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ACILIS KONUSMASI
PINAR TURENC

PINAR Tiireng (Basin Konseyi Baskani)

[letisim fakiiltesi mezunu olan Pinar Tiireng, 1975’te
Milliyet gazetesinde muhabirlige basladi. 1980 Rus-
Afgan Savasim Afganistan ve Pakistan cephesinde
Tiirk asilli miicahitlerle izleyip, Milliyet gazetesine
yazdi.

15 yil Milliyet ve Giines gazetelerinde siyasi haberci
ve roportaj yazari olarak ¢alisti. Milliyet'te “Ropor-
taj ve haber” dallarinda 2 kez " yilin gazetecisi” odiil-
lerini ald.

Tiirkiye'nin ilk ozel televizyonu Star
1 kanalinda, “Haftanin Portresi” programini
hazirlads.

1993’te SHOW TV Haber Merkezinde siyasi haberci
oldu. 1995 yilinda, Kosova ve Kuzey Irak Savaslarini
izledi. Savas haberlerini ekranlara tasid.

1999da Hiirriyet gazetesinde serbest yazar oldu.

Ikinci kez ¢alistigr STAR TVde. “Pinar Tiireng’le 8.
Gece” adli siyasi haber programini hazirlayip sundu.

TV 8 ve Halk Tvde siyasi tartisma programlari yapti.

Istanbul Universitesi ile Marmara
Universitesi Iletisim Fakiiltelerinde Ogretim Gorevli-
si olarak ¢alist.

Pinar Tiireng 2013 yilindan bu yana Basin Konseyi
Baskanidir.

Cok degerli konuklarimiz., Tiirkiye'nin her kosesinden gelen Gazeteciler Cemi-

yetlerinin bagkanlar1 ve temsilcileri, uzaklardan iilkemize gelip, degerli bilgile-

rini bizimle paylagacak olan Finlandiya, Ingiltere ve Bel¢ikadan aramiza katilan

¢ok degerli konuklarimiz; Ankara, [zmir, Diyarbakir, Adana, Samsun, Eskisehir,
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Zonguldak, Erzurum, Gaziantep, Trabzondan gelen sevgili meslektaslarim, 6g-

rencilerimiz, hocalarimiz.
Hepiniz hos geldiniz.

Bugiin bizim i¢in unutamayacagimiz ¢ok énemli bir giin ¢iinkii Tiirkiyenin
her yerinden Istanbul’a gelen meslektaslarimizla medya etigi cercevesinde bilgi
paylasiyoruz. Maalesef su an aldigimiz bir haberle de, sevgili Ertugrul Akbay
kaybettigimizi 6grendik. Meslektasimiz Akbay’a Allah’'tan rahmet diliyoruz, nur

iginde yatsin.

Bildiginiz gibi, bugiin 7 Mart. 7 Mart 1990 sabahi gazetesi Hiirriyete gitmek
tizere evinden ¢iktig1 sirada bindigi aracinin i¢inde acimasizca kursunlarin kat-
lettigi gazeteci Cetin Eme¢’i ve soforii Ercan’, 29 yil sonra bugiin sayg: ve 6z-

lemle aniyoruz, onlara rahmet diliyorum.

Emeg, Tiirkiyede sehit edilen ne ilk ne de son basin sehididir. Umariz ki bir daha

bu agilar yasanmaz. Cetin Emeg 151klarda uyusun, onu hep 6zleyecegiz.

Bugiin Basin Konseyi'nin UNESCO ortakliginda hazirladigi, Medyada Ozdene-
timin Onemi ve Dijital Cagda Oz Denetim konulu toplantida hep beraber med-
yadaki 6zdenetimin 6nemini konusacagiz. Bu ¢apta, bu biiyiikliikte ve bu kadar
genis kesimlere agilan bir toplantinin sizler ozel konuklarisiniz. Zannediyorum
ki, ilk kez Tiirkiye ¢apinda bu biiyiikliikte bir toplantida, bu konunun ele alindi-

g1 bir ilk yasaniyor. Bilgilerle cok beslenecegimizi diisiiniiyorum.

Onun i¢in kulakliklarinizla, terciimeyi dikkatle dinlersek, not alirsak, meslegi-

miz boyunca, daragacimizda kalacak bu bilgiler.

[letisim 6zgiirliigiinii demokrasinin temel kogulu sayan Basin Konseyi, 32 yildir

bu ugurda ¢alismalarina 6zveriyle devam etmektedir.

Ozgiir, saygin, sorumlu basinin yasatilmasi icin 1980’lerin baslarinda viicut

bulan ¢abalar, Basin Konseyi semsiyesi altinda toplanmistir.

Ne var ki; son yillarda Tiirk Medyasinin {izerindeki kara bulutlar dagilamiyor.
Medya kurumlari ve gazeteciler korku, bask: ve otosansiir ortami nedeniyle te-

mel iglevini yapamaz duruma gelmistir.
Darbe girisimden sonra gelen olaganiistii hal ve kanun hiitkmiinde kararname-
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ler siirecinde bu sikintilar yasanan girdabi daha da derinlestirmektedir.

Temel sorunlarin yarattigi yikim maalesef OHAL sonrasinda da devam etmek-
tedir. Basin tarihinde hi¢ olmadig1 kadar, 6zgiir olmayan bir siireci yasayan

medyamiz olumsuz kosullardan fazlasiyla etkilenmektedir.

Durumun vahim oldugunu her kesim kulaktan kulaga fisiltilarla soyliiyorsa da,

¢oziim saglayacak kosullar maalesef kargilanamiyor.

120yi agkin gazeteci hapisteyken medya 6zdenetimini konugmanin zorlugunun
bilincindeyiz. Yiizlerce gazeteci igin siiren davalarda istenilen cezalarin toplami-
nin 2800 yili asiyor olmasini kabul etmemiz miimkiin degil. 2800 y1l. Bu rakam-

larin Cumhurbagkanina hakaret yargilamalarin icerdigini belirtmek istiyorum.

10 bini agkin gazeteci ise bugiin igsiz. Bunlarin yarisina yakini kadin gazeteci.
Aramizda kadin gazeteciler de var. 8 Mart Diinya Kadinlar giinii oldugu igin,
bu hafta kadin sorunlarinin ele alindig1 igin, issiz kalan kadin gazetecileri de

buradan selamlamak istiyorum.

10 biniagkin gazetecinin issiz olanlar1 disinda; ¢alisanlarin da yiirekleri agzin-
da beklediklerini biliyoruz. Onlar her seye ragmen gorevlerini yapmaya devam

ediyorlar

Kelimelere cezalar yagarken, diisiinceler, fikirler suglu ilan edilirken, bagimsiz-

liktan ve etik ilkelerden s6z etmenin dayanilmaz agirligini hissediyoruz

Zor ama ¢ok zor siireci yasadigimizin farkindayiz. Ama yilmadan gercek habe-

rin pesinde ilkelerimizle kosmaya devam etmeye de ant ictik.

Hapishanedeki gazetecilere ve yargilanan diisiincelere 6zgiirliik isteyerek “bu

medya hepimizin” diyoruz.
Konferansimiza emek veren ve katilan herkese ¢ok tesekkiir ediyoruz.

Hepiniz hos geldiniz.
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OPENING ADDRESS
PINAR TURENCG

PINAR Tiireng (President of Turkish Press

Council)

Pinar Tiireng graduated from the Faculty of Com-
munication and began to work as a reporter for
Milliyet newspaper in 1975. She followed the 1980
Russian-Afghan war on the Afghan and Pakistani
front with mujahids of Turkish origin, and reported
on the war to Milliyet.

She worked for 15 years for Milliyet and Giines news-
papers as a political reporter and interview writer. At
Milliyet, she received the award for journalist of the
year twice in the branches of “interview and news”.

>

She prepared the progamme “Portrait of the Week
at Turkey’s first private TV channel, Star 1.

In 1993 she became a political newsperson at the
News Center of SHOW T'V. In 1995 she followed the
wars in Kosovo and northern Iraq, and reported on
them on TV.

In 1999 she became a writer for Hiirriyet newspaper.

In her second term at Star TV she prepared and pre-
sented the political news programme “8th Night with
Pinar Tiireng”.

She prepared political debate programmes for TV8
and Halk Tv.

She worked as a lecturer at the Faculty of Commu-
nication of both Istanbul University and Marmara
University.

Pinar Tiireng has been serving as Chair of the Tur-
kish Press Council since 2013.
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Invaluable guests, presidents and representatives of Journalists Associations
from all corners of Turkey, invaluable guests who have come from far away;,
from Finland, England and Belgium to share their their valuable information
with us; dear colleagues who have come from Ankara, Izmir, Diyarbakir, Adana,
Samsun, Eskisehir, Zonguldak, Erzurum, Gaziantep and Trabzon, our students,
professors... Welcome to all.

Today is a very important day that we will not forget because we shall share in-
formation on media ethics with our colleagues who have come to Istanbul from
all across Turkey. Unfortunately, with a news that we have just received, we have
learnt the loss of dear Ertugrul Akbay. We wish God’s mercy and grace upon our
colleague, may he rest in peace.

As you know, today is the 7th of March. We commemorate with respect and lon-
ging, and wish mercy, to journalist Cetin Emeg and his driver Ercan who were
slaughtered brutally as bullets hit them on the morning of 7 March 1990 when
Emeg left his home in order to ride his car on the way to his newspaper Hiirriyet.

Eme¢ was neither the first nor the last press member to be martyred. We hope that
such sorrows will not be repeated. May Cetin Emeg rest in peace, we shall always
miss him.

Today we shall discuss together the importance of self-regulation in the media
in this conference entitled “The Importance of Self-Regulation in the Media
and Self-Regulation in the Digital Age”, convened in partnership by the Press
Council and UNESCO. You are the special guests of a meeting of this calibre
and proportion, and open to such a vast segment. I believe that this is the first
meeting in Turkey of this proportion where this matter will be discussed. I think
that we will be nourished with information. Hence, if we listen carefully to the
translations and take down notes, this information will remain in our domain
throughout our professional career.

Turkish Press Council regards freedom of communication as the bedrock of
democracy, and has been continuing its operation with devotion for 32 years.
Efforts which came to life at the beginning of the 1980s in order for a free, re-
putable and responsible media have been gathered under the umbrella of the
Press Council.

However, in the last years the black clouds hanging over Turkish media are not
dispersing. Media institutions and journalists are unable to fulfil their basic fun-
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ction because of fear, pressure and self-censorship.

The problems caused by the state of emergency and the statutory decrees which
have followed the coup attempt further deepen the vortex.

The destruction caused by fundamental problems, unfortunately, is ongoing.
Our media which is undergoing a process in which it is farther from freedom
than ever is extensively affected by the negative conditions.

Although everyone whispers from ear to ear how grave the situation is, the con-
ditions to solve the problems are not established.

We are aware of the difficulty of speaking about self-regulation in the media
when over 120 journalists are imprisoned. We cannot possibly accept the fact
that the total time of imprisonment with which journalists are charged in on-
going trials exceeds 2800 years. I would like to indicate that this figure includes
the trials concerning insulting the President.

Today, over 10000 journalists are unemployed. About half of these are women.
There are women journalists among us. Since the 8th of March is the World
Women’s Day and since women problems are discussed this week, I would like
to salute women journalists who have lost their jobs.

Apart from the over 10000 unemployed journalists, we also know that those
who still have a job are waiting wtih their hearts in their boots. They continue to
exercise their profession despite everything.

We feel the weight of speaking about independence and ethical principles when cri-
minal punishment rains on words, and thoughts and ideas are declared to be criminal.

We are aware that we are living through a very, very difficult period of time. But
we pledged to undauntedly run after the real news in a principled way.

As we demand freedom to imprisoned journalists and thoughts on trial we
state that “this media belongs to all of us”

We thank very much everyone who has put in their effort, and participated, in
our conference. Welcome to everyone.



AVRUPA'DAKI BASIN
KONSEYLERININ
ISLEVLERI VE ISLEYISI
ADELINE HULIN

Adeline HULIN (UNESCO Temsilcisi)

Hulin, UNESCO lletisim ve Bilgi Sektorii igin
Briiksel'deki UNESCO Irtibat Biirosunda bulunan
Proje Gorevlisi olarak ¢alismaktadir. Daha once,
AGIT'in Viyana'daki Medya Ozgiirliigii Temsil-
ciligi Ofisi i¢in ¢alisti. Paris II. Panthéon Assas
Universitesinden Siyaset Bilimi Doktorasi, Paris

Dauphine Universitesi'nden Gazetecilik Yiiksek
Lisanst ve Bordeaux Enstitiisii d'Etudes Politiqu-
es'ten Siyaset Bilimi Issans derecesi bulunmaktadir.
Kisa bir siire énce Avrupa Universitesi Enstitiisii
icin "Medyada 6z denetim” konusunda bir ¢alis-
ma yapti ve ‘Avrupada medyanin 6zdenetimi: etki,
perspektifler ve sinirlar” adli monografiyi yazdi.

Davetiniz i¢in tesekkiir ederim.

Gerek internet iizerinde, gerekse disida ifade 6zgiirliigiiniin tesvik edilmesi ve
korunmasina iliskin Birlesmis Milletlere ait yetki, UNESCO tarafindan iistle-

nilmistir.

Kendi mesleki ve etik kilavuzlarina riayeti temin etmek i¢in medya profesyo-
nelleri tarafindan goniillii olarak gelistirilen bir sistem olan medya 6zedenetimi
Avrupada gitgide daha popiiler duruma gelmis olup basin ve medya konseyleri,

6zdenetim mekanizmalarinin en yaygin tiiriinii olusturmaktadir.

Bunlarin basarisini agiklayan bir¢ok neden vardir ama bence bu basar1 medya-
nin sosyal sorumlulugu methumuyla baglantilidir. Bu kavram ilk kez Birlesik
Krallik’'ta 1947 yilinda Hutchins Komisyonu tarafindan hazirlanan bir raporda
kullanilmigtir ve medya tarihinin bir déniim noktasinda, yani sar1 basinin or-

taya ¢ikisi, basarisi ve agiriliklar: esnasinda ortaya atilmigtir. O zaman, serbest

12



piyasa rekabetinin medyanin kalitesi agisindan her zaman en iyi diizenleyici

faktorii olmadig agik hale gelmistir.

Bu analizin en anlamli uzantilarindan biri, medyanin kendi inandiricilig1 ve
sorumluluklari, 6zellikle de gazetecilikte profesyonel ve etik standartlara saygi

bakimindan vatandaslara bazi giivenceler vermesi gerektigidir.

Gazetecilerin sorumluluklarina ve bununla baglantili olarak, onlarin 6zgiirlitk-

lerinin sinirlarini tanimlamak agisindan en etkili yapilar nelerdir?

Bu noktada, iki ekol, hatta belki de iki hukuk gelenegi birbiriyle kars1 karsiya
gelmektedir. Bazilarinin diisiincesine gore, bunu yapmak agisinda yegéane yet-
kililer devlet ve mahkemelerdir, ideal olarak da bunu kamu yararina hizmet et-
mek suretiyle yaparlar. Digerlerine goreyse, meslek i¢indeki mesru bir organ,
her zaman bagimsizlik giivencelerini tam olarak icermeyen bir adliyenin veya
devletin (basini) kontrol altina alma cazibesine kapilmaksizin, gazetecilerin
kamuya yonelik sorumluluklarini somut olarak daha iyi tanimlayabilecek ko-
numdadir. Ikinci ekole ait iilkelerde, ki bunlar tarihsel acidan Iskandinav ve
Anglo-Sakson iilkelerdir, etik ilkelerin gelistirilmesine ve bu kurallara riayeti
denetleyecek mekanizmalarinin yaratilmasina dayali sistem 20. Yiizyilin ikinci
yarisinda ¢ok basarili olmustur. Bu sistem diinyaya ihra¢ edilmistir; boylece,

bugiin ¢ogu Avrupa iilkesinde bu sistemi buluruz.

Basin konseylerini dort ozellik tanimlar: devlete karsi bagimsizlik, meslegin
tiyelerince sisteme dair kurallarin gelistirilmesi ve kabulii; goniilli katilim, ku-
rallara uymayanlara yonelik manevi yaptirimlarin uygulanmasi. Bu ortak 6zel-
liklere ragmen, basin konseyleri iilkeden iilkeye ¢ok farklilik arz ederler. Ilkin,
etik kiiltiirii tilkeden tilkeye degisir ve her tilkeye uyacak ortak bir basin konseyi

modeli yoktur.

Fakat kisaca, bu konferansin da proje faaliyetlerinin bir par¢as: oldugu, “Gii-
neydogu Avrupa ve Tiirkiyede Medyaya Giivenin Insas1” adli UNESCO projesi
hakkinda konusmama miisaade ediniz. UNESCO, Avrupa Komisyonunun da
destegiyle, bolgede medyaya tekrar giivenilmesini saglamak hedefiyle on yildir
Giineydogu Avrupa ve Tiirkiyede ¢aligmaktadir.

Katiilesen ekonomik sartlarin medya organlarini olagan mesleki uygulamalar-

dan sapmaya cezbettigi bir donemde, medya 6zdenetimi mekanizmalar1 daha
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da giiglendirilmelidir ve halen mevcut olmayan {tilkelerde ise kurulmalidir. Ka-
musal ya da ticari finansman saglamak ugruna profesyonel etikten 6diin verme
riskini 6nlemek agisindan bunun yapilmasi sarttir. Ayni zamanda, sivil topluma

aktarilan bilginin kalitesine artirmak agisindan da gerekli bir kosuldur.

Odak, sivil toplumun medyaya olan destegini ve kaliteli medyaya olan talebini
gliclendirmek i¢in, medya sorumluluk mekanizmalarini, medyanin i¢ yonetisi-

mini ve vatandaslar arasindaki medya ve bilgi okur-yazarligini iyilestirmektir.

Bu proje sayesinde, bolgedeki basin konseylerine saglanan destegin sonrasinda,
profesyonel standartlar ve medya etigi kayda deger sekilde kuvvetlenmistir. Bir
ornek olarak, 6nemli sonuglardan biri, Arnavutluk'taki yeni basin konseyinin
isler hale gelmesi ve etik kurallarin potansiyel ihlalleri agisindan vatandaglar-
dan gelen ilk sikayetleri degerlendirmeye baslamasidir. Bolgedeki diger basin
konseylerine saglanan dogrudan katki onlara, digerleri arasinda, gesitli kapasite
artiran ve farkindalik artiran faaliyetleri gergeklestirme olanag: saglamistir. Ge-
nel olarak, medyanin sorumluluguna dair kamusal bilgi desteklenmis ve artiril-
mistir. Bu husus, basin konseyleri tarafindan alinan sikayet sayilar1 ve sisteme

dahil olan medya organlarinin artan sayilari ile 6l¢iimlenebilir.

Simdi, basin ve medya konseylerinin isleyisine dair mukayeseli incelemeye

donebiliriz.
Basin ve medya konseylerinin olusumu ve iiyelerin se¢imi

Basin ve medya konseylerinin biiylik ¢ogunlugu bilginin ti¢ aktorii etrafinda
organize olmustur: gazeteciler, yayincilar ve kamuoyu. Fakat her bir kesimin
temsili {ilkeden iilkeye degismekte olup meslege karsi bagimsizliklarini nasil
tasavvur ettiklerine ve mesruiyetlerini nasil insa etmek istediklerine bagli ol-
maktadir. Belgikada mevcut basin konseyinin ortaya ¢ikmasindan 6nce, sadece
gazetecilerden olusan bir 6zdenetim mekanizmasi vardi fakat yeterince kabul
gormedigi icin iyi calismamaktaydi. Birlesik Krallik'ta 2014’ kadar gazeteciler
temsil edilmezdi; Azerbaycan, Bosna-Hersek ve Ukrayna yayinci temsilcilerine
kapilarini kapatmistir; Almanya ve Lilksemburg ise kamu (okuyucu) temsilcilerini
kabul etmemektedir. Okuyucu temsilcilerini belirleme metodu - ki siklikla fazla
kolaylikla sivil topluma benzetilmektedir — ve bunlarin temsil kabiliyeti ile karar
almadaki agirliklari, zor meselelerdir. Bazi iilkelere gore, bu tiir kisilerin varlig,

organin endiistrinin menfaatlerinden bagimsiz kalmasinin bir giivencesidir.
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Eger basin konseyleri, bir biitiin olarak, deontoloji konusunda tek yetkili organ
olarak diisiiniiliirse, medya tiiriine gore miidahale yetkilerinin kapsama tilkeden
tilkeye farklidir. Avrupadaki basin konseylerinin agag1 yukar: tigte biri (basta
Almanya, Irlanda, Birlesik Krallik ve Isve¢) sadece yazili medyay1 denetlemek-
tedir. Fakat Almanyada herhangi bir gazete ve dergiye kars1 basvuru yapmak
miimkiinken, 1 Ocak 2009 itibariyle, tiim online basin icerigi de kapsama alin-
migtir. Ote yandan, Avrupadaki basin konseylerinin ¢ogu, hem yazili hem de

gorsel-isitsel medyanin deontolojisi ile istigal etmek yetkisine sahiptirler.
Kisaca, yargi makamlariyla olan iliskiye deginmek istiyorum.

Basin konseylerinin basinin haklariyla ve mahkemelerle olan iliskisi bir¢ok yon-
den reddedilmektedir; 6zellikle de ilgili Devletler basin alanini kapsamli olarak
yasal diizenlemeye tabi tutmuglarsa. News of the World’iin telefonlarinin gizlice
dinlenmesi skandali tizere - ki bu skandal medya endiistrisi tarafindan kétiiye
kullanildig1 iddia olunan bir sistemin etkinliginin sorgulanmasina yol agmistir
- Hakim Lord Leveson tarafindan yayimlanan bir raporda yasal olarak tani-
nan bir kurumun temelinde yattig1 bir medya 6zdenetimi sisteminin kurulmasi
tavsiye edilmis olup bu 6neri “Kraliyet Sartr’nin (veya Kraliyet S6zlesmesinin)
hazirlanmasi ve Kasim 2013’te bir denetim kurumunun kurulmasiyla hayata ge-
¢irilmistir. Ne var ki, Birlesik Krallik’taki basinin biiyiik cogunlugu Kraliyet Sar-
tr'n1 tanimay1 reddetmektedir ve Bagimsiz Basin Standartlar1 Orgiitii adli yeni

bir 6zdenetim organini kurmuslardir.

Avrupada, birkag iilkede devlet, basin konseylerini yasa yoluyla resmi olarak
tanimaktadir. Danimarkada medyanin 6zdenetimi yasa ile kabul edildigi gibi,
mecburidir. Birlesik Krallik’ta Kraliyet $artr'nin imzalanmas: sistemi mecburi
kilmamaktadir ama medya 6zdenetimi sistemini resmi olarak tanimakta ve isle-
yis tarzini benimsemektedir. Irlandada da durum bu merkezde olup medya 6z-
denetimi sistemine dahil olan medya organlar1 hakarete iliskin yargilamalarda

bazi avantajlardan yararlanmaktadir.

Basin konseylerinin boyutu (biiyiikligii) ve biitgesi iilkeden tilkeye oldukga de-
gismektedir. Yine de, bir basin konseyinin biit¢esinin biiyiikliigiiyle, kabul etti-
gi sikayet sayis1 arasinda bir korelasyon mevcut gibi goziikmektedir. Ne kadar
¢ok sikayet kabul ediyorsa, biit¢esi o kadar biiyiiktiir. Biitceler Estonyada yilda
11000 EUROdan, Almanyada 700000 EURO veya Norveg'te 850000 EURO’ya



kadar degismektedir.

Basin konseylerinin kaynaklar: genelde ii¢ ana baglik altinda harcanmaktadir:
asagl yukar1 %80 personel masrafina, % 10 ofis masraflarina, % 10 ise temsil

masraflarina gitmektedir.

Avrupadaki basin ve medya konseylerinin gogunlugu tiimiiyle medya endiistri-
si ya da medyanin kendisi tarafindan finanse edilmekte olup Danimarka, Eston-

ya, Irlanda, Hollanda, Norveg, Isveg, Isvigre ve Birlesik Krallik'ta durum budur.

Diger bazi basin konseyleri ise hem medyadan hem de devletten gelen karma
bir finansman sistemine dayanmaktadir. Ornegin, Alman ve Fin basin konsey-
leri, kendileri olmasa mahkemelere intikal edecek olan sikayet sayisinin azalt-

masina katki sagladiklarindan bahisle, devlet destegi almaktadirlar.

Ug iilkede (Avusturya, Kibris (Rum Kesimi) ve Rusya) 6zdenetim organi biiyiik
Olgiide devlet tarafindan desteklenmektedir. Avusturya Basin Konseyinin
biitgesini agag1 yukar1 %75’i devlet tarafindan saglanmaktadir. Biit¢esinin geri
kalani, alt1 adet gazeteci ve yayinci dernegi tarafindan 6denen {iicretlerden

saglanmaktadir.

Nihayet, baz iilkelerde, mesela Giineydogu Avrupada, basin konseyleri ulusla-

rarasi bagiscilarin fonlarina dayanmaktadir.

Basin konseyinin biitgesine medyanin saglayacagi katki oraninin belirlemek

acisindan basin ve medya konseyleri tarafindan 3 yontem izlenmektedir:
« Esit tiyelik Gicreti
« Nispi iiyelik ticreti
o “Kirleten 6der” ilkesine dayali iiyelik ticreti

Basin konseylerine medya organlari veya kurumlar tarafindan egit tiyelik ticreti
odenmesi ilkesini uygulayan 6zdenetim organi sadece birkag tanedir. Ornegin,
Bosna Hersek’te basin konseyinin kurucu sozlesmesinde, konseye ait her bir
tiyenin yil bagina takriben 45 EURO &demesi ongoriilmiistiir. Uyelik ticretini
hesaplamaktaki en yaygin sistem, iiyenin boyutuna ya da tirajina gore belirle-
nen nispilik ilkesidir. Irlandada katkinin orani tiraj sayisina gore belirlenmek-

tedir. Fonlarin asag1 yukar1 %80’i ulusal gazetelerden, %15’i yerel gazetelerden



ve %5’1 sadece online ¢aligan medya organlarindan gelmektedir. Ayni sekilde,
Norveg’'te katki miktari, 6zdenetim sisteminin bir parcasi olan basin kurumlari-
nin bityiikliigiiyle orantilidir. Katkilarin dagilimi séyledir: %60 yayinci orgiitle-

ri/yayincilar, %20 editor orgiitleri, %20 gazeteciler sendikasi.

Bazi ender durumlarda, basin konseyine 6denecek iiyelik iicreti miktar1 hem
nispilik ilkesi hem de “kirleten 6der” ilkesine gore belirlenmektedir. Mesela Is-
veg’'te durum béyle olup basin konseyinin finansmani Isve¢ Gazete Yayincilari
Dernegi (%75), Dergi Yayincilar1 Dernegi (%5), Isveg Gazeteciler Sendikast (%
I’in alt1) ve Ulusal Basin Kuliibii (%1’in alt1) arasinda béliisiilmektedir. Orgiitler
tarafindan saglanan fonlar arasindaki fark, nispilik kriterine gore belirlenmek-
tedir. Fonlarin ¢ogu Gazete Yayincilar1 Derneginden gelmektedir ¢iinkii basin
konseyine yapilan sikayetlerin %901 gazetelere iliskindir; sikayetlerin %10’un-
dan az1 dergilere dairdir. Ayrica Isve¢’te “kirleten der” ilkesi, aleyhine yapilan
bagvuru hakli bulunan medya organindan tahsil edilen mali cezalarin konseyin
finansmaninda kullanilmas: suretiyle uygulanmaktadir. Biit¢enin asag1 yukar:
%20’si bazen idari cezalar olarak da zikredilen, hakkinda yapilan sikayet hak-
I1 bulunan yayinlara uygulanan “idari ticretler” araciligiyla temin edilmekte-
dir. Eger basin konseyi tarafindan hakkinda yaptirim uygulanan yayinin tiraji
10000den az ise veya sadece online ¢alisan bir yayin organi ise, bu ticret 1400
EUROdur; tiraji daha fazla ise, 3500 EUROdur.

