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Abstract 
 
There is a deepening and differentiated social conflict on different ethnic and religious 
identities in Turkish society, especially in the last decade. The increasing street lynching 
attempts in some provinces of Turkey have targeted people who have been critical of the 
political establishment one way or the other: leftist activists, Kurdish people, students, and in 
the last stance, the Armenians. The assassination of Hrant Dink, who was a prominent 
Armenian journalist, was the latest atrocity of this kind. Dink’s murder, together with the 
previous events, created a new discursive struggle in the name of Turkishness in the public 
sphere which is directly related to a fascist discourse. 
 
These initiatives are implicitly or explicitly supported by some institutions of the state itself. 
Direct and brutal violence is legitimized by the authorities in the name of “sensitivity of the 
people”, thanks to the common sense. 
 
On the other hand, there has been a rise in the number of the nationalist and fascist websites, 
internet forums, mailing lists, online newspapers and their online polls, readers’ comments 
boxes, etc. on the internet which were intrinsically inline with the attitudes of the officials. In 
this context, I aim to show how the lynching, assassinations, etc. seem like ‘civil actions’ 
were related to the nationalist, fascist, conservative online platforms. In order to do so, I 
would like to analyze the nationalistic discourse in the context of neoliberalism in these 
platforms.  
 
Furthermore, I would like to criticize the myth of “Internet democracy” associated with new 
communication technologies because I argue that internet use does not necessarily mean 
democratic communication. On the contrary, it may be a used as a weapon for fascist 
discourse and actions, especially in dependent or semi-dependent countries, as seen in the 
case of Turkey.  
 
Finally, it is difficult and also dangerous to speak about the internet usage patterns without to-
the-purpose research designs since these patterns are strictly integral to the real political 
economy of any country as well as of the world. Although I would like to make a limited 
analysis on the internet usage patterns, I would try to relate this issue with a historical 
background and with the political economy of Turkey in last decades. 
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Introduction 
 
The aim of this study is to show the relationship between the rising nationalisms and internet 
usage patterns in Turkey. I would like to develop my analysis in two sections:  
 
1) A historical background of Turkish society, particularly since the 1980s. In this part, I will 
try to summarize the transformation of the political economy of Turkish media, with an 
emphasis on the “new media architecture.” Turkey’s adventure of accession to the EU and 
related globalization debates, which had a great impact on the emergence of a new nationalist 
discourse in Turkish society, will also be discussed in this section. 
 
2) New phase of Turkish nationalism and its relation to the internet usage patterns of 
‘ordinary’ people. In this part, I’ll evaluate some characteristics of the internet environment in 
Turkey, including some nationalist and/or fascist expressions and/or attitudes in the websites, 
forums, mailing lists, reader comments, online polls, etc.  
 
Finally, I will argue that in order to fully understand and explain the nationalistic discourse on 
the internet, the hegemonic processes, hegemonic actors and the dominant media should be 
the centre of attention.  
 
Neoliberalism and the Transformation of Turkish media 
 
In the course of 1980s the media in Turkey emerged as an industry and became one of the 
driving forces behind the Turkish economy. This period was characterized by a new political, 
economic, and cultural formation as a consequence of the stabilization measures imposed by 
the IMF. The measures came into force on 24 January 1980 and together with the military 
coup d’etat of 12th September the same year, initiated the neo-liberal orientation of the 
Turkey’s media. 
 
In the following two decades, the structure of the established Turkish press, which was in the 
process of industrialization since the 1950s, went through a drastic transformation in terms of 
ownership and control relations and new actors have entered the market. Distinctly unlike 
their predecessors, the new owners were from the commercial and industrial bourgeoisie 
which weren’t actually making journalism and in the 1990s they enforced an array of 
horizontal and vertical (and super-cross) integrations in all their media holdings, including 
broadcasting1. 
 
In Turkey, the main architect of the neoliberalism and the ‘new right project`, the counterpart 
of Reaganism in the US and Thatcherism in Britain, was Turgut Özal2. That is to say, 
Özalism is a local version of Thatcherism (and Reaganism in USA) (see Tünay, 1993). 
 
Özal appeared to have implicitly demarcated spheres of influence with the army after the 12 
September coup d’etat. He had the belief that regulating the economy and the army would 
consequently guarantee ‘law and order`. ‘Turk-Islam synthesis’ which was compound by the 

                                                 
1 I use the concept of ‘new media architecture’ for explaining this period. This concept is related to the new role 
attributed to the media in parallel to the neoliberalisation process and it implies that the dominant media turns 
out to be a component of the big capital groups, and is organized as holdings in a context shaped by a new 
coalition between the state and the capital (for details see Adaklı, 2007) 
2 Özal was the Deputy Prime Minister during the military government and served as Prime Minister between 
1983 and 1989 and as President from 1989 to 1993. 
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nationalist and religious elements in Turkish common sense used by the ruling class in this 
new right project, especially to overcome with the leftist and working class movements3. One 
the other hand, one of the main consequences of Turkish new right project was the 
depolitisation and the retreat of people from politics, especially young citizens.  
 
