( N JOURNAL OF MEDIA AND CULTURAL STUDIES ¥ ISTANBUL
4 BOYUT  mepva ve koLTOREL CALISMALAR DERGISI @ UNIVERSITY

4. Boyut Journal of Media and Cultural Studies - E-ISSN: 2822-6623
4. Boyut Medya ve Kiiltiirel Caligmalar Dergisi, Issue/Say1 24, 2024

Temadan...

Soylem ve Gergeklik Uzerine

Dil, aktarim saglamanin Otesinde diinyaya dair algilarimizi, beklentilerimizi ve
¢ikarimlarimizi da anlatir. Dilin bu niteligi, aktarilanin gercekligine, gercekle iliskisine ve
gergege dair anlamin ne olduguna iligkin ifadelerin insasini da olanakli kilar. Yani ¢evremizi
anlamlandirma ve bu anlamlar1 ifade etme bigcimlerimiz giinliik yasam pratiklerimizle birlikte
bizi ve diinyamizi goriiniir kilar. Buradan hareketle, dil araciligiyla gerceklestirdigimiz her
eylem, aslinda, toplumsal yagantimizla yakindan iligkilidir.

Dahast, dil ve toplumsal yagam bagintisi bizim kendimize ve dis diinyaya bakisimizi da
belirler. ideolojimiz, beyanlarimiz, diyaloglarimiz, atiflarimiz, neyi miizakereye agacagimiz,
bilgiyi nasil biriktirdigimiz, neyi hatirladigimiz, tavizlerimiz, drnek aldiklarimiz, gérmek
istemediklerimiz de tiim bu oriintii igerisinde gercege doniisiir. ..

Sosyal Baglamin Gergegi

Her birimiz dogdugumuz andan itibaren kiiltiirel kurallarimiz, toplumsal deger ve
normlarimizla ¢evrelenir; bu sosyal ¢evre icerisindeki statii iligkilerine uygun roller {istlenir,
iletisim kurariz. i¢inde bulundugumuz bu sarmalanmislik hali, diisiincelerimiz, hislerimiz
ve eylemlerimiz tizerinde de belirleyicidir. Ciinki iirettigimiz ya da 6grendigimiz her bir
sozciiglin anlami yine bu baglamla anlamlanmaktadir. S6zlerin sosyal baglamla anlamlanmast,
aslinda her bir fikrimiz, duygumuz ve yaptiklarimizla sosyal baglami gercege doniigtiirmemiz
demektir. Yaptiklarimiz ve ettiklerimizle kendi ger¢egimizi kurmamizdir. Bu nedenledir ki her
bir sdylemle aktarilan ancak o baglamin gergegi icerisinde manalidir.

Amprizim ve rasyonalizme meydan okuyan ve genel olarak ‘sosyal insaci’ olarak
tanimlanan (Burr, 1995) bu goriise gore, gergeklik, bireyin eylemlerinden bagimsiz degildir.
Belirli tarihi ve kiiltiirel ¢evrelerdeki insanlar arasi etkilesimlerin tiriiniidiir. Kendimize ve
diinya hakkindaki bilgimize, baz1 dis gercekliklerin gézlemlenmesi yoluyla degil, benligin
ve diinyanin nasil olmasi gerektigine dair kiiltiirel olarak mevcut anlayis yollar1 ve kiiltiirel
varsayimlar kullanilarak ulasilir. Gergegin saptanmasti, belirli 6zneler arasi, sosyal ve kiiltiirel
baglamlarda dogrulama, miizakere ve ikna siire¢lerini gerektiren 6zneler arasi bir basaridir
(Georgaca, 2000). Dolayisiyla soylemlerimiz bizden bagimsiz digsal gergekliklerimiz degildir.
Bizimle birlikte anlamlanir ve bizim toplumsal diinyamizda karsilik bulur. Bu bakimdan
Punch’mn (1999) da belirttigi gibi, evrende tekil bir séylem yoktur, gerceklik insanlar/kiiltiirler
tarafindan anlamlandirilir ve séylemin icinden ¢iktigi baglam kisilerin bulundugu sosyo-
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tarihsel matrixtir. Yani sdylemlerimiz, dil ile kurguladigimiz, sosyal baglamimiz igerisinde
anlamlandirarak toplumsal iliskilerimize tezahiir eden gergekligimizi insa etmektedir.