Sikayet sayis1 lilkeden iilkeye biiyiik farkliliklar arz etmekte olup bu sayilar illa
da basinin kalitesinin bir gostergesi degildir. Ortalama olarak, Birlesik Krallik'ta
yilda 3500, Isve¢’te 500, Almanyada 400, Hollandada da 80 sikayet gelmektedir.
Bu farkliliklar sadece niifus sayisiyla degil, ayni zamanda sikayetlerin
incelenmesine dair sartlar1 belirleyen kurallarla agiklanabilir. Avrupada bazi
konseyler sadece sikayetciyle dogrudan alakali sikayetleri inceleyebilirler.
Baska konseyler ise (Almanya, Fransizca konusan Belgika veya Isvicre) biitiin

vatandaslarin sikayetlerini kabul etmektedir.

Etik kurallarin en sik rastlanan ihlalleri ise genelde dogru olmayan haber, 6zel
hayatin gizliligini ihlal ve hakarete iligkindir; fakat basin konseylerinin etik ku-

rallar1 tilkeden iilkeye degistigi icin bunlar1 birbirleriyle mukayese etmek zordur.

[rlandada 2017 yilinda yapilan sikayetlerin yiizde 40’inda, ihlal edildigi éne

siiriilen ilkeler arasinda, haberin dogruluguna dair Birinci Ilke yer almaktayd.



Onyargili haber yapilmamasina dair 8 no.lu ilkenin ihlal edildigini éne siiren
bagvurularda ciddi artis vardi (2016'da %4.2'den 2017'de %14.7’ye). Hollandada,
gecen yilki bagvurularin biiyiik ¢ogunlugu dogru olmayan ve/veya tarafli haber

yapilmasina ve 6zel hayatin gizliligini ihlale dairdi.

Burada duracagim ama aslinda mukayese edilmesi ilging olacak daha birgok
alan vardir; mesela, basin konseyleri tarafindan uygulanan yaptirimlarin tiirii

veya basin konseylerinin dijital ¢aga nasil uyum sagladiklari.

Yaptirimlar bakimindan, neredeyse tiim Avrupa basin konseyleri kararlarinin
iletilmesi veya yayimlanmasi yoluna sadik kalmaktadir. Isvi¢crede, Basin Kon-
seyi hem tespitte hem de tavsiyede bulunabilmekte ve bunlar1 hem kendi web-
sitesinde yayimlamakta hem de medyayla paylasmaktadir. Flamanca konusan
Belgikada, konsey miitalaalar yayinlamakta ve bunlar bilhassa gazetecilerin
mesleki dernegine ait gazetede yer almaktadir. Fransizca konusan Belgikada,
Gazetecilik Etigi Konseyi tavsiyeler yayimlamakta olup bunlarin ilgili medya
tarafindan yayimlanmasi miimkiindiir. Siklikla, kararin niteligi ve gortnirligi
agisindan derece farklar1 vardir. Ornegin Almanyada dért tiir yaptirnm miim-
kiindiir: aleni olmayan bildirim, onaylamama, aleni olmayan kinama ve aleni
olarak kinama. Bu son durumda ilgili medya organi karari yayimlamak sure-
tiyle herkesin bilgisine sunmak zorunda olup bu ytikiimliilik genellikle yerine

getiriliyor gibi goziikmektedir.

[stisnai bazi durumlar... Isve¢'te, Basin Konseyi bir medya organini kendi
goriisiinii kisa bir siire icerisinde yayimlamaya ve boyutu gazetenin bitytikliigiine
gore degisen miktarda bir para cezas1 6demeye mahkiim etmesi miimkiindiir.

Danimarkada, gazete kanun geregi karar1 yayinlamaya mecburdur.

Dijital ¢aga uyum saglamak gibi diger meseleler agisindan, Giineydogu Avru-
pada ve Tiirkiyede Medyaya Giivenin Insasi projemizin pargasi olarak yakin za-
manda bu konuya dair temel bulgulari igeren bir brosiir yayimlayacagiz. Yani,

projemize dair websitemize bir bakin!

Tesekkiirler...



A COMPARATIVE
ANALYIS ON THE
FUNCTIONS AND
OPERATION OF PRESS
CONCILS ACROSS
EUROPE

ADELINE HULIN

Adeline HULIN works for the UNESCO

Communication and Information Sector as a Pro-
ject Officer based in the UNESCO Liaison Office
in Brussels. Before, she works for the Office of the
OSCE Representative on Freedom of the Media in
Vienna. Her educational background includes a

PhD in Political Science from the University Pa-

ris II Panthéon Assas, a Master Degree in Jour-
nalism from the University Paris Dauphine and a
BA in Political Science from the Bordeaux Institut
d'Etudes Politiques. She recently authored a RSC
Working Paper for the European University Ins-
titute, Statutory media self-regulation: beneficial
or detrimental for media freedom and wrote the

monograph

Thanks for the invitation. UNESCO is in chare and UN Mandate to promote

and protect freedom of expression offline and online.

Media self-regulation - a system developed voluntarily by media professionals
to ensure respect for their professional and ethical guidelines - has become in-
creasingly popular in Europe, press and media councils being the most common

types of self-regulation mechanisms.

There are many reasons for such success but I would say that the success is

linked with the concept of social responsibility of media first called in a report



of the Hutchins Commission in 1947 in the UK and took place at a turning
point of media history, namely the appearance, success and excesses of the yel-
low press. At the time, it became clear that the free market competition was not

always the best regulator of media quality.
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One of the most significant implications of this analysis is that media should give
citizens some guarantees about their credibility and responsibilities, in particu-

lar regarding the respect for professional and ethical standards in journalism.

What are the most effective structures for defining the responsibilities of jour-

nalists and thereby the limits of their freedom?

On this question, two schools, even two legal traditions, oppose each other.
Some think that the state and the courts of justice are the only ones authorized
to do this, ideally in the service of the public interest. Others consider that a le-
gitimate body in the profession is better able to concretely define the journalists'
responsibilities towards the public, while preserving them from the temptations
of control by the State or by a judiciary that does not always offer all the guaran-
tees of independence. In countries belonging to the second school - historically
Scandinavian or Anglo-Saxon countries - the system based on the development
of codes of ethics or codes of ethics, and on the creation of mechanisms for mo-
nitoring compliance with these codes, has a great success during the second half
of the 20th century. It has continued to export to the world, so we find today in

most European countries.



Four characteristics define the press councils: independence vis-a-vis the state;
development and acceptance of system rules by members of the profession; vo-
luntary participation; issuance of moral sanctions for non-compliance. In spite
of those common features, press councils are very different from one country
to another. First, the culture of ethics differs from one country to another and

there is no one-fit-all model of press council.
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But allow me to quickly speak about the project of UNESCO Building Trust in
Media in SEE and Turkey, for which this conference is part of the project activi-
ties. UNESCO has worked in South East Europe and Turkey for around 10 years
with the support of the European Commission with the objective to restore con-

fidence in the media in the region.

At a time when worsening economic conditions form a temptation for media
outlets to deviate from regular professional practices, media self-regulation
mechanisms need to be further strengthened and established in countries where
they do not yet exist. This is a necessary condition to prevent the risk of profes-
sional ethics being compromised for the sake of obtaining public or commercial
funding. It is also a necessary condition to increase the quality of information

conveyed to civil society.



IMPLEMENTATION OF ACTIVITIES AT THREE LEVELS : ..,.....'::.."":

MEDIA PROFESSION LEVEL)

Supporting media self-regulation Reinforcing media Strengthening Media and
good governance Information Literacy (MIL)

Fogeorial and Mational 13
|ournalisty

The focus is on improving media accountability mechanisms, media internal
governance, and media and information literacy among citizens to strengthen

civil society support for the media and demand for quality media.
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Thanks to the project, professional standards and media ethics have been
strengthened notably following the support provided to press councils in the
region. As an example, a major outcome is that the new press council in Albania

eventually started operating and started receiving its first complaints from Al-



banian citizens about potential breach of the code of ethics. The direct support
received by the other press councils in the region have allowed them to conduct,
among others, various capacity-building activities and awareness-raising activi-
ties. Overall, public knowledge on media accountability has been supported and
increased. This can be measured by the number of complaints received by press

councils and the increasing number of media outlets joining the system.
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Now going back to the comparative analysis of the functioning of press and

media councils.
Composition and designation of press and media councils

The vast majority of press and media councils are organized around the three
actors of the information: journalists, publishers and public. But the representa-
tion of each party varies according to the country and is marked by the way
press councils see their independence vis-a-vis the profession and also how they
want to build their legitimacy. In Belgium, before the existence of the current
press council, there was a self-regulatory mechanism composed by journalist’s
only but which did not function well by lack of sufficient recognition. In the
United Kingdom, journalists were not represented before 2014; Azerbaijan,
Bosnia and Herzegovina and Ukraine closed the door for publishers' represen-

tatives; Germany and Luxembourg did not accept representatives of the public.



The method of designating user representatives, often hastily assimilated to civil
society, as well as their representativeness and their weight in decisions, remain
difficult questions. For some countries, their presence is a guarantee of the in-
dependence of the body from the industry’s interest.

Media covered by AIPCE press councils

¥ print media
W print and online media
W Print - broadcast - online

media
I Broadcast media

If the press councils are, as a whole, exclusively competent deontology, the qu-
estion of the scope of their intervention, according to the media concerned, is
settled differently depending on the country. Thus, about a third of European
authorities (mainly Germany, Ireland, the United Kingdom and Sweden) are
limited to the print media. In Germany, complaints can be filed against any
newspaper, magazine and, since 1 January 2009, against all online press content.
The majority of press councils in Europe, on the other hand, are competent to

deal with deontology of the written and audiovisual press.



No legal Obligation Legal Recognition/
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recelve state subsidies.
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recognized by the 2009
Irish Defamation Act.

I quickly want to touch upon the articulation with the jurisdictional universe.

The articulation of such bodies with the right of the press and the courts is decli-
ned also in various ways, depending mainly if the States have developed detailed
legislation in this area. Following the phone-hacking scandal of the News of the
World - which questioned the efficiency of a system accused of being abused by
the media industry - The report published by Lord Justice Leveson recommend-
ed a system of media self-regulation underpinned by a statutory recognition
body, which was brought in practice with a Royal Charter and the creation of
the Recognition Body in November 2013. Yet, the vast majority of the press in
the United Kingdom refuses to recognize the Royal Charter and established a
new self-regulatory body called the Independent Press Standards Organisation
(IPSO).

In Europe, the state officially recognizes the press council in a few countries
through legislation. In Denmark, media self-regulation is recognized by law and
even is mandatory. In the United Kingdom, the signing of the Royal Charter
does not make the system mandatory but formally recognizes the system of
media self-regulation and endorses its way of functioning. This is also the case
in Ireland where media belonging to the system of media self-regulation may

benefit during defamation proceeding.



The size and budget of press councils vary quite a lot from one country to anoth-
er. There seems to be nonetheless a correlation between the size of a budget of a
press or media council and the number of complaints it receives. The more com-

plaints it receives, the bigger the budget is. Budget varies from 11,000 Euros per

Who contributes to the budget?

Media only | Statein Mix: State
Budget contributors majority -and Media
s

Denmark Austria Gamany BiH

Netheriands  Cyp Finland Serpia
Norway Russia Belgium FYR

114 (Flandres) Macedonia
Estonia Kosovo
Switzerland

Ireland

Sweden

New Zealand

Azerbaijan

year in Estonia to 700,000 Euros in Germany, 850,000 Euros per year in Norway.

The funds of press councils are usually spent under three main headings: around

80% for the staff costs and the office costs 10%, representation costs 10%.

The majority of press and media councils in Europe are fully financed by the
media industry or the media themselves and include Denmark, Estonia, Ireland,

the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, Switzerland, and the United Kingdom.

Some other press councils rely on a mixture of funds coming from both the
media and the State. For instance, the German press council and the Finnish
press council are receiving state funds on the basis that they are contributing
to decreasing the amount of complaints that would otherwise go to the judicial

system in their respective countries.

In three countries, Austria, Cyprus and Russia, the self-regulatory bodies are

mostly relying on state funding. The Austrian press council receives around 75%
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of its budget through state funding. The remaining part of its budget comes

from the fees paid by six journalists and publishers® associations.

Finally, in some countries, the press councils are relying on the funding of inter-

national donors, for instance in South East Europe.

Who contributes to the budget?

Proportional membership fees based on the Proportional membership fees based on the
circulation « polluter-pays » principle

* Denmark: 50% P5B, 41% association of newspapers + Sweden: 90% of the complaints are against
publishers, 3% magazine publishers, 3% regional newspapers so newspapers publishers association
and local newspapers, 3% trade press) pay 75% of the budget, Magazine publishers’

association 5% and swedish union of journalists

* Norway (60% publishers’ organization, 20% editors 1%, Mational press Club: 1%
organization, 20% Journalists'union)

* Ireland (80% by the National Newspapers, 15%
regional newspapers, Online-only pay a flat-rate of
200 pounds)

There are 3 options used by press and media councils for defining the amount of

contributions by the media to the budget of a press council.
« The equal membership fee
o The proportional membership fee
« The membership fee based on the “polluter-pays” principle

There are only few self-regulatory bodies applying the principle of equal mem-
bership fees payed by media outlets or organizations to the press council. In
Bosnia and Herzegovina for instance, the membership fee foreseen in the stat-
utes of the press council is of around 45 euro per year per media belonging
to the press council. The most common system of calculating the membership
fees is the principle of proportionality applied to the size or circulation of the

press council members. In Ireland, the proportion of funding is determined by
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the circulation figures. Around 80% of the funds come from national newspa-
pers, 15% from regional newspapers, 5% online-only. Similarly, in Norway the
amount of contributions is proportional to the size of the press organizations
that are part of the self-regulation system. The contributions are divided as so:
60% from publishers’ organizations/publishers, 20 % from the editors’ organiza-

tion, 20 % from the journalists’ union.

In some rare cases, the amount of membership fees to be paid to the press coun-
cil is determined both by a proportionality criterion and by the polluter-pays”
principle. This is for instance the case In Sweden, funding of the press council
is divided between the Swedish Newspaper Publishers’ Association (75%); the
Magazine Publishers’ Association (5%); the Swedish Union of Journalists (un-
der 1%); and the National Press Club (under 1%). The difference between the
funding given by all organizations is based on the proportionality criteria. Most
funds are coming from the Newspaper Publishers association because 90 per-
cent of the complaints received by the press council are against newspapers. Less
than ten percent concerns magazines. In Sweden the “polluter-pays” principle is
also applied through the collecting of a financial penalty attached to an upheld
complaint by the press council and which is built into the funding structure
of the body. Around 20% of the budget is provided by the ‘administrative fees,
sometimes referred to as administrative fines, levied on publications that are
subject to upheld complaints. If the publication is criticized by the press council
and has a circulation of less than 10,000 copies or if it is an online-paper only,

the fee is 1400 euros. If it has a larger circulation the fee is 3500 euros.

Adjudication of complaints

About breach of the code of ethics by a non-member of
the press council




The number of these complaints varies greatly from one country to another, wit-
hout necessarily being an indicator of the quality of the press. On average, the
United Kingdom receives 3,500 per year, while Sweden has 500, Germany 400
and the Netherlands 80. Such differences can be explained not only by the num-
ber of inhabitants, but also by the rules determining the conditions of the in-
vestigation of the complaints. A number of bodies in Europe can only examine
them when the complainant is directly involved. Other councils - in Germany,

French-speaking Belgium or Switzerland - accept the complaints of all citizens.

And the main breaches of the code of ethics are usually related to inaccuracies,
privacy and defamation but as the codes of ethics of press councils vary from

one country to another it is hard to make comparison on these.

In Ireland, in 2017 the number of complaints that Principle 1 on inaccuracies
had been breached was 40% of the total number of Principles cited. There was a
marked increase in the number of complaints that cited Principle 8 (Prejudice)
in complaints (up from 4.2% in 2016 to 14.7% in 2017). In the Netherlands, last
year the vast majority of the complaints was related to incorrect and/or tenden-

tious reporting, violation of privacy.

Main reasons for complaints
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So I will stop here although there would still be many other areas that are inter-
esting to compare, for instance, the types of sanctions given by press councils or

the way press councils are adapting the digital era.



As regards sanctions, almost all European press councils stick to the commu-
nication or publication of decisions. In Switzerland, the Press Council makes
findings and makes recommendations, made public on its website and by sha-
ring with the media. In Flemish Belgium, the Council issues published opinions
then in particular in the journal of the professional association of journalists.
In Belgium French speaking, the Journalistic Ethics Council issues recommen-
dations, which can be may be published by the media concerned. There is often
a gradation in the nature and visibility of decisions. In Germany, for example,
four sanctions are possible: non-public notice, disapproval, non-public blame or
public blame where the concerned media is then bound to bring it to the atten-

tion of all by publishing it, which appears to be usually performed.

Just some exceptions, in Sweden, the Council of the Press is entitled to con-
demn a publication to publish his opinion within a short time, and to pay a fine
the amount of which varies according to the size of the Journal. In Denmark,
the newspaper company is obliged by law to publish the decision of the press

council.

Regarding other issues such as adapting the digital era, as part of our project
building trust in media in south east Europe and Turkey, we will publish soon a

brochure with main findings about that.
So, have a look at our website of the project!

Thanks perspectives et limites.

#TrustinMediaSEE
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10:25 Adeline HULIN (UNESCO Representative): A
Comparative Analysis on the Functions and Operation
of Press Councils Across Europe

10:50 Dr. R. Murat ®NOK (Vice-President Turkish Press
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and Operation of the Press Council in Turkey and Cur-
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COFFEE BREAK 11:15-11:30
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“Dijital Cagda Ozdenetim”

KONUSMACILAR:
14:00 Dog. Dr. Giiglii AKYUREK (MEF Universitesi Og-
retim Uyesi): Dijital Cagda Bilgi Edinme Hakki

14:25 Aiden WHITE (Etik Gazetecilik Agi Mudurd): Tur-
kiye'de Etik Gazeteciligin ve Ozdenetimin Gergekles-
mesi Igin Dayanismanin Onemi
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15:05 Elina GRUNDSTROM (Baskan, Finlandiya Ba-
sin Konseyi): Medyada Algoritma Kullanimi ve Bununla
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internet Ortaminda Haber Yapimi
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15:05 Elina GRUNDSTROM (President of The Council
for Mass Media in Finland): The Use of Algorithms by the
Media and Related Ethical Issues

15:30 Barig PEHLIVAN (Editor of ODA TV): The Making
of News on the Internet in Turkey

15:55-16:30 DISCUSSION
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TURKIYE’DE BASIN
KONSEYPNIN
TARIHCESI, ISLEYISI
VE KARSILASILAN
GUNCEL ZORLUKLAR

DR. R. MURAT ONOK

DR. R. MURAT ONOK (Basin Konseyi
ikinci Bagkani)

Dr. Murat Onok halihazirda Ko¢ Universitesi
Hukuk Fakiiltesinde o6gretim iiyesidir. Arastir-
ma alanlari ceza hukuku, insan haklari hukuk
ve uluslararast ceza hukukudur. Uluslararas:
kamu hukuku dersleri de vermistir.

Dr. Onok 2013 yilindan beri Basin Konseyi'nin
Ikinci Baskanvdir. Seffaflik Dernegi Tiirkiye ve
Tiirk Ceza Hukuku Derneginin yonetim kuru-

lu iiyesi olarak gorev yapmustir. Tiirkiye Baro-
lar Birligi (TBB) adina egitimci olarak avukat-
lar1 insan haklar: hukuku ve ceza muhakemesi
hukuku alanlarinda egitmekte olup, TBB'nin In-
san Haklar1 Merkezi Bilim Danisma Kurulunun
iiyesidir.

Onok cesitli kitaplarin veya kitap kisimlarinin
ve bilimsel makalelerin yazarligini veya ortak
yazarhigini yapmis olup bunlar Tiirkiyede ve
yurt disinda yayimlanmistir.

Tarihge

Turkiyedeki ilk 6zdenetim tesebbiisii, 1960 yilinda kurulan “Basin Seref Diva-
nrdir. O tarihte, basinin ¢esitli paydaslari, bu Divanin kararlarina uymayi taah-

hiit etmislerdir. Ayni1 zamanda “Basin Ahlak Yasas1” adli mesleki ilkeler rehberi



hazirlanmistir. Seref Divani 1967 yilinda fiilen dagilmistir ve toplamda sadece
148 vaka inceleyebilmistir. Bagarisizliginin belki de en 6nemli sebebi, “teshir”
yaptirimini etkisiz gérmesi lizerine, meslek ilkelerini ihlal eden gazetelere ilan
kesme yaptirimi uygulamasidir. Bunun sonucunda sadece ceza veren bir kuru-
lus konumuna diigmiis ve basin diinyasindaki destegini kaybetmistir. Kald1 ki,
Danistay tarafindan bu ilan kesme islemleri iptal edildigi i¢in, yaptirimin bir
etkinligi de kalmamisti. Oysa daha 60’11 yillarda, sadece ceza veren bir kurulu-
sun basinin “sevgisini kazanamayacagr’, 6zdenetim organinin gesitli yonlerden

basina hizmet eden bir yoniiniin olmasi gerektigi belirtilmisti.

Vakit darlig1 nedeniyle, tarihge kismini bu sekilde, kisaca gegecegim; ayni ne-
denle, 1967'den sonra Basin Konseyinin kurulusuna giden siireci ele alama-
yacagim. Bu konuda detayl: bilgi Basin Konseyinin websitesinde mevcuttur'.
Fakat kurulus ¢aligmalar1 esnasinda belki de en etkin rolii alan kisi olan, Hiirri-
yet gazetesi bagyazar1 Oktay Eksi'yi bu noktada anmak isterim. Toplam {ig taslak
hazirlayan Eksi, 1986 Mayis'inda bir toplantida taslag: tartigmaya agmigtir. Yine
1986'da olusturulan bir ¢caligma grubu, elestiri ve 6nerileri dikkate alan nihai bir
taslag1 294 basin mensubunun dikkatine sunarak “Basin Meslek Ilkeleri’ni ve

“Basin Konseyi Sozlesmesi’ni meydana getirdi.

Netice olarak, Caligma grubunun bir buguk y1l devam eden ¢abalar1 sonucunda,

Basin Konseyi 6 Subat 1988 tarihinde fiilen kurulmustur.
Konseyin Hukuki Statiisii

Basin Konseyi tiizel kisilige sahip degildir, hukuki anlamda bir dernek seklinde
teskilatlanmamugstir, sézlesmeye (yani karsilikli anlagmaya) dayalidir. Buradaki
amag, bir tiizel kisiligin tizerinde olusabilecek yasal baskilardan konseyi koru-
makt1. Konseyin sézlesmesel dayanaga sahip ve tiizel kisilikten yoksun yapisi-

nin Batili 6rneklerle benzerlik gosterdigi séylenmelidir.

Basin Seref Divani doneminde de, kanuna dayanan zorunlu bir kurulusun arz
ettigi tehlikeler vurgulanmis ve goniilliiliik esasinin tercih edilmesi gerektigi
belirtilmistir. Abdi Ipek¢i 6zdenetim organina hukuki bir kisve verilmesinin,

siyasal iktidarin basin iizerinde baski kurmasina hizmet etmesinden endise et-

1 Keza, daha detayli bilgi i¢in su eserime basvurulabilir: “Bir Ozdenetim Organ1 Olarak Basimn Konseyleri:
Karsilastirmali Uygulamalar Isiginda Tiirkiye Ornegi”, in: Medyada Ozdenetim: Zorluklar, imkanlar, Oneriler
(ed. Y. Congar/ F. Demirelli/ S. Epik), P24 Medya Kitaplig1 Yayin No. 7, Istanbul, 2018, s. 72-115.
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mis; meselenin bir “mesleki disiplin” sorunu oldugunu séylemistir. Uluslararasi
literatiirde de, yasayla olusturulan basin konseylerinden kaginilmas: gerektigi
belirtilmektedir.

Ote yandan, konseyin “yan kurulugu” olan Basin Konseyi ile Dayanigma Dernegi
ise, bir tiizel kisilik olarak gelirini, giderini, harcamalarini kontrol edebilme ve
devletin denetimine sunma imkéanina sahipti. Daha sonraki yillarda bu dernek,
yine tiizel kisilige sahip olan bir vakfa (Basin Konseyi ile Dayanigma Vakfi)

dontigmiistiir. Bu vakfin, Basin Konseyinden ayr1 bir yonetimi mevcuttur.
Konseyin Calismasini Diizenleyen Temel Metinler
Basin Konseyinin ¢aligmalari baslica ti¢ hukuki metne dayanir:

a. Basin Konseyi Sozlesmesi: Konseyin yapisini, kurullarini ve bunlarin kompo-

zisyonu ile se¢cimini, gorevlerini ve yetkilerini diizenleyen temel metindir.
Basin Konseyi'nin organlar1 sunlardir:

1. Basin Konseyi Uyeler Kurulu (BKUK),
2. Basin Konseyi Yiiksek Kuruludur (BKYK).

Uyeler kurulu biitiin iiyelerden olusur ve yilda bir kere olagan toplantis1 yapilir.

Basin Konseyi Yiitksek Kurulunun olusumu ise 7. Maddede diizenlenmistir, tiye

dagilimini websitemizde bulabilirsiniz.

Nispeten yakin bir tarihe kadar, Basin Konseyi, TRT ve Anadolu Ajans1 dahil
olmak iizere, neredeyse biitiin 6nde gelen medya organlarini igeriyordu. Ne var
ki, 2000’1i yillarin ikinci yarisindan sonra, hitkiimete yakinligiyla anilan medya
organlar iiyelikten ¢ekilmistir. Ayrica, baska gesitli nedenlerle ¢ekilen kurum-
lar da olmustur. Ote yandan, ¢ekilmis olan ve Fethullah Giilene mensubiyetiy-
le bilinen birtakim kurumlar zamanla tekrar tiyelige donmiis olmakla birlikte;
bunlar 15 Temmuz 2016 tarihli darbe girisiminin ardindan devlet tarafindan
kapatilmistir. Ote yandan, son yillarda birtakim yeni medya organlar1 da iiyelige

kabul edilmistir.

Yiiksek Kurul'un gérevleri arasinda en énemlisi, Basin Meslek ilkelerinin ihlal

edildigine dair sikayetleri ele almak veya gerek goriilen durumlarda, bu konuda
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re’sen inceleme yapmaktir.

Avrupadaki bir¢ok 6rnegin aksine, konseyin mesleki ihlal iddialarini deger-
lendirmek tizere kurulmus miistakil bir organi yoktur. Denilebilir ki, konseyin
amaci kapsamina giren tiim gorev ve yetkiler YK’ya verilmistir. Uye kompozis-
yonu sadece gazetecileri icermemektedir; zaten salt basin mensuplarini igeren
bir 6zdenetim organinin toplumun biitiintinii temsil edemeyecegi diisiiniilmiis-

tiir, Avrupadaki bazi tecriibeler de bunu dogrulamaktadir.

b. Basin Meslek Ilkeleri: Basinda yer alan yayinlara karsi yapilan sikayetlerin

cercevesini belirlemeye yarar. Bu metin ¢ok yakin tarihte giincellenmistir.

Sikayetgi ile sikayet edilen arasinda uzlagsmaya varilmadigi durumlarda, basin
mensuplar1 ve/veya basin organlar1 hakkinda “sikayeti yersiz bulma”, “uyar-
ma” veya “kinama” karari alinabilir. Bu bakimdan, Basin Konseyinin kararla-
r1 sadece teshir niteligi tasimaktadir. Basin Konseyinin en bastan beri anlayist,
en uygun yaptirimin “moral” (manevi) nitelikli oldugudur. Literatiirde, Basin
Konseyinin akademik ¢alismalarda onerilen ¢aligma ilkelerine sahip oldugu ve

hedefi dogru sectigi ifade edilmistir.

c. Basin Konseyi Calisma Kurallar1 ve Bagvurular1 Degerlendirme Usulleri:
Bu belge, bir nevi “i¢tiiziik” niteliginde olup Basin Konseyinin ugras alanina

giren sikayetlerle ilgili karar alma prosediiriiniin detaylarini diizenler.

