, HDP voter participants get the most news from the internet with a rate of 68,8%. The
percentage of AKP voters receiving news from television is approximately twice the percentage of
receiving news from the internet. This may be due to the fact that AKP voters find more place for
themselves in the television and mainstream media. It is possible to claim the opposite for HDP
voter participants. 68,8% of HDP voters get the news from the internet while 28,3%get it from
television. This can be interpreted as the need to use alternative media because HDP voters cannot
find news about their world and problems on television and mainstream media. On the other hand,
the fact that HDP voters have a high interest in politics and the outside world may lead these voters
to prefer the internet more. 70,8% of the Kurds who have not voted and 55% of the Kurds to vote
for the first time receive their news from the internet. Although the radio and newspaper as news
source do not change much depending on the political opinion, they have low levels around 1-6%.

From which television channels do you follow the news the most?

Fox TV 23,64%
A Haber/ATV 15,65%
Stérk TV, Ronah? TV, Medya Haber 10,88%
CNN Tirk 6,97%
Habertirk 5,27%
TRT Kanallari 3,23%
Arti TV 2,04%
Kanal D 2,38%
Halk TV 1,70%
NTV 1,53%
Ruhaw/ K24 0,85%
SHOW TV 0,85%
Tele 1 0,51%
Rehber TV 0.34%
Star TV 0,34%

Table 9. TV channel where the most news are viewed

Fox TV is the most followed channel by the participants as a news source with a rate of
23,6%. Others appear to be ATV/A Haber with 15,6%, Stérk TV, Ronahi TV, Medya Haber with 10,8%
and CNN Tiirk with 6,9%, respectively. Although there is no significant difference among other
channels, they are watched less. This data was discussed in detail during the meetings held within
the scope of the project in Diyarbakir and Van provinces. This data was discussed with “no” response
with a rate of 75,68% (24,32%, “yes”) given to the question “Do you watch television channels
broadcasting in Kurdish?” and led to productive discussions.

One of the common points emphasized by the participants was that the Kurds' not
consuming the Kurdish media was a necessity rather than a preference.

This issue was discussed extensively at the ‘Turkey’s Media in the Context of the Kurdish
Question’ workshop held in Van. One of the participants of the workshop presented a very detailed
explanation based on the relevant facts. Referring to a research report of Socio-Political Field
Research Center, they emphasized that one of 3 Kurds in Turkey does not know Kurdish, and the
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group that does not follow the media in Kurdish mostly consists of them. Besides, according to
TURKSTAT data, 4746 publications published in Turkey (magazines and newspapers) do not include
daily Kurdish publications; there is a small number of people who understand and create in Kurdish
due to the banning of Kurdish education; Kurdish is spoken with Turkish diction on state television
TRT Kurdi; 15 million people speak Kurdish at home in their mother tongue, however, only 3 thousand
of these people are literate in their own language. 24,32% response given to the question “Do you
watch television channels broadcasting in Kurdish?” corresponds to an extremely large proportion
in the light of these data. Another participant states that the rate 24,32% should not be
underestimated, and a three-polar (rather than two-polar) media sphere has emerged in Turkey,
including the Kurdish media. Another journalist participant emphasizes that the question should be
“If there is a Kurdish channel that you can easily access, will you watch it?” instead of “Do you watch
Kurdish channels?” In other words, this participant states that we are faced with a necessity rather
than a preference. According to another participant, the findings of the research are parallel to the
world trends.

Similarly, another journalist participant explained such a large viewing rate of Fox TV, for
instance, with its richness and variety of content when compared to the viewing rates of Kurdish
television channels. The participant who stated that ‘Maybe there is a need for a Kurdish media to
broadcast according to the contents of normalized daily life,” pointed out that the viewing rate of
Fox TV can be explained not only due to ideological and political reasons, but also production quality
of this channel as well as variety of programs such as TV series, daytime shows and music contests.