Toplumsal gergekligin dille insa edilebilmesi, dilin kapilarinin ardina kadar sosyal hayata
acilmasi anlamia gelmekte ve bu durum sdyleme isaret etmektedir (Bese & Baykara, 2019).
Bu bakimdan sdylem, sadece dilin yapist ve kullanimi hakkinda bilgi vermenin 6tesinde;
dili kullanan bireylerin zihinsel yapilanisina, olaylar1 ya da olgular1 anlamlandirma ve
birbirlerine aktarma bigimlerine dair de bilgi vermekte yani toplumsal yapinin kendine 6zgii
dokusuna iliskin agiklamalar da sunmaktadir. Tam bu noktadan hareketle, S6zen’in (2014: 9)
su sozlerini animsamak 6nemlidir:

“Hayat soylemlerdedir ve soylemlerle ger¢eklesir, bu nedenle de ¢cagimiz soylem ¢agidir

>

ve her soylem bir gerceklik insasidir.’
Dilin Sosyal Pratigi ve Gergeklik

Dil, diislincelerimizi ifade etme, ¢evremizdekilerle etkilesim ve iletisim kurmanin
birincil aracidir. Ancak bunun 6tesinde dil, hayati anlamlandirma bigimlerimiz iizerinde de
belirleyici bir rol iistlenir. Ciinkii dilin kullanim bi¢imleriyle anlamlandirilan dis diinyamiz,
bu diinyadaki eylemleri yerine getirme bigimlerimiz {izerinde etkili olarak toplumsal hareket
noktalarimizi ve yoniimiizii de tayin eder. Dilin Gstlendigi bu rol, sdylemlerimizle kendini
gosterir. Soylemler, sosyal ¢evremizle kurdugumuz birlikteligin baglamini bigimlendirir.
Boylelikle dil kendimizi ifade etme aracindan, eylemlerimizi hakli ¢ikarmak, sorumluluklar
atfetmek, diisiinceleri anlamlandirmak i¢in miicadeleye giristigimiz bir sosyal eylem alanina
gonlisir. ..

Fairclough (1989: 22) séylemi “foplumsal pratigin bir bi¢imi olarak dil”” seklinde ifade
eder. Bu ifadeyle, dilin toplumun bir pargasi olmakla birlikte, toplumsal bir siirece de karsilik
geldigini ve dahasi toplumun dilsel olmayan diger pargalariyla da séylemin kosullandirildigini
vurgular. van Dijk (1997: 2) ise sdylemi “toplumsal bir baglamda tamamlanmuy iletisimsel
bir etkinlik bigimi” olarak tanimlar. Yani s6ylemin toplumsal arka planina dikkat ¢ekerek, dil
aracilifiyla kendini gosterdiginin altini gizer.

Boylelikle 6nemli bir soru belirir...

Eger dil araciligiyla toplumsal pratiklerimizi anlamlandirip ger¢cegimiz kilabiliyorsak,
aslinda gergegimizi sekillendiren toplumsal iliskilerimizi diizenleyen egemen gii¢ tarafindan
iiretilen sdylemler degil midir?
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Soylem, bireysel bir faaliyet veya durumsal degiskenlerin bir yansimasi degil, dilin bir
sosyal pratik olarak kullanilmasidir. Bu ydniiyle sdylem, toplumsal deneyimi aktarmanin
otesinde toplumsal 6znelerin (6znelliklerin ve bununla baglantili kimliklerin), 6zneler
arasindaki iliskilerin ve var olduklari alanin olusturulmasinda oynadigi 6nemli rolii vurgular
(Purvis & Hunt, 1993). Yani bir metin olarak incelenebilen dilin her kullanim1 ya da dilin
sosyal pratigiyle 6znelerarasi iliskiler i¢inde kendine yer bulan her sdylemin ideolojik bir
eylem olarak anlagilmas1 gerekir.