Konsey, gerek iiye olan gerekse olmayan basin organlarina iligkin sikayetleri ka-
bul etmektedir. Avrupadaki basin konseylerine bakildiginda, bunlarin takriben

tite ikisi sadece tiyelere kars1 bagvurular: inceleyebilmektedir; fakat bu iilke-

lerin gogunda medyanin biiyiik (hatta ¢ok biiyiik) kismi zaten konseye iiyedir.

Medya organinin yazili veya gorsel-isitsel medya niteliginde olmasi fark etme-

mektedir. Keza, internet araciligtyla yapilan yayinlar da kapsamdadir.

Avrupa basin konseylerinin yaridan fazlasi Facebook ve Twitter gibi sosyal
medya platformlarindaki paylasimlardan kaynaklanan sikayetleri kabul etme-
mektedir. Tabii, bir medya organinin resmi sayfasi/hesab1 s6z konusu ise, cogu

konsey bunu incelemeye almaktadir.

Basin Konseyinin Faaliyetlerini iki baslik altinda toplayabiliriz.
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1. Mesleki Etik Thlallere Dair Incelemeler

2. Basin Ozgiirliigiinii Korumaya ve Etik Degerleri Ogretmeye

Doniik “Dis” Faaliyetler

Basin Konseyinin asli gorevi basinin 6zdenetimi olduguna gore, konseyin belki
de asli faaliyeti, medyada yer alan yayinlardaki Basin Meslek Ilkeleri ihlalleri-
ni incelemektir. Avrupa ile kiyaslandiginda, basvuru sayilarinin diisiik kaldig:
goriilmektedir. Tiirkiyede basinin devlet tarafindan ¢ok kapsamli bir sekilde re-
giile edilmis olmas1 ve bir¢ok Basin Meslek Ilkesi ihlalinin ayn1 zamanda hukuk
kurallarinin kapsamina girmesi, birgok basvurunun adliyelere yonlenmesine

yol agmaktadir.

Basin Konseyi son yillarda, gerek ilkesel bazda basin 6zgiirliigiiniin gerekse bi-
reysel diizeyde gazetecilerin temel hak ve 6zgiirliiklerinin korunmasi konusun-
da olabildigince ses ¢ikarmaya gayret gostermistir. Zira cagdas basin konseyle-
rinin bir gérevi, basin mensubunu gerektiginde korumak ve iktidarlara kars: da
basinin biitiiniinii temsil etmektir. Zaten Basin Konseyinin kurulus ¢alismalar:
devam ederken, “gazetelere ve gazetecilere yapilan haksiz saldirilar1 inceleyip,

bunu yapanlari teshir etmek” amaclarindan biri olarak ilan edilmisti.

Bu konudaki ¢esitli aktivitelerimiz i¢in yillik raporlarimiza bagvurulabilir.
Basin Konseyinin Yasadig1 Zorluklar ve Karsilastigi Engeller

1. Siyasi Konjonktiire Bagli Sorunlar

Hiikiimete yakinligiyla bilinen medya organlarinin konseye artik iiye olmamasi,

bir biitiin olarak medyay: temsil etme olanagini ortadan kaldirmaktadir.

Ayni zamanda, hitkiimetle siirekli ve istikrarli bir iletisim kanali mevcut de-
gildir. Bu da, sorunlarin karsilikli diyalog ¢ercevesinde ele alinmasi olanagini

azaltmaktadir.

Tiirkiye'deki siyasi ortam, 2016'dan beri konseye yapilan bagvuru sayisini azalt-

mugtir.



2. Mali Sorunlar

Basin konseylerinin finansman sikintis1 diinya ¢apinda genel bir sorundur. Fi-
nansman kaynaklarina bakildiginda, Avrupadaki bir¢ok konseyin - degisen
olgiilerde de olsa — kamusal destek aldig1 goriilmektedir. Birgok Konseyde ise
kamu-06zel kaynakli karma bir finansman sistemi vardir. Tiirkiyede kaynagin

neredeyse tamami iiye organlardan gelmektedir.

Gelecege doniik garantilenmis gelir kaynaklarinin yoklugu, uzun-dénem strate-

jik planlama olanagini son derece giiglestirmektedir.

Saglam mali kaynaklar1 olmayan bir 6zdenetim organinin isini geregi gibi yapa-
mayacag1 1960’11 yillardan beri ifade edilmektedir. Tiirkiyede Konseyin finans-
man1 konusunda ciddi sikintilar vardir. Buna bagl olarak, ¢alisan istihdami
ciddi bir sorun teskil etmektedir. Calismalarin basim ve dagitimi ¢ok gii¢ héle
gelmistir. Yine personel eksikligi nedeniyle, ¢caligmalarin yabanci dillere ¢evrilip
uluslararas: alanda yayilmasi1 miimkiin olmamaktadir. Basin Konseyinin gelir
kaynaklarinin kisitli olmasi, kendini iilke ¢apinda tanitma olanagini azaltmak-

tadur.
3. Kararlarin Etkisine Dair Sorunlar

Uluslararas: toplantilarda tartigilan bir husus, basin konseyleri tarafindan ve-
rilen kararlarin etkinligi ve sayginligidir. Ortak kanaat, bu kararlarin ne kadar
“umursandiginin” tam olarak 6l¢iimlenmesinin miimkiin olmadigidir. Kaldi ki,
goniillii 6zdenetim mekanizmalarinin niifuz ve yaptirim etkilerinin fazla olma-

yabilecegi, beklenen tiirden bir aksakliktir.

Fakat, en azindan, kararlarin yayimlanip yayimlanmadigi 6nemlidir. S6zlesme-
mize gore, Basin organlarinin, kendileriyle ilgili kararlar1 yayinlamalar1 gerekse
de, uygulamada, bu kararlar yayimlanmamaktadir. Buna karsilik, Basin Konse-

yinin internet sitesinde biitiin kararlar yayimlanmaktadir.
4. Medya Etigini Diizenli Olarak ihlal Eden Organlar

Ozellikle akiit olan bir sorun, basin meslek ilkelerini kasitli olarak ve sistematik
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bir bicimde ihlal eden medya organlarina nasil yaklasilmas: gerektigidir.

Bu tiir organlar sayet ilgili basin konseyine tiye ise, onlarin (veya ilgili mensup-
larinin) tyelikten ¢ikarilmasi diisiiniilebilir. Fakat bu bir ¢6ziim degildir: s6z
konusu organ veya kisinin sistemin disina itilmesi, onun meslek etigine uymasi

hususunda herhangi bir fayda saglamaz.

Ote yandan, bazi medya organlarinin basin meslek ilkelerine riayetini saglamaya
calismak zaten bos bir ¢abadir. Dezenformasyon yapmasi i¢in yapilandirilmus,
bunun i¢in finanse edilen, gazetecilik ilkelerini g6z ard1 ettigi 6l¢iide kendisine
olan kamusal destek stirdiiriilen bazi organlar ile medya etigi tizerinden bir

tartigma yiiriitmek anlamsizdir!

Mesleki toplantilarda konusulan bir konu da, bilhassa Anadoluda birtakim ye-
rel medya organlarinin yegane amacinin yerel yetkililer tizerinde bask: yaratip
kisisel menfaat elde etmek oldugudur. Béyle bir yapilanmaya kars: 6zdenetim

fikrini uygulamak miimkiin degildir.
5. Internet ve Sosyal Medya

Avrupadaki basin konseylerinin son birkag yilda tartistiklar: konu, geleneksel
medyanin yerini 6nemli 6l¢iide alan ve gitgide biiyiiyen sosyal medyanin dene-

timi konusunda basin konseylerine diisen gérevin ne olmasi gerektigidir.
Zaman darligindan detaya giremiyorum ama bazi sorunlar sunlardir:

- Sosyal medyanin etik yonden regiilasyonu miimkiin miidiir?

- Miimkiinse burada basin konseylerine gorev diiser mi? Diiserse,
sosyal medya agisindan 6zel kurallar benimsemek gerekir mi yoksa
genel kurallar yeterli midir?

- Sosyal medyada kimlerin, hangi tiir paylasgimlar1 Basin
Konseyinin yetkisi kapsamindadir?

- Sosyal medya platformlarina akreditasyon verme tarzi uygula-
malar diistiniilebilir mi?

- Okuyucu yorumlarinin moderasyonu meselesi ve bu yorumlar-

dan otiirii basin organinin sorumlulugu
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Bunlar bir yana, Basin Konseyimiz i¢in 6nemli bir misyon, internet portallari-
nin sistemin i¢ine katilmasidir. Tiirkiyede konvansiyonel medyanin karsilasti-
g1 sorunlar karsisinda, kamuoyunun bilgilenmek amaciyla en ¢ok bagvurdugu
yontem, internet tizerinden faaliyet gosteren platformlar olmustur. Konseyimiz

bunlara etkin bir sekilde ulasabilmenin yollarini1 bulmaya ¢aligmaktadir.
6. Basin Meslek Ilkelerinin Yeni Gelismelere Uyarlanmasi

Konusmami uzatmamak igin, kars1 karstya oldugumuz sorunlu konulardan bir

kismina sadece deginmek isterim.

- Coksayidainternet portali, bagkalarinin 6zel ¢alismasinin tirtini
olan igerigi aynen veya biiyiik 6lgiide kendi sitesinde paylagmaktadir.
Bu diiplikasyon faaliyeti kabul edilemez. Kaynaga salt atif yapmak da,
ondan izin alinmadikga, yeterli degildir.

- Saglikla ilgili bazi haberler, daha fazla ilgi ¢ekmek amaciyla
abartili ve sansasyonel bi¢cimde verilmektedir. Bu ise hastalarda yersiz
umut veya korkuya yol agmaktadir.

- Ozellikle internette, salt okuyucunun merakini cezbetmeye
yonelik ve haber igerigiyle alakasi olmayan gorseller kullanilmakta;
genel olarak da insan viicuduna ait gorseller tiraj, rating veya izlenme
sayisini artirmak maksadiyla kullanilmaktadir.

- Haber icerigini yansitmayan ve salt okuyucu merakini ¢ekmeyi
amaglayan yanlis, abartili veya sansasyonel basliklar sosyal medyada
kullanilmaktadir. “Clickbait” (tik tuzagi) denilen bu uygulamanin tek
amaci, ticari kaygilarla, okuyucunun merakini hileli yollarla cezbedip
belirli bir igerige yonlendirmektir.

- Cinsel suglarin verilis bicimi kimi zaman cinsiyet¢i, kimi za-
man magduru suglayicidir. Cinsel nitelikli suglarin erotikvari anlatimi
kabul edilemez bir husustur. Keza, su¢u magdurun kimligi veya 6zel
hayati ya da davranislar: iizerinden anlatmak suretiyle, odag: failden
magdura kaydirmak biiytik bir hatadir.

- Dogru olmadig: ortaya ¢ikan haberlerin yayin organi tarafin-
dan re'sen diizeltilmesi yoluna gidilmemektedir. Sosyal medyada ha-
talt ve hatta yalan ¢ikan haberler, hi¢bir agiklama ve diizeltmek yap-

maksizin, sadece kaldirilmaktadir; bazen de aynen birakilmaktadir.
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- Adli haberlerin verilis bi¢imidir sorunludur. Bilhassa siyasi
6nemi olan davalarda, bazi medya organlarinin kamuoyunu yonlendiri-

ci sekilde ve kasitli olarak tarafli bilgi aktarimi yaptiklar: goriilmektedir.
Sonug ve Degerlendirme

Basin varsa, bunun igerisinde kotiiye kullanmalar da olacaktir. Eger basin bun-
larin denetimini kendi kendine etkin bir sekilde yapamazsa, devlet otoritesinin
bu islevi tistlenmeye ¢alismas: giindeme gelir. Bu da, esas amaci basin 6zgiir-
lagtinti kisitlamak olan yozlagsmis girisimlere yol agar. Bu bakimdan, mesleki
etik ilkelerin ihlalini degerlendirmek acisindan en uygun sistemin 6zdenetim
oldugu bugiin i¢in Batida kabul gormektedir. Basin, meslek ahlakini kendisi

korumadig1 zaman, hem 6zgiirliigiinii hem de sayginligini yitirecektir.

Basin Konseyi kurulusundan beri gesitli elestirilen hedefini olusturmustur.
Konseyin “sifirdan yapilandirilmas1” minvalinde onerilere de denk gelmekteyiz.
Basin o6zgiirligiiniin tehdit altinda oldugu mevcut Tiirkiye siyasetinde, hiikii-
metten bagimsiz oldugu herkesge kabul edilen bir 6zdenetim kurulusunun or-

tadan kaldirilmasinin basina katki saglamayacag1 bence agiktir.

Keza alternatif 6zdenetim organlar1 olusturma cabalar1 da gegmiste denenmis
ve basarisiz olmustur. Ayni gorevi listlenmis birden ¢ok daginik organin varligy,
olsa olsa, her birinin giictinii azaltacak; keza igtihatlar arasinda ¢eliskinin dog-
masi, her birinin elini zayiflatacaktir. Ozdenetim alaninda “6rgiit coklugu” belki

de “orgiit yoklugu” anlamina gelecektir.

Tirkiyede Basin Konseyinin, mesele belirli bir medya grubunun kontroliinde
olmasi gibi, giincel gegerliligi olmayan elestirilere maruz kaldig1 goériilmektedir.
Ayrica, gegmisteki olas1 hatalardan kaynaklanan kirginliklar vardir. Elbette, her

kurumun ge¢misten gelen bir “emotional baggage”i (duygusal ytikii) vardir.

Fakat bir kurumu mevcut yapis: ve isleyisi, bugiinkii ¢alismalar: tizerinden de-
gerlendirmek gerekir. Elbette, kendini daha iyi anlatmak ve tanitmak, Basin
Konseyine diiser. Buna karsilik, kamuoyuna agiklanan ¢alismalari izleyip de-

gerlendirerek elestirileri buna gore yapmak da baskalarinin gorevidir.
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Bugiin bazi kesimler, Basin Konseyini “muhalif” olmakla elestirmektedir. Oysa
bir yazarin belirttigi tizere, “Bu tarz kuruluslarin basarisi ve etkinligi her tiirli
yaygin ve gecerli iktidara kars1 muhalif durus gostermesine baglidir” Basin 6z-
glrliigiine yonelik en 6nemli tehditlerin, kaginilmaz olarak, devletin ii¢ temel
erkinden (yasama-yiiriitme-yargi) kaynaklanmasi karsisinda, Basin Konseyinin

de siirekli olarak bunlarla bir miicadele iginde olmasi dogal ve zorunludur.

Medyanin paydaslarindan gelen elestiriler ve 6neriler 151g1inda, Basin Konseyi-
nin yapisi, organlari, bunlarin kompozisyonu ve iiye se¢imi, ¢aligma esaslar1 gibi
konularda degisiklik yapilmasi her zaman miimkiindiir. Fakat 6nemli olan, tiim

paydaslarin bir araya gelerek bu ¢abayi birlikte yiiriitmeleridir.

Son olarak, bir ger¢egin alti ¢izilmelidir: medyada 6zdenetim, ancak demokratik
degerlere ve bu arada ifade ve basin 6zgiirliigiine bagl bir toplumda ise yaraya-
bilir. Bu bakimdan, konusmami su itirafla bitirebilirim: Tiirkiyede anilan ilkeleri

tam olarak 6ziimsemis siyasal iktidarlar ve kamuoyu bulunmadig: siirece, her

tiirlii 6zdenetim gabasi her zaman ¢ok biiyiik giicliiklerle karsilasacaktir.
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History

The first attempt at self-regulation in Turkey was the “Press Honor Council,”
established on July 24, 1960. On this date, various stakeholders of the press ple-

dged to abide by the organ’s decisions. The occupational principles guide, na-



med the “Law on Press Morals,” was prepared at the same time. However, the
Honor Council was in effect dissolved in 1967 and had only analyzed 148 cases.
Perhaps the most important reason for its failure was that it started sanctioning
newspapers that violate press principles by cutting off their advertising when
it saw that an “exposure” sanction was ineffective. As a result, it turned into
an institution that only punishes, thus losing the support of the media sector.
Moreover, after the Council of State started annulling the decisions concerning
the cutting off of advertisements, this sanctions became ineffective. In fact, alre-
ady in the 1960s it was stated that an institution which only meted punishment
“would not win the love” of the press, and that a self-regulation organ would

have had to assist the press in various ways.

Due to lack of time I shall skip the historical developments shortly; for the same
reason, I shall not explain the process which led to the establishment of the
Press Council after 1967. Extensive information on these topics is available on
the website of the Press Council®>. However, at this point, I would like to mention
the chief writer of Hiirriyet newspaper Oktay Eksi, who is arguably the person
with the most effective role during the preparatory works leading to the estab-
lishment of the Press Council. Eksi prepared three different drafts in total, and
in May 1986 he brought up the latest draft for debate. A working group also es-
tablished in 1986 took the various criticisms and suggestions into account, and
brought the final draft to the attention of 294 media members, thus formulating

the “Press Professional Principles” and the “Press Council Contract”

In sum, as a result of the efforts which lasted for one-and-a-half year of the wor-

king group, the Press Council was effectively established on 6 February 1988.
The Legal Status of the Council

The Press Council does not have legal personality and it has not been establis-
hed in the form of an association in the legal sense, it is based on a contract (ie,
on reciprocal agreement). The goal here was to protect the council from legal
pressure that could be exercised on a legal person. It must be said that the stru-

cture of the Council, which rests upon a contract and lacks legal entity status, is

2 Further, one may refer to my following work for extensive detail: “Press Councils as Organ of
Self-Regulation: Turkish Example in Light of Comparative Applications”, Media-Self Regulation
in Turkey: Challenges, Opportunities, Suggestions (ed. Y. Congar/ F. Demirelli/ S. Epik), P24 Me-
dia Library English Publication No. 1, Istanbul, 2018, pp. 74-119 (Note: This is the translation into
English of an article prepared by myself in Turkish. The translation is not my own).
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similar to Western examples.

During the time of the Press Honor Council, the need to operate on a voluntary
basis was recommended, stressing the dangers facing compulsory institutions
based on statutory law. Abdi Ipek¢i stated that giving the self-regulation organ
a legal format would serve the government in putting pressure on the press,
and that the problem at hand is one of “professional discipline.” International
literature also notes the need to refrain from establishing press councils based

on statutory law.

On the other hand, the Press Council Solidarity Association - which is a
“sub-institution” of the Council - was a legal entity which was able to present to
the state’s regulators its income, expenditures, and expenses for inspection. In
future years this association was converted into a foundation (the Press Council
and Solidarity Foundation), again possessing legal personality. This foundation

has a separate executive board from that of the Press Council.
Basic Texts Regulating the Operation of the Council
The operation of the Press Council is based on three fundamental legal texts.

a. Press Council Contract: This is the primary text that regulates the structure

and boards of the council, and their composition as well as their election, duties,

and authorities.
The organs of the Press Council are the following:

1- Press Council Board of Members (BKUK),
2- Press Council High Council (BKYK).

The BKUK consists of all members of the Press Council and its ordinary mee-
ting takes place once a year. The composition of the BKYK is regulated under

Article 7, you may find the distribution of the membership on our website

Until relatively recently, the Press Council included almost all of the leading me-
dia outlets, including the official state channel TRT and the official state news
agency Anadolu Ajansi. However, media outlets known for being close to the
government withdrew from membership in the second half of the 2000s. Furt-
hermore, some other outlets also withdrew from the Council for various other

reasons. On the other hand, a group of outlets known for their affiliation with
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Fethullah Giilen group, and which had withdrawn decided to become members
again; these were shut down by the state following the July 15, 2016 attempted
coup. Furthermore, a number of new media outlets have become members of

the council in recent years.

The most important amongst the duties of the BKYK is to handle complaints,
and where necessary examine ex officio, possible breaches of journalistic prin-

ciples.

Unlike many examples in Europe, the council does not have an independent
organ to examine claims of professional violations. It can be said that all of the
duties and authorities within the mandate of the council have been given to the
High Council. The composition (membership) of the BKYK does not only com-
prise journalists; in fact, it was though that a self-regulation organ only compri-
sing journalists would not be able to represent the whole society, as confirmed

by the experience of some European countries.

b. Press Professional Principles: This texts serves to delineate the framework

of complaints made against publications. The principles were updated very re-
cently (in 2019).

In the event that a friendly settlement is not reached between the complainant
and the party being complained about?, a “complaint unfounded,” “warning” or
“condemnation” decision may be made concerning members of the press and/or
press organs. In this regard, the Press Council’s decisions only carry the weight
of exposure. The understanding of the Press Council since its inception is that
the most appropriate sanction is “moral” in nature. It is stated in academic wri-
tings that the Press Council is structured as recommended in academic studies,

and that it set out its aim correctly.

c. Press Council Operational Rules and Application Assessment Procedures

: This document is a kind of internal “regulation” which lays down the details of

the decision-making process concerning complaints within the Press Council’s

3 However, see Contract Article 17 (2), (3): “The Secretary-Ge-
neral helping the sides reach an agreement does not prevent the BKTK
from taking up the matter. / The BKYK s views and decisions concerning
matters that have ended in agreement may, like other decisions it makes,
be announced to the public.”



mandate.

The council accepts complaints concerning both media outlets that are mem-
bers and those that are not. It should be noted that approximately two-thirds of
the European press councils are able to examine application involving members
only; however, in these countries, the majority (sometimes, the vast majority) of

the media outlets are members of the council.

No differentiation is made between media outlets engaged in written or au-

dio-visual broadcasting. Internet broadcasts are also within this scope.

More than half of the European press councils do not accept complaints stem-
ming from material shared on social media platforms such as Facebook and
Twitter. Of course, most of the councils do investigate complaints if the media

outlet’s official page/account is in question.
Activities of the Press Council
These activities can be categorized under two sub-headings:
3. Examinations Concerning Professinal Ethical Breaches

4. “External” Activity Aiming at Protecting Press Freedom and

Teaching Ethical Values

Since the primary task of the Press Council is to self-regulate the press, perhaps
the main activity of the council is to examine violations of journalistic princip-
les in media publications. When compared with Europe, the number of appli-
cations is low. The fact that the press is extensively regulated by the state and
that many violations of journalistic principles falling under various laws causes

many applications to be made directly before courts.

The Press Council has in the last few years worked hard to raise its voice on fre-
edom of the press as a principle and on the need to protect the fundamental ri-
ghts and freedoms of journalists on the individual level. In fact, one of the duties
of a modern press council is to protect members of the press when needed and
to represent the media as a whole against governments. When the Press Council
was being established, one of its goals was set to be “to investigate attacks on

newspapers and journalists, and to expose those who carry them out”
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You may refer to our annual reports for our various activities on these issues.
Difficulties and Obstacles Encountered by the Press Council
1. Problems Related ith the Political Conjoncture

The fact that media outlets known to be close to the government are no longer
members of the council eliminates the possibility to represent the media as a

whole.

At the same time, there is no continuous and sustained dialogue channel pre-
sent with the government. This reduces the possibility of handling issues throu-

gh dialogue.

The political situation in Turkey has reduced the number of applications to the

council since 2016.
2. Financial Problems

Financial problems faced by press councils are a general problem experienced
worldwide. Looking at financial sources, most of the councils in Europe - albeit
to varying degrees - receive public funds. Many councils are financed by a mix-
ture of public-private funds. In Turkey, financing comes almost exclusively from

member organs.

The lack of guaranteed future income makes it extremely difficult to engage in

long-term strategic planning.

It has been said since the 1960s that a self-regulation body lacking secure funds
cannot adequately carry out its duties. There are serious issues with regard to
the financing of the Press Council in Turkey. In connection with this, the emp-
loyment of personnel constitutes a serious problem. The publication and distri-
bution of works has become very difficult. Again because of personnel shortco-
mings, it is not possible to translate these works into foreign languages, and to
distribute them internationally. The limitations in the revenue sources decrease

the chance of the Press Council to promote itself across the country.

3. Problems Concerning the Effect/Impact of Decisions
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One topic discussed at international meetings is the effectiveness and reputa-
bility of decisions made by press councils. The common view is that it is not
possible to measure exactly how seriously the decisions are taken. Moreover, the
authority of voluntary self-regulation mechanisms and effectiveness of sancti-

ons may not be great — this is an expected defect.

However, at least, it is important whether the decisions are published or not. Ac-
cording to our Contract, member outlets have to publish decisions concerning
themselves, but in practice tihs is not done. On the other hand, Turkish Press

Council publishes all of its decisions in full on its own website.
4. Organs Regularly Violationg Media Ethics

A particulary notable problem is how to approach media outlets that delibera-

tely and systematically violate journalistic principles.

If such an outlet is a member of the Press Council, then its membership (or
that of the members in question) could be terminated. However, this would not
constitute a solution: pushed the outlet or individuals in question outside of the
system does not provide any benefit as regards providing their compliance with

professional ethics.

On the other hand, it is an exercise in futility to try to ensure the compliance
of certain media organs with press professional principles. There is no point in
debating over media ethics with outlets that exist to spread disinformation, that
are financed to that end, and that maintain public support insofar as they ignore

journalistic principles!

One topic discussed at professional meetings is local media outlets, especially
in Anatolia, whose sole goal is to put pressure on local authorities in order to
draw personal benefit. It is not possible to apply the idea of self-regulation to

this kind of structure.
5. Internet and Social Media

One current issue discussed by Press Councils in Europe is what role should
press councils play in regulating social media, which has steadily been growing

and taking a larger share of the role of traditional media.

Due to shortage of time I cannot go into the details but some of the problems
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are as follows:

- Is the regulation of social media from the viewpoint of ethics
possible?

- If it is possible, is there a role in this regard for press councils? If
there ise, should special rules be adopted for social media or are existing
general principles sufficient?

- What types of material shared on social media are within the
mandyate of press councils, and when shared by whom?

- Is it possible to envisage practices such as accrediting social me-
dia platforms?

- How to deal with the moderation of readers’ comments and the

responsibility of media outlets with regard to such content

Leaving aside these issues, an important mission for our Press Council is to in-
corporate into its system internet portals. In the face the problems encountered
by conventional media in Turkey, the method resorted most often by the public
opinion in order to obtain information is to make recourse to platforms acting
through the internet. Our Council is trying to find ways to effectively reach such

organs.
6. The Adaptation of the Press Professional Principles to New Developments

In order to keep it short, I shall only mention some of the problematic issues we

are confronted with.

- Many internet portals share on their website, in whole or in
large portions, content which is produced by others. This act of duplica-
tion is unacceptable. If the consent of the relevant source is not obtained
(with regard to sharing the content), simply citing the original source is
also insufficient.

- Health news are presented in an exaggerated and sensational
fashion in order to attract more attention. This causes unfounded hope
or fear in patients.

- Especially on the internet, graphics that are entirely unrelated
to the content of the news but only serve to draw in curious readers are
used; more in general, pictures of the human body are used to simply

increase circulation numbers, ratings, or views.
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- False, exaggerated, or sensational headlines that do not reflect
the content of the news and only serve to rouse reader curiosity are uti-
lized (especially on social media). The only goal of this practice known
as “clickbait” is to entice readers through dishonest means and direct
them to specific content with commercial concerns in mind.

- The way news concerning sexual crimes is presented is some-
times sexist, and sometimes puts the blame on the victim. Furthermore,
to present the commission of sexual crimes in an “erotic-like” tone and
style is unacceptable. It is a huge mistake to shift the focus from the
perpetrator to the victim by narrating the crime through the identity of
the victim or his/her private life or behaviour.

- News which turn out to be incorrect are not corrected ex officio
by the relevant media organ. News on the social media which turns out
to be incorrect or even false is simply removed without any explanation
or correction, in fact sometimes it is left as it is.

- The way legal news are presented is problematic. Especially in
cases which are politically sensitive, some media organs convey infor-
mation in an intentionally biased way so as to sway public opinion in a

certain direction
Conclusion and Assessment

Where there is the press, there will be those within it who seek to misuse it. If
the press cannot regulate these abuses on its own, then the state authority will
take it upon itself to do so. This will pave the way to corrupt attempts the real
purpose of which is to restrict freedom of the press. In this respect, it is today
accepted in the West that the most effective system for assessing professional
ethical breaches is self-regulation. If the media cannot protect its own professi-

onal ethics, it will lose its freedom and reputation.