Privatization of some public enterprises and other neoliberal policies resulted in very high 
level of unemployment and the privatization of Turkish Telekom for instance created 
nationalistic reactions because of the foreign owners4. Kamusen (Confederation of Turkish 
Public Employees Trade Union), a nationalist trade union federation initially used this slogan: 
“Selling Turkish Telekom is treason felony” 
 
On the other hand, Turkey’s EU adventure that began with the Ankara Treaty on 12 
September 1963 became one of the main problems of the painful transformation of Turkish 
society in the last decade. Turkey being pushed into the arena of neoliberal competition on the 
one hand, also tried to cope with a social backlash that can be defined as the ‘nationalism of 
globalisation’ (Kaldor, 2004). Within this process, the Turkish media while championing the 
EU accession triggered the social troubles through the broadcasting of antagonisms and 
tensions such as Kurdish-Turkish, secular-Islamist, etc., particularly in its news coverage.  
 
Although the most important topics regarding the transformation of the Turkish media 
industry in the context of the EU harmonisation were related to pluralism and diversity that 
were part of the debates on media ownership, these issues did never unfold as a public debate. 
Due to lack of an open democratic debate, decisions on such issues were concluded through 
private deals of mutual self interest between the government and the dominant media groups. 
It should be noted that the imposition and rules on economic issues that will come with the 
EU integration have not been deliberated extensively in Turkish media. The language is very 
vulgar and antagonistic as it is guessed. 
 
Meanwhile, on the content side, celebrity news and ‘third page journalism’ have soared in the 
1980s and 90s. Sexuality gained great news value in traditional media and later in the internet 
editions of dominant media. Nonetheless, a new moral hypocrisy and controversy without any 
public investigation gained a momentum in this new discourse. 
 
As of today, four family groups (Dogan, Ciner, Cukurova and Dogus) dominate the Turkish 
media market. Due to the special conjuncture, some Islamist media groups like Albayrak and 
Fethullah Gülen groups also try to have a share in market and assert an influence on Turkish 
politics (see for detail Adaklı, 2007). In addition, smaller media enterprises which make up 
the remaining market, struggle within this oligopolistic market structure that is increasingly 
more engaged with a militarist, nationalist, anti-Islamist, etc. discourse in the name of 
Kemalism as a larger, “umbrella” discourse5. 
 
Late period of Turkish nationalism: A background 
 
There is a general consensus that a ‘new’ nationalism is on the rise all over the world. I agree 
with the argument that this is a phenomenon related to global development under the 
neoliberal politics which was implemented in several countries in Asia, in Latin America, and 
also in Turkey after 1980s. But there are important differences between the nationalisms 
                                                 
3 For a detailed analysis on the reasons of 1980 coup d'état see Aydınoğlu, 2007. 
4 Turk Telekom was sold to a consortium dominated by a Lebanese capital group (Oger Telecom) in 2005. 
5 The brands of the most popular examples of this media have the “Turk” (Kanaltürk, Habertürk, etc) 
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rising in these different regions. I would like to describe the Turkish version of new 
nationalism in the context of the late period of Turkish politics and neoliberalism. 
 
Cold war and in succession the `new world order` which was introduced in 1970s, achieved a 
definite success in 1980s, particularly in the aftermath of the collapse of Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics and other socialist regimes since 1990s. In this new era, USA emerged as 
the biggest power in the world, politically and economically.  
 
In this new era, a novel type of nationalism flourished all over the world. Perhaps, the war in 
former Yugoslavia was the peak point of this new nationalist wave in 1990s. Mary Kaldor 
(2004) uses the term ‘new nationalism’ for this phenomenon:  
 

“What I call the “new nationalism” is both shaped by, and shapes, the various 
phenomena we bunch together under the rubric of globalisation. I would argue 
that the “new nationalism” is regressive, and, in so far as it persists, will 
contribute to a wild, anarchic form of globalisation, characterised by violence 
and inequality.” 

 
Turkey was not immune to the wave of new nationalism and since it was trying to integrate 
with the world politics and economics under the neoliberal process as from 1980s, Turkish 
people started to face more closely the “out of Turkey” through several social experiences. 
First of all, the process of the EU accession which started in 1950s, accelerated in 1980s and 
1990s. The structural harmonization with EU gave way to a defensive reaction in the common 
sense. The sale of various public enterprises to foreign investors through privatization, and a 
significant increase in property purchases by foreigners also evoked the given nationalist 
imagination. In the process, as Turkey was criticized by the EU in every progress report on 
the violations to the freedom of expression, this created hostility in public to some Turkish 
intellectuals and human right activists which were supporting of the EU accession. These, 
coupled with the growing gap in the income distribution, increasing poverty and 
unemployment -or flexible employment- turned away the people to the more nationalist 
alternatives in politics. Some nationalist and/or far right political organisations and news 
media addressed to these annoyances as “the imperialists/EU/USA/etc. will divide our 
country under the discourse of ‘freedom of expression’ with the cooperation of the ethnic and 
religious groups in Turkey”6

 
Here, I believe going back in Turkish history shortly will be helpful in explaining this new 
phase of Turkish nationalism. 
 
There was a struggle between the Kemalist elite and the others that emerged in the decades 
(1920s and 1930s) following the foundation of the Republic of Turkey. After a 1960 coup 
d’etat and a new constitution, Turkish politics and society were transformed radically. For the 
first time, working class came on the political scene and was represented by a political party; 
TIP (Türkiye İşçi Partisi, Turkish Workers Party). A military intervention interrupted the 
developing oppositional and libertarian movements in 1971. Following this coup d’etat, 
fascist groups (Nationalist Movement Party MHP and its youth organisations) were used by 
the hegemonic powers to undermine these movements and for reaching a new status quo in 
the name of a western capitalist way. 
                                                 
6 One example of this approach is clearly introduced in this source: Yıldırım Koç (2005) “Avrupa Birliği 
Türkiyeden ne istiyor? [What does EU want from Turkey?], 13 November, 
http://www.antiemperyalizm.org/gercek/gazete/article_782.shtml 
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After the 1980 coup d’etat, these state-supported fascist groups together with influential leftist 
and working class movements were eliminated to a great extent. A depolitisation campaign 
was implemented by the military government and its successors, largely accompanied by the 
dominant media groups. This fact created masses insensitive to the politics in Turkey, 
especially among the working class and youth which were highly politicized in the 1970s. So, 
paramilitary fascist groups of 1970s were replaced by an amorphous and to a certain extent 
decentred masses7. 
 
