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ABSTRACT 
 

Benevolent sex)sm )s well establ)shed as an att)tud)nal construct, yet )ts d)scurs)ve operat)on )n conservat)ve non-
Western leg)slatures rema)ns underexam)ned. Address)ng th)s gap, the study exam)nes paternal)st)c and motherhood-
based d)scourse )n the Turk)sh Grand Nat)onal Assembly, where women’s numer)cal presence has not necessar)ly 
translated )nto recogn)t)on as autonomous pol)t)cal actors. Us)ng corpus-ass)sted fem)n)st cr)t)cal d)scourse analys)s, 
)t analyses 97 plenary speeches from the 28th leg)slat)ve term (2023-2024), totall)ng approx)mately 156,000 words. 
The study )dent)f)ed 55 d)scourse segments conta)n)ng 847 coded )nstances of paternal)st)c and motherhood-based 
representat)on. Protect)ve paternal)sm, motherhood glor)f)cat)on, and sacred domest)c)ty emerged as )nterlock)ng 
strateg)es. Together, they ass)gn agency to men and the state wh)le cast)ng women as vulnerable dependents and 
def)n)ng them through care, sacr)f)ce, and morally valued domest)c roles. Cruc)ally, the pattern recurs both w)th)n 
debates on women’s r)ghts and v)olence aga)nst women and across pol)cy doma)ns w)thout a formal gender focus. 
Apparently respectful language thus pos)t)ons women as protected objects and constra)ns the)r pol)t)cal agency. The 
study extends Amb)valent Sex)sm Theory beyond att)tud)nal measurement by demonstrat)ng how benevolent sex)sm )s 
l)ngu)st)cally enacted and )nst)tut)onally reproduced. Its corpus-ass)sted procedure offers a repl)cable means of 
trac)ng th)s process. The f)nd)ngs )nd)cate that substant)ve gender equal)ty requ)res attent)on to parl)amentary 
language as well as women’s numer)cal representat)on. 
 
Keywords: Parl)amentary d)scourse; paternal)sm; motherhood-based d)scourse; benevolent sex)sm; Turk)sh pol)t)cs  

 
ABSTRAK 

 
Seksisme baik (benevolent) telah lama dikenal pasti sebagai suatu konstruk bagi menghuraikan sikap. Namun 
pengoperasiannya melalui wacana dalam badan perundangan konservatif bukan Barat masih kurang diteliti. Bagi 
mengisi jurang ini, kajian ini meneliti wacana paternalistik dan berasaskan keibuan dalam Perhimpunan Agung 
Kebangsaan Turkiye, iaitu sebuah institusi yang menyaksikan peningkatan jumlah wanita tetapi tidak semestinya 
mengiktiraf mereka sebagai aktor politik yang berautonomi. Dengan menggunakan analisis wacana kritis feminis 
berbantukan korpus, kajian ini menganalisis 97 ucapan pleno daripada penggal perundangan ke-28 (2023–2024), 
yang berjumlah kira-kira 156,000 patah perkataan. Kajian ini mengenal pasti 55 segmen wacana yang mengandungi 
847 contoh berkod berkaitan representasi paternalistik dan berasaskan keibuan. Paternalisme protektif, pengagungan 
keibuan dan kesucian ruang domestik muncul sebagai strategi yang saling berkait. Strategi ini memberikan agensi 
kepada lelaki dan negara, sementara wanita digambarkan sebagai golongan yang lemah serta ditakrifkan melalui 
penjagaan, pengorbanan dan peranan domestik yang dipandang mulia dari segi moral. Pola ini berulang bukan 
sahaja dalam perbahasan tentang hak wanita dan keganasan terhadap wanita, tetapi juga merentasi bidang dasar 
yang tidak memberikan tumpuan khusus kepada isu gender. Oleh itu, bahasa yang kelihatan menghormati wanita 
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sebenarnya meletakkan mereka sebagai objek yang perlu dilindungi dan mengehadkan agensi politik mereka. Kajian 
ini memperluas Teori Seksisme Ambivalen melangkaui pengukuran sikap dengan menunjukkan cara seksisme baik 
yang direalisasikan melalui bahasa dan diterbitkan semula oleh institusi. Prosedur berbantukan korpus yang 
digunakan menawarkan kaedah yang boleh direplikasi. Dapatan kajian menunjukkan bahawa kesaksamaan gender 
yang substantif memerlukan perhatian terhadap bahasa parlimen, selain representasi Wanita yang numerik. 
 