The Press Council has been the target of various criticism since its establish-
ment. There have been suggestions in the line of “restructure the Press Council
from scratch” In my opinion it is clear that in current Turkish politics where
press freedom is under threat, removing an institution of self-regulation that
everyone accepts to be independent of the government will not contribute any-

thing positive to the press.



Likewise, attempts to create alternative self-regulation organs have been made
in the past, and they failed. The existence of various dispersed organs carrying
out the same duty will most likely reduce the power of each and every one of
them; in similar vein, conflicts arising in case law will weaken the authority of
each one. Maybe, having a “plurality of organizations” in the field of self-regu-

lation will signify the “lack” of any significant organization.

The Press Council in Turkey remains subject to criticisms that are no longer
valid and that stem from earlier periods, such as that it is under the control of a
specific media group). Furthermore, there are hurt feelings from possible past
mistakes. Every institution undoubtedly has an “emotional baggage” originating

from its past.

However, the current structure and operation of an institution should be asses-
sed based on its current work. Certainly, it is up to the Press Council to better
explain and advertize itself. In return, it is the duty of others to follow and assess

the work of the Press Council and to voice their criticism accordingly.

Today, certain segments criticize the Press Council for being an “opponent” to
the government. As one columnist noted, the success and effectiveness of these
types of institutions rests on their critical stance against all kinds power. Since
the most important threats directed at press freedom are caused by the three
fundamental powes of the state (legislative-executive-judicial), there can be no-
thing more natural and necessary than the Press Council being in a continuous

state of struggle with these.

It is always possible to change the Press Council’s structure, organs, their com-
position and election of members, working principles, and the like in light of
criticism and suggestions coming from media stakeholders. But what is im-
portant is that all of these stakeholders come together and carry out this effort

together.

Finally, a truth has to be underlined: self-regulation of the media can only work
in a society which is attached to democratic values, including freedom of exp-
ression and of the press. In this regard, I may end my speech with this con-
fession: as long as the governments and public opinion in Turkey do not fully
internalize these principles, any attempts at self-regulation will always face great
difficulties.



TELEVIZYONDA
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Dogan SENTURK (FOX TV Haber Genel Yayin

Yonetmeni)

1987de Sabah’ta basladigi gazetecilik kariyerine,
1990da Tiirkiye'nin ilk ozel televizyonu olan Starin
kurulmasinda kidemli muhabir olarak devam etti.
Es zamanli olarak, Kanal D ve Kanal 6da Kidem-
li Muhabir, CTV de Istanbul temsilcisi, BRT, TGRT
ve TGRT Haberde Haber Direktorii olarak ¢alisti,
daha sonra 2006da FOX Haber ve Spor Genel Yayin
Yonetmeni olarak gérevine bagslad. Istanbul Univer-

sitesi Siyasi Bilimler Fakiiltesi, Uluslararasi Iliskiler
boliimiinden mezun olan Sentiirk, yiiksek lisansini
da burada yapti. 2004’te Saddam’in Baasi: Or-
tadogunun Arap Birligi Riiyas: isimli kitab: yayin-
land. Baslica édiilleri: Tiirk Gazeteciler Dernegi- En
lIyi Haber Programi Odiilii 1996 Tiirk Gazeteciler
Dernegi- En Iyi Haber Programi Odiilii 1993 Yunan
Televizyonu Alpha- Onur Odiilii alds.

Hosgeldiniz degerli konuklar aslinda séylemeye gerek olan pek ¢ok sey teorik
olarak soylendi; Murat hocam da az 6nce séyledi, biraz sonra 6zellikle internet
medyast konusunda internet medyasinin birbirinden haber almasi ve izinsiz
kullanmasi konusunda da a¢ilimlar yapacagim ben.

Pratikten geldigim i¢in biraz isin pratigine gececegim ve sizi ¢arpic bir arastir-
mayla dnce sunumuma baglamak istiyorum. Sosyal medyada sansiir uygulayan
kullanici... sosyal medyada sansiir konusu aslinda baglik ama ben televizyona
da girecegim ve biraz daha yelpazeyi genis tutup meslektaglarimizin kendi uy-
guladig1 sansiirlerle baglamak istiyorum ama tabi bunu diirtiisel olarak degil de
kosullarin zorladig: bir sansiir...

The Guardian, Information igbirligi ve Norveg sosyal bilimler dernegi destegiyle
subat-may1s 2018 doneminde -heniiz yeni bir yil oldu- gergeklestirilen profes-
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yonel gazetecilerin alternatif medya ve yurttas haberciligi algisi baslikli aras-
tirmanin sonuglarina goére medya ¢aliganlarinin yariya yakini olaganiistii hal
nedeniyle kendi sosyal medya paylasimlarina oto sansiir uyguluyor.

Cok carpici bu ve ana akim televizyonlar, gazeteler, ajanslar, internet medyasi
ve yerel yayinlar, muhabir ve yonetici konumundaki gazetecilerle yapilan
goriismelerde “OHAL kosullar1 sosyal medya kullaniminizi etkiledi mi”
sorusuna gazetecilerin %40.5’i “evet” yanitini verdi, %59.5 kesim iste OHALden
etkilenmedigini ifade etti yani bunu tabi Tiirkiye'ye de uygulayabiliriz diger
tilkelere de uygulayabiliriz isin nerelere geldigini gostermek agisindan. Diinyada
bu tabi soyledigim sey gegerli, sadece Tiirkiyede degil, bunu soyleyebiliriz.
Simdi tabi oto sansiir, sansiir ve denetim ve 6z denetim birbirine gegiskenli
konular bunlar, yani hangisi sansiir hangisi denetim hangisi oto sansiir hangisi

0z denetim?

Tiirkiyede bence artik denetimi séylemekten gok sansiirii konusmaliyiz diye dii-
stinityorum. Benim hep soyledigim bir sey vardir: basin 6zgiirligiinii konugma-
yalim, su anda gazetecilerin can giivenligi s6z konusu, bence bunu konusalim
derim. Dolayisiyla da sanstirde de benzer bir yaklagimla oto sansiirii ve sansiirii
konugmaliy1z diye diisiiniiyorum yani denetim evet ¢ok 6nemli...

Simdi haber merkezlerinin hakim tepelerinde kimin isgal edecegiyle ilgili bir
soru soz konusu, ben hep sdyliiyorum, eger haber merkezlerinin hakim tepelerini
sizin damitilmis vicdaniniz, biz gazeteci olarak gazetecilerin damitilmis
vicdanini o hakim tepelerine koymazsaniz o hakim tepeleri birisi gelir -otorite
gelir devlet gelir illegal orgiitler gelir birtakim bask: gruplar1 gelir- oray: isgal
eder. O yiizden oncelikle bizim haber merkezlerinde 6z denetim saglamamiz
icin damitilmis vicdanimizi o hakim tepelere koymamiz lazim oturtmamiz
lazim buras1 muhakkak.

Peki biz bu vicdanimizi hakim tepelere koyduktan sonra yine de otorite bildi-
gini okur mu? Okur, net! Murat hocam konugmasinin sonunda dedi ki kendi
denetimimizi kendimiz yapmaliyiz ama artik bence isin pratiginden gelen bir
insan olarak goérityorum yasadiklarimdan ¢ikardigim, istediginiz kadar o dami-
tilmig vicdaninizi hakim tepelere oturtun bildigini okuyan bir otorite var.

Simdi basa gelelim; evet simdi ana akim medyada sansiir sansiirii uygulayan
L.si devletler, 2.si sirketler-patronlar, 3.sii de medya calisanlari. Devletler
ile sirketler ve patronlar aslinda birbirine grift haldeler; eskiden sansiirii
calisanlarin yaklagimlari ve ¢alisanlarin etik degerleri belirliyordu ve dolayisiyla
bundan hareket ediliyordu fakat son yillarda 6zellikle son 10 yildir Diinya’ya ve
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Tirkiye'ye baktigimizda artik bu sistematik bir sorun haline gelmis durumda;
yani Devletlerin direkt miidahil oldugu, otoritenin direkt miidahil oldugu
bir anlayis haline gelmis durumda. Daha da agarsak bunu; etik sapmalar,
yalan ve yanlis haber - asparagas haberin yani sira gii¢ odakl itibar lingleri,
karalama kampanyalari, tetikgilik - gazetecinin gazeteciyi ling etmesiyle
medya kurumlarinin birbirlerini yipratmasi, siyasi otorite ve yapilanmalarin
kurumlarin itibarsizlastirmalarini iceren medyada koskoca bir yapisal sistem
sorunu Oniimiize koymaktadir.

Tabii bu medyadaki yapisal sistem Tiirkiye’ye 6zgii, soylemek istedigim ¢ok daha
Tirkiye'yi konusmaliyiz diye diisiiniiyorum. Evet burada bahsedilen baskilar
bunlar ¢ok 6nemli bunun bir adim 6tesi hedef gostermeler az 6nce soyledigim
gibi hedef gostermeler; yani burda sdylememe gerek yok, siyasal parti liderleri
alenen toplumun karsisinda gazeteciyi biitiin canli yayinlarin ortasinda hedef
gosterebiliyor. O yiizden ben diyorum ki artik konusmamiz gereken durum bu-
dur yani bicagin kemige dayandig: yer; yasadigimiz basin 6zgtrligii karsit1 ey-
lemler ve diizenlemeler ve medyaya baski konusunda uzun uzun agmayacagim
zira bu konuda gelinen trajik noktanin eminim ki hepimiz farkindayz.

Simdi kurumlar vardir, bizde radyo televizyon iist kurulu aslinda bir
zorunluluktan ¢ikmistir; bir {ist ¢ati anlaminda Diinyada da 6rnekleri yok
mudur? Vardir, 6rnegin baktigimizda Amerikan federal iletisim komisyonunun
RTUK’e benzer bir yapilanmast var, engelleyici ve serbest kilicy; 6rnegin ulusal
giivenlik ve terdr gibi konulara iliskin yasalar var.

Kanunlar serbest kilic1 da, anayasal ifade ve basin 6zgiirligii ... az 6nce Murat
hocamin da altini ¢izdigi kanunlar. Engelleme ve sansiir devlet elinden dogru-
dan yapilabilecegi gibi yaptirimlar araciligiyla da yapilabiliyor; 6rnegin radyo
televizyon iist kurulunu alalim. $imdi devlet bize aslinda bakin Tiirkiyede en
hani 6zgiir ortamda habercilik yapan bir haber merkezinin basindaki insanim.
Fox TV hemen hemen istedigi haberi yapabiliyor deniyor. Algi bu aslinda. Ama
ben sunu séylemek istiyorum: devlet dogrudan bir miidahale yapmiyor, yani
beni 12 yillik haber merkezinin kaptani olarak birisi arayip da “su haberi verme,
su haberi ver” diye siyasal otoriteden bir telefon almadim. Ama ne yapiyor?
Radyo Televizyon Ust Kurulu tamamen kurulus ilkelerinin diginda hareket ede-
rek sizi maddi olarak zor duruma sokmaya calisiyor, koseye sikistirmaya cali-
styor. Ornegin yayin durdurma kararlar1 veriyor. Cok ciddi anlamda ¢ok yiiklii
faturalar bunlar. Ornegin bir yayin durdurmanin bedeli rnegin ben size soy-
leyeyim. Ug giinliik yayin durdurmanin bedeli bir televizyona around ortalama
olarak 2 milyon TL. Ug giinliik bir haber biilteninin durdurulmasinin bedeli



2 milyon TLdir. Yasadik, yani yasamadik su anda yiiriitmeyi durdurma karari
aldik ama yasayabiliriz de bundan sonra da yasayabiliriz. Sadece reklam gelirleri
Kenan Abi. Dolayisiyla boyle indirekt sekilde ... telefon etmesine gerek yok.

Bakin Radyo Televizyon Ust Kurulu kurulus ilkelerinde gdyle bir sey vardi. Ye-
dinci madde olarak koyacaklard: bunu. Cok iyi hatirlarlar tecriibeli abilerim,
gazeteci abilerim. Patronlarin bagka herhangi bir isle istigal etmemesi lazim,
yapmamalari lazim. Yani medya patronu olan bir kisinin bagka bir seyde ug-
ragsmamasi lazim. Fakat bu ne patronlarin isine geldi ne de iktidarin isine gel-
di. Ciinkd ikisi de birbirlerinin pagalarindan tutma yaris1 icindeydiler ve bagka
alanlara kaynak aktardilar, iktidar sermaye iliskisini tekrar uzun uzun anlatma-
ma gerek yok. Bundan dolay1 da bu ger¢eklesmedi. Dolayisiyla bu oldugu siirece
her zaman Radyo Televizyon Ust Kurulu, Demokles’in kilic1 gibi siyasal otorite
devlet aygiti her zaman gazetecinin tizerinde sallanan bir kili¢ gibi duracaktir.

Medya kuruluslar1 6zlerinde birer ticari sirket. Gelirlere ihtiyaci var. Biz me-
sela -hep sabahlar1 Ismail 6zellikle ok altini giziyor- biz sadece reklam gelir-
lerinden gelir elde eden bir kuruluguz. Dogrusunu isterseniz bu hem 6zgiirliik
getiriyor hem de bir anlamda bir yumusak karin. Ozgiirliik sdyle getiriyor: ¢iin-
kii sizin y1l sonunda kariniza ve zarariniza bakiyorlar, sokaktaki alginiza ba-
kiyorlar, reytinglerinize bakiyorlar, iirettiginiz cost per pointe bakiyorlar, cost
revenue pointe bakiyorlar. Bir yandan da yumusak karin ¢iinkii sadece reklam
gelirlerinden beslenen bir kurulusu ¢ok rahat baski altina da alabilirsiniz ki su
anda iktidarin dogrudan dogruya yaptig1 olay budur. Yani se¢im siirecince bol
miktarda ceza kesmek -ki sadece haber biiltenlerine degil dizilerinize kesebi-
lir- ve isin garibi Radyo Televizyon Ust Kurulunun yapilanmasi da ¢ok sey yani
su anda meclisteki yapilanmanin bir benzeri Radyo Televizyon Ust Kurulunda.
Enis abi santyorum Nisandan itibaren degil mi? Bir kag parti, IYI Partiden sani-
yorum gelecekler ve saire.

Bir diger konu, Radyo Televizyon Ust Kurulunun iiyeleri ve bagkaninin maale-
sef televizyonculuktan ve gazetecilikten gelmemeleri. Cok ciddi. Bunu yasamais
bir insan olarak soyliiyorum. Yani hi¢ evlerindeki televizyonun disinda, hani
dantelli, dantel ortiili televizyonun disinda televizyonlarla veya gazetelerle bir
miinasebetleri yok. Ben size biraz pratik, gectigim yasadigim bir seyden bahse-
decegim. Bizi gegen yil Radyo Televizyon Ust Kurulu baskani davet etti. Soyle
bir davet ¢ikardilar, genel yayin yonetmenlerine gelmedi o davet. Genel mii-
diirlerine gelmis ki ¢iinkii oldu bittiye getirecekler diye diisiiniiyorum. Genel
miidiirlere su séylenmis:

“Haber merkezlerinin, haber biiltenlerinin reytingden ¢ikarilmasini goriisece-
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giz, cikarilip ¢ikarilmayacagini, bu konuyu istisare etmek istiyoruz” demisler.
Beni de genel miidiiriimiiz Cenk Soner aradi, dedi ki “Boyle bir sey geldi bana
davetiye, sadece genel miidiirleri ¢agiriyorlar. Aslinda burada sizin olmaniz la-
zim. Siz habercilerin olmasi lazim”, dogali bu, anladim ki orada bizi by-pass
ederek yani habercileri by-pass ederek bir oldu bittiye bir seye gelecek. Neyse
Allah’tan demokraside gareler titkenmez Siileyman Demirel'in dedigi gibi.

Bizim ayn1 zamanda bir bagka “title’1miz da var, genel miidiir su anda yurtdisin-
da, biz katiliyoruz onun yerine diye bildirdik. Bu formiilii de sadece ben yapma-
dim, Nazli Celik de benzer bir sey yapti, Ramazan Kurnaz da aynisini yapti. Ve
biz oraya boyle bir formiil bulduk gittik.

Gittik bize bir sunum yapt1 Izleme Daire Bagkani. Sunum su, direkt sdyliiyorum.
Sunumun 06zii, siklet merkezi su. Anne ve baba ne yerse ¢ocuklar da onu yer.
Anne ve baba ne yerse ¢ocuklar da onu yer. Nereye varacagiz buradan, oner-
mesi ne bu isin? Televizyonda cinayet ve saire, taciz haberleri ¢okmus, insanlar
etkileniyormus, etkilendikleri i¢in de biz bu haber biiltenlerini komple kokten
reytingden ¢ikaralim. Bunu anladim ki ben aslinda bu o sirada Fox Haber®e ya-
pilan bir operasyon, net. Clinkii bizim biiltenlerimizi izleyen herkes sunu bilir
ki bizde ne ¢ok polisiye vardir ne taciz vardir -az sonra gelecegim ona da, kendi
0z denetimimizi nasil yaptigimizi- ne de buna benzer haberler vardir.

Biz siyasi bir ekonomi haberleriyle rotasini ¢izmis bir haber biilteniyiz. Bunu
da niye ¢izdik? Bunu da yine ticari olarak baktigimizda is yapiyor yani bunla-
rin satigt daha ok, agikcasi sdyleyeyim. Dolayisiyla RTUK’tin boyle bir seyi de
var. Isten anlamayan insanlardan olugan -baz1 isimleri tenzih ediyorum- burada
gazeteci arkadaglarimiz da var arada, ama genel kaide olarak RTUK’ten ¢ikan
kararlarda - degil mi bagkanim?- yani ¢ok siyasi kararlarla karsilasabiliyoruz.
Medya ¢alisanlarinin gerek mesleki ve kisisel ilkeleri gerek yiirtirlitkteki kanun-
lara uymalari sebebiyle bazi haber ve icerikler yayinlanmayabilir ve sansiir ola-
rak goriilebilir.

Simdi az once onu sdyledim. Ornegin biz belli konular: yayinlamriyoruz. Neyi
yayilamiyoruz? Taciz istismar intihar ve béyle birinci sinif Gigiincii sayfa
dedigimizi yayinliyoruz ama ikinci sinif tigiincii sayfalara girmiyoruz. Ikinci
sinif Giglincii sayfalardan kasit ne derseniz, gocuk tacizleri, Allah korusun cinsel
igerikli birtakim geyler, intiharlar. Buna en ¢arpici drnegini verecegim ben.

Hatirlarsaniz bir OSS cinayeti islendi. Adana da miydi Antalya da miydi? Bir
¢ocuk OSSde bunalima girmis, annesini 6ldiirmiis diye bangir bangir bir ya-
yin yapt1 Tirk medyasi. Fakat biz arastirdik ki bunun OSS ile falan alakas: yok.
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Cocuk zaten tedavi altinda bir ¢ocuk. Ve tedavi goriiyor, yani o sirada sadece
annesinin 6lmesi, yani cinayetin {iniversite sinavinin arefesine denk gelmesin-
den kaynaklaniyor. Sonra ben tabi Nevzat Hocayla falan goriistiim, bazi otorite
isimlerle gortistiim. Dedi ki “Dogan, intihar dediginiz olay 6yle bir anda karar
verilen bi olay degil. Once annesini 6ldiirityor sonra kendisi intihar ediyor ha-
tirlayin. Intihar dediginiz en az yillar 6nce kafaya konan ve biling altina yerlesen
bir seydir” Yani “bunu OSS’ye baglamak ¢ok zor bir seydir” dedi.

Buna benzer seylerde biz editoryel olarak ¢ok tartisiyoruz iizerinde ve kendi
sansiiriimiizii kullaniyoruz. Ama, bir de tabii ¢alisanlarin az 6nce de soyledigim
gibi arastirmada olaganiistii hal kosullarindan kaynaklanan baskidan kaynakla-
nan kendi sansiirleri de var. Bunuda agikga itiraf etmeliyim. Ornegin yine bir or-
nek verecek olursak. Fatih saniyorum bir tweet atmisti. Bir siyasi parti liderinin
sagligiyla ilgili. Siyasi parti lideri ameliyat olmus, bir ameliyat olmustu. Ameli-
yatla ilgili tweet atmis goriisiinii bildirmis. Biz tabii o tweet’ten sonra ertesi giin
biitiin taraftarlari kapinin 6niinde bulduk. Fatihe tehditler, evinin telefonunu
ele gecirmisler, kendi telefonunu ele gegirmisler ve saire, ¢ok uzatmayacagim
. Baktik ki bu olay1 bu haberi ne kadar tarafsiz verirsen ver, ne kadar elestiriye
yoruma agik hareket edersen kritize edersen o kadar is biiyiiyor. Ciinkii neticede
insan hayat1 s6z konusu.

Yani benzer bir sey de yine gegenlerde yasadik. Sayin Cumhurbagkan: “Por-
takal” diye hedef gosterdi. Bir yere kadar yapiyorsunuz ama bir yerden sonra
o insan1 diisinmek zorundasiniz. O insanin hayat1 tehlikede dolayisiyla o tip
zamanlarda kisitlama oluyor mu? Olmak zorunda! Bunlar1 séylemek tabii gok
act1ama geldigimiz nokta maalesef bu, maalesef bu. 2014-2016 yillarinda iki ku-
rulusun kayda gecirdigi AB iilkelerinde basin mensuplarina kars: tehdit ve hak
ihlalleri. Bu ¢ok fazla kantitatif degerler, ¢ok fazla girmeyecegim buna.

Sosyal medyada sansiir... pardon. $§imdi sosyal medyaya gelelim. Murat hoca-
min da ¢ok dertli oldugu bir sey. Aslinda ¢alma olsa iyi, yani bir haberi ¢alip
bagka bir yerde yayinlamak ve izinsiz... etik degerlere aykir1 bir sekilde yapsalar
iyi. Bir de malesef su anda internet sitelerinde kalifiye eleman olmamasindan
kaynaklanan ciddi sorunlar var. Erkekler bilir askerde bir sey vardir. Komutan
15 giin yol izni vermis diye birisi bir yalan atar, sonra biitiin kislay1 dolasir, en
son kendi de inanir ona yol izni verdigine, yani yalanci da inanir buna. Dolay1-
styla internet su anda o durumda. Yani bir yerde bir haber yayinlaniyor, bunu
iste vardir ya Anadoluda giizel sézler “Horasanda kilim dokunuyor, enine mi
boyuna mi belli degil” diye. Gergekten de ¢ogu zaman 6yle karsilasiyoruz. Bir

kilim dokunuyor ama enine mi oldugunu boyuna mi oldugunu anlamiyorsunuz.
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Clnkd birisi bir sey atiyor ortaya. O onu degistiriyor ardindan rekonstriiksiyon,
ardindan bagka bir sey, ardindan o onu degistire degistire... Biz bunlar1 ¢ok
yasadik.

Simdi sosyal medyada bunun disinda baski ve tehdit gruplarinin sosyal medyay1
nasil ele gecirdigini de goriiyoruz. Ornegin yine bu arastirmada ¢ikan drnegin
Facebook'ta bagkalarinin farkli diisiindiigiinii bildigimde fikrimi belirtmek
benim i¢in zordur diyor. Kag kisi diyor bunu, % 32.1 diyor. Ne kadar etkilenmis
ve baski altinda. Facebook’ta arkadaslarimin hatali oldugunu diisiinsem de ¢ogu
zaman bunu dile getiremem diyor; % 19.6 burada var, katilmiyorum diyen %
38.3 burada. Facebook'ta baskalarina katilmadigim zaman tartigmaya girmek
yerine sessiz kalmayi tercih ederim diyor; burada da yine kayda deger, 31.2’lik
bir goriis var. Facebook'ta benden farkli diisiinen insanlarla fikrimi paylasmak
kolaydir diyor; kararsizim diyenler burada ve katiliyorum diyen 43.7 var. Buna
benzer bir aragtirma. Bunu vermemin sebebi bask: gruplarinin yavas yavas artik
diinyada bu sosyal platformlari, sosyal mecralari nasil ele ge¢irdgini gostermek
amactylaydi. Bunu az 6nce sdylemistim. Burasi ¢ok énemli, OHAL ve medya
kullanimu ile ilgili. Ben izin verirseniz soyle gegeyim. Burada ¢ok onemli

rakamlar var.

OHALden sonra siyasal agidan bir risk olusturan paylasimlardan kaginryorum,

82.3; 82.3’i OHALden sonra siyasal agidan bir risk olusturan paylagimlardan
kaginiyorum demis. Aslinda asagidaki bu %65’likle de ilintili bir sey bu onu da
soyleyeyim: sosyal medyadan kiifiir, hakaret, troll saldiris1 %65. Aslinda %65,
%82’yi doguruyor. 15.3’i OHALden sonra igerikleri riskli olabilecegini diisiin-
digiim eski paylagimlarimi sildim (diyor). Tirkiyede ¢ok goriiyoruz bunu ¢ok
goriiyoruz. 8.1'i de OHALden beri igerik {iretmeden sadece bagkalarinin ige-
riklerini begenip paylasiyorum (diyor). O da retweet degil, sadece begenme,
like’liyorlar yani tabiri caizse. Burada sosyal medyada kiifiir hakaret saldiris:
%65, ailem ve sosyal cevremden uyar1 43.8 -aman yavrum girme aman ¢ocu-
gum sana mi kaldi iilkeyi kurtarmak cinsinden seyler- 43 ... evet evet size mi
kaldi tabii tabii. Hayir isin garibi kendi meslek gruplarimizdan bile hani size
mi... tabii tabii kendi meslek gruplarimizdan size mi kald: falan denildi yani.
%30’u da tehdit ve saldir1.

Sosyal medyada paylasilan haber tiirleri. Mesela simdi bakiyoruz, siyasal igerikli
paylagimlar 38.2 toplamda. Tiirleri var ger¢i asagida ama iste... 53.9 kiiltiir ige-
rikliler, 40.2 insan hikayelerine dayanan, 45.8 magazinler, 7.5 yani siyasal icerik-
li paylasimlar giderek diisiiyor. Bu gergegi goriiyoruz yani.

Insanlar kendi bunkerlerine kapaniyor, kendi siginaklarina kapaniyor. Ice
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kapanik bir topluma gidiyoruz. Her ne kadar sosyal medya kullanimi ¢ok fazla
olsa da, ama baktiginizda gidisat1 kilcal damarlardan gorebilirsiniz, bos bir
sosyal medya var. Dediginiz dogru bos bir, yani faydasiz, dogmatik olmayan bir

sosyal medya var.

Burada peki konuyu 6zetlemek gerekirse, ne yapmak lazim, nasil yapmak la-

zim? Hani meghur klise laf var ya, ya bir yol a¢ ya bir yol goster diye.

Valla i¢inde bulundugumuz nokta &yle bir durum ki ne bir yol agabilecek duru-
mumuz var -Sayin vekilimiz de burada, sayin genel baskan yardimcisi, iistelik
meslegimizin duayeni- ne bir yol agabiliyoruz ne de bir yol gosterebilecek du-
rumumuz var. Geldigimiz nokta bu. Demirele sormuslar iilkede durum nasil?
“Iyi” demis, tek kelimeyle 6zetler misiniz demis, “iyi” demis. Ya demisler olur
mu, neresi iyi, yani bakin buraya yerlestim biitiin bunlar1 yasiyoruz falan. “E
tek kelimeyle dediniz, iyi dedim”. Bir kag kelimeyle sdyleyin demis. “Iyi degil”

demis. Tesekkiir ediyorum sabriniz igin.
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Distinguished guests, I would like to welcome you all. Our moderator Mr. Onok
theoretically told everything that needed to be said about me. I would like to
continue with the practical aspects of my career, especially with regard to the
internet media. Here I will be sharing with you my practical experiences regard-
ing the permission and copyright issues in the use of news by actors of internet
media. Since I come from the field myself, I can introduce you to the way how
things work in the field. I would like to begin by sharing the results of a signif-
icant research with you. Our topic today is the censorship issues for users of
social media but I would like to go further beyond that and extend my scope to
television. I would like to first refer to the censorship applied by our colleagues
themselves. They do not do it out of a reactional instinct but as a result of the
pressure and conditions.

