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Oz
Bu arastirma, nefret sdyleminin zararlarini ve tehlikelerini birinci
bir baslikta (nefret soylemi: psikolojik imha ve itibar kaybi)
inceleyerek cagdas toplumlarin ve iilkelerin dini nefret sdylemi ile
miicadelede karsilagtiklari en 6nemli zorluklar1 ele almaktadir.
Daha sonra dini nefret konusunu ikinci bir bashk {izerinden (dini
nefret: olaganiistii hal durumundaki dinler) ve (a- kisisel bir
baglilik olarak dini mensubiyet ve b- kiiltiirel bir kimlik olarak dini
mensubiyet) arasindaki ayrim lizerinden analiz edilmistir.
Ardindan iglincii bir bashkta nefret sOyleminin yasal algisi
sunulmustur: (nefret séylemi ve yasal caydiricilik: pasif nefret ve
aktif nefret). Ayrica dini nefret sdyleminin hukuki cercevesi
dordiincii bir baslikta (nefret séylemi ve ifade 6zgiirliigii: ¢iiriik
gerekgeler ve agik suiistimal) ifade 6zgiirliigii konusuna baglanarak
incelenmistir. Besinci baslikta, medyada Arap Bahar1 olarak
bilinen siirecte Arap diinyasinin gegirdigi asamada nefret sdylemi
teshis edilmistir. Altinct  konuda ise; nefret sOylemiyle
yiizlesmenin, dini nefret sdylemini tedavi etmenin ve bunlarla
miicadele etmenin yollar1 Onerilmis, 6zel olarak da anti-nefret
sOylemi tiretimi konusuna deginilmistir.
Anahtar Kelimeler: Nefret soylemi, haysiyet, ifade 6zgiirligi,
nefret soylemi kargithigi.



Hate Speech: Challenges and Ways of Confrontation/ 4ea) sall Jils g clidaill :dua) <U Cllaa

Abstract

This research deals with the most important challenges that contemporary societies and countries face in their
struggle against religious hate speech, by dissecting the harms and dangers of hate speech within the first topic (hate
speech: psychological genocide and a waste of dignity), then analyzing the issue of religious hatred through a second
topic (religious hatred: religions in a state of emergency) and the distinction between (a- religious affiliation as a
personal commitment and b- religious affiliation as a cultural identity), after which we presented the legal perception
of hate speech in a third topic: (hate speech and legal deterrence: passive hatred and active hatred), and we also
analyzed the human rights framework of the religious hatred discourse by linking it to the issue of freedom of
expression within a fourth topic (hate speech and freedom of expression: flimsy justifications and open abuse). In a
fifth topic, we diagnosed hate speech at the stage that the Arab world went through during what was known in the
media as the Arab Spring. In the sixth topic, we suggested ways to confront hate speech and treat and combat
religious hate speech, in particular in what we have called: the manufacture of anti-hate speech.

Keywords: Hate speech, dignity, freedom of expression, anti-hate speech.

Extended Abstract

The return of the issue of religion, in a more interactive way, to the forefront of public
and media discussions, especially after the escalation of terrorist attacks in the name of
religions, made it a fertile ground for hate battles. Criticism of religious thought turned into
incitement to hatred of adherents of religions, which led to an increase in attacks, violence
and counter-violence in an unfinished path of revenge and revenge. Rather, what is more
dangerous is that these mutual attacks and their perpetrators have turned into models for
leading public opinion due to the tremendous potential for interaction provided by social
media as long-term launch platforms for the lethal weapon of hate speech. What are the
challenges faced by efforts to combat religious hate speech, and what are the ways to confront
this speech?

This research deals with the most important challenges that contemporary societies and
countries face in their struggle against religious hate speech, by dissecting the harms and
dangers of hate speech within the first topic (hate speech: psychological genocide and a waste
of dignity), then analyzing the issue of religious hatred through a second topic (Religious
hatred: religions in a state of emergency) and the distinction between (a- religious affiliation
as a personal commitment: Religious affiliation, in the context of personal commitment,
transforms the general values of religion into a project of public life, and thus it is subject to
the reactions generated by the interactive society movement between its various and even
contradictory components; and b- religious affiliation as a cultural identity: Religious
affiliation transforms, through social practice, into a closed circle of shared perceptions and
unified ways of life that reflect the individual's attachment to the religious group with the
bond of belief. This is what we call cultural identity, which in turn becomes a protection
factor for its adherents and a distinguishing characteristic for them, and accordingly hate
speech attacks the defensive line of the cultural identity of religion, considering it to be a
cause of the behaviors and characteristics that provoke hatred).

After which we presented the legal perception of hate speech in a third topic: (hate speech
and legal deterrence: passive hatred and active hatred: The legal framing of hate speech faces
a very complex problem, because describing this speech as a crime requires that it have the
elements and conditions that the law considers to be a cause of condemnation and punishment
or prohibitions, in addition to assessing the material and moral damages that it inflicts on
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individuals, and this is what makes agreement on a unified international law about banning
hate speech is tough), and we also analyzed the human rights framework for a religious hatred
discourse by linking it to the issue of freedom of expression within a fourth topic (hate speech
and freedom of expression: flimsy justifications and open abuse): Freedom of expression is
considered as one of the most important human gains important to the development of
democratic societies and states in the direction of protecting basic human rights. However,
the concept of freedom of expression itself poses a dilemma with regard to hate speech: Is
hate speech considered a facet of freedom of expression and therefore is not legally
questioned? Or is it immoral and can be considered a crime committed through abuse of the
right to free expression? To answer this problem, we can identify two opposing sides about
hate speech and its relationship to freedom of expression: a- hate speech as freedom of
expression: (Eric Barendt's justifications), b- hate speech as the abuse of freedom
Expression). In a fifth topic, Hate Speech in the Arab World: The Case of the Arab Spring.
We diagnosed hate speech at the stage that the Arab world went through during what was
known in the media as the Arab Spring, which is an unprecedented stage of political and
social division, because the transition process from political regimes has long lived (for
example: Egypt, Libya, Tunisia, Yemen ...) to other regimes that challenge the pressures of
the street and civil forces in the Arab society, which is divided by different religious and
cultural ideas and tendencies, was a difficult and convulsive process, both politically and in
the media. In the sixth topic, we suggested ways to confront hate speech and treat and combat
religious hate speech, in particular in what we have called: the manufacture of anti-hate
speech: Legal antagonists: Towards the establishment of an "international observatory to
combat hate speech." Human rights antagonists: the moralization of the right to freedom of
expression (the principle of recognition and the principle of respect). Religious antagonisms:
dismantling the strongholds of "sacred" terror.

In the conclusion of the research, we talked about the devil of hate being chained up by
presenting the concept of "friendship" as a panacea for the treatment of the disease of hate
speech that plagues the body of modernity itself from the inside.
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