Kata kunci: Wacana parlimen; paternalisme; wacana berasaskan keibuan; seksisme benevolen; politik Turkiye 

 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 
Parl.aments are central .nst.tut.onal arenas where pol.t.cal author.ty, soc.al norms, and collect.ve 
.dent.t.es are produced and leg.t.m.sed through d.scourse (Fa.rclough, 2013). The l.ngu.st.c 
cho.ces made .n pol.t.cal speeches are adapted strateg.cally to the.r soc.o-pol.t.cal context 
(Haroon, Abdul Rah.m, Bas.r, & Zub.r, 2020; Nors.mah et al., 2021). In these sett.ngs, forms of 
address reflect and act.vely construct .nst.tut.onal power relat.ons and pol.t.cal .dent.t.es (Ch.lton, 
2004; Dayang Sar.ah, Kesumawat., & Nors.mah, 2020). 

In the Turk.sh Grand Nat.onal Assembly (TBMM), the grow.ng numer.cal presence of 
women has not necessar.ly translated .nto the.r recogn.t.on as pol.t.cal actors .n d.scourse. In 
parl.amentary debates, women are frequently constructed as dependent subjects .n need of 
protect.on and moral regulat.on, wh.le the.r portrayal as agents of pol.t.cal dec.s.on-mak.ng 
rema.ns l.m.ted. Th.s study asks whether and how such benevolent fram.ngs, desp.te the.r 
respectful appearance, work as forms of symbol.c subord.nat.on. Exam.n.ng th.s dynam.c matters 
for understand.ng how subord.nat.on operates .n conservat.ve, non-Western parl.amentary 
contexts.  

As the central leg.slat.ve .nst.tut.on of the Turk.sh Republ.c, the Turk.sh Grand Nat.onal 
Assembly (TBMM) plays a dec.s.ve role .n def.n.ng pol.t.cal leg.t.macy, nat.onal .dent.ty, and 
soc.al order. Recent debates on fam.ly pol.cy, al.mony reform, and women's employment have 
made gender a recurr.ng ax.s of parl.amentary content.on, and th.s makes the way women are 
pos.t.oned .n such d.scourse espec.ally s.gn.f.cant. Desp.te the formal expans.on of women's 
representat.on, female parl.amentar.ans rema.n numer.cally underrepresented and, as pr.or 
research argues, symbol.cally marg.nal.sed .n leg.slat.ve d.scourse (Budak & Aldem.r, 2025). The 
same pattern has been documented .n other parl.amentary systems, where a greater presence of 
women does not translate .nto d.scurs.ve equal.ty or pol.t.cal author.ty (Il.e, 2018; Che Abdul 
Rahman, 2024). These representat.ons matter because they shape how women are pos.t.oned 
w.th.n the pol.t.cal and soc.al .mag.nat.on (Shaw, 2006). Corpus-ass.sted d.scourse stud.es show 
how recurrent lex.cal patterns and d.scurs.ve structures help reproduce soc.al .nequal.t.es across 
.nst.tut.onal sett.ngs, .nclud.ng gendered language .n parl.aments (Alkhammash, 2020; Baker et 
al., 2008; Haroon, Abdul Rah.m, Bas.r, & Zub.r, 2020; Che Abdul Rahman, 2024; Wang et al., 
2025). Earl.er research documented overtly host.le sex.sm, such as .nterrupt.ons, tr.v.al.sat.on, and 
remarks about phys.cal appearance (Il.e, 2018). Contemporary pol.t.cal d.scourse .ncreas.ngly 
rel.es on subtler mechan.sms that appear respectful, .nclud.ng benevolent fram.ng, moral.sat.on, 
and protect.ve rhetor.c, but st.ll constra.n women's agency (Gl.ck & F.ske, 2001). Across d.fferent 
nat.onal sett.ngs, these ostens.bly support.ve representat.ons have been shown to work as effect.ve 
mechan.sms of subord.nat.on (Haroon et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2025; Che Abdul Rahman, 2024; 
Edam et al., 2024). Yet how women are pos.t.oned through d.scourse .n the TBMM rema.ns under-
analysed, espec.ally how benevolent, paternal.st.c fram.ngs become rout.ne features of 
parl.amentary language.  
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Scholarsh.p on gender and pol.t.cal d.scourse .n Turkey has grown, but .t has tended to 
focus e.ther on expl.c.t sex.st express.ons .n med.a and publ.c debate (Akser & Baybars-Hawks, 
2012) or on pol.cy outcomes related to women's r.ghts. Less attent.on has been pa.d to the 
d.scurs.ve mechan.sms w.th.n parl.amentary language .tself, through wh.ch women are 
repos.t.oned from pol.t.cal subjects to protected objects. Cross-nat.onal corpus stud.es have 
exam.ned gendered language .n parl.aments (Wang et al., 2025; Che Abdul Rahman, 2024), yet 
l.ttle work has appl.ed corpus-.nformed fem.n.st cr.t.cal d.scourse analys.s to Turk.sh 
parl.amentary debates. The Turk.sh sett.ng warrants separate .nvest.gat.on because benevolent 
sex.sm here .s art.culated through a fus.on of rel.g.ous and nat.onal.st author.ty that .s largely 
absent from the Malays.an, Ch.nese, and Br.t.sh contexts stud.ed elsewhere. Address.ng th.s gap 
.s .mportant for understand.ng how paternal.st.c and motherhood-based d.scourse constra.ns 
women's pol.t.cal subject.v.ty .n conservat.ve, non-Western contexts.  