According to the findings of a survey conducted very recently, last year, by the
cooperation of the Guardian and Social Sciences Association of Norway in Feb-
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ruary-May 2018 period on the perception of professional journalists of the alter-
native media and citizen journalism. Almost half of the media employees apply
auto-censorship to their own social media posts because of the state of emer-
gency. This is very striking. The survey was conducted with journalists, serving
at managing positions or as local news correspondents, from the main stream
media including televisions, newspapers, agencies and the internet media. The
participants were asked if the state of emergency had an impact on their social
media use and they replied positively by 40.5 % while 59.5 % said that they were
not influenced by the state of emergency. Of course, these findings may apply to
both Turkey and the other countries, showing how things work today...

Of course, apparently, the situation is the same everywhere in the world, not
only in Turkey. And censorship, auto-censorship, control and self-control are
issues that are intermingled as concepts. It is difficult to say which is which at
times, when you can call it censorship, when control or auto-control, self-cen-
sorship. I think we should be talking about the censorship in Turkey rather than
the control. I suggest that in Turkey we should be talking about the safety of the
lives of the journalists rather than the freedom of press. This should be our issue
and likewise, when it comes to the issue of censorship, we should be talking
about censorship and auto-censorship. Yes, control is very important and there
is this question of who will occupy the top positions at the management of the
news channels. I always say that if you cannot put your conscience as journalists
(at top management positions of the field), your pure consciences in a distilled
form above all, prior to all, then, an authority may come and take it from you,
may that authority be the state, pressure groups or illegal organizations, what-
ever... This is why we should be using our pure conscience, first things first, as
our number one priority at the news centers, for the purpose of establishing
auto-control there, there is no doubt about that...

Yes, but, will the authority still go on doing as it likes, although you may have
placed your conscience at the top, above all? Yes, it will, no doubt about it. Mr.
Onok said as he finished his introduction that we should be doing our own con-
trol; but, as a professional coming practically from the field, basing on my expe-
riences, I can say that even though you may have placed your pure conscience
above and before all to the top, there is always an authority that does things as
it likes. Now, let us go back to the beginning, the censorship is implemented in
the main stream media firstly by the states, then by the companies and thirdly
by the media patrons. All of these, the media professionals, state, companies and
patrons are so embedded into one another. In the past, the censorship was an
issue determined by the attitudes and ethical values of the employees. This was
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the starting point for us. Yet, when we look at the situation in the world and in
Turkey especially in the last decade, it has become a systematic problem. It is
something that the authorities directly interfere with, this is the attitude. To tell
it in other words, there is a huge structural problem in the system including the
ethical deviations, violations, disinformation or fake news as well as the pow-
er-oriented targeting, reputation lynching campaigns, lynch campaigns from
one journalist to the other, the media companies’ policy of attrition towards one
another, disreputability campaigns run by the political authorities and organi-
zations against other institutions.

Of course, the structural aspects of the media that I have been telling here may
refer to Turkey, we should be specifically talking more about the case in Turkey;,
I think. Yes, the pressure that I mentioned here is very important, and a step
further, there is the finger-pointing, like I mentioned a little ago, targeting, I do
not need to tell it here, the political leaders may target at a journalist during a
live broadcast in front of all viewers, the public, openly. Then, I say that, this is
the issue we need to be talking about, this the last straw, the activities, the reg-
ulations that we see against the freedom of press, the pressuring of the media. I
do not want to tell about these at length here, because, we have reached a tragic
point and I am sure we are all aware of this.

There are institutions, organizations... We have the Radio and Television Su-
preme Council (RTUK). The Radio and Television Supreme Council is actually
a higher council, an umbrella that was founded out of a necessity. There are
examples of it in the world as well, we can give the American Federal Com-
munication Commission as an example, as something similar to RTUK. It is
both preventive and liberating, for instance, there are laws concerning national
security and terror, laws are liberating, constitutional right of expression and
freedom of press, the laws our Moderator has touched upon.

Prohibition and censorship can be imposed by the state or by means of sanc-
tions. For instance, we can look at the Turkish Radio and Television Supreme
Council. We see that although the state tells us that we can broadcast our news
in a freely in Turkey, as we do in Fox news center where I work as a director...
although this is the perception, i.e. Fox Tv broadcasts all the news that it wants...
What I want to say as the head of a 12 year-old news center is that the state does
not directly interfere and I have not received any calls from any political au-
thority telling me that I should not be broadcasting such and such news. What
is done instead? Radio and Television Supreme Council tries to put you in a
difficult situation economically, it tries to drive you into the corner, so to say,
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which is totally against the principles of its foundation. For instance, it gives
the decision of sanctioning your broadcast which cost quite high in the finan-
cial sense. Let me tell you the cost of a sanctioning of broadcasting; a three day
sanctioning of broadcasting costs around 2 million TL for the television com-
pany in question. It costs 2 million TL to sanction broadcasting for three days.
We have gone through these, I mean we have not gone through exactly since we
took a court file of the stay of execution, but we may come across with similar
cases in the future, who knows... This cost is based only on the income from
the tv commercials of that television. So, they do not need to call you directly or
indirectly to do that...

Let me tell you what was written in the founding principles of the Radio and
Television Supreme Council. They would have put it as the seventh article. I am
sure they will remember it very well. The media patrons should not be running
any other businesses, they should not be doing that. So, if you are media patron,
you should not be dealing with any other business. But neither the patrons, nor
the government wanted it to be there. Because they were both racing to pull one
another from their ankles. They transferred their sources to other areas, other
areas. I guess, I do not need to tell you about the relationship between the gov-
ernments and the capital owners again here. That is why that article could not
be put there.

So, as long as this goes on as such, the Radio and Television Supreme Council
will always act like the sword of Democles; the political authority and the gov-
ernment instrument will always be pulled at the journalists like a sword. Media
institutions are commercial companies themselves. They need to have revenues.
For instance, our anchorman (Ismail) touches upon that a lot in the morning
news. We are an institution the only income of which is the revenue coming
from the commercials, advertisements. To tell you the truth, this both gives us
a freedom and becomes our soft belly, on the other hand. Here is how it gives
us freedom: They check your profit and loss at the end of the year, they look at
how the people in the street perceives you; they judge you by your ratings, by
the CRP (cost per point) that you produce, by your cost revenue point. It is also
a soft belly because, you can easily put an institution whose only revenue is the
advertising revenues under pressure. Actually, this is what the government does
at the moment; fines you as much as possible during the election period. They
can fine you not only for the news bulletins but also for your tv dramas.

What is more interesting is that the current organizational structure of the Radio
and Television Supreme Council is similar to that of the structure of the Grand
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National Assembly. I guess, since April, a couple of parties, [YI Party will also
join, I guess. Another issue is the fact that the chairman and the members of the
Radio and Television Supreme Council unfortunately do not come from the fields
of television broadcasting and journalism. This is serious... I am telling you as
first hand information. They have no connection whatsoever with televisions or
newspapers other than the tv in their homes, their own television sets, I mean...

Now, I will give you a more practical information... I will tell about something
that I experienced myself. Last year, the chairman of the Radio and Television
Supreme Council invited us. They issued an invitation but they did not issue an
invitation for the news directors. They only invited the general managers, be-
cause; I think, they wanted to have it without a hustle. Here is what the general
managers were told: “We will be discussing whether the news channels should
be taking the news broadcasts out of the rating scope or not, we would like to
discuss this issue” they said. Our General Manager Cenk Soner called me to say:
“I received an invitation, it is issued only for the general managers. As a matter
of fact, you should be there. You, the news correspondents, should be there”.
That is the right thing to do, then, I found out that they wanted to bypass us, the
news correspondents to have it done in a snap of fingers...

Luckily, in democracy there is no end to alternatives, as Demirel put it. Luckily, I
had another title, we told the organizers that our general manager was abroad at
that moment and I would be participating in his place. It was no only me doing
that. Nazli Celik did a similar thing. And Ramazan Kurnaz did the same. So,
this was the formula that we developed to go there. When were there, the Head
of the Monitoring Office made a presentation for us. Let me tell it openly, the
essence of the presentation, the topic sentence was: “Whatever the parents eat,
so do the children”. Where do we reach then? There was too much broadcasting
of murder, abuse and the like on television, and people were influenced by that.
Since they watched and got influenced we would be taking that content totally
out of our news broadcast, outside the cope of rating. There, I understood that it
was an operation against Fox News, definitely. Because the viewers of our news
bulletins know it very well that we do not broadcast news on criminal cases or
abuses much. I will soon tell how we did our self-control, why we do not have
those contents...

We are a news bulletin that determined its route as broadcasting news on pol-
itics and economy. Why did we determine it as such? Commercially speaking,
these areas sell well, to tell you the truth, they give you business. So, RTUK has
such an impact, too. I do not mean all of them but those who do not know what
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media business is about, there are journalists here among us, but in general the
decisions given by RTUK can be very political in nature... I think I am right in
saying that... Certain content may not be broadcast since the media profession-
als need to abide by professional and personal principles or by the regulating
laws, this may be seen as censorship.

I have just told it you know, for instance, we do not broadcast certain content.
What are these? We broadcast news about abuse, suicide, when it is first page
news, so to say, but we do not broadcast second page or third page news. What
do I mean by second page or third page news? Child abuses, God forbid, news
with sexual content, suicides and the like... I will give you the most striking ex-
ample for that. If you remember there was this OSS (university entrance exam)
murder. Was it in Adana or in Antalya? A child killed his/ her mom out of a
nervous breakdown before the OSS exam and it was broadcast on our media
day and night. But when we researched the case we saw that it had nothing
to do with OSS. The child in question was already under medical control. The
child was being treated and it happened so that the murder, the murder of the
mother was the day before the university exam. Then I, of course, talked with
the experts, I talked to an expert. He said: “Dogan, suicide is not something that
is decided momentarily. The child first killed the mother than committed sui-
cide, if you remember the details of that news... Suicide is something that is set
in one’s mind at least years ago, placed into the sub-conscious. It is so difficult
to relate it to OSS”.

We discuss similar things as editors, too, very often and use our own censorship.
But, of course, as I have just said, there is also the self-censorship of the employ-
ees themselves due to the state of emergency conditions, as the survey showed.
We need to tell this openly, too. For instance, as another example, I think our
anchorman (Fatih) posted a tweet once. It was about the health condition of
a political leader. The leader of the political party had an operation then. He
expressed his opinion of the operation with the tweet. The day after that tweet,
we, of course, found all the followers of that party crowding in front of our door.
Literally in front of the door. Fatih was threatened, they found his home tele-
phone number, his GSM number so on and on, to keep it short... We saw that
no matter how impartial we were in giving that news, how open we were to the
criticisms and comments to come, it would get that magnified in impact. It is a
matter of human life in the end.

We recently experienced something similar again. Mr. President targeted Mr.
Portakal. You may go on broadcasting the news, but, you have to think about
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the life of the individual in question in the end. Since his life gets in danger,
doesn’t it become a sanction of some sort? It has to be, it is so sad to be saying
this but, this is the situation, unfortunately, this is the case. In 2014-2016 two
institutions conducted surveys on the threats and violation of rights against the
press members in EU member states. The findings are too quantitative, I will not
be giving them but...

Censorship in social media... Let us now look at the social media. This is some-
thing Mr. Murat Onok is concerned about, too. In fact, it would be better if
there were no stealing of news, stealing to broadcast it somewhere else, with-
out getting any permission, acting against ethical values. There are also serious
problems, unfortunately, based on the employment of unqualified people at the
internet sites. Men know it better, there is an implementation in military ser-
vice. Someone tells a lie, saying that the Commander gives 15 days of travel
leave, then that lie goes around through the barracks and even the Commander
gets to believe that he has given that leave, even the liar himself believes it. This
is the case in the internet now. A news is broadcast somewhere, like they say
in Anatolia, as in that beautiful saying: “A carpet is woven in Horasan, no one
knows if its threads are vertical or horizontal”. This is the case most of the time,
really. A carpet is wowen and no one knows how it is done. Someone makes
up something and... Then it gets changed and the reconstruction goes on, son
on and on to go through many changes one after the other, we have seen these
many times. Now, in addition to that, there is social media, we also see how the
pressure and threat groups overtake the social media.

For instance, again as a finding of the same survey, respondents say that they
find it difficult to express their opinions when they know that others think dif-
ferently. What percentage of them say that? It is 32.1 percent. This is how influ-
enced and under pressure they are... They say that on Facebook, even though
they know that their friends think wrongly, most of the time, they cannot ex-
press that openly, this is by 19.6 percent. And 38.3 percent says when they do
not agree with something on Facebook, they choose to remain silent instead
of getting into a discussion with others. There is another significant group rep-
resented by 31.2 percent who say that on Facebook it is easy for them to share
their opinions with people who think differently from them. Those who say they
are undecided are included in that, and 43.7 percent say they agree with that.

In a survey similar to that... The reason why I am giving these is to be able to
show how the pressure groups begin to overtake the social platforms, social chan-
nels slow by slow. I told it a little while ago. It is very important, it is about the
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state of emergency and the use of media. Let me follow like this... There are very
important figures here. “After the state of emergency, I refrain from sharing posts
that has political risk”. It is 82.3 percent. 82.3 percent of the respondents say that
they refrain from sharing posts that has political risk after the state of emergency.

Let me tell you something else related with the 65 percent below. What does it
say below? Swear words, insult, troll attacks: 65 %. In fact, 65 % leads to 82 %.
Those who say that after the state of emergency, they deleted the old contents
that they thought would be risky is 15.3 %. We see it very often in Turkey, very
often. 8.1 % say after the state of emergency, they stopped producing content
and just liked and shared others’ contents. Not in the form of retweeting but
only as liking, this means. So to say. Here, the swear words and threats from
the social media is 65 %. Warnings from the family and social circles is 43.8

» «

%, warnings such as “Do not, please, go to such and such places”, “It is not your
business to save the country, come to your senses” and the like by 43 %... I hope
it will be no problem if I tell it here, my elder sister, even our families say it is not

our business... Threats and swear words as such account to 30 %...

Yes, the news content types shared in the social media. For instance, sharing po-
litical content is 38.2 % in total. It has sub-types below, this is the total... Out of
38.2 %, posts with social content is 53.9 %, cultural content is 40.2 %, personal
stories is 45.8 %, magazine news is 7.5 %. So, political content gets lower. This
is the reality. People get introvert, they close themselves into their shelters. We
become an introverted society.

Even though the rate of social media use is very high, you see it from its capil-
lary veins that it is a social media that is empty inside. You are right, this is an
empty, non-functioning, unpragmatic social media... Then, to sum it up here,
what should be done and how should it be done? There is this famous cliche:
Either open up a path or show a path. Unfortunately, at this point, we are not
capable of opening a path. Distinguished MP is here, distinguished vice chair-
man of the party is here, he is a pioneer of our profession, we are capable of
neither opening up a path, nor showing a path to follow. This is the case... They
asked former PM Demirel how things in the country was? He said, fine. They
asked him to summarize it in one word and he said fine. They objected saying
how come it could be said to be fine, we had this and that problem. Demirel
said he was asked to summarize it in one word and he said “fine”. Then, tell it in
a few words, they said. He said “it was not fine”. Thank you for your patience.
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Bagkan, Degerli Katilimcilar,

Bilgi edinme hakk: son dénemdeki en popiiler konulardan biridir. Bir agidan
basin ve haber alma hakki agisindan ¢ok 6nemli bir yer kaplamaktadir. Avru-
pa Insan Haklar1 Mahkemesi, 1979'da verdigi Sunday Times - Birlesik Krallik
kararinda, “Basin, demokrasinin bekg¢isi” demektedir. Ciinkii basinin, halkin
haber alma hakki agisindan 6nemini vurgulamaktadir. Bir konuda bilgisi ol-
mayan kisinin o konuda bir fikrinin de olamayacag diistiniildiigiinde, ifade 6z-
gurligiint kullanabilmenin 6n kosulunun o konuda bilgi sahibi olmak oldugu
goriilmektedir. Bir bagka deyisle ifade 6zgiirligiiniin temelinde aslinda haber
alma 6zgiirligii vardir denebilir.

Diger yandan haber almak, “dijital ¢ag” dedigimiz bu giinlerde olduk¢a kolay-
lagmistir. Klasik bir séylemle, diinyanin herhangi bir yerinde bir olay oldugun-
da, bunu 6grenmemiz sadece dakikalarla sinirli. Hatta bazen saniyeler i¢cinde
ogrenebiliyoruz. Bu konudaki ilk net kisisel gézlemim 2005 yilinda Londradaki
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metro saldirilarrydi. Saldirilar gergeklestikten ¢ok kisa bir siire sonra, oradaki
bir kisinin cep telefonuyla ¢ektigi goriintiiler internetteydi. Ayni sekilde ge¢-
tigimiz giinlerde Pakistan ile Hindistan arasinda yasanan gerginlik sirasinda,
Pakistan'in diisiirdiigii Hindistan savas u¢aginin pilotunun goriintiileri derhal
internette yer aldi. Bir baska deyisle pilotu hemen tanimis olduk.

Sonug olarak ¢ok hizli bicimde bilgi ediniyoruz. Ancak bu bilgilerin ne kadar
gtivenilir oldugunu bilemiyoruz. Bugiin asil bunun {izerinde duracagim. Haber
kavramini hukuken ele aldigimizda Yargitay'in ictihat yoluyla koydugu temel
olgiitlere bakmak gerekiyor. Zaten s6z konusu 6l¢iitler diinyanin bir¢ok yerin-
de de gegerli olan olciitlerdir. Yargitay, verilen bir haberin gercekten hukuken
bir haber degeri tasiyip tasimadigini, su¢ olusturup olusturmadigini denetle-
mektedir. Dort temel 6l¢iit bulunmaktadir: gerceklik, giincellik, kamu yarar1 ve
olgulilik.

Birincisi haber gercek olmalidir. Diinyanin hi¢bir yerinde gercek olmayan bir
bilgi haber degeri tasimaz. Giiniimiizdeki en biiyiik sorun da budur.

Ikincisi haber giincel olmalidir. Burada da kargimiza unutulma hakki
¢ikmaktadir. Uzerinden ¢ok zaman gec¢mis bilgilerin paylagilmasi hukuka
uygun olmayabilir.

Uciinciisii haberde kamu yarari bulunmalidir. Ifade 6zgiirliigiiniin de etkisiyle
giiniimiizde genis yorumlanmaktadir. Avrupa Insan Haklar1 Mahkemesi her ne
kadar Von Hannover-Almanya karari ile kismen sinirlandirmis olsa da yalnizca
siyasi tartismalar1 degil, yerel sorunlari, ¢evre kirliligini, okullarin isleyisi gibi
konular1 da bu kapsamda degerlendirmektedir.

Dérdiinciisii ise haber 6l¢iilii olmak zorundadir. Yani haberde gergekten veril-
mesi gereken kadar mi bilgi verilmis yoksa gereksiz, kisilerin temel hak ve 6z-
giirliikklerine miidahale niteligi tasiyan bilgiler de verilmis mi sorusuna yanit
aranir. Dijital ¢ag olarak adlandirdigimiz bu giinlere kadar genellikle tartisma
bu olgiitte ¢cikardi. Mahkemeler, haber verilirken gerekenden fazla m1 miidaha-
leci davranilmis, elestiri hakkinin sinirlari agilmig mi1 denetimi yapardu. Ilk ii¢
olciit genellikle sorun yaratmazdi.

Giintimiizde ise sorun haberin, verilen bilginin gercek olup olmamasi tartigma-
sinda yogunlagmaktadir. Ifade dzgiirliigiiniin en genis bicimde korundugunun
kabul edildigi Amerika Birlesik Devletleri de dahil olmak iizere tiim diinyada
kural, haberin ger¢ek olmasidir. Ger¢ek olmayan bir haber yani bugiinkii adiyla
“fake news” diinyanin hi¢bir yerinde hukuken korunmaz. Avrupa Insan Hakla-
r1 Mahkemesi de 1996 tarihli Goodwin-Birlesik Krallik ve 1999 tarihli Fressoz
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ve Roire-Fransa kararlarinda, haberin gercek olmasi gerekliligini vurgulamistir.
Elbette Yargitay'in da kabul ettigi {izere bir haberin gercek olmasi demek, bii-
tiintiyle ger¢ekliginin kanitlanmis olmasi anlamina gelmemektedir. Gazetecilik
agisindan, 6grenilen bir haberin ¢ok uzun siirecek bir dogrulatmaya baglanma-
s1, Ozellikle de giintimiizde, o haberi anlamsiz kilacaktir. O anki somut kosullar
cercevesinde haberin gercek goziikmesi yeterlidir.

Haberin ger¢ek olmasinin, her zaman yayinlamasini hukuka uygun kilmadig:
da yeri gelmigken hatirlatilmalidir. Ornegin Tiirkiyede Basin Kanunun 21.mad-
desi uyarinca cinsel saldir1 sugu magdurlarinin ve ¢ocuk faillerin ve magdurla-
rin kimliklerinin aciklanmasi yasaktir. Fransada da 1881 tarihli Basin Ozgiir-
ligti Kanununun 39bis maddesinde buna benzer diizenlemeler bulunmaktadir.

Basta da belirttigim gibi artik habere ¢ok hizli ulagiliyor ve haber de ¢ok hizli
yayiliyor. Sosyal medyanin da gelismesiyle beraber klasik habercilik anlayis1 da
degismistir. Bugiin sosyal medyadaki bir bilgi ¢ok kisa siirede diinyanin dort bir
tarafina yayilabilmektedir. Buradaki sorun da s6z konusu haberin dogru olup
olmadiginin belirlenebilmesidir. Ciinkii bilerek ya da bilmeyerek, isteyerek ya
da istemeyerek sahte haberler paylasiimakta ve 6grenilmektedir. Bir yandan in-
sanlar, gercek olmayan haberleri bilmeden paylasmaktayken, diger yandan da
gercek olmayan haberler insanlar1 manipiile etmek i¢in kasten yayilabilmekte-
dir. Gegtigimiz yillarda bunun ¢ok uzun tartigmalar1 oldugunu biliyoruz. Orne-
gin ben kisisel olarak da sosyal medyada bu tip “haberlere” siirekli rastliyorum.
Cogu zaman da bu haberlerin gergek olup olmadigini bilmek miimkiin olmuyor.

Boyle bir durum karsimiza bagka bir sonug ¢ikartiyor: haberlerin dogru olup
olmadigini belirlemeye calisan ¢esitli kurumlar ortaya ¢ikiyor. Ornegin kimi
internet siteleri kendilerinden istendiginde ya da bizzat kendileri, internette
tartisilan haberlerin gergek olup olmadigini belirlemeye ¢alisiyor. Kullandiklar
kendilerine has yontemlerle bazen yanita ulasabilirken bazen de ulagamiyorlar.
Sunu da eklemek gerekir ki bugiin sosyal medyada paylagilan bir haberin, bir-
kag giin sonra gercek olmadigini sdylemenin etkisi de son derece kisitli olmak-
tadir. Clinkii o haber zaten paylasilmis, yayillmis ve kabullenilmis olmaktadir.

Internet iizerinde yaptigim kiiciikk bir aragtirmaya gore, Tiirkiye de dahil
olmak tizere ¢ok sayida iilkedeki insanlar, internette gordiiklerin haberlerin
dogrulugundan endise etmektedirler. Bu oran %54’ kadar ¢ikabilmektedir. Bu
oranin i¢inde benim de oldugumu belirtmeliyim. Bu oran Tiirkiyede % 65’tir".
Bunun yaninda insanlarin sahte habere maruz kalma orani da son derece yiik-
sek ve birinci sirada da % 49 ile Tiirkiye yer aliyor. Yani neredeyse her iki kisiden

1 https://teyit.org/turkiye-sahte-habere-en-cok-maruz-kalan-ulke/
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biri siirekli sahte haberle karsilagiyor. Bu oran Meksikada % 43 Brezilyada ise %
35° Amerika Birlesik Devletleri'nde yapilan bir arastirmaya gére ise insanlarin
% 31’i gogu zaman, % 27’si ise zaman zaman yalan habere maruz kaldigini dii-
stintiyor®. Dolayisiyla insanlarin % 58’i az veya ¢ok sahte habere maruz kaldik-
larini ifade ediyorlar.

Bu baglamda Yargitay olciitlerine donecek olursak, eskiden giincellik, kamu ya-
rar1 ve Ol¢iiliilitk bakimindan tartigmalar ¢ikarken bugiin ger¢eklik konusunda
tartigmalar yasanmaktadir. Clinkii artik bilgiye ulagsmak ¢ok kolay hale geldi.
Ornegin hepimizin birer cep telefonu var ve onun en az kullandigimiz 6zelligi
telefon 6zelligi. Onun disinda bilgisayar olarak ve haber alma arac1 olarak kulla-
niyoruz. Ama goriildiigi gibi aldigimiz haberin gergek olup olmadig1 konusun-
da her zaman tereddiit yasiyoruz. Bu da haber verme hakki agisindan ¢ok bityiik
bir sorundur. Ciinkii basta da soyledigim gibi ifade 6zgiirligiiniizii kullanirken
oncelikle bilgi sahibi olursunuz. Ornegin biraz énce soz ettigim Hindistan-Pa-
kistan gerginligi hakkinda bir ifadede bulunmak istediginizde bilgi sahibi olma-
niz gerekmektedir. En azindan gerginligin nedenini, hangi tarafin ne yaptigin
bilmeniz gerekir. Ama edindiginiz bilgilerin ger¢ekliginden siiphe ederseniz ya
ifadeden vazgecersiniz ya da ifadeniz gok biiyiik olasilikla yanlis ¢ikabilir. Bu da
dijital ¢agin en ilging ironilerinden biridir: bir yandan bilgiyi ¢ok hizli bigimde
elde etmek, diger yandan o bilginin gercekliginden siiphe edip kullanamamak.

Basin kuruluslarindan haberlerin gergekligini her zaman dogrulamalar: istene-
bilir olmakla birlikte herkesin cantasinda haber verebilen ve alabilen bir arac ta-
sid1g1 diistiniildiigiinde, sorunun daha da derinlestigini kabul etmek gerekmek-
tedir. Haberler gercek olmayinca, ilgili kisilerin hukuki ve cezai sorumlulugunu
dogurabilmekte, diger kisilere zarar verebilmektedir. Insanlarin bu yolla siyasi
veya apolitik amaglarla manipiile edilmesi de bilinen bir gercektir. Bunu da yeri
gelmisken bir kez daha vurgulamak isterim.

Dinlediginiz i¢in tesekkiir ederim.

2 Ibid.
3 https://library.nwacc.edu/c.php?g=593440&p=5174227
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Dear President, Fellow Guests,

The right to information is currently one the most popular topics. Because it is
very important for press and to get information. In the case of Sunday Times v.
United Kingdom in 1979, the European Court of Human Rights held that “press
is the watchdog of democracy”. Thus it emphasizes importance of the press con-
cerning right to information. A person who does not have any information on
any issue, does not have any idea on that. It is obvious that first precondition of
use of freedom of expression is to have information. In other words, the right to
information underlies the freedom of expression.

On the other hand, having the information gets so easy in these days called “dig-
ital age”. It takes a few minutes, even seconds, to be informed about any incident
taken place anywhere, as is known. My first clear experience was London metro
attacks in 2005. Soon after these attacks, images probably taken by a passenger’s



mobile phone were on the web. Likewise, during recent tensions between India
and Pakistan, images of Indian pilot whose warplane had been hit by Pakistani
forces were immediately published on the web. In other words, we could imme-
diately know him.

So we can get information so fast. Nevertheless, we do not know whether it
is true or not. I will urge upon this today. When we deal with the concept of
“news” from a legal point of view, we need to look at the criteria created by the
case-law of the Turkish Court of Appeal. In fact, these criteria exist almost all
over the world. The Court of Appeal controls whether information/news legally
has “newsworthiness” and constitutes an offence. There are four criteria: true-
ness, currentness, public interest and proportionality.

First of all, news has to be true. Untrue information has no newsworthiness
nowhere. This is the biggest problem that we currently face today.

Secondly, news has to be current. Here, we have the right to be forgotten. It is
possible that sharing old news, even it is true, can be against the law.