The Kurdish problem was raised in the middle of 1980s as a domestic war between Turkish 
army and Kurdish Workers Party (PKK, Partiya Karkeren Kurdistan). In the leadership of 
Turkish Armed Forced, Turkish Republic tried to block the PKK movement in 1980s and 
1990s. The war is over in a great degree after PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan’s capture in 1999 
with a big help from US, but the “ordinary nationalism” in the Turkish common sense is not 
over yet.  
 
On the contrary, in reaction a bigger hostility against the Kurdish people or every 
representation of Kurdishness emerged in the Turkish society. This attitude went beyond the 
Kurds to include USA because of its standing by the Kurdish political groups, especially 
those in Northern Iraq. On the other hand, in order to fulfil the EU criteria Turkey abolished 
the death penalty, saving the life of Abdullah Öcalan This and other similar developments 
promoted a nationalist (and fascist) reaction of identifying EU and PKK in the common 
sense8. 
 
In 1980s and the 1990s, popular agendas such as the Kurdish issue, EU accession process, and 
also Islamist movements and its representations by Turkish media were integrated into less 
visible facts like increasing gap in the income distribution, unemployment and poverty. These 
concrete facts which were the basic results of the neoliberal policies took a great role in the 
rise of a new nationalist wave throughout 1980s and 1990s.9

 
Dominant press outlets and the newly established private television channels supported the 
operations of Turkish ruling classes in blocking the Kurdish movements. In the process, a 
debate on “the deep state” rooted from the assassination of some Kurdish businessmen and 
journalists and some secret operations of the military and security forces.  
 
Nationalist reactions based on the antagonism of Turkish-Kurdish have risen especially 
during the 50th Government of Turkish Republic, formed by Tansu Çiller. A major economic 
crisis in 1994 and problems in the political sphere have doubled the ongoing instability. In the 
following years, these facts were echoed in the electoral counts in 1999 General Elections. 

                                                 
7 But it didn’t mean that the far right organisations melted into the air. For example, another far right party BBP 
(Great Unionist Party), splitting off MHP, was established in 1990s, and distanced itself from MHP in preferring 
more Islamist motives in its politics. Both MHP and BBP preserved their core social base through out 1980s and 
1990s in general. 
8 This reaction was also triggered by some newspaper columnists when death penalty was a big debate in 2000. 
For example, the editorial writer of Hürriyet (Oktay Ekşi), titled his column as “Does a criminal have human 
right?” to reflect discredit upon Abdullah Öcalan (9 January 2000). Interestingly, the columnists supported the 
accessing to EU also use a very nationalistic and fascist discourse to balance the public opinion. 
9 According to a writer on Turkish nationalism (Bora, 1993) “the szyhoprenic and unstable structure of Turkish 
nationalism swinging between the feelings of hostility and admiration towards the West deepened. On the one 
hand a self-confident, extrovert, modern and a Western nationalism was developing, on the other hand ethnic-
cultural, and chauvinist and isolationist tendencies were getting stronger.” (Cited by Sumer, 2003: 41-2) 
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MHP, as an important part of nationalist/fascist movement, surprisingly took a great amount 
of votes and became a partner in the coalition government10.  
 
Actually, antagonisms such as Turkish-Kurdish or hostilities to the every kind of “other” 
could be observed through some events which contained acts of direct violence like the 
assassinations of some prominent figures of Turkish society11 and the recent increase in street 
lynching. 
 
All assassinations and some political scandals12 caused a great indignation in the society but 
investigations into them did not come to a satisfactory conclusion and even if the investigators 
found any information, their findings were not shared with the public. So, Turkish people did 
not know who really was responsible of these crimes. It can be argued that this disinformation 
(and misinformation) processes triggered the people (especially the younger, lower class and 
under-educated people) to retreat from politics and admire the military as the real power in 
Turkey.  
 
The great ratings success of ‘Valley of Wolves’, a popular television serial dramatizing some 
recent historical facts about the secret dealings of the state, in its popular name `the deep 
state`, may be explained by this disinformational climate of Turkey. The serial has caused a 
flood of complaints to the broadcasting regulator, RTÜK, because of its violent scenes.13. Its 
latest season which took up the Kurdish issue, was cancelled when only two episodes were 
broadcast, due to growing public concern and complaints.14  
 
In 23 March 2005 a big clash between participants and the security forces broke out during 
the celebrations of an important Kurdish day, Newroz, in Mersin province. The events were 
blown out of proportion by the media and named as the “flag crisis”. Official statements on 
the events were very instigative rather than calming and they became the material of the 
dominant and some right-wing media in creating a nationalist hysteria. 
 