 
 

THE CURRENT STUDY 
 

Th.s study exam.nes how paternal.st.c and motherhood-based strateg.es are used .n Turk.sh 
parl.amentary debates to repos.t.on women from pol.t.cal subjects to protected objects. 
Parl.amentary d.scourse on women .s not un.form. It also .ncludes an expl.c.t d.scourse of r.ghts, 
equal.ty, and oppos.t.on to v.olence aga.nst women. The study does not cla.m that protect.ve 
fram.ng exhausts th.s d.scourse. It .solates the benevolent, paternal.st.c strand and asks how that 
fram.ng pos.t.ons women as objects of care rather than as pol.t.cal agents. Draw.ng on corpus-
.nformed fem.n.st cr.t.cal d.scourse analys.s of 97 parl.amentary speeches from the 28th leg.slat.ve 
term of the Turk.sh Grand Nat.onal Assembly (2023-2024), .t addresses the follow.ng research 
quest.ons:  
 

1. How are paternal.st.c d.scurs.ve strateg.es deployed .n Turk.sh parl.amentary debates to 
pos.t.on women as dependent subjects requ.r.ng male protect.on?  

2. How .s motherhood-based d.scourse mob.l.sed to natural.se women's assoc.at.on w.th care 
and sacr.f.ce, thereby constra.n.ng the.r representat.on as autonomous pol.t.cal actors?  

3. What do these d.scurs.ve strateg.es suggest about the construct.on of women's pol.t.cal 
agency and substant.ve representat.on .n the Turk.sh parl.amentary context?  
 
The art.cle f.rst outl.nes the theoret.cal framework on benevolent sex.sm and .ts 

.nst.tut.onal forms, then presents the corpus and analyt.cal procedures, reports f.nd.ngs organ.sed 
around three d.scurs.ve strateg.es, and closes w.th .mpl.cat.ons for gender-sens.t.ve parl.amentary 
del.berat.on and leg.slat.ve language reform. 

By answer.ng these quest.ons, the art.cle contr.butes to fem.n.st scholarsh.p on pol.t.cal 
language .n three ways. F.rst, .t shows how .nst.tut.onal d.scourse reproduces gendered power 
relat.ons .n a non-Western conservat.ve parl.ament where formal comm.tments to gender equal.ty 
coex.st w.th d.scurs.ve marg.nal.sat.on. Second, .t shows that corpus-ass.sted methods can reveal 
systemat.c patterns of benevolent sex.sm that qual.tat.ve analys.s alone m.ght m.ss. Th.rd, .t 
extends our understand.ng of how paternal.sm and motherhood d.scourse work together as 
mechan.sms of symbol.c exclus.on .n pol.t.cal .nst.tut.ons. 
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To conceptual.se these mechan.sms, the study draws on benevolent sex.sm theory and on 
.ts two ma.n .nst.tut.onal carr.ers .n pol.t.cal d.scourse, paternal.sm and motherhood-based 
fram.ng.  

 
 
 