Thirdly, news has to serve to the public interest, which is currently broadly con-
strued because of freedom of expression. Even if the European Court of Human
Rights partially limited it in the case of Von Hannover v. Germany in 2004, it
also judges issues such as local ones, pollution and school management, be part
of this concept.

Fourthly, news has to be proportional. That means whether really necessary infor-
mation or more has been shared, information infringing somebody’s fundamental
rights has been unduly shared. Until these days called “digital age”, problem gen-
erally arose in this area. Courts judged if news was more infringer than necessary.

Nonetheless today, we have concerns about trueness of news/information.
Across the world including the United States of America, where it is believed
that the freedom of expression is most protected, and news has to be true. Fake
news is never legally protected nowhere. The European Court of Human Rights
emphasized in the cases of Goodwin v. United Kingdom in 1996 and Fressoz
and Roire v. France in 1999 the importance of trueness of news. At the same
time, according to the Court of Appeal, trueness of news does not mean that
it has to be definitely proved. From the point of view of journalism, if confir-
mation of trueness of news takes too much time, especially today, sharing of it
loses meaning and importance. It suffices that news seems true under concrete
conditions.



I have to state that trueness of news sometimes does not make legal its sharing.
For example, pursuant to the Article 21 of the Turkish Press Law, it is forbidden
to reveal identity of sexual aggression victims, child-victims and child-perpe-
trators. The Article 39bis of the French Press Freedom Law of 1881 has a similar
regulation.

As I stated before, it is currently very fast to get and share information. Classical
journalism has been changed because of social media’s rise. Today any infor-
mation on social media quickly spreads around the world. The problem is to
determine if this information is true or not. Because fake news are knowingly
or unknowingly, willingly or unwillingly shared. On the one hand, people un-
knowingly share fake news and on the other hand, fake news sometimes spread
in order to manipulate other people. I think that we are all aware of some recent
discussions about it. For example, I always meet this kind of “news” on social
media and it is generally not easy to find out if it is true or not.

This situation causes another consequence: some new establishments trying to
find out the trueness of news show up. For example, some websites, upon re-
quest or by themselves, search by using specific methods if news/information is
true or not. Sometimes they do, sometimes they do not. I should add that saying
that already shared information is not true, even after a while, has a very limited
effect. Because it has been already shared, spread and even acknowledged.

According to a limited research that I made on the web, people living in mul-
tiple countries including Turkey have concerns about the trueness of news on
the web. The average rate can rise to 54 %. I have to say that it includes me also.
The rate is 65 % in Turkey*. Moreover, the rate of being exposed to fake news
is also very high and Turkey is on the top with a rate of 49 %. That means that
almost every second person is always exposed to fake news. This rate is 43 % in
Mexico and 35 % in Brazil®. According to a research made in the United States,
31 % of people think that they are most of time exposed to fake news and 27 %
sometimes®. Therefore, 58 % of people say that they are more or less exposed to
fake news.

In this context, if we return to the Court of Appeal’s criteria, there formerly
were discussions about currentness, public interest and proportionality, we have
today concerns on trueness. Because it is now very easy to get information. For
example, we all have mobile phones and we use them at least as a phone. They

4 https://teyit.org/turkiye-sahte-habere-en-cok-maruz-kalan-ulke/
5 Ibid.
6 https://library.nwacc.edu/c.php?g=593440&p=5174227
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are in fact computer and they also serve at most to get information. But we have
always been in doubt on the trueness as you see. This is an important problem
for the right to information. Because, as I said before, when you would like to
use your freedom of expression, you should have information. For example,
when you would like to make a statement or adopt an attitude concerning In-
dia-Pakistan tension, you should have information on it. You should at least
know the reason of tension and who did what. Nevertheless, if you doubt on
trueness of this information, either you give up the statement, or your statement
will probably be false. I think that this is one of the biggest ironies of the digital
age: on the one hand getting easily information, on the other hand not using it
because of doubt on its trueness.

Even if we can request media institutions to check out duly trueness of news,
when we are aware of getting and sharing information tools in everyone’s bag,
we should see that this problem get more and more worse. As news is not true,
civil and/or criminal liability of relevant persons arises. We all know that some
people have been manipulating others for political or non-political purposes by
this way. I would like to emphasize this once again.

Thank you for listening.
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WHITE (Etik Gazetecilek Ag1 Miidiirii)

Aidan White, diinyanin en biiyiik medya profesyonel
gruplarimin kiiresel bir orgiitii olan ve tiim medya
platformlarini kapsayacak sekilde gazetecilikte etik,
iyi yonetisim ve 6zdenetimi tesvik eden Etik Gazete-
cilik Agrmin (EJN) kurucusudur. White, The Guardi-
an ve the Financial Times dahil olmak iizere bir¢ok
medya organinda ¢alismig; 24 y1l boyunca Uluslara-

ras1 Gazeteciler Federasyonu’nun Genel Sekreterligi-
ni yapmis olup gorevi esnasinda 126 devletten iiyesi
olan, diinyanin en biiyiik gazeteci Orgiitiiniin yara-
tilmasina yardimci olmustur. EJN’yi 2012de kurmus
olup Agin bugiin 60dan fazla kurumsal iiyesi vardir
ve Orta Dogu, Giineydogu Avrupa, Afrika ve As-
yada gazeteciligi giiclendirmek igin yiiriitiilen prog-
ramlari desteklemektedir. Kendisi “SIZE gercegi siy-
lemek i¢in” adli, etik gazeteciligi konu alan kitabin
(2008) yazaridir ve ayrica Avrupa Konseyi, AGIT,
UNESCO, Uluslararas: Calisma Orgiitii ve Ulusla-
rarast Gog Politika Gelistirme Merkezi i¢cin medya,
insan haklar: ve gazetecilik etigi iizerine raporlar
hazirlamastir.

Ozdenetim ve haberciligin karsi karstya oldugu krizi tartisabilmek igin ilk
olarak kamusal bilgi krizinin kapsamini ve haber medyasinin bogustugu felaketi
anlamamiz gerekmektedir. Bu kriz demokratik sistemlerimizi zehirlemekte ve
yalnizca Tiirkiyede degil, tiim diinyada toplumda genis ¢apli belirsizlik ve korku
yaratmaktadir.

Giiniimiizde habercilik objektif ve tarafsiz haber sunmakta zorlanmaktadur. Igeri-
de yasanan degisim nedeniyle bunalmakta ve haber odasinin digindan gelen, poli-
tik ve ticari gii¢ odaklarinin da dahil oldugu sismik baskilara maruz kalmaktadir.



Kamusal bilgi alanimiz gittik¢e daha zararli hale gelmektedir. Kamu giiveninde
yikilma yaganmaktadir. Bu yikilma neredeyse her haber etkinligini kapsayan
yanlis bilgilendirme, yalan haber ve kétii niyetli iletisim 15181nda biiytimektedir.

Internetin yarattig1 kafa karigiklig1 ve kaos kamusal alanda birbirine karst iki
grup yaratmigtir:

a) Ilk olarak, bazi insanlar Twitter veya Facebook'ta okuduklar: her seye, ne
kadar olasilik dis1 olsa dahi, inanmaya ¢ok yatkindir.

b) Ikinci olarak, bazi insanlar gereginden fazla dikkatli ve kuskucudurlar. Oku-
duklarina inanmamakta ve uzman gorislerini dinlemeye karsi ¢ikmaktadir.
Cogu zaman bilimsel arastirma veya habercilik yoluyla ve dikkatli, becerikli
arastirmanin sonucunda ortaya ¢ikan ve bu nedenle saygiy1 hak eden uzlasiy1
(konsensiisil) dahi goz ardi etmektedirler.

Insanlar kafalar1 karigtiginda ve neye veya kime inanacaklarini bilmediklerinde
kolayca kotii niyetli yalanlarin kurbani olabilmektedirler. Bunun iyi bir 6rnegi
iklim degisikligi meselesidir. Bu konuya yonelik olagandisi bir odaklanma
yasaniyorsa da kamunun aklinda yogun bir cehalet ve kafa karisikligi mevcuttur.
Iklim degisikligi konusunda ¢alisan bilim insanlarinin %97’si sorumlulugun
insanlarda oldugunu belirtse de toplumun biiyiik gruplar: hala buna inanmakta
sikint1 yagsamaktadirlar.

Birgok tartismali mevzuda benzer sorunlar goriilmektedir. Go¢menlik, 1rka da-
yal1 stereotipler, siyasi ve sosyal sorunlar — bunlarin tiimii politik 6nyargilar:
bulunan kisi veya gruplarca manipiile edilebilecek kritik hikayelerdir. Bu du-
rum kamu vicdaninda yanlis hikayelerin kok salmasina neden olmaktadir. Bir
kez kaniksandi mi, bunlarin ortadan kaldirilmas: zordur.

Bu kafa karisiklig1 6zellikle Google, Twitter ve Facebook gibi reklam ve tekno-
loji devlerinin isletme modellerinin egemen oldugu sorunlu bilgi kiiltiiriiniin
ortaya ¢ikisindan kaynaklanmaktadir. Bu sosyal medyalar bilgiyi degerden yok-
sun bir ¢evreye salmaktadir. Bu isletme modelleri profesyonel habercilik araci-
ligiyla edinilmis yiiksek kaliteli bilgi ile, nefret sdylemi ve hatta iskence, cinayet
ve sdylenemeyecek vahsetlerin resimlerini yayan kisilerin kétii niyetli yalanlar:
arasinda ayrim gozetmemektedir.

Sofistike algoritmalar ve sinirsiz veri bankalar1 kullanip milyonlarca tiyeye ki-
sisel erisim saglayarak, dijital reklamcilig1 yayan ve onu tetikleyen yeterince tik
sayisini saglayan “viral bilgi” ile doyuma ulagsmaktadirlar.



Tuzak habercilik - tik sayisini i¢erigin 6niine koyan algoritmalar - ile siirdii-
riilen igletme modelleri geleneksel medya endiistrisinde reklamciligin yasam
glicinii emmis ve ahlakli haberciligi giigstizlestirmistir. Ayrica koti niyetli
yalanlar, ikiytizliilik ve yalan haberciligin gercegi ve diirtistliigii ortiiledigi bir
iletisim kiiltiirtine kapryr agmaistir; secmenin aklinda korku, belirsizlik ve bilgi-
sizligi destekleyen fantezi siyasetini mesrulagtirmigtir.

Ulus devletlerin interneti kontrol ve denetlemek igin yasa taslaklar1 hazirlamaya
meyletmis olmalari sasirtici degildir; ki bu durum birkag y1l 6nce ifade 6zgiirli-
gline yapilmis tagkinca bir saldir1 olarak goriiliirdii. Bugiin her sey degismistir
- Mark Zuckerberg bile interneti herkes icin giivenli hale getirmek i¢in yeni
kurallara ihtiyacimiz oldugunu kabul etmektedir.

Giintimiizde online tehlikelerin yarattig1 tehdit, faydalarini agmaktadir. Bugiin
sosyal medyanin engellenmesi varliksal tehditlere kars1 koruma gorevinin par-
cast olarak goriilmektedir. Bu, 6zgiir ifade ve insani felakete tepki kapasitemiz
agisindan bir trajedidir.

Bir diger tehlike liberal demokratik ilkelere duyulan saygidaki azalmadir. Bir-
ok siyasi lider giivenli online standartlar yaratma konusunda diiriist ve samimi
olsalar da, digerleri online bilgiyi emellerine ulagsmak igin diizenli olarak ma-
nipiile etmektedirler. Bu durum modern siyaset ve demokratik sistemlerimiz
tizerinde dramatik etkiye sahiptir.

Hindistanda Marendra Modi, Amerika Birlesik Devletlerinde Donald Trump,
Rusyada Vladimir Putin tarafindan kullanilan kotd niyetli yalanlar ve yaniltici
veri kullanimi metodlar1 yalnizca kamusal iletisimdeki medeni seviyeyi diisiir-
memekte, bunun yaninda irk¢iligi, tahammiilsiizliigii ve politik miidahaleyi de-
mokrasiyi sarsan yeni seviyelere ulagtirmaktadir.

Kiiresel agin mucidi Sir Tim Berners-Lee gectigimiz giinlerde online politik
reklamciligin sofistike tekniklerinin insanlar1 hedefleme ve segmeni yalan haber
sitelerine ulastirma konularinda etik dis1 oldugu belirtti. Ornegin, 2016 ABD
secimlerinde 50,000 civarinda - ki takibi neredeyse imkansiz bir say1 - siyasi
reklamin her giin Facebook’ta dolasima sokulmugtur. Siyasi reklamlar - ABDde
ve diinyada - rutin olarak se¢im yasalarini dolanmak ve se¢menleri yalan haber
sitelerine ulagtirmak i¢in kullanilmaktadir.

Veri teyit gruplarinin artist kisilerin bilgi kaynaklarini kontrol etmesi agisin-
dan yardimcidir, ancak insanlar ¢ogu zaman bu raporlar1 goz ardi etmekte ve
ciriitillen veriler cogu zaman yanlis bilginin paylasildig: 6zel ¢evrelere ulasa-
mamaktadir. Cogu zaman bu mesajlar giivenilen gevreler igerisinde, dogrulama
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sapmasini cesaretlendirecek algoritmalar araciligiyla yayilmaktadir.

Facebook, Twitter ve Youtube gibi 6zel sirketler kamu giivenini tesis etmek icin
daha ¢ok calismalidir. Daha ¢ogunu yapabilirler ve yapmalidirlar. Paylagilma-
sinda kamu yarar1 bulunan bilgilerin muslugunu a¢mali, yasadis: ve istismarci
icerige daha az yer tanimalidirlar. Bunu ¢6zecek teknolojik kapasiteye ve zeki
insanlara sahipler. Cetin kisim, isletme modelini degistirmek, kullanicilarin ko-
runmasina daha ¢ok yatirim yapmak ve yayimci olarak sorumluluklarini ciddi-
ye almak yoniinde verilecek zor karardir.

Haberciler olarak biz temele donmeliyiz, etik, iyi 6zyonetim ve 6zdenetimi isi-
mizin kalbine oturtmaliy1z. Habercilik ve siyasetin icinde her zaman yalancilik
ve yanlis bilgilendirme olmustur. Her zaman haber uyduran, verilerle ve alinti-
larla oynayan basina buyruk haberciler olmustur. Ve haberciler giinliik islerinde
diiriist hatalar yapmiglardir. Ama habercilik yapanlar hatalarini iistlenmektedir.
Bu bizim temel etik degerlerimizden biridir. Bu etik degerler yerlesiktir:

- Dogruluk ve veri-bazli iletisim

- Editoryal bagimsizlik

- Tarafsizlik ve muhabirlikte kapsayici siireg

- Nefret ve siddete tahrikten uzaklasan insancil etik
- Seffaflik yoluyla hesap verebilirlik

Ancak bu degerlerin ti¢ii - dogruluk, insancillik ve seffaflik — ayrica herkes i¢in
var olan degerlerdir. Kamusal bilgi alaninda bile koétii niyetli yalanlar, nefret
sOylemi ve istismar olamadan yasamay1 6grenebilir, kim oldugumuzu ve neyi
savundugumuzu soyleyecek cesareti bulabiliriz.

Hatirlanmasi 6nemli olan, haberciligini 6zgiir ifade olmadigidir. Aksine, ha-
bercilik hikayelerimizin etik degerler ¢ergevesinde iletildigi sinirlandirilmis bir
ifade tirtdir. Verdigimiz bilgiler yukaridaki etik degerler ¢ergevesinde sekil-
lenmekte ve kamusal bilgi alaninda 6zel bir yer kazanmaktadir, zira bu bilgiler
diger-diistiniirdiir, yani digerlerine saygi ile sunulmaktadir.

Internetteki cogu bilgi ise kendini-diisiiniirdiir ve etik ile bagli degildir. Boyle
bilgiler kamu iliskileri, siyasi amacli propaganda, istismarci veya yalnizca
onyargiya dayali bencil diisiinceler olabilir, ama higbiri habercilik degildir. Bu,
haberciligi 6zgiir ifadeden ayiran seydir. En iyi halinde habercilik, insanlarin
dayanabilecegi yegane giivenilir bilgi kaynagidur.

Bu nedenle haberciligin geleceginin kamu giivenini tekrar tesis yetenegimize

giivendigine inaniyorum. Ug 6nemli gérevimiz mevcut:
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1. Haberciligin bir kamusal yarar olarak ve modern teknolojiyi kar amaglh kul-
lanan sirketlerin deger icermeyen felsefelerine bir karsilik olarak degerini, basin
konseyleri ve stirdiiriilebilir haberci kaideleri araciligiyla giiclendirmek ve des-
teklemek;

2. Toplum zihninde 6zgiir ve ifade 6zgiirliigiine saygili bir bilgi alanina saygiy1
yaratmak;

3. Demokrasiyi giiglendirecek ve giiniimiizde karsilastigimiz istismarin ¢ogunu
ortadan kaldiracak 6zgiirlestirici ve sagduyulu bir ¢er¢evenin kurulmasi igin
iletisim haklar1 konusunda yasal ¢aligmalar dahil yeni kurallar: yirirlige koy-
mak.

Ayni zamanda yeni yasalara ihtiya¢ duymaktayiz. Teknolojiyi kontrol i¢in kulla-
nacagimiz kurallar esaslh olarak degismektedir. Ve degismek zorundalar. Dene-
timsiz, yonetilmeyen internet miti 61dii ama teknolojiyi nasil insan haklarina ve
ozgiirlige baghiligimizi azaltmayacak bicimde yonetebilecegimizi ciddi ve hizli
bi¢cimde diisiinmeliyiz. Hukukun kullanimi potansiyel tehlikeler barindirsa da
bunun bir par¢asi olmali. Teknoloji sirketleri ve istismarci kullanicilar davranis-
larin1 diizeltmek igin iradi bigimde harekete gegmediklerinde, yeni yasal stan-
dartlar - 6rnegin vergilendirme, rekabet, 6zel hayat, telif hakki korunmasi ve
yasadig1 materyalin kaldirilmas: konularinda - gerekli ve vazge¢ilmez olmak-
tadur.

Hukuk ve medya okuryazarliginin giiglendirilmesi tartismalar1 devam etmek-
teyse de, internet kullanan herkesin yalan haber ve dezenformasyonun tespiti
ve ortadan kaldirilmasi konusunda birkag basit kurali takip etmesi faydali ola-
caktir.

Habercilik medyas: igerisinde bizler kamusal amacimiz: giiclendirecek ve ha-
berciligimizin kalitesini artiracak teknoloji kullanimi olanaklariyla kars: kar-
styayiz. Habercilik medyasi yapay zekayi su an bile bir¢ok degisik bigimde kul-
lanmaktadir. Medya diinyasinin degisimi konusunda bir¢ok 6rnek var, ancak
dijital robotlar ve yapay zeka habercilikte faydali olsa da, etik ve ahlaki verilerle
kodlanmalar1 miimkiin degildir. Online veri konusundaki etik sorular1 cevapla-
mada en iyi kisiler canli insanlardir. Bu nedenle haberciligin gelecegi habercile-
rin sosyal zekasi ile bilgisayara dayali habercilik ve yapay zekanin el ele calistig
glinlerdir. Boyle bir karma haber sunuculugu haberciligi daha hizli, etkin, dog-
ru yapacak ve kapsama alanimizi hayal edebilecegimizden daha genis ve derin
hale getirecektir.

Habercilere ihtiyacimiz var, ¢iinkii karmasik iletisim dinlemeye dayalidir, mii-
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zakereye, aciklamaya, yorumlamaya dayalidir. Bunun yaninda igerigi farkl: ka-
nallara uyumlu hale getirmeyle iliskilidir, bilgiyi ¢erceveye oturtmakla ve en
onemlisi sosyal zekayla ilgilidir. Bu nedenle habercilik yapacak, uzmanca diisii-
necek ve yaraticilik, orijinallik ve kritik diisiince sunacak — muhabir veya edi-
tor — insanlara ihtiyacimiz var. Ne kadar karmasik olsalar da makineler degil,
insanlar bu diinyada dinamik olma yetenegine sahiptir.

Karsilagtigimiz sorunlara ragmen, tiim emareler habercilik i¢in altin bir ¢agin
esiginde oldugumuzu gosteriyor, ancak bu yalnizca kamusal giivene dayali ha-
berciligi siirdiiriilebilir hale getirmek i¢in simdi harekete gegersek ve kamu gii-
venini tekrar kazanmak i¢in simdi ¢aligmaya baslarsak miimkiindiir.

Avrupa ve Amerikada yeni giiven mekanizmalar1 kurulmasi i¢in énemli adim-
lar atiliyor — Habercilik Giiven Girisimi (Journalism Trust Initiative) ve Giliven
Faktorii (Trust Factor). Bu girisimler giivenilir ve kaliteli haberciligin tasdik-
lenmesine imkan saglamanin yaninda, gelecekte siirdiiriilebilir kamusal giivene
dayali haberciligin tespitini olanakli hale getiren dncii hareketlerdir.

Burada, Tiirkiyede, Tiirkiye Basin Konseyinin haberciligi giiclendirmek i¢in yeni
ve dinamik bir girisimin parcasi oldugunu gérmekten memnuniyet duyuyorum.
Konsey Tiirkiyede gesitli medya aktorleri ve habercilik destek gruplarinin deste-
giyle kurulmus olan Etik Habercilik Koalisyonu'nun temel destekgilerinden biri
olmugstur. Haberciligi daha ¢ok egitim, diyalog ve bilgi paylasimi ve daha giiglii
6zdenetim ve etik davranisla desteklemeye calisan bu girisim, hasmane siyasi
kosullarda dahi medya ve habercilik toplulugunun haklar1 igin ortak degerler
gevresinde savagmasinin miimkiin oldugunu gostermektedir. Konseyi bu yeni
¢abadaki lider rolii i¢in tebrik etmek isterim.

Bu daha agik fikirli bir kamusal siyaset i¢in ihtiya¢ duydugumuz yeni tartisma
ve yeni kurumlarin bir tiiriidiir. Yeni siyaset, genis capli toplumda kritik diisiin-
meyi cesaretlendirmeli ve degerlerine bagli ve medeni tartigma ile bagkalarinin
goriislerine saygiy1 destekleyen habercilige dayali olmalidir.

Giivenilir ve degerli olani kétii niyetli ve ucuz olandan ayirt etme konusunda
insanlara yardim gorevini tistlenmis, insanlara iyi 6rnek olan siyasi liderler, ya-
zarlar ve habercilere ihtiyacimiz var. Basin Konseyi bu acil ugrasta 6nemli bir
goreve sahiptir.



COMBATING
MISINFORMATION
AIDEN WHITE

Aiden WHITE (Founder& President of
Ethical Journalism Network)

Aidan White is the Founding President of the Ethi-
cal Journalism Network, the global organisation of
the world’s major media professional groups which
promotes ethics, good governance and self-regu-
lation of journalism across all media platforms.
White has worked on numerous publications inc-

luding The Guardian and the Financial Times and
for 24 years was General Secretary of the Interna-
tional Federation of Journalists, during which time
he helped create the worlds largest organisation
of journalists with members in 126 countries. He
founded the EJN in 2012 and today the Network
has more than 60 members and supports prog-
rammes to strengthen journalism in the Middle
East, South Eastern Europe, Africa and Asia. He
is the author of the book To Tell YOU the Truth
(2008), on ethical journalism, and also an author
who has produced reports on media, human righ-
ts and journalism ethics for the Council of Europe,
the Organisation for Security and Co-operation in
Europe, UNESCO, the International Labour Orga-
nisation and the International Centre of Migration
Policy Development.

To discuss self-regulation and the crisis facing journalism we need, first, to
understand the scope of the wider public information crisis, and the calamity
that has overtaken news media.

This crisis is poisoning our democratic systems and is creating widespread un-
certainty and fearfulness within the public at large not just here in Turkey, but
across the globe.



Today journalism struggles to provide objective, impartial reporting. It is
overwhelmed by the process of change internally and subject to seismic pres-
sures from outside the newsroom including from commercial and political
centres of power.

Our public information space is increasingly toxic. There is a collapse in public
trust. This collapse has increased in the wake of disinformation, fake news and
malicious communications which surround almost every news event.

The confusion and chaos of the internet has created two contradictory groups
in the public sphere:

a) Firstly, some people are too quick to believe just about anyt-
hing they read via Twitter or Facebook not matter how outlandish it
may be and,

b) Second, some people who are too cautious and sceptical. They
don’t believe what they read and they refuse to listen to expert opinion.
They often dismiss consensus which deserves respect even when achie-
ved by careful, patient, skilled investigation whether by journalists or
scientific researchers.

When people are confused and do not know who to believe or what to be-
lieve, they can become too easily victims of malicious lies.

A good example of this is on the issue of climate change. Despite an extraordi-
nary focus on this issue there is still a profound level of ignorance and uncer-
tainty in the public mind. More than 97% of climate scientists have concluded
that humans are responsible for global warming, but large groups of society
still have trouble believing it.

On a whole range of controversial issues, there are similar problems. Mig-
ration, racial stereotypes, political and social issues — all of them are critical
stories that can be manipulated by people and groups with a political bias.
This leads to false stories taking root in the public consciousness. And once
lodged they are difficult to remove.

This confusion is rooted in the emergence of a flawed information culture whi-
ch is dominated by the business models of advertising and technology giants,
particularly Google, Twitter and Facebook.

The social networks circulate information in a value-free environment. Their



business makes no distinction between high quality information sources such
as professional journalism and the malicious lies of people generating hate-
speech or even those who circulate and stream horrifying images of torture,
murder and other unspeakable brutalities that humans are capable of.

Using sophisticated algorithms and limitless databanks providing personal
access to millions of subscribers, they thrive upon “viral information” that
spreads and delivers enough clicks to trigger digital advertising.

Business models driven by click bait - algorithms which put clicks before con-
tent — have already drained the life-blood of advertising from the traditional
global media industry and weakened the capacity for ethical journalism; they
have also opened the door to a new culture of communications in which truth
and honesty is obscured by fake news, bigotry and malicious lies; and they
have legitimised the notion of fantasy politics which can encourage ignorance,
uncertainty and fear in the minds of voters.

It is no surprise that nation states are rushing to draft new laws to regulate and
control the Internet, yet only a few years ago this would be condemned as an
outrageous assault on freedom of speech. Today that has all changed - even
Mark Zuckerberg admits that we need new rules to make the Internet safe for
everybody.

Today the threats posed by online dangers outweigh benefits. Today blocking
of social media is seen as a duty of care, to protect ourselves from existential
threats.

This is a tragedy, both for free expression and for our capacity to respond to
humanitarian catastrophe.

An additional problem is the decline in respect for liberal democratic princip-
les. While many political leaders may be honest and genuine in their wish to
create safe online standards, others routinely manipulate online information
for their own purposes. And this has a dramatic impact on our modern politi-
cs and democratic systems.

The malicious lies and deceptive handling of the facts by political leaders such
as Marendra Modi in India, Donald Trump in the United States, and Vladimir
Putin in Russia not only signal a decline of civility in public communications
they open the door to new levels of racism and intolerance and political inter-
ference on a scale that undermines democracy itself.



The inventor of the worldwide web, Sir Tim Berners-Lee, warned recently that
the sophisticated techniques used to promote online political advertising are
unethical in the way they target people and how they direct voters to fake news
sites. During the 2016 US presidential election, for instance, as many as 50,000
variations of political adverts were being served every single day on Facebook,
a near-impossible situation to monitor.

Political adverts — in the US and around the world - are routinely used to cir-
cumvent electoral laws and to point voters to fake news sites.

The growth of fact-checking groups helps people to check sources of informa-
tion, but people often ignore these reports and debunked details often cannot
reach the private networks where false information is shared. Often these
messages are shared within trusted circles with algorithms only encouraging
confirmation biases.

Private companies Facebook, Twitter and YouTube, need to do more to restore
public trust. They can and must do more. They need to turn on the tap of pub-
lic interest information-sharing lower exposure to illegal and abusive content.

They have the technological capacity and the smart people who can solve these
problems. The difficulty is that they have to make a hard choice - to amend
their business model, to invest more in protecting users and to take their
responsibility as publishers seriously.