Other comments emphasize that such viewing rate of Fox TV is relatively related to its
distance to the government and occasionally expressing the truth, therefore, watching Fox TV
cannot be necessarily explained by feeling a complete trust and belonging for the channel. When
options were eliminated, the viewers had to make a choice between other available options. The
closure of televisions and radios followed by the Kurds intensively also deprived the viewers of the
options of watching these channels from the television as a device. Although some of these
channels later switched to broadcast on internet platforms, especially the middle-aged and older
Kurdish citizens did not have the conditions to migrate to these platforms to watch these channels
they used to watch. Therefore, the fact that Fox TV is watched the most as a news channel in the
region -despite its neo-nationalist messages- was among the topics discussed within the framework
of this information.

During the discussions held in the workshops, it was underlined that all Kurdish issues are
not, of course, related to being Kurdish and are also highly related to foreign policy issues and global
events as they are also struggling with acute vital problems such as unemployment or poverty. Kurds
needed mainstream news channels for all these reasons. However, in the face of the pro-
government attitude of the mainstream media, in other words, the fact that the “pool media”
actually brought about the end of mainstream journalism, Kurdish citizens turned to television
outlets such as Fox TV. In short, it was stated that the lack of options and the opposition of this
channel to political power were effective in the Kurds’ watching Fox TV the most.
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3.3.
Trust in the Media and News
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Table 10. Trust in newspapers

In this context, the participants were asked to rate the newspapers in terms of their trust in
them from 1-the least to 10-the most. The research findings indicate that the participants trust
Gazete Duvar the most with a mean trust rating of 7,9 (it should be emphasized that the
guestionnaire study was completed before the separation process in the Gazete Duvar). Gazete
Duvar is followed by Med Nuge (Medya Haber) with 5,1 and Evrensel with 4,3. The least trusted media
and news channels were reported as Akit with 3, Yeni Safak with 3,2, Hiirriyet with 3,2 and Oda TV
with 2,9. When this is interpreted in the light of the assessments made about media preferences
above (“the reason for choosing media outlets that make impartial, qualified and international
publications”, Table 2), it becomes even more understandable.

In terms of news sources, how much do you trust among the media sources | will list?

Internet
. : Newspaper Newspapers, Social
Television Radio Internet ) )
(Printed) news Media
sources
Low (1,2,3,4) 60,7% 66,6% 49,9% 63,6% 58,2% 48,5%
Medium (5,6,7) 31,0% 25,8% 37.3% 30,9% 33,2% 40,2%

PHighB9100  83% 7,6% 12,8% 5,5% 8,6% 11,2%

Table 1. Trust in news sources

In terms of news sources, participants mostly rely on the internet with 12,8%, social media
with 11,2% and internet newspapers with 8,6%. The least trusted news sources are radio with 66,6%,
printed newspapers with 63,6% and television with 60,7%. It seems that Kurds who cannot find
themselves on Kurdish channels and opposition channels closed after July 15 seem to have low trust
in news sources.
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How much do you trust the following news organizations?
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% % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

Moderat 27 28 20 31 31 27 25 33 24 18 24 20 25 28 25 32
e % % % % % % % % % % % % % % % %

High 4% 5% 10 12 17 13 17 23 14 8% 8% 5% 11 10 10 17
% % %

Table 12. Trust in news outlets

Med Nucge is the most trusted news source of the participants with a rate of 23%. It is followed
by Kurdistan 24 TV with 17% and Evrensel with 17%, respectively. The least trusted news sources of
the participants are Oda TV with 75%, Akit with 74% and Yeni Cag with 70%, respectively. It is possible
to say that the fact that the Kurds did not receive support from the news sources close to the left
and the opposition during in the solution process and in terms of approach to the Kurdish problem
damaged their trust in these sources. The distinction between the channels watched and channels
trusted points to the difference between trust and appreciation in TV and news consumption
patterns. As discussed above with reference to Fox TV, media consumption cannot be explained
only by ideological and political values and identity. Appreciation has a more complex structure and
a large number of dynamic determinants and variables.