One of the nationalist and fascist assaults happened in the city of Trabzon, which recently 
came into the spotlight after a number of murder and assaults. On 6 April 2005, five members 
of Tutuklu ve Hükümlü Aileleri ile Dayanışma Derneği (TAYAD, Solidarity Association of 
Prisoners’ Relatives) delivering flyers on the hunger strikes in prisons were attacked by a 

                                                 
10 MHP increased its share of votes 119 percent from the previous elections in 1995 taking 17,98 percent of all 
votes. 
11 `Unsolved` political assassinations after 1990: Muammer Aksoy (Academic, 31 January 1990); Çetin Emeç 
(Journalist, 7 Mart 1990); Turan Dursun (Writer, 4 September 1990); Bahriye Üçok (Academic, 6 October 
1990); Uğur Mumcu (Journalist, 24 January 1993); Musa Anter (Journalist, 20 September 1992); Onat Kutlar 
(Writer; injured in 30 December 1994 and died 11 days later); Ahmet Taner Kışlalı (Academic, 21 October 
1999); Necip Hablemitoğlu (Academic, 18 December 2002); Andrea Santoro (Priest, 5 February 2006); Hrant 
Dink (Journalist, 19 January 2007) 
12 One of them broke out in 3 November 1996 accidentally and gave rise to a mass mobilisation demanding the 
investigation and punishment of the political relations between fascist groups, the mafia and official authorities.  
13 See www.rtuk.gov.tr. For a critical evaluation of the issue see Korkut, 2007. 
14 There could be several factors in the blocking of the serial. For example, it may be argued that the some 
reactions of some leftist groups but especially of the Kurdish citizens were effective in this blocking. On the 
other hand, competition between dominant media groups may be also effective. And one more reason for this 
blocking may be the attitude of the Turkish General Staff which doesn’t want to be known that its secret 
operations in the past. (See Altaylı, 2007) 
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fascist group encouraged by the civil servants, bureaucratic elites’ statements and national and 
local media15. 
 
On the other hand, the assassination of Hrant Dink, a Turkish journalist of Armenian origin, 
created a new nationalist hysteria about the Turkish-Armenian question. Since some 
Armenians and other groups claim that the Turkish rulers have killed some 1,5 million 
Armenians in the Ottoman territory in 1915 in what they describe as an act of genocide, 
although Hrant Dink was not a typical supporter of the idea, after his funeral some nationalist 
sectors of Turkish politics argued that the people who gathered and shouted “we are all 
Armenians” at his funeral was in a betrayal. Parts of Turkish media joined this nationalist and 
somewhat fascist chorus eagerly. 
 
All these, in fact, present the vulnerability of the ordinary people when faced with what is 
different in general. Any international football match or international meeting (even if not 
political), or any statement from an EU representative about Turkey (even when it is not a 
negative or hostile one) may trigger a new crisis thorough the ruling elites’ statements or 
reactions, assisted by the Turkish media. 
 
If Turkish nationalism is on the rise, one of its major sources can be observed in the legal 
structure and laws of Turkey. Especially one, the Article 301 of the Penal Code which 
prohibits “insulting Turkishness”, gained a symbolic value in recent times. Many intellectuals 
and journalist in Turkey have been charged with violating this article. This article is used to 
suppress freedom of expression in general and have been a threat for many intellectual 
including world-famous writers Orhan Pamuk and Hrant Dink16. In recent years, Kemal 
Kerinçsiz, a lawyer, and his Turkish Jurists' Union have launched a lot of cases against 
Turkish intellectuals under the article 301, and they have transformed every court trial into a 
nationalist/fascist demonstration.17

 
When nationalist discourse started to raise in general, some radio and TV channels, book 
publishers, newspapers and magazines either launched or turned existing ones into a 
nationalist outlet. On the other hand, consumption of these mediums increased to a large 
extent. Especially, amazing increases on the number of books based on some conspiracy 
theories are important indicators of a rising antagonism in favour of the nationalism18. A few 
years ago, sales of Adolf Hitler’s book “Mein Kampf”’ have oddly increased19 when the sales 
figures of some nationalist fiction and conspiracy theory books were also on the rise20.  

                                                 
15 All of these events were represented in the dominant media in favour of the assailant groups in a very 
nationalistic discourse (For example see Hürriyet, Sabah, Akşam, etc). On the other hand, Trabzon TV, a local 
television channel, in its news ticker reported that PKK hang its flag in Uzun Street, prior to the lynching 
attempt. 
16 Actually, it is hard to say something what is the exact beginning moment of the `new` nationalism but I think 
that it is not so new as some people argued after the assassination of Hrant Dink. At least, it could be extended to 
the 1990s which was the peak point of using military and paramilitary power as well as a psychological power 
through especially by media to suppress the Kurdish movement.  
17 Kerinçsiz said “his mission in life is to protect the Turkish nation from Western imperialism and global forces 
that want to dismember and destroy us”. (The Economist, March 8th 2007) 
18 Some of them are Şu Çılgın Türkler, Efendi: Beyaz Türklerin Büyük Sırrı, Metal Fırtına, etc. In the meantime, 
although it was not a popular and best selling book in the market, sales of ‘Nutuk’ which is the main text of 
Mustafa Kemal Atatürk, founder of the Republic of Turkey have increased as well (300 thousand copies sold in 
two years; Sabah, 16 March 2007). 
19 70 thousand copies have been sold only by one publisher (Emre Publishing) in a few months. 
20 The media companies utilizing the economies of scale had the opportunity to publish more and cheaper books 
recently thanks to the new technological investments. In general, these are sensationalist, nationalist (many of 
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On the other hand, some television channels, such as Kanaltürk, Habertürk and Flash TV, 
stand out with their sensational, hysteric, nationalist and militarist broadcasting policy. 
Programs that feature some insufficient people, address the common sense discourse which 
operates with some basic oppositions or antagonisms. 
 