For journalists we have to get back to basics, by making ethics, good gover-
nance and self-regulation at the heart of our work. There has always been fak-
ery and misinformation in the world of news and politics. We have always had
maverick reporters who make up news stories, or massage facts and quotes.
And journalists make honest mistakes in their daily work.

However, journalism owns up to its errors. That’s one of our key ethical values.
Those ethics are well established -

« accuracy and fact-based communications;

o editorial independence;

« impartiality and inclusive process for reporting;

« the ethic of humanity to avoid hate and incitement to violence; and
« accountability through transparency.

But three of those core values - accuracy, humanity and transparency - are
also values for everyone. Even in the public information space we can learn to
live without malicious lies, hate-speech and abuse, and we can have the cour-



age to say who we are and what we stand for.

What is important to remember is that journalism is not free speech. It is in-
stead a form of constrained speech, in which we tell our stories in a framework
of ethical values. The information we give is defined by the ethics above and
has a special place in the public information sphere because it is other-regard-
ing, that is it is delivered with respect for others. Most information on the in-
ternet is, on the other hand, self-regarding, and is not bound by ethics.

Such information can be public relations, propaganda for political purpose; it
can be abusive or simply biased self-centered opinion, but none of it is jour-
nalism. This is what make journalism different from free expression. It is, at its
best, the only reliable stream of information that people can depend upon.

That is why I believe that the future of journalism will depend on our capacity
to restore public trust. We have three urgent tasks:

1. To support and strengthen the values of journalism as a pub-
lic good through press councils and sustainable codes of journalistic
behavior and as a counterweight to the value-free philosophy of the
companies that exploit modern technology for profit;

2. To create within the public mind respect for an information
landscape that is both free and that is respectful of freedom of expres-
sion; and

3. To put in place new rules, including legal underpinning of
communications rights, to create a sensible and liberating framework
that will strengthen democracy and eliminate much of the abuse we
see today.

At the same time, new laws are needed. The rules by which we can control
technology are fundamentally changing. And they have to. The myth of an
ungovernable, unregulated internet is dead but we need to develop - and fast -
some rigorous thinking about how to manage technology without diminishing
our attachment to human rights and free speech.

Although the use of law can be potentially threatening it must be part of the
mix. New legal standards - for taxation, for competition, for privacy rights, for
protection of copyright, and for taking down illegal materials — become inev-
itable and essential when technology companies and abusive users fail to take



voluntary action to correct their behavior.

While the debate continues about law and how to strengthen media literacy,
everyone who use the Internet would do sell to follow some simple rules about
how to identify and eliminate fake news and disinformation.

Inside news media we have new opportunities to use technology to enhance
and strengthen our public purpose and the quality of journalism we deliver.
News media are already using artificial intelligence in many different ways.

These are many examples of how the media world is changing, but while dig-
ital robots and artificial intelligence are useful in journalism, but they can’t be
encoded with ethical and moral values.

Clearly, the best people to handle ethical questions regarding online content
are sentient human beings. That is why the future of journalism must be one
in which we see computational journalism and artificial intelligence working
hand in hand with the social intelligence of journalists.

This form of hybrid news reporting will make journalism faster, more efficient,
more accurate and will providing a wider scope and depth of coverage than we
ever imagined.

We need journalists because complex communication is about listening, it's
about negotiating, explaining, interpreting. It's also about adapting content to
different channels, putting information in context, above all it's about social
intelligence.

That’s why we need human being - reporters and editors - who can provide
reporting, expert thinking and, above all, for creativity, originality and critical
mind-set.

It’s people not machines, no matter how sophisticated that have the edge, and
have an ability to be dynamic in the world.

Despite all of the problems that we face, the signs are that we are on the cusp
of a golden age for journalism, but this will only happen if we act now to make
public interest journalism more sustainable and if we act now to regain public
trust.

There are important actions being taken now in Europe and America to devel-
op new trust mechanism - the Journalism Trust Initiative and the Trust Factor.
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These are pioneering developments that open up the possibility of not only
certification of reliable and quality journalism, but also of helping to identify
media and public-interest journalism that can be made sustainable for the fu-
ture.

Here in Turkey, I am very pleased that the Turkish Press Council has been part
of a new and dynamic initiative to strengthen journalism. It has been one of
the key supporters of the Coalition for Ethical Journalism in Turkey that has
been launched with the support of a range of media players and journalism
support groups.

This initiative, which aims to support journalism through more training, more
dialogue and information-sharing and more practical actions to strengthen
self-regulation and ethical behavior, shows that even in the hostile political
conditions it is possible for the media and journalism community to come
together to fight for their rights around a common set of values. I want to con-
gratulate the Council for the leading role it is playing in this new work.

This is the type of new debate, and new institutions that are needed to promote
more open-minded public policy. A new policy must encourage critical thin-
king within the public at large and it must be underpinned by journalism that
is grounded in values and that promotes civil debate and wider public respect
for the views of others.

We need political leaders, writers and journalists to set good examples and to
engage in the urgent task of helping people to distinguish what is trustworthy
and valuable, from what is malicious and cheap. The Press Council is playing
an important part in that urgent endeavour.
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Sayin Grundstrom Finlandiya'daki Kitle Iletisim
Konseyi'nin baskanidir. Sosyoloji alaninda yiik-
sek lisans derecesine sahip olup medya alaninda
genis kapsamli deneyime sahiptir. Iki haftada
bir yaymlanan Vihred Lanka'nin Editorliigiinii
yapti ve Tampere Universitesi'nde gazetecilik
profesorii olarak gorev aldi. Birkag kurgu dis

kitap yazdi ve agik sozlii bir kése yazari ve ifade

ozgiirliigii konusunda bir uzman olarak biliniy-
or. 2006'dan 2015'e kadar Finlandiya Medya ve
Kalkinma Vakfi VIKES'in konsey baskaniyd:.

Sevgili dostlar ve meslektaglarim. Oncelikle, bu konferansa gelme davetiniz igin
tesekkiir etmek istiyorum. Diin Finlandiya konseyiyle bir toplanti yaptik, bu
yiizden dogrudan toplantidan geldim ve Finlandiya medya konseyi size en iyi
selamlarini iletmek istiyor. Ayrica Tiirkiye'deki gazetecilerin tutuklanmasi ve
Tiirkiye'deki basin 6zgiirliigi ihlalleri hakkindaki derin endiselerimizi ifade et-
mek ve bu zor zamanlarda degerli ¢aligmalariniz igin tesekkiir etmek isteriz.
Bugiiniin konusu “Medyada Algoritmalarin Kullanimi ve Ilgili Etik Meseleler”
[lk olarak bir algoritma nedir. Gazeteciler olarak bu konuyu gerektiginden daha
detayli kavramamiza bir gerek olmadigini diisiiniiyorum, tipki miirekkebin
iceriginin nelerden olustugunu tam olarak bilmemiz gerekmedigi gibi. Fakat
algoritmalar1 gazeteciler olarak nasil kullanabilecegimizi anlamamiz gerekiyor.
Oyleyse, bizim agimizdan ‘algoritma, adim adim bir problem ¢6zme metodu-
dur. Genellikle bilgisayarlarda veri aramak veya filtrelemek i¢in kullanilir. Bil-
digimiz gibi, Facebook ve Google tarafindan da algoritmalar sik¢a kullaniliyor.
[stedigimiz sonuca ulasana kadar tekrarlanan bir pisirme tarifi ya da yapay bir
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zeka (Al) olarak goriilebilir. Kendi icinde masum bir teknoloji olsa da potansi-
yel giicti ¢ok fazladir. Oldukg¢a karmagik olabilir.

Biz gazeteciler medyada giderek artan algoritma kullaniminin ve konuyla ilgili
diizenlemeler ve regiilasyonlardaki biiyiik eksikligin farkinda degiliz, en azin-
dan su anda platformlar1 diizenleyen genel veri koruma yonetmeligine sahip
oldugumuz AB iilkelerinde. Gazetecilikte ise buna benzer bir regiilasyonumuz
yok. Biz gazeteciler sik sik Facebook ve Google'1 algoritma kullandiklar: igin
sugluyoruz ancak kendimizin de algoritma kullandig1 gercegine kayitsiz kali-
yoruz. Zaten yapay zeka ve algoritma kullanmanin yeni bir form ve bir gazete-
cilik bigimi oldugunun farkindayiz. Bu bana fotografciligin ve grafik tasarimin
da gazeteciligin bir pargasi olarak goriilmedigi zamanlar1 hatirlatiyor. Simdi bu
yeni yontemlerde de durumun ayni oldugunu diisiiniiyorum. Ancak bizler algo-
ritmalarin da artik gazeteciligin 6nemli bir par¢asi haline geldigini anlamaliyiz.

O halde algoritmalar1 gazetecilikte nasil kullantyoruz? Bunun {i¢ ana formu oldu-
gunu diisiinityorum. Bunlardan ilki, bazilarinin soyledigi gibi haber otomasyonu
veya haber robotlari. Ikincisi kisisellestirilmis igerik, ve daha sonra en karmasik
olani ise yapay zeka destekli gazeteciliktir. Finlandiya'da Fin medyas: otomasyo-
nu en az ii¢ bigimde kullaniyor. Otomasyon ile spor miisabakasi sonuglari, se¢cim
sonuglar1 ve hatta borsalarda neler oldugu ve hisse senetleri hakkinda haberler
tirettiler. Bir bagka 6rnek ise, bir Finlandiya yayin sirketinin yarattig1 haber robo-
tudur. Yayin sirketi bu robota bir isim bile vermis, karakter bile yaratmistir. Kald1
ki bu sadece bir bilgisayar pargasidir ama ismi Voitto. Voitto adli haber robotu,
2017 belediye segimlerinde sonuglarin sayilmasindan bir saniye gegmeden her
Fin belediyesinin se¢im sonucu hakkinda bir haber yayinladi.

Ikinci form ise kisilestirme. Buna ornekler kisisellestirilmis haber yayinlari
veya On sayfalar olabilir; bu, sizin ve arkadasinizin, begenilerinize gore
modifiye edilmis yani farkli bir 6n sayfalar gorebilecegi anlamina gelir. Hatta
kisisellestirilmis haber basliklar1 veya hikayeler veya resimler bile olabilir.
Haber sitelerinin bagliklarinin bile farkli insanlarin begenisine gore degistirdigi
deneyler yapildi. Iste kisilestirmeyle ilgili bir 6rnek ama bu benim bildigim
secilmis bir 6rnek. Burada ismimi goriiyorsunuz ve bunlar burada takip
ettigim tiirler ve Finlandiya giindemi. Ve burada Finlandiya medya konseyini
gorebilirsiniz. Tabii ki konseyle ilgili her bir haberi okudum bu nedenle alakal:
haberleri kisisel begenilerime eklediler.

Uclincii ve en karmagik olan form, zaten gerceklesmekte olan yapay zeka
destekli gazetecilik. Bu forma bazen sibernetik haber odalar1 da denir. Genellikle
gazetecilerin verileri analiz etmesine, hikaye fikirlerini bulmasina ve hatta
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gazetecilerin bazi ctimleler yazmasina yardimci olmak i¢in veri tabanlarini
ararlar. Amag muhabirlerin yerini almak degil, onlara yardim etmektir. Yani bu
gazetecilere bir tiir sibernetik yardimdir. Bir 6rnek Reutersdir ve bir tane daha
okudugum bir tanesi Forbes tarafindan yapilmistir ve ad1 Bertie. Ilgileniyorsaniz,
daha fazla okuyabilirsiniz.

Konusmamin asil noktasina geri donersek, tiim bu formlar gazetecilerin karar-
larina dayaniyor. Mithendislik degil, gazetecilik. Bu kararlar gazetecilik mesle-
ginin en ana merkezini ilgilendiriyorlar; bu, bilgisayar programcilarinin veya
mithendislerin neyin yayinlandigina karar vermesine izin vermememiz gerek-
tigi anlamina geliyor. Oncelikle bunun da gazeteciligin bir parcast oldugunu
kabul etmeli, ne ise yaradigini anlamali ve sonra ise ortaya ¢ikan etik sorunlarla
yiizlesmeliyiz. Etik sorunlari tespit etmeliyiz. Sonra ise bu sorunlar1 gazetecilik
regiilasyonlarimizda ve kendi diizenleyici sistemlerimizde diger etik sorunlarda
yaptigimiz gibi ele alabiliriz.

Ayrica, basin 6zgiirliigiinii korumak igin bu diizenlemeler hakkinda karar ver-
me igini kendimiz yapmamiz gerektigini; hitkiimetlere, AB'ye veya sirketlere b1-
rakmamamiz gerektigini belirtmek isterim.

Oyleyse, basin ézgiirliigiiniin neden énemli oldugunu da hatirlamaliyiz. Basin
ozglirligii gazeteciler igin 6nemli degil, toplum i¢in 6nemlidir. Kamuya saglanan
bilgilerin dogrulugunu saglamak i¢in basin 6zgiirliigi gereklidir.

Ozdenetim ile ilgili baz1 kisa noktalar:

Sosyal medyay1 bu diizenlemelere dahil edip etmememiz gerektigi hususu ¢ok
konusuldu. Amacim ve Finlandiya medya konseyinin amaci, internetin tama-
min1 etkileyemeyecek olsak da gazeteci olarak kendi davranigimizi gelistirmek
ve kamuoyunu hangi medyanin giivenilir oldugu konusunda bilgilendirmek.
Gegen yil bu yonde bir marka yaratildi: Giivenilir Gazetecilik. Neredeyse logo-
muz bile ayni. Bu markanin logosu basin konseyine {iye tiim medya organlari
tarafindan ana sayfalarinda kullanildi ve bu sayede Finlandiya halkinin hangi
taraflarin giivenilir medya olup olmadigini daha kolay anlamasi saglandi.

Ozdenetim, toplumun dogru bilgiye dayanmasini ve nefret sdylemi veya
belirsiz haberlerin olmamasini nasil saglar? Oncelikle haberler yayinlanmadan
once, gozden gegiriliyorlar ve hatalar olursa diizeltiliyor. Nitekim 6zdenetim
sisteminin bir parcasi olan medya nefret sdylemi yayinlamiyor. Bunu yaparak,
6zdenetim toplumda giiveni arttirmanin yani sira medyaya giiveni de arttirir.

Bu, sahte haberlere kars1 dayaniklilik yaratiyor.
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Ozdenetimin ancak bagimsiz oldugunda ve medya tarafindan kontrol edildiginde
etkili oldugunu hatirlatmak istiyorum; ¢linkii gazeteci kurallarinin gazeteciler
tarafindan kabul edilmesi ve I¢sellestirilmesi olduk¢a énemli. Finlandiya en iyi
calisan ve daha eski 6zdenetim sistemlerinden birine sahip ve ¢ok iyi ¢alistyor.

Finlandiya, a¢ik toplum tarafindan yaratilan ve sahte haberlere direnci esas alan
bir endeks olan medya okuryazarlig1 endeksinin bir numarali iilkesidir. Bu yiiz-
den, Avrupa'da sahte haberlere kars1 en dayanikli tilkelerin zirvesindeyiz. Bence
bunun en temel nedenlerinden biri Finli gazetecilerin kendi diizenlemelerine
ve 0zdenetime bagli kalmalaridir. Bunun iizerine ayrica, giivenilir gazetecilik
markasini da koyabilirsiniz. Bir arastirmaya gore Finlerin neredeyse % 90'min
basin konseyinin ne hakkinda oldugu hakkinda biraz bilgisi var.

Gordigiintiz gibi, insanlarin gazetecileri anladig1 ve onlara giivendigi bir sistem
kurmak ger¢ekten miimkiin.

Ardindan algoritmalar1 kullanma konusundaki etik kaygilara geri donersek, 6nce
etik sorunlar1 saptamaliyiz, sonra ise onlara cevap vermeliyiz. Bu sorunlar, gaze-
tecilerin bagimsizligi, diriistliigii, kaynaklarin seffafligi, hakikat, dogruluk, insan
onuruna saygl ve bireylerin mahremiyetine saygi ile ilgilidir. Bunlarin hepsi daha
once bile gazetecilik rehberinde olan temalar, ancak suanda dijital platformlarda ve
algoritmalar1 kullanmanin bir sonucu olarak yeni bigimlerde ortaya ¢ikmaktalar.

Gazetecilik kilavuzlarinin algoritma kullanimi hakkinda neler igerebilecegi
hakkinda baz: fikirlerden bahsedecegim.

Her seyden once diiriistlitk var. Gazeteciler konudan bagimsiz olarak kaynak-
larini ve yontemlerini anlamalilar ve bu yollarla sagladiklar tiim bilgilerin so-
rumlulugunu almalidirlar.

Bence bu, seffaflik icin de ele almamiz gereken bir sey. Biz zaten bu robotlar:
ve hatta kisisellestirmeyi kullaniyoruz ve Finlandiyada bile takipgi kitlemizi bu
metotlarla ilgili tam olarak bilgilendirmiyoruz. Ayrica dijital veri toplamay1 ger-
cekten anlayanlar i¢in kaynak materyallerine erisim saglamak 6nemli olacaktir.
Finlandiya'daki medyanin bir kismi zaten kullandiklar: verilere agik erisim sag-
liyor. Bence bu ¢ok iyi bir uygulama ve arttirilmas: gerekiyor.

Insanlik onuruyla ilgili olarak, algoritmalarin kullaniminda bazi yeni
diizenlemelere ihtiya¢ duyulabilir ancak bu noktada ayrica gizlilige saygi
duymanin ¢ok 6nemli oldugunu hatirlatmak zorundayim. Medya olarak 6zel
verileri bir giin halka sdylemeden kullanmaya baslarsak, gazetecilik medyasina
duyduklar: giiveni kaybedeceklerdir.



Oyleyse Finlandiya medya konseyinin yaptig1 sey ... Heniiz konuyla ilgili pek
bir sey yapmadik ama sorunun farkindayiz ve bu konular hakkinda da yeni
rehberler yazmaya galistyoruz. Coktan basladik ve bu yil da devam edecegiz.

Unutulma hakk: konusunda zaten bir agiklama yaptik. Bu agiklamamiz, Goog-
le'in gizlilik konularina dayanarak bazi arama sonuglarini filtrelemeye baglama-
sinin ardindan kamuoyunun genel olarak yayincilardan medya igerigini web
sayfalarindan kaldirmak i¢in ayni seyi yapmalarini istemesinin bir sonucu. Bu
nedenle konu hakkinda bir agiklama yaptik. Once, genel yayin yonetmenlerinin
medya igerigini ne kadar filtreledigi ve kaldirdig1 hakkinda bir aragtirma yaptik.
Daha sonra ise ¢evrimici ortamda medya tarafindan yayinlanan igeriklerin ta-
rihin bir pargasi olarak kabul edildigini ve miidahalede bulunulmamas: gerekti-
gini hatirlatan bir agiklama yaptik. Ancak hala bas editoriin gerekli goriirse bazi
hususlar1 yayindan kaldirmasi miimkiindiir.

Konuyla ilgili bir bagka sey ise bir agiklama veya gazetecilerin kilavuzunda yeni
bir nokta degildi, sadece belirli bir dava i¢in bir karardi, ancak otomatik haber
yayinlar1 konusundaki ilk kararimiz oldugu gibi, bu konularla ilgili bir agiklama
yolunda ilk adim oldugunu diisiiniiyoruz.

Ekonomik giindem hakkindaki haberlerde medyanin, resmi bir sicilden sir-
ketlerle ilgili bazi bilgileri, nceden kontrol etmeden, direkt olarak yayinlaya-
bilmesinin dogru olduguna yani dogrudan bilgi akisinin miimkiin olduguna
karar verdik. Bahsi gegen bilginin, sicildeki sirketin resmi statiisii olmas1 duru-
munda, esasen bu tiir bir direkt yayin akisinin mantikli oldugunu disiintiyoruz.
Bu nedenle, haberler resmi kaynaklarin soyledikleriyle ilgili oldugunda, resmi
kaynaklardan ilk 6nce kontrol etmeden bilgi akigina izin verilebilir. Boyle bir
durumda medya halka orijinal kaynaktan diizeltmeler talep etmesini de dnere-
bilir, ancak her halitkarda bu karar medyay1 yayinlanan bilgilerin dogruluguna
iliskin sorumlulugundan muaf tutmaz.

Bir sonraki adim ise, haber otomasyonunu, kisilestirmeyi veya yapay zeka destekli
gazeteciligi kullanirken seffaflik konusunda gazetecilik kilavuzlarina bir agiklama
veya ek yazmak. Uygulamada ise muhtemelen seffaflik ile ilgili kurallar olacaktir.

Finlandiya medyasinin kisisel verilerin kullanimi ve algoritmalarin kullanimi
hakkinda halki nasil bilgilendirmesi gerektigine iliskin kilavuzu, muhtemelen
bu yil bitirecegiz.

Tesekkiir ederim.
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Dear friends and colleagues. First I want to thank you for the invitation to come to
this conference and we had a meeting of the Finnish council yesterday so I came
straight from the meeting and the Finnish media council wants to send you their
best greetings. We also want to express our deep concern about the detention of
journalists in Turkey and other violations of the freedom of the press in Turkey
and we thank you for your valuable work during these difficult times. My topic
today is “The Use of Algorithms by the Media and the Related Ethical Issues”

First what is an algorithm. I think that we as journalists don’t need to unders-
tand it thoroughly, we didn't need to understand what is inside printing ink
either. But we need to understand how wed use them as a journalist.

So then ‘algorithm’ from our point is like a step by step method of solving a
problem. It’s typically used to search or sort data by computers. It’s very often, as
we know, used by Facebook or Google. It can be seen as a cooking recipe which
is repeated until the result we want is reached or it’s like an artificial intelligence
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(AI). It is innocent in itself but it can be potentially very powerful. It can also
be very complex. We as journalists are often blind to the fact that the medias
are also using algorithms and the use of algorithms is rapidly increasing in the
media and it’s even less regulated. At least in the EU countries where we now
have the general data protection regulation which regulates the platforms. We
don’t have anything similar with journalism. Journalism is exempt from that.

So we a journalists are often blaming the Facebook and Google but we are blind
to the fact that we are also using the algorithms and we are doing the same
thing. We have to realize that using Al, using algorithms is already a new form

and one form of journalism itself.

This reminds me of the time photography or a graphic design were not seen as
part of journalism either. I think the situation is now similar with these new
computational methods. But we have to understand that Algorithms have be-
come an important part of journalism

Then how do we use the algorithms in journalism I think that there are three main
forms of it. The first one is news automatization or news robots as some people
say. The second is personified content and then the most complex one is the Al
supported journalism. In Finland the Finnish medias already use automatization
at least in three forms. They already produce news pieces about sports results,
news pieces about election results, or news about stock, what is happening in the
stock exchanges. One example of this is the news robot the Finnish broadcasting
company has decided even to give a name and write a picture about.

Even though as you understand it’s only a piece of computing. But he’s called
Voitto. The news robot called Voitto produced one news item about every elec-
tion result of every Finnish municipality in the municipality elections of 2017
and this happened in less than a second after results had been counted.

Then there is the other type which is personification. It could be personified news
feeds or front pages which means that you and your friend may see a different
front page which is modified by your likings. It can be even personified headlines
or stories or even pictures. There’s been experiments where the news sites have
modified even the headlines according to the likings of different people.

Here’s one example about personification but this is a chosen one which I know
about.

You can see my name here and these are the kind of areas that I have followed
here you can see the daily in Finland. And here you can see the media council
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of Finland. I obviously read every news piece about it so they have sort of added
it to my personal interests.

And then, the third one and the most complex one is artificial intelligence sup-
ported journalism which is already happening. It is sometimes called cyber-
netic newsrooms. It’s usually done by searching databases to help journalists to
analyze data, to find story ideas and even to write some sentences to help the
journalist. The aim is not to replace reporters but to help them. So this is a sort
of cybernetic assistance to journalists. One example is Reuters’ and another one
I have read about is done by Forbes and it’s called Bertie. You can read about it
more if you are interested.

But then to go back to my main point all these forms are based on journalistic
decisions. It’s not engineering, it’s journalism. They are in the core of journalis-
tic decision making which means we shouldn’t let the computer programmers
or the engineers to decide what is published to whom. We should first admit
it’s journalism and understand what it’s doing and then we should also face the
ethical questions its bringing up. We should identify the ethical issues and then
we can address these issues in journalist guidelines and in our self-regulatory
systems as we have done with any other ethical problems.

And I would also like to point that we shouldn’t leave it to the governments or
the EU or the companies to decide about these regulations because we should
do it ourselves to ensure the freedom of the press.

Then, we should also remember why freedom of the press is important. It’s not im-
portant for the journalists themselves, it's important for the society. The freedom of
the press is needed to ensure the accuracy of the information provided to the public.

Then some short points about self-regulation: There's been a lot of talk about
whether we should include social media in the self-regulation or not. My point
and the point of the Finnish media council is that, we feel that the we cannot
affect the whole Internet but we can improve our own conduct as journalists and
then we can inform the public about which media are reliable and this is why we
launched last year a trademark for responsible journalism. It's almost the same
as our logo and made that so that the finish medias which belong to the media
council can publish it in their pages so that the Finnish public knows which
sides are reliable journalism and which are something else.

How does self-regulation ensure that society is based on accurate information,
that there is no hate speech or vague news. First of all the news must be very wide
because before they are published, if mistakes happen they are corrected and the
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media which belongs to the self-regulatory system doesn’t publish hate speech. By do-
ing this, self-regulation builds trust in society and it also builds trust towards media.

And this is how it creates resilience to fake news as well and I also want to re-
mind that self-regulation is effective only when it's independent and controlled
by the media itself up because the journalist guidelines need to be accepted and
in Internalized by the journalists.

Finland is having one of the best working and older systems of self-regulation
and is working very well.

Finland is the number one country on top of the media literacy index which the
open society instituted it to be an index telling about the resilience to fake news.
So we are on top of the resilience to fake news in Europe. I think it’s very much be-
cause the Finnish journalists are committed to their own guidelines for journalists.

If you add this to the trademark for responsible journalism and the fact that
according to the research online almost 90% of the Finns have a some ... about
what the media counsel is about.

There is like a real possibility of building a system where people understand
journalists and trust it.

Then to go back to the ethical concerns over using algorithms as I said we should
first identify the ethical issues and then answer them. They are concerning jour-
nalistic independence, integrity, transparency of sources, truth, accuracy, and
respect for human dignity and respect for privacy of individuals. These are all
themes that have been in journalist guidelines even before but they got into new
forms in digital platforms and as a result of using the algorithms.

Here are some ideas what the guidelines for journalists could include about
using the algorithms.

First of all there is integrity. The journalists should understand sources and
methods and take responsibility for all information they provide regardless of
medium. I think this is this is something that we have to address as it's going
hand-in-hand with transparency. We already, even in Finland use these robots
and even personification and then we don't tell about it properly to the audi-
ence. It will be important to provide access to the source materials for those who
really understand the digital data gathering. Some of the media in Finland are
already giving open access to the data they are using. I think this is a very good
practice and this should be increased.
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In respecting human dignity they also might need some new regulations in the using
of algorithms but then I have to remind that respecting privacy is very important.

If we as media start using peoples private data without telling them one day they
will lose their confidence to the journalistic media.

So what the Finnish media council has done... We haven't done much yet but
we are aware of the problem and we are working to write new guidelines about
these issues. We have already started and we will go on this year.

We already made a statement about the right to be forgotten. This was a result of
the fact that google started to omit some search results based on privacy issues
and then the public started to ask the editors in chief to do the same to remove
media contents from the web pages. So we made a statement about this. First
we made a research about how much the editors in chief remove media contents
and then we made a statement that reminded that the content published online
by the media is considered part of history and in principal it shouldn't be in-
terfered. But there is a possibility for the editor in chief to remove something
if they think that its justified. Another thing, this was not a statement and it
was not a new point for the journalists guideline, it was only a decision about
a particular case but we feel that as it was our first decision about automated
newsfeeds its building towards a statement about these issues.

We decided that the media about economic daily had the right to stream infor-
mation to add to the bases from an official registry about companies are without
checking it first. And we think that in principle this kind of action is justified in
the case where the main information is the official status of the company in the
registry. So when the news is about what the official sources say then its allowed
to stream information from the official sources without checking it first. In such
a case the media can also advise the public to ask for the corrections from the
original source but in the end it doesn’t exempt the media from ensuring the
correctness of the facts.