LITERATURE REVIEW 
 

The Amb.valent Sex.sm Inventory developed by Gl.ck and F.ske (2001) d.st.ngu.shes between 
host.le and benevolent sex.sm. Host.le sex.sm takes the form of overtly negat.ve evaluat.ons, 
whereas benevolent sex.sm works through seem.ngly pos.t.ve but patron.s.ng representat.ons that 
pos.t.on women as objects requ.r.ng protect.on, care, and moral guard.ansh.p. Because benevolent 
sex.sm .s framed as concern rather than exclus.on, .t escapes cr.t.cal scrut.ny and settles .nto 
.nst.tut.onal language (Barreto & Ellemers, 2005), espec.ally .n conservat.ve pol.t.cal sett.ngs 
where gender equal.ty .s endorsed rhetor.cally yet underm.ned structurally (Hamad et al., 2022). 
The scholarsh.p .s d.v.ded on how constra.n.ng these fram.ngs are. One l.ne of work treats 
protect.on and motherhood d.scourse as .nherently subord.nat.ng, and shows that even ostens.bly 
progress.ve actors reproduce exclus.onary h.erarch.es through moral.sed and protect.ve fram.ngs 
(Jackman, 1994). A second l.ne contests th.s, argu.ng that women can mob.l.se the same fram.ngs 
strateg.cally as sources of leg.t.macy, vo.ce, and pol.t.cal author.ty (Ch.lds, 2000; Glapka, 2025; 
Kand.yot., 1991). Th.s debate rema.ns unresolved, s.nce the effect of such fram.ngs appears to 
depend on who art.culates them and .n what .nst.tut.onal sett.ng. Th.s study foregrounds the 
constra.n.ng d.mens.on wh.le recogn.s.ng th.s more amb.valent potent.al. 

Paternal.sm .s a central mechan.sm through wh.ch benevolent sex.sm becomes 
.nst.tut.onal.sed. Paternal.st.c d.scourse presents male-dom.nated pol.t.cal author.ty as a set of 
guard.ans respons.ble for protect.ng vulnerable groups, part.cularly women and ch.ldren 
(Jackman, 1994). It pos.t.ons women as dependents whose part.c.pat.on .s med.ated through male 
overs.ght, not as autonomous pol.t.cal subjects. Th.s creates a systemat.c asymmetry of agency .n 
wh.ch men appear as act.ve protectors and women as pass.ve rec.p.ents (Baxter, 2000). The result 
.s a h.erarchy of gender relat.ons that .s ma.nta.ned under an appearance of moral respons.b.l.ty 
(Stopfner, 2018). 

Closely .ntertw.ned w.th paternal.sm .s the .deal.sat.on of motherhood as a central 
organ.s.ng pr.nc.ple of women's soc.al and pol.t.cal .dent.ty. Motherhood d.scourse natural.ses 
women's assoc.at.on w.th care, sacr.f.ce, and domest.c labour, and th.s l.m.ts the.r representat.on 
as autonomous pol.t.cal subjects (R.ch, 1976). In conservat.ve pol.t.cal contexts, motherhood often 
carr.es rel.g.ous and nat.onal.st s.gn.f.cance, pos.t.on.ng women pr.mar.ly as reproducers of the 
nat.on and moral educators of future generat.ons (Kand.yot., 1991). Cross-nat.onal corpus stud.es 
cons.stently show that women are assoc.ated w.th reproduct.on and care work, wh.le men are 
largely absent from d.scuss.ons of ch.ldbear.ng and domest.c respons.b.l.ty (Wang et al., 2025; 
Che Abdul Rahman, 2024). What rema.ns less settled .s whether th.s assoc.at.on .s pr.mar.ly 
econom.c, as .n the fam.ly-plann.ng d.scourse Wang et al. (2025) analyse, or moral and 
c.v.l.sat.onal, as Turk.sh state d.scourse suggests .n pos.t.on.ng women as mothers of the nat.on 
and valu.ng the.r b.olog.cal and moral labour over pol.t.cal leadersh.p (Arat, 1994). The present 
study addresses that quest.on for the Turk.sh case. 
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METHOD 
 

MATERIAL 
 

The sampl.ng frame compr.sed all plenary sess.on transcr.pts of the second leg.slat.ve year of the 
28th leg.slat.ve term of the Turk.sh Grand Nat.onal Assembly (TBMM), cover.ng October 2023 
to October 2024 (N = 117 sess.ons), all of wh.ch were read .n full. Speech transcr.pts were obta.ned 
from the off.c.al TBMM parl.amentary records system (tbmm.gov.tr) between November 2024 
and January 2025. The un.t of analys.s was the .nd.v.dual speech del.vered by a member dur.ng 
these sess.ons. Cand.date mater.al was .dent.f.ed through close read.ng rather than automated 
keyword retr.eval, and 110 speeches met the .nclus.on cr.ter.on. A speech qual.f.ed as a cand.date 
when .t conta.ned at least one expl.c.t .nstance .n wh.ch women were represented through 
protect.ve, paternal.st.c, or motherhood-based fram.ng, by pos.t.on.ng women as objects of 
protect.on or guard.ansh.p, by def.n.ng womanhood pr.mar.ly through maternal, careg.v.ng, or 
domest.c roles, or by endow.ng these roles w.th rel.g.ous or nat.onal.st s.gn.f.cance. Speeches w.th 
no such representat.on were not reta.ned, and th.s rule was appl.ed cons.stently across both debate 
strata. Th.s purpos.ve .dent.f.cat.on pr.or.t.ses analyt.cal relevance over stat.st.cal 
representat.veness, and the frequenc.es reported below are treated as descr.pt.ve of the analysed 
mater.al. The cand.date speeches were del.vered by male and female members from several 
parl.amentary part.es. Cons.stent w.th the purpos.ve, qual.tat.ve des.gn, speeches were not 
sampled to ach.eve proport.onal representat.on by gender or party. All speeches that met the 
.nclus.on cr.ter.on were reta.ned. 