Dahasi, sdylemin toplumsal bir pratik olduguna iliskin tanimlama, sdylemlerle olusan
olguyla onu olusturan durumlar, kurumlar ve toplumsal yapilar arasinda diyalektik bir iliski
oldugunu 6ngdrmek anlamina gelir. Yani sdylem toplumsal kurgulayici oldugu kadar toplum
tarafindan da sekillendirilir. Bu anlamda s6ylem, toplumsal a¢idan etkili bir ara¢ oldugu igin
dnemli giig iliskilerinin yaratilmasina da yol acar. Iste bu nedenledir ki sdylemsel pratiklerin
o6nemli ideolojik etkileri bulunur.

Séylemler, ideolojik bir yapiyla kusatilmistir. Ideolojilerin ifade edilmesinde ve
yeniden liretilmesinde 6nemli bir rol iistlenerek; ideolojilerin edinilmesini, pekistirilmesini,
degistirilmesini ve siirdiiriilmesini saglar (van Dijk, 2000). ideolojilerin gii¢ ve iktidar
iliskisinden beslenerek, dilin 6tesine gecer. Dolayistyla, ideoloji, dilden ziyade sdylemle
ilgilidir. Bu iliskiyi Eagleton (2015: 291) su satirlarla anlatir:

“Ideoloji, bir dil meselesinden ¢ok bir séylem meselesidir; anlamlandirma meselesi degil,
somut séylemsel etkiler yaratma meselesidir. Ideoloji, iktidarin belirli sozler iizerinde etkide
bulundugu ve kendisini onlar icine zimnen kaydettigi durumlari ifade eder...”

Ideolojiler, iiretilen séylemlerin temel belirleyicisidir. Hem “sdylem” hem de “ideoloji”,
iletisimsel pratikler vasitasiyla dolayimlanan toplumsal eylem alanmin geneliyle ilgili
aciklamalarda yer bulur. Ancak, “sdylem” bu pratiklerin i¢sel 6zelliklerine, 6zellikle dilsel
ve gostergesel boyutlarina odaklanirken; “ideoloji”, dikkatleri digsal boyutlara ¢eker ve
yasanmis tecriibenin, temelde ondan ayristirilabilen ¢ikar ve konum nosyonlariyla nasil
baglantilandigina odaklanmamizi saglar. Ideolojiler, sdylemler aracilifiyla toplumsal
bilisimizi sekillendirir; bdylelikle bizi digerlerinden ayirir, farklilagtirir. Bu bilis, dil ve
diger isaret sistemleri vasitastyla ortaya ¢ikar, bireyler ve kurumlar arasinda iletilir ve belki
de en onemlisi, fark yaratir. Diger bir ifadeyle, bireylerin toplumsal diinyay1 kavrama ve
anlamlandirma bigimleri eylemlerinin ve eylemsizliklerinin yonii ve niteligini etkiler (Purvis
& Hunt, 1993). Ayni toplumsal bilisin devamliligi, grup iiyelerinin ideolojilerini 6grenmek,
ogretmek, onaylamak, dile getirmek, diger grup iiyelerine aktarmak kullandiklar1 s6ylemler
araciligiyla saglanir. Hatta Oyle ki birey, toplumsallasma siirecinde, ait oldugu toplulugun
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ideolojisini sdylem araciligiyla, paylasilan toplumsal temsiller sayesinde igsellestirirken
iirettigi her sdylemde ayni toplumsal temsilleri grup igi iiyeleriyle iletisim kurabilmek i¢in
yeniden iiretir ve dig grup iiyelerine karsi tartisma, savunma ve mesrulastirma baglaminda
yine sdylem araciligiyla bu temsilleri savunur ve siirdiiriilmesini saglar (Yagcioglu; 2002).
Tiim bunlar, grup tiyeleri tarafindan ortaklasa paylasilan biz olma halini ortaya ¢ikardig: gibi
paylasilan ideoloji, bireylerin konusmalarini ve yarattiklar: metinleri de etkiler.