One of the most visible aspects of the new nationalism is the spread of nationalistic online 
activities21 and all of the traditional mediums like books, radio and TV stations, films, etc. 
have extensions or reflections on the Internet as websites, book portals, forums, comments, 
advertisements, etc. Now, I would like to describe the Turkish internet environment in general 
and then I will try to elaborate the nationalistic reflections on the online platforms. 
 
New nationalism and its relation to the internet usage patterns 
Turkish internet market is relatively a small-size one according to the Western markets and 
internet use is not widespread at the national level. The first Internet connection in Turkey 
was established in 1993 and 3–4 percent of Turkish citizens were Internet users in 2000 
(Wolcott and Goodman, 2000). This figure changed to a great extent in only six years and 
total number of internet users reached 16 million in September 2006 (21.1% of the 
population) according to the ITU. Although internet accessing forms are varying in Turkey 
(see below), Fig.1 could give an idea for the increasing rates of the internet users and PC 
ownerships in Turkey between 2000 and 2005: 
 

Internet users and PC owners between 2000 and 2005 in Turkey 
Year PC owners x 1000 Internet subscribers x 1000 
2000 2. 450 1.550 
2001 3.600 2.751 
2002 4.760 4.360 
2003 5.800 5.410 
2004 7.000 6.900 
2005* 9.000  8.500 
Source: Mestçi, 2007 

 
Internet use and PC ownership are increasing steadily in Turkey. But, as Wolcott and 
Goodman argued (2000), “to understand the Internet capability of a country, it is necessary to 
understand not only how many and where people use the services, but also how the Internet is 
employed.” If internet use is reaching beyond a narrow community of technically skilled 
people, a sophistication of use can be mentioned. There is enough evidence that the Internet 
was used especially by a narrow community but this fact is changing rapidly in recent times. 
There is no useful data of internet usage patterns to sophisticate any analysis as well as some 
standard service and using numbers. But I hope to fill a small gap in this area by trying to 
analyse some internet `spheres`. Although there is no such detailed statistics or surveys about 
Turkish internet users, we can describe some evidences available through media and some 
unmediated observations.  
 
                                                                                                                                                         
them using an anti-imperialist jargon), easy reading and very cheap books (some pirate publishers or pirate arms 
of the big companies sell them even cheaper on street stands). 
21 For a general evaluation of the relation between nationalism and the Internet in the context of ‘de-
territorialisation of nationalism’ which was rooted in Gellner’s famous works (1983; 1997), see Eriksen, 2007. In 
this study, author describes especially four varieties of Internet nationalism: state-supported (Chile), surrogate 
(Afrikaner), pre-independence (Kurdish) and multiculturalist (Moroccan-Dutch). Eriksen agrees with the 
argument of Miller and Slater (2000) on the relation between Internet use and nationalism: “this technology is 
often used to strengthen rather weak national identities, and that it can be exceptionally efficient in reproducing 
such identities across vast distances, uniting dispersed populations in virtual communities because it can fully 
exploit the time-space compression characterising our era”. 
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In this data-poor world about Turkish internet usage, there is an interesting figure about the 
ages of the users. The majority of (46%) of internet users are between 15-24 years old in 
Turkey. Although young people and technology relation was more powerful than the other 
age groups, it should be noted that all these people don’t have a PC, according to their class 
positions22. But these lower class or déclassé young people could use some other ways to 
access the Internet, such as the internet cafes.23 On the other hand, there is another critical 
group who does not have a PC of their own, but access the Internet at the office24.  
 
These people are generally using internet as if it was only an entertainment or leisure activity 
medium, rather than an informational and knowledge-producing thing. Sex and sport are the 
most viewed content as it generally is all over the world. 
 
The nationalist discourse in frequently used internet platforms 
In this study I consider with all internet environment including websites, e-mailing lists, 
reader comments, online polls, etc. in a general level to show that some basic elements or 
clues about some specifications of the nationalistic discourse in Turkey. Surely this would be 
a limited analysis to explain all internet usage patterns and its relation with the rising 
nationalism in Turkey but I believe that it would provide an inspiring framework for further 
researches in this field. 
 
As I have mentioned before all nationalistic events like assassinations or lynching and 
campaigns experienced in real life always have their extensions on the internet. Some users or 
organisations are using the internet to mobilize people for posting protest emails to the 
ministers, ambassadors; some of them use it to make videos or other visual materials available 
online for gaining an advantage on the ‘enemy’, etc. But I want to take a close look at some 
internet mediums on which we can observe a nationalistic approach to the actual events. I 
would like to describe these mediums or technologies in general below: 
 
Websites:  
There is a lot of fascist and/or racist Turkish websites, forums, blogs, etc in the Turkish 
internet environment like www.turan.tc, www.atsiz.org, www.turkyigitleri.com, 
www.kibristurkundur.com, www.tonyukuk.net, www.turkcuturancilar.com, 
www.dedekorkut.net, www.turkbirligi.com www.radyohiras.com, www.turkdirilisi.org, 
www.turkcucephe.org, www.sevay.org (a music-oriented site), www.ozturkler.com (a 
Turkish mafia leader, Sedat Peker's website).  
 