GENERAL AKP HDP
Med Nuce ATV, A Haber, Sabah Med Nuce
Evrensel Akit Evrensel
Gazete Duvar Yenicag Gazete Duvar
Halk TV Yeni Safak Halk TV
Cumhuriyet Evrensel Birgin

Table 14. Voted political party and the most-least trusted media outlet

Considering the relationship between the political party voted and the trusted media
outlets, it is seen that the media outlet that AKP voters trust the most is A7V, while the media outlet
that HDP voters trust the most is Med Nuge (Medya Haber). The least trusted media outlet of AKP
voters is Evrensel. Birglin ranks fifth in the ranking of the five media outlet that HDP voters trust the
most. In other words, although Birgiin is a less trusted media organ for HDP voters compared to
others, it is still among the five most trusted media outlets. Other outlets asked by giving names,
such as Yeni Safak or Akit, are among the outlets which are not included in “trust lists” of the Kurds

at all.
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GENERAL AK Parti HDP
Med Nuce 5,06 3,34 6,82
Evrensel 4,33 3,94 4,70
Gazete Duvar 4,10 3,83 4,41
Halk TV 3,96 3,73 4,21
Birgln 3,69 3,65 3,85
Medyascope 3,66 3,92 3,63
Cumhuriyet 3,72 3,47 3,60
T24 3,65 3,72 3,50
Sozcl 3,32 3,88 2,75
Yenicag 3,27 4,28 2,68
Hirriyet 3,17 3,87 2,63
Yeni Safak 3,23 4,20 2,62
ATV, A Haber, Sabah 3,69 5,47 2,59
Akit 3,02 4,35 2,23

Table 15. Average trust according to vote preference (1-1 do not trust at all, 10-1 completely trust)

According to the voting preferences in the 2018 elections, the most trusted media
organizations by AKP voters were ATV with 5,5, Akit with 4,4, and Yenigcag with 4,3. It was observed
that the participants who voted for HDP had the most trust in Med Nucge with 6,8, Evrensel with 4,7
and Gazete Duvar with 4,4. In general, the most trusted media outlets for the participants were Med
Nuce with 5,06, Evrensel with 4,3 and Gazete Duvar with 4,1.

Which of the following do you think are the two most important

%
problems of the media in Turkey today? °

Government oppression 61,2
Censorship and self-censorship 26,9
Opposition’s reaction 24,8
Ownership structure 17,3
Unsecured working conditions 17,0
Tabloid tendencies 16,3
Restrictive legislations 13,4
Sales and rating concerns 9,4
Lack of qualified journalists 8,3
Technical inadequacies 4,3

Table 17. Problems of the media

While the two most prominent problems observed by the participants in the media in Turkey
are government oppression with 61,2% and censorship/self-censorship with 26,9%, the two least
common problems in the media are the lack of qualified journalists with 8,3% and technical
inadequacies with 4,3%.
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3.4.
Problems of the Media

Do you think the media is independent in today’s Turkey?
Yes
No

Table 19. Media independence

28,8%
71,18%

While 71% of the participants do not think that the media is independent in Turkey, the rate
of those who think that the media is independent is around 29%. This result of the research reveals

that the vast majority of the participants think that the media is biased.

There are many elements that reinforce this thought. First of all, it should be said that the
experience with Turkey’s media in the Kurdish geography -as stated in the introduction part and
gualitative analysis of this report- does not allow a relationship based on trust. The oppression and
rights violations, denial and assimilation experienced by the Kurds historically have also progressed
significantly with an exclusion and ignorance in the media. Therefore, the sense of trust in Turkey’s
media has never been very strong. Although attention is drawn to the positive role of the media in
the solution process, it is also underlined that the media did not make independent choices when it
came to the partisanship of the media and especially the Kurdish problem during the AKP period.