The analys.s focused on speeches del.vered .n two parl.amentary contexts. The f.rst 
compr.sed speeches on expl.c.tly gender-related agenda .tems, .nclud.ng debates on Law No. 6284 
(Protect.on of the Fam.ly and Prevent.on of V.olence Aga.nst Women), al.mony reform, gender 
equal.ty, women's employment, and fam.ly pol.cy. The second compr.sed speeches from debates 
w.th no expl.c.t gender focus, .nclud.ng d.scuss.ons of d.saster response, nat.onal secur.ty, 
econom.c pol.cy, and agr.cultural development. Th.s dual focus made .t poss.ble to test whether 
paternal.st.c and motherhood-based d.scourse .s top.c-dependent or works as a normal.sed pract.ce 
across parl.amentary speech more broadly. 

Parl.amentary contexts were class.f.ed .nto two groups by the formal agenda .tem of the 
sess.on, not by a proport.onal threshold of gendered content. Women-focused debates were those 
.n wh.ch gender-related matters formed the pr.mary agenda, and unrelated debates were those .n 
wh.ch gender was not the agenda focus. Where a sess.on covered several top.cs, class.f.cat.on 
followed the pr.nc.pal agenda .tem under wh.ch the speech was del.vered. Sess.ons whose formal 
agenda concerned women's r.ghts, gender equal.ty, or v.olence aga.nst women, such as the debate 
on Law No. 6284, were class.f.ed as women-focused, whereas sess.ons on other pol.cy doma.ns 
were class.f.ed as unrelated even when they conta.ned .nc.dental gendered references. Th.s 
ensured that class.f.cat.on reflected the off.c.al agenda and not the analyst's expectat.on of 
gendered content. Unrelated debates compr.sed nat.onal.st and m.l.tary d.scourse (nat.onal 
secur.ty, counterterror.sm, martyrdom narrat.ves), economy and agr.culture debates (employment, 
product.on, labour, farm.ng), and earthquake and d.saster debates (natural d.sasters, emergency 
response, reconstruct.on). Because the study rel.es on publ.cly access.ble off.c.al parl.amentary 
records, eth.cs comm.ttee approval was not requ.red. 
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SAMPLE REDUCTION AND ANALYTIC REDUNDANCY 
 
Because the corpus .s f.n.te, every cand.date speech was read and coded, and none was set as.de 
unexam.ned. The exclus.on reflects analyt.c redundancy rather than sampl.ng saturat.on .n the 
.nterv.ew-based sense (Braun & Clarke, 2006). By the f.nal 13 speeches, the cod.ng scheme had 
ne.ther expanded nor been redef.ned across three consecut.ve .terat.ons, and these speeches 
reproduced patterns already present .n the reta.ned mater.al w.thout .ntroduc.ng d.vergent or 
counter-d.scurs.ve representat.ons. The.r exclus.on therefore reflects redundancy, not the removal 
of contrad.ctory ev.dence. F.gure 1 presents the corpus select.on and analyt.cal procedure. 

 
FIGURE 1. Corpus select4on and analyt4cal procedure 

 
UNIT OF ANALYSIS AND CODING STRUCTURE 

 
The study uses a two-level analyt.cal structure. The pr.mary un.t .s the d.scourse segment (n = 55), 
an extended excerpt from a plenary speech that d.splays paternal.st.c or motherhood-based 
d.scourse. Segments range from s.ngle sentences to mult.-paragraph sequences. They were 
selected for (a) the.r exemplary representat.on of paternal.st.c and motherhood-based d.scourse, 
(b) the.r d.str.but.on across d.verse parl.amentary contexts, and (c) the.r analyt.cal r.chness .n 
rhetor.cal complex.ty and .deolog.cal dens.ty. 