And the next step is that we are planning to write a statement or an appendix
to journalist guidelines about the transparency in using news automatization,
personification or Al supported journalism and in practice it will probably be
guidelines about transparency.

Guidelines about how the Finnish media should tell the public about the use of per-
sonal data and about the use of algorithms and we will probably finish it this year.

Thank you.



KORKA KORKA
DA OLSA INADINA
GAZETECILIK
BARIS PEHLIVAN

Baris PEHLIVAN (ODA TV Editérii)

Baris Pehlivan, Tiirk gazeteci ve yazardir. Odaty
adli internet sitesinin editorii. 14 Subat 2011 'de
gozaltina alimp Odatv davasi kapsaminda
Silivri Cezaevi'nde 19 ay tutuklu kaldiktan son-
ra, 14 Eyliil 2012de goriilen durusmada tahliye
edildi. Son olarak, adagi ve is arkadasi Baris
Terkoglu ile birlikte Metastaz adi kitabi yayim-
land.

Bir hakim, savci, polis geldi, dedi ki; “bak elimde soyle bir metin var” Bir haber
metniydi. “Bashig1 soyle olacak, su bolimler bold’lanacak, haberi su pargalara
ayiriyoruz;” hepsi soylendi. Konusunu anlattilar: “Biliyorsun ki, yakin zamanda
bir operasyon yaptik. 3 gazeteciyi tutukladik. Iste o gazetecilerin bilgisayarla-
rinda bazi belgeler ¢ikt1. O belgelerde, bildigin gibi, miicadele ettigimiz bir terér
orgiitiiniin planlar1 vardi. Kendileri yazmisti. Hatta savas planlar: ve tilkeyi nasil
kaosa gotiirmeye galigtiklarinin dokiimanlar: vardi. Bize glivenmiyor musun?
Biz bu Tirkiye'nin polisiyiz, savcisiyiz, hakimiyiz. Sen de bunlar1 yayimlayacak-
sin, bir gazeteci olarak.”

“Elbette basarim, manget yaparim. Aylarca, aylarca, aylarca biitiin kamuoyunu
etkilerim” dedim. Kabul ettim; yayinladim, yayinladim, yayinladim! Ben Odatv
Genel Yayin Yonetmeniyim.

Burada oykiisiinii kisaca anlattigim kurguda; ben bu belgeleri alan ve yayimla-
yan degil, tutuklanan kisiydim.

Ben igerdeyken bu iilkenin polisi, savcisi, hakimi, kendine “gazeteci” diyen,
meslektasim demeye utandigim insanlara sahte belgeler verdi. Benim bilgisaya-
rimdan mi ¢ikmist1 bu belgeler? Evet, biliyor musunuz; ¢ikmisti. Benim ¢aligti-
gim ofisin bilgisayarindan mi1 ¢ikmist1? Evet, ¢tkmust1. Ve belgelerde “benim ig
yazigsmalarim var” gibiydi. Benim “haberleri nasil yaptigim” anlatiliyor gibiydi.
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Pekiben miyazmistim? Polis 6yle diyordu, savci 6yle diyordu, hakim dyle diyordu.
Ben bir terér orgiitiiniin iiyesi olarak hapse atilmistim. Ben gazeteci olarak Si-
livri Cezaevinde 19 ay boyunca bu belgelerin bana ait olmadigini, bu belgelerin
sahte oldugunu, bu belgelerin bizzat beni igeri atan polis, savci ve hakimlerin de
bulundugu bir gete tarafindan iiretildigini anlatmaya ¢alistim. Miicadele ettim.
Gergekler devrimcidir, gergekler toprak altindan figkirir, buna inandim. Sonun-
da su¢suzlugumuz ortaya ¢ikt1 ve tahliye edildim.

Simdi... Ben bu hikayenin kiigiik bir parcastyim. Ismimin de ¢ok dnemi yok.
Bunu sunun i¢in anlattim... Eger biz medyada 6z denetim diye bir kurumdan
bahsediyorsak, gazeteciligin etik sorunlarindan bahsediyorsak, Tiirkiye'nin ya-
kin tarihi ¢cok 6nemli bir laboratuvardir.

2007 yilindan bugiine, 12 yildir, Tirkiye ¢ok ama ¢ok carpici “gazetecilik” so-
runlartyla karsilasti. Gazeteciligin utang triinleriydi onlar. Hatirlayin; Taraf
diye bir gazete vardi. O Taraf gazetesi Tiirkiyede rejimi degistirmek igin Tiirki-
ye’yi Fethullah Giilen adl1 bir ter6r orgiitii liderinin ideasindaki bir tilkeye do-
niistirmek icin kurulmus bir gazeteydi. Sahte belgeler yayimlamasiyla iinliydi.
Yalan belgelerle insanlar1 hapse attirmasiyla tinliiydii. Ve maalesef ama maalesef
Tirkiye'nin entelektiiel birikimi, Tiirkiye'nin 6nemli aydinlar1 ve yazarlar1 da o
gazeteye destek verdi.

Ben 20’li yaslarda bir gazeteci olarak, Odatv’nin genel yayin yonetmeni olarak,
Taraf’in yaptig1 bu “gazetecilik” diyemeyecegimiz yayinciligin ne kadar yalan

oldugunu anlatmayla gecirdim gazeteciligimin ilk zamanlarini.

Hayir, bu mangsete tasidiklar: belge sahte; hayir, bu bahsettikleri olay yalan; ha-
yir, bakin taniklar dogru séylemiyor; hayir, bu tilkenin polisi-savcisi-hakiminin
de dahil oldugu bir ¢ete var... Bunlar1 anlattim siirekli.

Gazeteciligin temel standartlar1 uygulanmiyordu. Aylarca, yillarca bunu bagir-
dik ve en sonunda bunlar1 belgelememiz, yani gazeteciligin standartlarini yeri-
ne getirmemizden kaynakli olarak susturulmak amaciyla hapse atildik. Ve ¢iktik
disart...

Simdi Odatv halen yayinda, Taraf gazetesi ise kapandu.

Tirkiye 15 Temmuz darbe girisiminden sonra, yeni yeni neler yasadigini tartisir
hale geldi. Ders ald1 m1, hayir almadi. Ama Odatv, yani baginda bulundugum
yayin organi ¢ok deneyimliydi; dyle seyler gordii ki; onun igin 6z denetimi gok
kuvvetli bir yayin organi haline geldi.
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Bakin ben editorlerimle, ofisimde bir kiicitk odada calisirken onlarla esit iliski
kurmaya ¢alistyorum. Yani mesela kendime ait oda istemiyorum, onlarla kar-
s1 karsiya oturuyorum. Haber miidiirim de hemen yanimda, o da kars: kar-
stya. Bunu sunun igin yapryorum: Tiirkiye maalesef ama maalesef manipiilas-
yona, dezenformasyona, kotii yonlendirmeye ve tuzaga, kumpasa ¢ok ag¢ik bir
tilke; 6zellikle gazeteciler i¢in. Ozellikle iktidara karst yayincilik yapmaya cali-
san bagimsiz yayin organlari i¢cin. Bunun i¢in, bu 6z denetimi daha iyi saglaya-
bilmek igin, ben biitiin editérlerime “arkadaslar, benim attigim bashigi, benim
‘yapin’ dedigim haberi elestireceksiniz, benim biitiin 6nerilerimin tizerinde dii-
stineceksiniz ve gerekirse kabul etmeyeceksiniz” diyorum. Zira, ben de yanlis
yapabilirim, ben de insanim. Biz bu kolektif akilla Odatv’yi ¢ikartiyoruz. Yani o
gordiigiiniiz basliklar, yani o gordiigiiniiz 6zel haberler, bu kolektif akilla ortaya
cikiyor. Zaten onun i¢in, bence, yaklasik ayda 10 milyon ayr1 telefona ve bilgisa-
yara erisiyoruz. Bu ¢ok biiyiik bir rakam ve ¢ok iyi bir rakam.

Ben yazili basina ¢aligmadim. Televizyonculuk yaptim, simdi de internet ya-
yinciligr yapiyorum. Yazi isleri toplantisinin ne oldugunu bilirim. Ama biz
Odatv’nin biitiin ¢aligma sistemini yazi isleri toplantis: haline getirmis durum-
day1z. Yani diizenli olarak yazi isleri toplantisi yapiyoruz. Yani biz biitiin haber-
lerin gelisini, haberleri nasil verecegimizi, yankilarini, stirekli kendi igimizde
tartisiyoruz. Stirekli halde, herkes ama herkes kimin neyi ne yapacagini, bir bas-
l1ig1n nasil olacagini, hangi haber iizerine ¢alistigini, nasil bir spot atacagini bilir
benim haber merkezimde. Eger Tiirkiyede degil belki Finlandiyada yasasaydik
daha rahat bir gazetecilik yapabilirdik ama, buna Tiirkiyede maalesef mecbu-
ruz. Ciinkii diizenli olarak yaptigimiz haberlerden dolay1 risk altindayiz; 6liimle
tehdit ediliyoruz, hapisle tehdit ediliyoruz, tekrar Silivri Cezaevine sokulmakla
tehdit ediliyoruz. Bu yiizden biz de gazeteciler olarak o 6z denetimimizi sagla-
mak zorundayiz. Birbirimizi elestirmek, birbirimizden fikir almak zorundayiz.

Simdi bakin... Bizim hapse girdigimiz 2011den farkli bir gerceklikle kars
karstyayiz; vurgulamak istiyorum. Ozellikle son ti¢ yildir, ben haftada ortalama
on haberimi siliyorum arsivden. Bu nasil oluyor peki? Maalesef ama maalesef
Tirk mahkemeleri, haberini yaptigimiz kisinin bir sikayetiyle, o haberi
okumadan yayindan kaldirabiliyor. Haber dogruymus, yanlismis vs. hi¢ 6nemi
yok. Cok iddial1 konusuyorum, farkindayim ama dyle. Okumuyorlar.

Bir 6rnek vereyim; Tiirkiyede yasayanlar bilir, 15 Temmuz darbe girisiminin
onemli aktorlerinden Adil Oksiiz diye birisi vardir. Adil Oksiiz su an yurt digin-
da oldugu tahmin edilen firari bir kisi. Yine Kamer ailesinden bir is adami var-
dir. Tiirkiyede 15 Temmuz darbe davalarinin ek klasorlerine girmis bir konu-
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dan bahsedecegim. Bu is adam1 Kamer, Adil Oksiiz’le birlikte 15 Temmuz darbe
girisiminden 6nce Amerika’ya gidiyor ve geliyor. Bakin, ayn1 ugakta gidiyor ve
ayni1 ugakta doniiyor. Bir sekilde siipheli bir durum. Biz bunu darbe davalarinin
ek klasoriinde bulduk ve mangete tasidik. Nedir bu, dedik. Neden Kamer’in bir
sorgusu dahi alinmiyor, ifadesi dahi alinmiyor, bunu tartismaya agtik. Mansete
tasidik ve cok okundu haberimiz. Gelin goriin ki; ¢ok kisa bir siire sonra mah-
keme karariyla yayindan kaldirildi. Sonra biz de dedik ki, yahu nasil olabilir
boyle bir mahkeme karar1? Belgesini yayinlamisiz, su an mesru goriilmekte olan
bir davanin ek klasériinden almisiz, nasil kaldiriyorsunuz yayindan? Bu karar1
sorgulayan ayr1 bir manget daha yaptik.

“Bu haberimiz yayindan kaldirildi, ey okur bil bunu” dedik. Ve evet... O ha-
berimiz de yayindan kaldirildi. Bununla da kalinmadi, hakkimda sorusturma
acildi. Savcinin kargisina gittim, dedim ki “Sayin saveim, ben Adil Okstiz’le
ayn1 ucaktaydim! Ben kendisiyle birlikte Amerika’ya gittim ve dondiim. Ve su
an karsinizdayim, ne yaparsiniz? Beni tutuklamaya sevk edersiniz dogru degil
mi?” “Ne demek istiyorsunuz Baris Bey” dedi. “Su an karsinizda olmamin nede-
ni, bunu yapan bir is adamini yazmamizdan kaynaklidir; ben utaniyorum sizin
karsinizda olmaktan, boyle bir sey olamaz” diye isyan ettim savciya. Savci da
tabii sagirdi. En nihayetinde neyse ki, hani belki de savunmamdan kaynakl: ola-
rak, belki de artik savci “ya o kadar da olmaz” dediginden, hakkimda takipsizlik
karar1 verdi ve dava agilmadi. Ama o haberlerimiz halen yayinda degil.

Simdi sunu demeye getiriyorum: Biz haberi yaparken, o kadar itinali davranmaya
calistyoruz Kki... Zira, yayindan kaldirilmasin, basligini ¢ok sorunlu atmayalim,
igine belge koyalim vs. Ama goriiliiyor ki; hi¢bir anlami yok. Yani aslinda biz ne
kadar ama ne kadar 6z denetim yapsak da, bir sekilde Tiirkiye'nin hukuksuzlu-
guyla karsilagiyoruz. Onun i¢in 6z denetimin oldugu kadar, gazeteciler olarak
bizim Tiirkiye'nin hukuk sistemini, adalet sistemini yiikseltmek i¢in daha fazla
¢agrida bulunmamiz gerektigini diisiiniiyorum. Ciinkii o 6zdenetim de yetmi-
yor artik. On bilip, bes yazmak zorunda kaliyoruz. O yazdiklarimiz iizerinde
¢ok ama ¢ok diistinmek zorunda kaliyoruz. Ben Odatvide oldugum i¢in daha
rahatim ama, bir yazi1 yazarken bes kez okuyan, ¢ok daha fazla silgi kullanan
meslektaglarimi biliyorum.

Simdi sunu demeye getirecegim: Tiirkiye bence gazetecilik agisindan ¢ok biiyiik
bir deger, ¢ok biiyiik bir deniz, mitkemmel haberler var, basarili gazetecilik
yapilabilir...

Ancak bizim gazeteciler olarak soyle bir riskle kars: karsiya kaldigimizi disii-

nityorum...
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Evet, hukuki meseleler basimiza bela, evet bizi sikistiriyorlar, isten kovuyorlar,
bir sekilde baski altina aliyorlar, hapse attirmaya galisiyorlar vs.

Tiirkiye yakin tarihini bilenler bilir; bugiin Cetin Eme¢’in 6liim y1l doniimii de-
gil mi? Katledilmesinin yil doniimii. Simdi, biz boyle bir tilkeyiz. Bir yandan
Ugur Mumcular gérmiis, Cetin Emegler gérmiis, Abdi Ipekgiler gormiis, Hrant
Dinkler gormiis, Musa Anterler gérmiis bir iilkeyiz. Bizim bu gelenegi, bu ga-
zetecilik ge¢misini yukarida tutmamiz gerektigini diisiiniiyorum. Bunun igin
de, hani Mustafa Ekmekgi'nin sozii var ya, korka korka da olsa yazmaya devam
etmemiz gerektigini diisiiniiyorum.

Sunu demeye getiriyorum... Biz bir kitap ¢ikardik sevgili ¢aliyma arkadasim
Barig Terkoglu ile birlikte; Metastaz. Metastazda biz ne yazdik; Tiirkiye'nin
son U¢ dort yildir bahsettigi davalarin perde arkasinda neler yasandigini dile
getirdik. Cok gizli bilgiler mi bunlar? Hayur, degil. Cok biiyiik gazetecilik mi
yaptik? Hayir, bence yapmadik. Cok standart bir sey yaptik gittik, davalarin ek
dosyalarin baktik. Gittik bes alt1 tane kaynakla goriistiik. Evet, cok temel bir sey
ama, maalesef 15 Temmuzdan sonra iilkenin iizerine kurulan o korku kiltiira
meslektaslarimiz tizerinde de bir baski yaratiyor.

Biz bu kitab1 yazdigimizda birgok seyi goze aldik. Hapse atilabilir miyiz? Atila-
lim, ne yapalim. Vurulur muyuz? Ne yapalim! Ama eger biz bunu yapmasaydik,
biz bunlari bile bile igimize gomseydik ne olurdu? Ben ¢ocugumun yiiziine ra-
hat bakabilmek istiyorum, “ben senin igin, adil bir gelecekte yasaman i¢in bunu
yaptim” demek istiyorum, kamuoyuna kars1 sorumlulugumu yerine getirmek
istiyorum. Onun i¢in yazdik.

Ozetle: Evet, 6z denetim 6nemlidir. Evet gazetecilikte hukuka ¢agri da 6nemlidir.
Ama bahsettigim gibi; bence korka korka da olsa yazmaya devam etmek da ¢ok
6nemlidir. Yakin tarihi unutmamamiz gerektigini diisiinityorum. Biz bugiin bu
kadar baski altindaysak, bu kadar sorunlarla bogusuyorsak, bunun bugiiniin
meselesi olmadigini, 2000’lerin baglarindan beri gelen bir siirecin pargasi oldu-
gunu bilmemiz gerektigini digiiniiyorum.

Cok deneyimli gazetecileriz biz. Turkiyenin en Onemli, diinyanin en
onemli gazetecilerinden birisiyiz bence; ¢ilinkii ¢ok 6nemli olaylara taniklik
ediyoruz. Birbirimize cesaret vermemiz gerektigini diisinityorum.

104



PIGHADED
JOURNALIST STILL
WRITES, BUT IN FEAR
BARI§ PEHLIVAN

Baris PEHLIVAN (ODA TV Editorii)

Baris Pehlivan is a Turkish journalist and writer.
He is the editor of the Odatv website. After being
detained on 14 February 2011, he was jailed

in Silivri Prison for 19 months. His latest book,
which he wrote with colleague Baris Terkoglu,
Metastaz was just published.

One judge, a prosecutor and a police came and said;

”Look, I have one document in hand, saysso and so” It was a news
article they brought. ”The heading will be as such, print these sections in
bold, the news will be separated as here you see ;” all was dictated. Told me
what it was all about: “you know we had an operation the other day. Ar-
rested 3 journalists. We got some documents from the computers of those
journalists. Plans of a terrorist organization, of which we are fighting with
was discovered among these documents. They had written it. Among them
were war plans also; documents of how they would drag the country to
chaos. “Don’t you trust us? We are the police, prosecutor and judge of Tur-

» »

key. You will, as a journalist, will publish these.” "Of course, I will publish,
put headlines also. For months and months; I can influence the public” I said. I
agreed; I published, published and published!

I am Oda tv’s Editor in chief. In this speculation, which I summarized
here; I am not the one who took these documents and published; I am the

one who was arrested.

While I was in prison; this countries police, prosecutor and judge
handed fake documents to people, who call themselves “ journalist”,
for which I am ashamed to call them my colleagues. These documents
came out from my computer? You know what, yes they did. They were
from the computers of the office I work in? Yes they were. And on do-
cuments, looked like my ”internal correspondences” seemed like I was
narrating "how I draft news” OK then; had I written it?
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According to police yes; according to prosecutor yes; according to judge
yes. I was thrown to a cell for being a member of a terrorist organization.
As a Journalist I was locked at Silivri jail for 19 months. I tried to explain
that these documents were not mine; that these were fake; that the docu-
ments were produced by a gang in which the police, the judge and the pro-
secutor who accused me were members.

I fought very hard. Truth is revolutionary, facts pop out from earth; I belie-
ved in this.

Finally; our innocence was recognized and I was released from prison.

Now...

I am just a little section of this story.

My name does not matter at all. Why did I tell you this?

If we talk about an institution, such as self control in media, if we talk
about ethical problems of journalism; Turkey’s near past is a very impor-
tant laboratory. Past 12 years; starting from 2007 as of date, Turkey had to
face very hard and shocking media’ "problems.

These were shameful products of journalism.

Just remember; there was a newspaper called Taraf. This paper was esta-
blished to change the governing system of Turkey into a regime run by a
terror organization headed by Fettullah Giilen. It was famous for publi-
shing false documents; also famous for putting people to jail by it’s forgery
publications.

But unfortunately and very regretfully, the intellectuals and enlightened
people of the country supported that paper.

Me, a journalist in his 20s, as the editor-in- chief of Oda tv, I spent the first few
years of my journalism explaining and try to convince that Taraf newspaper’s falsi-
fied performance could not be named ‘journalism

No, the document they carry on the headline is fake; no, the mentioned event is a
lie; no, the witnesses are not telling the truth; No, there is a gang that includes the
police-prosecutor-judge of this country...

I continuously explained these...

The basic standards of journalism were not met!

We screamed; finally our efforts to meet the basic standards of journalism, we do-
cumented these; to keep us quiet, we were imprisoned. And later we are released...
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As of now Oda tv is still broadcasting; Taraf newspaper is shut down..

Turkey after the July 15th coup attempt recently started discussing what was
lived then. Any lesson taken? No, no lesson taken. But Odatv, the entity I am
heading has lived and experienced such things; finally became a very expe-
rienced, self-controlled strong publication body.

Look, when I work with my editors in a small room in my office, I try to esta-
blish equality. So, for example, I do not want a room of my own. We sit facing
each other. My news manager is right next to me also.

This has a purpose: Turkey, especially journalists; unfortunately, but regretfully
are very open to all sorts of manipulation, disinformation, poor management
and to traps and plots.

Especially for independent media trying to perform against the governing
body.

For this reason, in order to better achieve this self-control; I ask all my editors
saying, “friends, you must criticize the headlines I dictate, or any news that I
order as “do it”; you'll think on all my suggestions and if you find it necessary
not to agree with them; say so”... Because I can be mistaken, I'm only human.
We are running Oda tv with this understanding and collective mind.

So the headlines you see, the special news you receive is created by this collec-
tive mind.

For that, in my opinion, we have access to about 10 million phones and com-
puters per month. This is a huge and a very good number.

I didn’t work for the press previously. I worked for television and now I do In-
ternet publishing. I know what an editorial meeting is.

Here at Odatv; we manage whole working areas, the same system as of the edi-
torial board system.

So we have regular editorial meetings.

We are constantly discussing among us the in coming news, how to publish it
and the echoes the news might have.

In my news center; constantly everyone, but each and everyone knows what to
do; how the headline should be, who is working on which news, how to create
a spot. We could have lived a more relaxed and comfortable journalist life;

if we had lived in Finland and not in Turkey; but we are bound to this unfor-
tunately in Turkey. We Carry risk of the news we regularly handle; we are
threatened by death, we are threatened with ~ imprisonment again ~ back to
Silivri Prison.

Therefore, we the journalists, have to make sure our self-control.

We have to criticize each other, get ideas from each other.

107



Now look ...

The reality is different today to 2011, when we were sent to jail.

I wish to emphasize. Especially in the last three years, I erase an average of ten
news a week from the archive.

How does that happen?

Unfortunately, but regretfully, the Turkish courts today, with one complaint of
the person who's name is mentioned in the news, can remove the news, wit-
hout even reading the publication. 'The news being true, false etc. has no
importance.

I know I'm very presumptuous, but it is the reality. They do not read.

Let me give you an example; as known to people living in Turkey; there is per-
son named Adil Oksiiz; an important actor of the July 15th coup attempt. Adil
Oksiiz is currently a fugitive, who is thought to be abroad. Again there is a
businessman from the Kamer family.

I will talk about a topic, which is among the additional folders of the court case
of july 15th coup trial. This businessman Kamer and Adil Oksuz; fly to and
come back together from US, before July 15 coup attempt. Look, they are on
the same plane both ways .

Some how suspicious. We found this in the additional folders men-
tioned and made a headline.

”What is this? “ we asked.

Why, not even an interrogation of Kamer? We opened this to argument of pu-
blic opinion. We carried it to the headline and it was read by masses..

Now come and see what happens; after a very short while court issued a reso-
lution and the news was removed.

We were wondering how the hell such a court order be taken?

We have issued the document, which is obtained from the additional folder of
a legitimate court case. How can you remove it from the publication? We made
another headline questioning court’s decision.

It read:

“This news is removed by court decision; readers should know it”

Oh, yes ... This news was also taken off the air!

Not only that, this time an investigation started against me..

d by court decision; readers should know I

I sat against the prosecutor, I said;
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“Honorable Prosecutor, I was on the same plane as Adil Oksiiz! I flied to Ame-
rica with him and came back on the same flight. And I'm here now, what
would you do? You would arrest me?

Right or wrong?”

“What do you mean Mr.Baris? he uttered.

“The reason I'm here now for interrogation is because we wrote about a bu-
sinessman who did it; I am ashamed of being here for such a deed. There can
be no such a thing, it is nefarious "I rebelled.

The prosecutor was also surprised. May be because of my defense, perhaps due
to my comment “There can be no such thing, it is nefarious..” he decided not
to prosecute me and the case was not opened. But never the less; our news is
still not on the air!.

Now what I mean to say:

When we handle the news, we try to be so careful and critical...;

our news should not be banned, headlines must not create problem and must
include documents etc...

But it seems it's meaningless. In reality, it does not really matter how hard you
apply self-control, one way or other you face Turkey’s illegality. I think we
should be making more calls to improve the justice system. Because; that self-
control is no longer enough.

We prefer to write half of what we know. We have to think real deep on
what we write. I'm more comfortable being in Oda tv, but I know collea-
gues, who read five times while writing a letter and use much more erasers.

Now I get to say the following:

I think Turkey has a great value in terms of journalism, it’s a huge sea, excellent
abundant news, one can perform successful journalism. However, I think we
face such a risk...Yes, legal issues are nuisance; yes they are pushing us to a
corner, we are fired from our posts; we are under pressure, they are trying to
imprison us etc...

Those who know the recent history of Turkey will confirm; Isn't today the an-
niversary of Cetin Emeg's death? Anniversary of the massacre. Names such as;
Ugur Mumcu, Cetin Emeg, Abdi Ipekgi, Hrant Dink, Musa Anter lived here. I
think we should keep this tradition and keep up the flag.. As Mustafa Ekmekgi
once said; we must go on writing even if it is fearful; even if we are afraid.

109



What I am saying is; together with my dear colleague Baris Terkoglu, we wrote
a book: Metastaz. This book expose the
back stage of the last three or four years of Turkey .

Are these classified information? No, they are not.

Was this a great journalistic event? No, I don’t think so.

We did a very standard thing ; we dig out the additional files of the court case,
met with five or six sources.

Yes, it is a very basic and elementary; but unfortunately, after July 15th, the fear
factor established on the country pressured on our colleagues so much.

When we wrote this book, we were ready for many things. Could we go to
jail? Imprison?! Be it, Let's go, we can not help it. Can we get shot? So what
can we do about it?

But what would have happened, if we hadn't written this book and buried
all these inside? I wanted to be able to look at my child's eyes comfortably
and say “I did this for you to live in a fair future,, I want to fulfill my obli-
gations, responsibilities for the public. That is why we wrote it.

In summary:

Yes, self-control is important. Yes, call on law is also important in journalism.
But as I mentioned earlier; it is also very important to continue writing, even if
it is fearful; even if one is afraid to write. I think we should not forget our re-
cent history. If we are under so much pressure today, if we are struggling with
so many problems, I think we should know that this is not a matter of today
and that it is part of a process that has been coming since the early 2000s.

We are very well experienced journalists. I think we are one of the Turkey's and world’s
most important journalists; because we are witnessing very important events at
a difficult period in time.

I think we should encourage each other.

When we wrote this book, we were ready for many things. Could we go to

jail? Imprison?! Be it, Let's go, we can not help it. Can we get shot? So what
can we do about it?

But what would have happened, if we hadn't written this book and buried
all these inside? I wanted to be able to look at my child's eyes comfortably
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and say “I did this for you to live in a fair future,, I want to fulfill my obli-
gations, responsibilities for the public. That is why we wrote it.

In summary:

Yes, self-control is important. Yes, call on law is also important in journalism.
But as I mentioned earlier; it is also very important to continue writing, even if
it is fearful; even if one is afraid to write. I think we should not forget our re-
cent history. If we are under so much pressure today, if we are struggling with
so many problems, I think we should know that this is not a matter of today
and that it is part of a process that has been coming since the early 2000s.

We are very well experienced journalists. I think we are one of the Turkey's and world’s
most important journalists; because we are witnessing very important events at

a difficult period in time.

I think we should encourage each other.
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