Media can play a positive role in resolving social conflicts
Media has the power to determine people’s political attitudes
Media can deepen political polarizations

Media in Turkey is at an equal distance to all social segments

Media in Turkey has a pluralism that reflects different worldviews

Media outlets in Turkey have an inclusive structure that expresses the
problems of different social segments.

News media in Turkey generally present news in a biased manner
Media and freedom of expression are under pressure in Turkey

Arrested journalists are in jail for their journalistic activities

Receiving funds from foundations abroad undermines media’s
independence

Table 20. Opinions about the media

54

| disagree (1,2)

50,68%
54,20%

54,20%

31%
25%
31%

37%

Neutral (3)

28,40%
27,14%

27,14%

31%
30%
27%

35%

| completely
agree (4,5)

43%

40%

45%
20,92%
18,36%

18,36%

38%
45%
42%

27%
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54,20% of the participants think that the media in Turkey does not have a pluralism that
reflects different worldviews, and 54,2% think that media outlets in Turkey do not have an inclusive
structure that expresses the problems of different social segments. While 43% of the participants
believe that the media will play a positive role in the resolution of social conflicts, 40% also think that
the media has the power to determine people’s political attitudes. The rate of those who think that
the media has a serious impact on society appears to be 50-50%. 50,7% of the participants think that
the media in Turkey is not equal to all social segments and 45% think that media and freedom of
expression are under pressure. While 42% of the participants think that arrested journalists are in jail
due to their journalism activities, the rate of participants who think that receiving funds from abroad
foundations would not harm the independence of the media was 37%.

3.5.
Nineties and Solution Process

In your opinion, which of the following are the TWO most important BARRIERS to media’s
independence in Turkey?

90’lar 2000’ler Bugiin
Government 54,3% 31% 42%
Army 47,9% 1% 4%
State 33,8% 22% 26%
Political parties 32,4% 19% 24%
Advertisers 3,2% 4% 4%
Media owners 8,7% 7% 13%
Deep State 15,5% 7% 6%
Non-governmental organizations 0% 1% 1%
Companies 1,4% 1% 3%
| do not know/remember 2,7% 4% 0%

Table 21. Barriers to media’s independence

According to the participants, the two most important barriers to media independence in
Turkey were seen as the government with 54,3% and the army with 47,9% in the 1990s, while the
government with 31% and the state with 22% in the 2000s. Today, it is seen as the government with
42% and the state with 26%. It can be seen that the deep state opinion has weakened since the 1990s.
It is seen that while the share of the state decreases, the share of the government increases again
as a barrier to the independence of the media. However, more detailed research is needed to reach
a definite conclusion on this issue. The effect of the army on media independence is seen as 47,9%
in the 1990s and 4% today. The large difference should be evaluated within the framework of
changing political life in Turkey. The fact that the influence of the army on media independence is
pointed out at a much lower rate today, and even such an effect is almost no longer mentioned,
may be related to the fact that the idea of an army, which has an impact on the media
independently of the AKP Government or political power, is now considerably weakened.
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How much do you agree with the statements | will
list about the approach of Turkey’s mainstream DISAGREE NEUTRAL AGREE
media to the Kurdish problem in the 1990s?

The media took a constructive attitude towards the

55% 33% 1%

solution of the Kurdish problem ° ° °
Th di ted ind dentl the Kurdish
| emella repor e. indepen en.yon. e Kurdis 51% 5% 14%
issue, without any influence or direction
Th di hed all ts of society at

e me |a.approac ed all segments of society a 50% 5% 15%
an equal distance
The media reflected different views in the news 45% 34% 21%

Table 22. The approach of the media to the Kurdish problem in the 1990s

55% of the participants think that the media did not adopt a constructive attitude towards
the solution of the Kurdish problem in the 1990s, 51% thinks that the media did not report the news
about the problem independently, without being under an influence and guidance, and 50% thinks
that the media did not approach all social segments equally.