Bu nedenledir ki soylemi irdelemek, biiriindiikleri ideolojik yapinin desifresiyle i¢inde
nelerin gizlendigini anlamak ve gercegin hangi temeller iizerine insa edildigini ortaya koymak
bakimindan 6nem arz eder. Boyle bir anlayisin gelistirilebilmesi, dil kullanima bagli olarak
ortaya ¢ikan gii¢ iliskilerinin anlasilmasinin 6tesinde bu iligkiler disinda kalanlarin da agiga
¢ikarilmasint mimkiin kilar.

Dog. Dr. Derya GUL UNLU
Section Editor
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From the theme...

On Discourse and Reality

Beyond providing transmission, language also expresses our perceptions, expectations
and inferences about the world. This feature of language also makes it possible to construct
expressions regarding the reality of what is conveyed, its relationship with reality, and what
the meaning of reality is. In other words, the ways we make sense of our environment and
express these meanings, together with our daily life practices, make us and our world visible.
From this point of view, every action we perform through language is actually closely related
to our social life.

Moreover, the relationship between language and social life determines our view of
ourselves and the outside world. Our ideology, our statements, our dialogues, our references,
what we will discuss, how we accumulate information, what we remember, our concessions,
what we take as an example, what we do not want to see become reality within this pattern...

The Reality of Social Context

Each of us is surrounded by our cultural rules, social values and norms from the moment
we are born, we assume roles and communicate in accordance with the status relations within
this social environment. This state of entanglement we are in also determines our thoughts,
feelings and actions. Because the meaning of every word we produce or learn is determined
by this context. Giving meaning to words through social context means that we actually
turn the social context into reality with each of our ideas, feelings and actions. It is about
establishing our own reality with what we do. For this reason, what is conveyed by each
discourse is meaningful only within the reality of that context.

According to this view, which challenges empiricism and rationalism and is generally
described as ‘social constructionist’ (Burr, 1995), reality is not independent of the actions of
the individual. It is the product of interactions between people in specific historical and cultural
environments. Our knowledge of ourselves and the world is achieved not through observation
of some external reality, but through the use of culturally available ways of understanding and
cultural assumptions about what the self and the world should be like. Establishing truth is an
intersubjective achievement that requires processes of verification, negotiation and persuasion
in specific intersubjective, social and cultural contexts (Georgaca, 2000). Therefore, our
discourses are not our external realities independent of us. They have meaning with us and find
their response in our social world. In this respect, as Punch (1999) states, there is no singular
discourse in the universe, reality is given meaning by people/cultures, and the context from
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which the discourse emerges is the socio-historical matrix in which people exist. In other words,
our discourses construct our reality, which we construct through language, give meaning to
within our social context, and manifest in our social relations.

Being able to construct social reality through language means opening the doors of
language to social life, and this indicates discourse (Bese & Baykara, 2019). In this respect,
discourse goes beyond just providing information about the structure and use of language,
it also provides information about the mental structure of individuals using the language,
the way they interpret events or facts and convey them to each other, that is, it also offers
explanations about the unique texture of the social structure. Starting from this point, it is
important to remember the following words of S6zen (2014: 9):

“Life is in discourses and takes place through discourses; therefore, our age is the age of
discourse, and every discourse is a construction of reality.”