The secondary un.t .s the coded .nstance (n = 847), the smallest d.scurs.ve element w.th.n 
a segment that conveys gendered mean.ng relevant to the analyt.cal framework. In most cases, a 
coded .nstance corresponds to a s.ngle sentence. When gendered mean.ng was embedded .n a 
clause or phrase, .ntra-sentent.al un.ts were coded separately, and when a s.ngle sentence 
performed several d.scurs.ve funct.ons, each funct.on was coded as a d.st.nct .nstance. Th.s two-
level structure supports analys.s at the macro level of extended parl.amentary d.scourse and at the 
m.cro level of spec.f.c l.ngu.st.c and rhetor.cal dev.ces (see Table 1).  
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TABLE 1. Analyt4cal Structure and D4str4but4on 
 

Analyt4cal Level Un4t N Descr4pt4on 

Macro Sess4on transcr4pts read (4n 
full) 117 Read4ng frame, 2nd leg4slat4ve year 

Macro Cand4date speeches 110 Met the 4nclus4on cr4ter4on 
Macro Reta4ned speeches 97 After exclud4ng 13 redundant speeches 
Meso D4scourse segments 55 Selected for deta4led analys4s 
M4cro Coded 4nstances 847 L4ngu4st4c elements w4th4n segments 

 
ANALYTICAL FRAMEWORK AND CODING PROCEDURE 

 
The study uses fem.n.st Cr.t.cal D.scourse Analys.s (CDA) as .ts pr.mary framework (Lazar, 2007) 
and exam.nes how gendered assumpt.ons and hegemon.c power relat.ons are produced, 
ma.nta.ned, and normal.sed .n .nst.tut.onal sett.ngs. The cod.ng scheme was developed through a 
hybr.d procedure that comb.ned theory-dr.ven and data-sens.t.ve approaches. In.t.al codes were 
drawn from the l.terature on parl.amentary sex.sm, benevolent sex.sm, and gendered pol.t.cal 
d.scourse (Il.e, 2018; Stopfner, 2018). Add.t.onal codes were generated .nduct.vely to capture 
features spec.f.c to the Turk.sh context, part.cularly paternal.st.c construct.ons, motherhood-based 
leg.t.m.sat.on strateg.es, rel.g.ous metaphors, and nat.onal.st fram.ngs (Kand.yot., 1991). 

Cod.ng proceeded .n three .terat.ve stages. F.rst, the ent.re dataset of 97 speeches was 
scanned and prel.m.nary codes were appl.ed to .dent.fy potent.al d.scourse segments. Second, code 
def.n.t.ons were ref.ned as patterns emerged, and borderl.ne cases were re-evaluated for 
conceptual clar.ty and cons.stency. Th.rd, the f.nal 55 d.scourse segments were selected, and the 
847 coded .nstances w.th.n them were categor.sed across the three pr.mary d.scurs.ve strateg.es 
of protect.ve paternal.sm, motherhood glor.f.cat.on, and sacred domest.c.ty. 

 
RELIABILITY AND LIMITATIONS 

 
Two rel.ab.l.ty checks were conducted on separate subsets, one sampled by segment and one by 
coded .nstance. Intra-coder cons.stency was assessed by recod.ng a random 20% subset of 
d.scourse segments (n = 11 segments, approx.mately 170 coded .nstances) at two-week .ntervals, 
wh.ch gave 94% agreement. For .nter-coder rel.ab.l.ty, a second coder, a l.ngu.st w.th expert.se .n 
d.scourse analys.s who had not helped develop the scheme or taken part .n the .n.t.al analys.s, was 
g.ven the cod.ng scheme, category def.n.t.ons, and dec.s.on rules (Append.x A). Th.s coder 
.ndependently coded a strat.f.ed 20% sample of the coded .nstances (n = 169), drawn from all three 
strateg.es and all e.ght sub-categor.es, bl.nd to the f.rst coder's dec.s.ons. Cohen's kappa .nd.cated 
almost perfect agreement (κ = .87; Land.s & Koch, 1977). D.sagreements occurred .n borderl.ne 
cases .nvolv.ng more than one d.scurs.ve funct.on, and they were resolved through d.scuss.on to 
consensus. They revealed no systemat.c d.fferences that would requ.re rev.s.ng the categor.es or 
the framework. Taken together, the .nter-coder agreement and the 94% .ntra-coder cons.stency 
.nd.cate that the framework .s appl.ed cons.stently and can be repl.cated. 