Please rate the approaches of the following media outlets to the solution process

clElE e | 2|2 s ¢ 5§ 9 3 B

£ £ & ®§ P E =2 8 ® & & 3B =X 3§

r £ £ & @ 4o == & o 8 & & T =
Negative 71 65 67 71 62 b4 69 65 48 71 65 61 62 63
(1,2,3,4) % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
Medium 25 29 25 23 31 30 26 26 29 24 27 34 29 29
(5,6,7) % % % % % % % % % % % % % %
Very 23
positive 4% 5% 7% 6% 6% 5% 5% 9% o 5 7% 6% 9% 8%
(8,9,10 °

Table 23. Approach of media outlets to the solution process

Participants think that the three outlets with the most negative approach to the solution
process were Hirriyet with 71%, Zaman with 71% and S6zci with 71% again. Kurds think that the three
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media organs with the most positive approach to the solution process were Ozgiir Giindem with
23%, Sabah with 9% and Halk TV with 9%.

(O]
© 2
(O] : o)
= 2 8
< z a
There have been positive changes in the attitude of the media
_ 49% 36% 14%
towards the Kurdish problem from the 90s to the 2000s
The media took a more constructive attitude towards the
. . 48% 34% 18%
solution of the Kurdish problem
The language of war has been adopted more in the media 37% 32% 31%
Th diah t b d the official opinion in th
e media as.no gone beyond the official opinion in the news 4% 37% 20
about the Kurdish problem
Military supervision over the media has ended 48% 34% 18%
The mainstream media could not make a positive contribution
_ 40% 39% 21%
to the solution process
Mainstream media fairly reflected the demands of all parties in
, 52% 34% 14%
the solution process
Th inst di d inclusive | for th
e mélns ream me ia used a more inclusive efnguage. or the 4% 6% 20%
Kurds in the solution process compared to previous periods
The mainstream media did not reflect the opinions and views of
. . 40% 36% 24%
women in the solution process
The attitude of the mainstream media in the solution process is
- | @ HHonp ! 30% 35% 35%
shaped by the approach of the government
The mainstream media broadcasted based on fundamental
, , , 50% 35% 15%
rights and freedoms in the solution process
The mainstream media made an emotional broadcast
emphasizing values such as brotherhood, humanity, etc. in the 48% 35% 16%

solution process

Table 24. The approach of Turkey’s media to the Kurdish problem after 2002

According to the majority of the participants, the approach of the Turkey’s mainstream
media to the Kurdish problem changed after AKP came to power in 2002. 49% of the participants
stated that positive changes took place in the attitude of the media towards the Kurdish problem
from the 1990s to the 2000s, 48% said that the media has adopted a more constructive attitude
towards the solution of the Kurdish problem, and that the media presented the news about the
Kurdish problem independently, without any influence and direction.
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mainstream media’s approach to the Kurdish problem today? § 5 9 @
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Th inst di hes the Kurdish problem f
e ma|n§ rea.m me .|a approaches the Kurdish problem from a 50% 4% 16%
democratic point of view
The mainstream media can take a stand independent of the official
: . 48% 35% 17%
view on the Kurdish problem
Th inst di ts the Kurdish problem to b lved
e mainstream media wants the Kurdish problem to be resolve 48% 5% 18%
peacefully
The mainstream media uses discriminatory language against Kurds 30% 33% 36%
The mainstream media adopts a human rights-oriented
. : . 51% 34% 15%
broadcasting policy on the Kurdish problem
Kurds are fairly represented in mainstream media 49% 34% 17%

Table 25. Mainstream media’s look at the Kurdish issue today

Opinions of the mainstream media on the Kurdish problem today are presented in the table
above. 49% of the participants think that the Kurds are not represented fairly, 50% think that the
mainstream media does not approach the Kurdish problem from a democratic point of view, 48%
think that it cannot take a stand independent of the official view on the Kurdish problem, does not
want the problem to be solved peacefully, and does not adopt a human rights-oriented
broadcasting policy on the problem.
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With which of the following terms the mainstream media in Turkey addresses the Kurdish