In these sites, Turkishness and its enemies are big identity issues in an openly racist way. It 
can be argued that their approach is a follower of the fascist movement represented MHP 
before 1980s. But these sites, which have very shallow approaches, do not represent the 
broader and diversified nationalist discourse. Moreover, although these websites and forums 
join the nationalist chorus in the public sphere with a very aggressive and vulgar language, 
other internet communities are more influential in constructing this discourse.  
 
                                                 
22 Ogün Samast, the alleged assassin of Hrant Dink, was an internet cafe addict according to his relatives. 
23 There are 20.000 registered Internet cafes in Turkey. There are 20 PCs in average in these cafes and their 
customers especially are from the lower class and young people. It is suggested that these cafes’ level of 
activities is about 1-1, 2 billion dollars (Nebil, 2006). According to another source, the rate of using internet café 
to access internet is 47%. (Milliyet, 8 April 2007) 
24 In online version of a dominant newspaper, Hürriyet, there are more than 50 thousands commentators, and 
majority of them access to the internet on weekdays in general. This may be taken as an indicator that these 
people don’t have the access at their homes. 
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For example, Hürriyet25 (liberty) or Milliyet (nationality) newspapers have more influence in 
mobilising the ordinary reader to join the chorus with their online activities. By the way, 
internet versions of these traditional media react immediately to the emerging events through 
out the day changing their headlines, or adding new content to the websites. 
 
Mailing lists 
As the internet use became popular in Turkey, various social groups have started several 
mailing lists for information, communication and discussion on various topics. I am a 
subscriber of a number of lists to communicate with my colleagues and friends on some 
specific issues. Mailing list of my university has around five thousand subscribers and it is 
very representative of an intellectual community on the internet in order to observe some 
nationalist, sometimes directly fascist utterances.  
 
It should be noted that, majority of this list’s members as an official academic platform react 
with a great “Kemalist reflex” to the developing events in general. For example, whenever the 
Armenian thesis was mentioned (it might be the US Senate voting for a resolution on 
“genocide” or other events on Turkish-Armenian relations), the list is divided as the 
“nationalists” (who defend the Turkish official thesis with various evidences, documents 
and/or pictures, photographs, etc.) and generally “democrats” without arguing a genocide 
thesis, only react to these “evidences” through “we should discuss everything” approach.  
 
One of these debates in the list on Kurdish question was very interesting. A list member sent 
an e-mail to the list on 10 June 2006 about a TV channel’s logo. According to him, this logo 
was composed of three colours representing the PKK flag. This was reflecting a big 
sensitivity to all the symbols of the other (here, of Kurdish). This e-mail calling the members 
of the list to protest that TV channel also created a great controversy in the list without any 
useful discussion or dialog. 
 
All these online debates would generally turn into a “cockfight” because it would keep the list 
members’ opposing views going without any genuine idea or a real dialog. It is impossible to 
make a deal between these different positions, especially on the more sensitive “national” 
issues like the “Armenian genocide” or the Kurdish question.  
 
Even in this platform which is composed of well-educated people, the nationalist discourse 
gained momentum to a great extent in recent years. Nationalism is not basically a matter of 
‘education’, rather, it is directly related with the ongoing process of neoliberalisation in 
Turkey, as well as many other nation-states in the world which faced the same problem, 
namely the “rising nationalism”. 

                                                 
25 Hürriyet may be most influential newspaper in Turkey in several ways. First of all, it is a long established 
mass newspaper launched in 1948 and it has a deep relation with the state, bureaucracy, big capital groups, 
military and security authorities, etc. It also has a significant ‘official discourse’ which is connected with the 
Turkish ruling classes. As a matter of fact, while its owners were a family of journalists (Simavis) until the 
beginning of 1990s, Hürriyet was sold to an industrialist-trader Aydin Dogan in 1994 and later became part of a 
big capital media group, Dogan Media (DMG). Hürriyet has always displayed a conservative approach to the 
political issues but this approach was shifting to a more nationalistic way recently. 
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Reader comments26

First of all, it should be remembered that some influent newspaper like Hürriyet, Sabah, 
Akşam, Milliyet, etc. used to promote very nationalistic attitudes with its headlines, news, 
columns, etc. This attitude is naturally going on for the internet versions of the newspapers. 
These newspapers rediscovered the ‘reader’ as a profit-making element especially for their 
internet versions. All newspapers, and also magazines started to place a great space for the 
reader comments recently. In this process, while commentators feel themselves as important 
persons, the newspapers could transform this interest to a great profit through increasing their 
advertisements on the internet. 
 
In general, in these comments almost everybody agree with there is a big withdrawal in 
Turkish style politics but same people could argue that Turkey is a big country and there is a 
lot of things to be proud of it... This seems like a contradiction but it is understandable. 
Because there are two basic discursive elements in these comments: 1) Fatalist, 2) 
Aggressive, defensive (hate speech). These elements are easily manipulated by the editors of 
Hürriyet newspaper. This newspaper always uses various methods to provoke the readers for 
making benefit of nationalist discourse on the basis of its financial and political aims (see 
footnote 22). 
 
Online polls 
Online polls are the new ways to attract the reader for online activities and these activities’ 
topics are generally triggering a vulgar approach on some sensitive issues like Kurdish 
problem.  
 