Mult.ple cod.ng was perm.tted throughout the analys.s. A s.ngle d.scourse segment may 
conta.n .nstances of more than one d.scurs.ve strategy, and a s.ngle coded .nstance may carry 
overlapp.ng rhetor.cal funct.ons. Because the d.scourse segments were purpos.vely selected to 
exempl.fy paternal.st.c and motherhood-based d.scourse, the reported frequenc.es and proport.ons 
descr.be the d.str.but.on of coded .nstances w.th.n the analysed mater.al, not the.r prevalence 
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across the full corpus. Quant.tat.ve d.str.but.ons are therefore reported descr.pt.vely, and the study 
pr.or.t.ses depth of qual.tat.ve .nterpretat.on over frequency-based .nference. The corpus-ass.sted 
d.mens.on of the analys.s cons.sts of the systemat.c frequency and d.str.but.onal exam.nat.on of 
recurrent formula.c express.ons, possess.ve construct.ons, and grammat.cal-agency patterns across 
the def.ned corpus (Tables 2 to 4), .n the frequency-based trad.t.on of corpus-ass.sted d.scourse 
stud.es (Baker et al., 2008). Th.s .s complemented by a collocat.on analys.s of kadın across the 
full corpus (Table 5). Host.le sex.sm was .dent.f.ed and coded for completeness, but the analyt.cal 
focus .s on benevolent, paternal.st.c, and motherhood-based d.scourse, s.nce gender subord.nat.on 
.n parl.amentary contexts .ncreas.ngly works through subtle, leg.t.m.sed, and symbol.cally 
.nclus.ve mechan.sms rather than through overt degradat.on or exclus.on. 

 
 

FINDINGS 
 

OVERVIEW OF DISCURSIVE PATTERNS 
 

Analys.s of 97 plenary speeches y.elded 55 d.scourse segments that conta.ned 847 coded .nstances 
of gendered d.scourse. These .nstances were d.str.buted across three pr.mary d.scurs.ve strateg.es. 
Protect.ve paternal.sm accounted for 352 .nstances (41.6%), motherhood glor.f.cat.on for 298 
(35.2%), and sacred domest.c.ty for 197 (23.3%). The strateg.es frequently co-occurred but 
performed d.st.nct funct.ons. These d.str.but.ons descr.be the dom.nant tendenc.es of the analysed 
mater.al, not the whole of women's representat.on. Because the mater.al was .dent.f.ed through a 
purpos.ve read.ng or.ented toward paternal.st.c and motherhood-based d.scourse, these fram.ngs 
organ.sed the overwhelm.ng bulk of the data, and the analys.s does not cla.m that counter-fram.ngs 
are absent. It therefore character.ses a preva.l.ng d.scurs.ve pattern, not an except.onless one. 
F.gure 2 presents the conceptual model of these three strateg.es. 
 

 
 

FIGURE 2. Conceptual model of the three d4scurs4ve strateg4es. (Developed by the author from the cod4ng scheme) 
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W.th.n th.s mater.al, women were rarely pos.t.oned as autonomous pol.t.cal actors. They 
were predom.nantly cast as dependents, careg.vers, or moral symbols whose value der.ved from 
fam.ly, protect.on, sacr.f.ce, or nat.onal cont.nu.ty. These representat.ons were not conf.ned to 
debates on women's r.ghts or gender equal.ty. Paternal.st.c and motherhood-based d.scourse 
recurred across a w.de range of parl.amentary contexts w.th.n the analysed mater.al, .nclud.ng 
debates on nat.onal secur.ty (18% of .nstances), d.saster response (12%), econom.c pol.cy (9%), 
and moral order (15%), as well as women-focused debates (46%). 

 
PROTECTIVE PATERNALISM: WOMEN AS VULNERABLE DEPENDENTS 

 
Protect.ve paternal.sm was the most pervas.ve strategy, w.th 352 .nstances (41.6%) across 38 
speeches by 24 speakers from all major part.es. It presents women as .nherently vulnerable and .n 
need of male or state protect.on. Three sub-patterns were .dent.f.ed: women-ch.ldren coupl.ng 
(127 .nstances, 36.1%), possess.ve fram.ng (98 .nstances, 27.8%), and protect.ve .mperat.ves (127 
.nstances, 36.1%). 

 
WOMEN-CHILDREN COUPLING 

 
Women-ch.ldren pa.r.ng as vulnerable dependents appeared .n 127 .nstances across 23 speeches 
by 17 speakers. The coupl.ng was real.sed through coord.nate noun phrases such as “kadınlar ve 
çocuklar”, possess.ve ser.al construct.ons such as “çocuğunu, kızını, hanımını”, and comparat.ve 
vulnerab.l.ty cla.ms such as “en çok korunması gereken” comb.ned w.th references to women and 
ch.ldren. Table 2 presents the most frequent formula.c express.ons. 
 