%
problem? (TWO TERMS)

Terror 491
Politics 33,7
Separatism 48,3
Democracy 13,4
Human Rights 13,9
Peace 14,5
Racism 8,2
Violence 2,9
Security 2,6
Identity 3,2
Development 1,5
Underdevelopment 0,9
Economy 1,5
Brotherhood 2,4
War 0,5
Negotiation 0,9
Religious brotherhood 0,5
Citizenship 0,2
Freedom 7

Table 26. Mainstream media and the Kurdish problem: terms

Participants think that the Kurdish issue is mostly addressed in the mainstream media in
Turkey with the words terrorism and separatism. The two terms in which the Kurdish issue is least
addressed by the mainstream media are underdevelopment and economy. Media discourses on
the Kurdish problem reveal the index of trust of Kurds in media outlets. Based on the participants, it
can be said that the attitudes and behaviors shown in the solution process play a decisive role in the
media perception of the Kurds.
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CONCLUSION

The experiences of the Kurds in the context of Turkey’s media and the Kurdish problem and
the perception of Turkey’s media formed as a result of this experience are full of reflections of a
history experienced with pain on the basis of individual events. The attitude of Turkey’s mainstream
media in this context in terms of the Kurdish society, which suffered a lot of pain, destruction and
death, was always experienced as a second pain, a second form of denial and discrimination, or
even a “second death” when it comes to death. Media representations often did not offer any
sympathy for the Kurds. For example, it is not possible to say that the events of the massacre of
Kurdish intellectuals from Vedat Aydin to Musa Anter were covered by the mainstream news media
through a language of peace that is comprehensive, fair and contributes to the non-recurrence of
these grave events. Similar to what was once done to Ahmet Kaya, there is no fair word in the
widespread media order about hate speech and attacks that target Kurdish artists such as Aynur
Dogan or Kurdish athletes as we have seen in the case of Amedspor before.

It would not be an exaggeration to say that Kurdish citizens, who turned to the mainstream
news media with the expectation of a fair representation after these events, could not read a
newspaper article or watch a television news report about these events thirty years ago without
feeling resentment, anger or aggravated pain. Either there are no news, or the news are incomplete,
or it is given with biased statements and implications that manipulate the event and make the
perpetrators uncertain or even justify them. As we have seen in the example of Senyagar Family
today, there is no “fair” representation in this mainstream media order for serious violations of rights,
including violations of the right to life, suffered by ordinary Kurdish citizens.

In the interviews, surveys and workshops conducted to reveal the perception of the Kurds
in Turkey’s media, it is possible to see the traces of the expectation of a “fair representation”, which
has always been in vain in this sense. However, it is surprisingly possible to see in the interviews and
field research conducted with Kurdish citizens and opinion leaders that this heavy disappointment
or “bad memories” surrounding individual events did not lead to a general and “frozen” perception
of the media.

Kurdish society is a society that has learned to balance the weight of history and experience
with a political maturity thanks to this hundred-year history and experience. This maturity is also
observed in terms of their views on the media. Both field research and qualitative analysis show that
the Kurds are trying to distinguish fair media practices from unfair practices with a non-absolute
approach when evaluating Turkey’s media in the context of the Kurdish problem. At the same time,
they do not hesitate to subject the media, which is called “Kurdish media”, to a severe critical
assessment in the context of the same problem.