Social Practice of Language and Reality

Language is the primary means of expressing our thoughts, interacting and communicating
with those around us. But beyond this, language also plays a decisive role in the ways we
make sense of life. Because our external world, which is given meaning by the way language
is used, determines our social action points and direction by influencing the ways we carry out
our actions in this world. This role played by language manifests itself through our discourses.
Discourses shape the context of the unity we establish with our social environment. Thus,
language transforms from a means of expressing ourselves into a field of social action where
we struggle to justify our actions, assign responsibilities, make sense of thoughts...

Fairclough (1989: 22) defines discourse as “language as a form of social practice”. With
this statement, he emphasises that although language is a part of society, it also corresponds
to a social process and, moreover, discourse is conditioned by other non-linguistic parts of
society. van Dijk (1997: 2) defines discourse as “a form of communicative activity completed
in a social context”. In other words, it draws attention to the social background of discourse
and underlines that it manifests itself through language.

Thus, an important question arises...

If we can make sense of our social practices and make them our reality through language,
isn’t it the discourses produced by the dominant power that regulates our social relations that
shape our reality?

Discourse is the use of language as a social practice, not an individual activity or
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a reflection of situational variables. In this respect, beyond conveying social experience,
discourse emphasises the important role played by social subjects (subjectivities and related
identities), relations between subjects, and the creation of the field in which they exist (Purvis
& Hunt, 1993). In other words, every use of language that can be examined as a text or every
discourse that finds a place in intersubjective relations with the social practice of language
must be understood as an ideological action.

Moreover, the definition that discourse is a social practice means foreseeing that there is
a dialectical relationship between the phenomenon formed by discourses and the situations,
institutions and social structures that constitute it. In other words, discourse is shaped by
society as much as it is socially constructed. In this sense, since discourse is a socially
effective tool, it also leads to the creation of important power relations. This is why discursive
practices have important ideological effects.

Discourses are surrounded by an ideological structure. It plays an important role in the
expression and reproduction of ideologies, ensuring the acquisition, reinforcement, change
and maintenance of ideologies (van Dijk, 2000). It goes beyond language, nourished by
the power and power relations of ideologies. Thus, ideology is about discourse rather than
language. Eagleton (2015: 291) describes this relationship with the following lines:

“Ideology is a matter of discourse rather than a matter of language, a matter of producing
concrete discursive effects, not of making sense. Ildeology refers to situations in which power
acts on certain words and implicitly inscribes itself within them.’

>

Ideologies are the main determinants of the discourses produced. Both “discourse” and
“ideology” find a place in explanations of the general field of social action mediated through
communicative practices. However, while “discourse” focuses on the internal features of these
practices, especially their linguistic and semiotic dimensions, “ideology” draws attention to
the external dimensions and allows us to focus on how lived experience is connected to
notions of interest and position that can be fundamentally separated from it. Ideologies shape
our social cognition through discourses, thus distinguishing us from others. This cognition
emerges through language and other sign systems, is communicated between individuals
and institutions, and, perhaps most importantly, makes a difference. In other words, the way
individuals comprehend and make sense of the social world affects the direction and quality of
their actions and inactions (Purvis & Hunt, 1993). The continuity of the same social cognition
is ensured through the discourses used by group members to learn, teach, approve, express
and transfer their ideologies to other group members. In fact, in the process of socialisation,
while the individual internalises the ideology of the community to which he/she belongs
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through discourse, thanks to shared social representations, he/she reproduces the same social
representations in every discourse he/she produces in order to communicate with in-group
members, and uses these representations again through discourse in the context of discussing,
defending and legitimising against out-group members (Yagcioglu; 2002). While all of these
reveal the state of being we are that is shared by group members, the shared ideology also
affects the speech of individuals and the texts they create.

For this reason, examining the discourse is important in terms of understanding what is
hidden in it by deciphering the ideological structure they take on and revealing the foundations
on which the truth is built. Developing such an understanding makes it possible not only to
understand the power relations that arise due to language use, but also to reveal those outside
of these relations.

Assoc. Dr. Derya GUL UNLU
Section Editor
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