One of these online polls was about an ongoing "public" debate of Turkish military 
intervention to Northern Iraq because of the argument that PKK forces have taken shelter 
there. Hürriyet newspaper started an online poll as "should soldier go into Iraq?” 
(www.hurriyet.com.tr, 15 February 2007)27. 302.015 user voted for first poll and 58.8% of all 
votes preferred “no” option.28  
 
But I think that highly politicised Kurdish readers which were very sensitive to the “Kerkük 
problem” have prevailed for this result. Otherwise, this poll would result with a great majority 
of “yes” votes by the traditional readers of this online newspaper. Reader comments on this 
poll supported this speculation29: “Turkey should go into Northern Iraq for struggling with 
PKK. All feeding sources come from Northern Iraq. Then, its domestic terror points should be 
hit intensively”; “The territory which you didn’t go into is not yours” (this is a traditional and 
also nationalistic verse); “Let loose two missile to the region, it would be solved, we follow 
USA in every issue, why don’t we do the same thing in this issue?” 
 

                                                 
26 I should say that this comments and statements are limited to the news which triggered a possible nationalist 
discourse; it would be very interesting to make a comparative analysis on the other news segments, issues or 
areas.  
27 This was unbelievable because a civil newspaper could ask people a question like this. Although it was 
occupied by USA forces, mentioned here (Iraq) was a sovereign state… 
28 Online survey result address: http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/5944998.asp?gid=112 (15 February 2007) 
29 Turkish originals of these comments: “Türkiye Kuzey Irak girmelidir PKK ile mücadelede bu şart tüm besin 
kaynakları Kuzek Irak dan geliyor sonra ülke içindeki terör noktaları ağır bir şekilde vurulmalı”; “Ayak 
basamadığın yer senin değildir”; “ya bolgeye iki tane fuze brakalim olsun bitsin her konuda ABD e uyoruzda bu 
konuda niye uymayayim” 
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Same day there was another online poll in the same online newspaper on a TV serial (Valley 
of Wolves, Kurtlar Vadisi) which was banned because of the massive viewer reactions on the 
serial would provoke the hostility for the Kurdish people. The poll question was, “Kurtlar 
Vadisi was banned. Is this decision right?”30 This poll took 1.076.025 votes soonest and the 
88.1% of users was preferred that statement: “This is censorship. This serial shouldn’t be 
banned”. Editor of this poll titled as “This is the record of “digital democracy” in his column 
for those large participation to poll.31 This is an exploitation of the so-called “internet 
democracy” which was based on it could create a participatory, dialogic, generous relations 
among its users. As Bakker argued (2001), there is no enough evidence that internet created 
“a wonderful new forms of community” or on the contrary it “destroy community altogether” 
(cited by Bakker from Wellman and Gulia, 1999: 1). In this example, the editor of the 
newspaper is arguing that the majority of the users could have decided to a serial should go on 
and this is democracy. 32

 
Even in one of the quality news site (ntvmsnbc.com) comments to the emerging events are 
very aggressive and nationalistic. The last example of these comments on an Iraqi Kurdish 
leader Mesut Barzani’s statement on Kurdish issue triggered a new nationalistic reaction wave 
in Turkey. In this website (ntvmsnbc.com), asked a question like this: “How do you assess on 
Barzani’s statement and the reaction of the Turkish authorities?” One of the answers is like 
that: “The pain and fury of Turkish nation would only pass off when big Turkish army went 
into Northern Iraq and topple down every single thing”.33

 
Even childish actions or jokes… 
The recent example of nationalist online activities was a clash between Turkish and Greek 
internet users about a video which was showing Mustafa Kemal Atatürk, founder of the 
Republic of Turkey, as a gay in Youtube. This is a very interesting event to consider the 
internet using and rising nationalisms. A big campaign organised especially in the internet 
platforms to ban the video and Turkish legal authorities started to operation to judge the video 
owner on the basis of Article 301 of the Turkish Penal Code (see İlkiz, 2007) 
 
The Turkish nationalism is also supported aggressively by the main opposition Republican 
People's Party (CHP). CHP used the nationalist-Kemalist discourse in every opportunity 
against ruling Justice and Development Party (AKP) especially in recent years. Lastly, CHP 
proposed a supplemental item in the draft bill about internet crimes for punishing the 
defamation of Atatürk in the internet to the Justice Commission of the National Assembly 
(TBMM) and this proposition was accepted. According to the draft, if anybody would put into 
any defamatory statement (even jokes…) on Atatürk, it would be blocked by 
Telecommunication Authority. Ruling party didn’t want to reject this supplemental 
proposition because such rejection would create a negative image in the condition of the 
electoral atmosphere (both of the presidency of republic in May 2007 and general elections in 
November 2007)34. 
                                                 
30 Online survey result address: http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/5955050.asp?gid=112 (15 February 2007) 
31 However, I have voted for “no, it should not go on” almost 10 times… 
32 For further information as liberal, communitarian, and deliberative views of online democracy see Evans, 
2000. 
33 “Türk ulusunun yüreğindeki acı ve öfke ancak Büyük Türk Ordusu Kuzey Irak'a girip önüne geleni yerle - bir 
ettiği zaman dinecektir”, http://www.ntvmsnbc.com/modules/forum/messages.asp?TGID={0C2872E3-24BC-
4D2B-BE97-B2A387FC1357}&p=2  
34 In this context, my recent experience on the internet crime is interesting to me. A colleague of mine launching 
a website on jokes said to me that he hesitated to post some jokes about Mustafa Kemal Atatürk because he may 
be investigated for insulting Atatürk… 
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Concluding remarks 
 
All of the statements, speeches, attitudes, votes, etc. in online debates are not independent or 
individualistic point of views in general. Users are triggered to the given discourse in their 
speeches, in Foucaultian terms, they are ‘inciting to the discourse’35. They would start to say 
something when a question was asked; otherwise, they keep silent...36   
 