In the light of this general assessment, the main findings and the results of our study, in
which we examine the opinions of the Kurds about Turkey’s media in Turkey and the ideas of Turkey’s
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media about the Kurdish problem and the Solution Process accompanied with qualitative and
quantitative research methods, can be summarized as follows:

The Kurdish general public acknowledges that the media plays an extremely important role
in political, social and cultural life, and emphasizes that the media has a positive or negative position
in influencing the masses and shaping their opinions. When it comes to Turkey’s media, this
assessment is combined with a number of negative opinions about Turkey’s media. However, some
evaluations point out that the polarizing language of the media does not fully correspond to it in
the society and draws attention to the existence of a more complex interaction between the media
and the society. Moreover, while the solution process evaluates media and journalism practices, the
number of participants who emphasize the positive function of the media that encourages
suspending or leaving behind conflicting issues and prejudices from time to time is not small at all.

In other words, participants do not have a categorically negative attitude towards the media.
According to almost all participants of the research, independence and impartiality are the most
important factors in the contribution of the media to democracy, social peace and solution.
However, vast majority of the participants think that Turkey’s media is neither independent nor
impartial. It is thought that Turkey’s media is under the supervision or control of the state and the
deep state sometimes, the army sometimes, the government sometimes, the capital in others, and
even a coalition of these in different historical terms. Again, according to the participants, this
situation is one of the biggest barriers to the media and peace journalism.

According to the participants, instead of a media language that is rights- and peace-
oriented, listens to different social voices, questions, criticizes, and tries to convey the complexity of
events, we are faced with a media discourse and structuring that varies according to the period and
situation based on current political, bureaucratic and economic relations. This poses a barrier to the
contribution of the media to peace and solution in Turkey, in other words, to the realization of an
important potential. This is demonstrated by the rapid abandonment of the positive role played by
the media in the solution process and the return to the previous polarizing language of war
according to a significant part of the participants.

However, in-depth interviews reveal that Kurdish media also have problems in adopting the
language of independence, impartiality and peace, and that Kurdish media also have duties. It was
emphasized by a large number of participants that the media should not be a side of polarization,
but a dialogue and negotiation sphere where different political poles and opinions have the chance
to express themselves.

Based on these points, one of the most essential findings and results of our research is that
in @ media environment where the language of war is dominant, polarized and trapped under the
influence of political-economic-legal pressures, censorship, self-censorship and similar effects, the
way to enhance the language of peace is to be as distant to strict ideological approaches and
political belongings as to political powers and capital groups. At the same time, it is clear that an
understanding that respects and prioritizes the benefit of citizens will serve to strengthen the
language of peace.

Although the participants prefer to express this situation in terms such as “impartiality” and
“independence”, the approach adopted today in the field of critical media studies is that
“impartiality” is not possible in reality. Events and phenomena are always inevitably framed from a
position of a “side”. For this reason, it is possible to side with the citizens, the violated or the weak
against the powerful without giving up the effort to be independent of the political and/or
economic interests. When independence and impartiality terms expressed in the interviews are
examined closely, it can be seen that this is what they mean essentially.
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According to the participants, the democratic and pluralistic discourse of Turkey’s media
during the Solution Process -although it is cyclical and dependent- is a promising example in which
we can learn many lessons. First of all, it is an important achievement that the issue could be
discussed in the solution process and that there was a normalization in the representations about
the Kurds. One of the aims of this research is to produce public information about these lessons and
to contribute to the process of dominance of a rights-based peace and solution language in the
media.

Since the report includes evaluations between chapters, especially at the end of the
introduction chapter where the conceptual framework is established, we do not summarize the
research findings again. However, when concluding, it should be noted that the perception of Kurds
on Turkey’s media regarding the Kurdish problem places a responsibility not only on the media but
also on the society as a whole. One of the most important conditions for peace to be built is to have
in-depth knowledge about conflictual issues. For this reason, we can also say that the responsibility
we are talking about is the responsibility of knowing each other’s stories. This research itself shares
such a responsibility. The media has the potential to inform us about each other. It is promising that
Kurdish citizens and opinion leaders point to this potential despite the fact that the media
environment in Turkey is pathetic today as well as forty years of “bad experience”.
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