Especially online polls and comment boxes are the best examples of involving ordinary 
people to the playground which is controlled by the dominant media. In this relatively new 
medium, political issues and also faits divers are evaluated as basic oppositions and 
antagonisms like love or hate, positive or negative, true or false, West or East, etc. In this 
absolutist approach, it could easily be seen as a superficial evaluation of the issues without 
any in-depth knowledge or contemplation. Connectedly, verbal capability is very low in the 
comments or in other writings on the internet.37

 
Urgency is another attitude in this approach; users frequently call the other people through e-
mail links, power point files, etc. to save the State, the Republic, Turkey, Atatürk, etc. and 
invite the Turkish Army or Atatürkist powers to a big fight with the PKK, Armenians, and 
imperialists, and also with their domestic ‘accomplices’.38 Most of Turkish citizen argue that 
the sources of all problems of Turkey were foreign countries like USA or “imperialist 
countries” or “the West” in general. Very xenophobic elements leak to this discourse in 
various ways. As I have mentioned above, as USA was supporting some Kurdish groups in 
North Iraq as well as PKK for its regional and of course for its world hegemony, this attitude 
triggered the anti-Americanism in almost every section of Turkish society.39

 
On the other hand, the new media is a new sector to profit from for the big media capital all 
over the world and the dominant media groups in Turkey are no exception. They want to 
enlarge their field of penetration and utilizing the online audiences and users as a new source 
of revenue40. Since when the new accumulation model have come into effect in 1980s, 
Turkish ruling elites were struggling with its inconsistencies41 and on the other hand, they 
wanted to show a coherent State to the Turkish society as well as to the rest of the world.  
                                                 
35 I use the term only as a borrowing from Michel Foucault, especially from his study on sexuality (Foucault, 
1993) 
36 As I said above, Turkish television environment changed radically and reality programming was becoming an 
important part of the mushrooming television channels schedules in 1990s (see Adakli, 2001). “Men in street” 
was the main actor in these hybrid formats and this approach developed in various ways. Microphone and 
camera were directed to the ordinary people in news bulletins, reality shows, talk shows, game shows, talent 
shows, etc. This is a very functional way to produce cheaper programmes than the other program formats like 
serials or documentary and a proportional success in ratings was guarantied. The same methods of production are 
employed in producing internet content, too. 
37 This is also related to the literacy of the Turkish people. Although the literacy rate is relatively high according 
to the official statistics, this rate does not necessarily reflect the expression capacity of the people. 
38 A meeting held by the Atatürkist Thought Association on 14 April 2007 in the capital city Ankara to protest 
the Islamist government is the latest example of this tendency. 
39 Interestingly, the only communist party in Turkey (TKP, Communist Party of Turkey) preferred a nationalistic 
discourse in recent times establishing “Patriotic Fronts” in several working fields around Turkey. 
40 Internet advertising market is growing steadily in Turkey recently. In 2006, the increase rate of this market 
was 30% (20 million $,of the 3.6 billion $ total ad revenues) (Referans, 6 March 2007) 
41 Political instability of the Turkish political life was in turmoil once more when a weekly news magazine 
published the alleged diaries of retired vice admiral Özden Örnek, which documented a series of coup d’etat 
attempts in recent history. According to the diary, commanding officers of the army would have done a military 
intervention to overthrow the Islamist government in 2004 (Nokta, 29 March 2007). 
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The new hegemony project is rooted within the neoliberal political economical model. We 
could have observed that some political issues and actions (war with Kurdish powers, very 
fast privatization, EU harmonization laws, etc) have created a great unemployment wave and 
unrest for a large part of Turkish society. So, the Turkish ruling classes’ crisis management 
tactics have a big role in the fascist and nationalist discourse which was circulating in the vast 
majority of internet forums and other internet sites. In this processes, Turkish media as an 
important segment of the ruling class, have been playing a specific role to join the 
construction of more nationalist discourse via Internet as well as the traditional mediums.  
 
It should be noted that nationalism is flourishing on the Internet as well as in the other 
mediums but this relatively new medium is becoming a part of the general nationalistic 
discourse rather than becoming an interactive medium which helps the democratic processes 
as some people suggested. But this ascertainment does not mean that internet is a medium 
only for a nationalistic politics or movements in our times. We should remember that the 
Internet contains a huge amount of informative content, discussion, etc. And there are several 
democratic, open-minded discussions and movements in the Turkish internet and it contains a 
great opportunity to develop ideas and spreading them. So, when analyzing internet use, 
especially some virtual communities, this ambiguous and non-territorial character should be 
considered. For example, there are some “lurkers” (people who follow the messages but do 
not join in the debate) or silent members of the discussion groups. It is also important to 
underline that there are several less visible communities on the internet. This reminder can 
allow a more adequate assessment on this indefinite medium and its forms of use. 
 
There is no clear evidence that the internet use was pumping a nationalistic discourse, but it is 
evident that ongoing Turkish politics have concluded in a new nationalistic reaction and this 
reaction is increasingly being visible in several events, in the real world as well as on the 
internet. As Bakker argued clearly, Manichean42 approaches on internet are not asking the 
significant questions, thus, they create new myths on the Internet which were emphasizing its 
‘benefits’ (democracy, dialog, etc) or ‘damages’ (child porn, sex abuse, etc.). We need more 
evidence and more qualitative research, more surveys on the internet usage patterns and its 
relation to real life, real politics, real economics, and the rise of nationalism. 
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