TABLE 2. Formula4c Express4ons: Women-Ch4ldren Coupl4ng 
 

Formula4c Express4on Engl4sh Translat4on Frequency D4str4but4on (Speeches) 
kadınlar ve çocuklar women and ch4ldren 34 15 speeches 
hanımlar ve çocuklar lad4es and ch4ldren 22 12 speeches 
en çok korunması gereken hanımlara ve 
çocuklara 

women and ch4ldren who most need 
protect4on 18 9 speeches 

savunmasız kadınlar ve çocuklar defenceless women and ch4ldren 15 8 speeches 
çocuğunu, kızını, hanımını the4r ch4ld, daughter, w4fe 12 7 speeches 
Other var4ants — 26 14 speeches 

 
Th.s .s a systemat.c d.scurs.ve convent.on recurr.ng across many parl.amentary sess.ons 

and pol.t.cal part.es. The most frequent formula, “kadınlar ve çocuklar”, appeared .n 15 separate 
speeches from four part.es, wh.ch po.nts to cross-part.san normal.sat.on. Representat.ve example: 
“Şu hâle bakın; h.ç k.mse çocuğunu, kızını, hanımını, annes.n. sokağa yalnız çıkarmak .stem.yor.” 
(Look at th.s s.tuat.on; nobody wants to let the.r ch.ld, daughter, w.fe, or mother go out alone. 
Plenary Sess.on 2, 2 October 2024 hereafter PS 2/2) 

Here, coord.nate noun phrases pa.r women and ch.ldren (1), vulnerab.l.ty .s emphas.sed 
(2), and possess.ve fram.ng .s added (3).  
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POSSESSIVE FRAMING 
 

Possess.ve construct.ons that s.tuate women as objects belong.ng to male subjects accounted for 
98 .nstances across 19 speeches by 15 speakers. All of these forms take the f.rst-person plural 
possess.ve suff.x "-ımız/-.m.z" (our), wh.ch marks women as belong.ng to a male-.nclus.ve 
collect.ve. Table 3 presents the frequency and d.str.but.on of these construct.ons. 

 
 

TABLE 3. Possess4ve Construct4ons: Frequency and D4str4but4on 
 

Possess4ve Form Engl4sh Translat4on Frequency % of Total Speeches Speakers 
kadınlarımız our women 34 34.7% 14 11 
anneler4m4z our mothers 24 24.5% 11 9 
kızlarımız our daughters 22 22.4% 10 8 
hanımlarımız our lad4es 18 18.4% 9 7 
Total — 98 100% 19 15 

 
These construct.ons appeared across 12 separate plenary sess.ons, .n women-focused 

debates and .n unrelated pol.cy d.scuss.ons al.ke, wh.ch shows that possess.ve fram.ng .s a 
normal.sed feature of TBMM d.scourse. Representat.ve example: 
 “Hanımlarımız fedakâr, el. öpüles. değerl.ler.m.zd.r.” (Our lad.es are self-sacr.f.c.ng and deeply 
revered. PS 28/2). 

Syntact.cally, possess.ve construct.ons occurred overwhelm.ngly .n the subject pos.t.on of 
pred.cate nom.nat.ve clauses (62 .nstances, 63.3%) or as d.rect objects of protect.on and care verbs 
(28 .nstances, 28.6%). Only 8 .nstances (8.2%) pos.t.oned them as agents of act.ve verbs, and these 
were restr.cted to care-related act.ons. Possess.ve construct.ons never appeared as subjects of verbs 
denot.ng pol.t.cal agency. The mascul.ne equ.valent “erkekler.m.z” appeared only tw.ce .n the 
ent.re corpus, and only .n m.l.tary contexts. 

 
PROTECTIVE IMPERATIVES 

 
Imperat.ve construct.ons and modal obl.gat.on verbs that d.rect male subjects to protect, safeguard, 
or care for women appeared .n 127 .nstances across 21 speeches by 16 speakers. The most frequent 
forms were “korumak zorundayız” (we must protect, 38 .nstances), “sah.p çıkmalıyız” (we must 
take ownersh.p, 29 .nstances), “gözetmel.y.z” (we must watch over, 22 .nstances), and “kollayıp 
gözetmek” (to watch and guard, 18 .nstances). Table 4 presents the d.str.but.on of protect.ve verbs 
and the.r grammat.cal subjects. 
 

TABLE 4. Protect4ve Imperat4ves: Verb D4str4but4on and Agency 
 

Verb Frequency Male Subject (we/men/state) Female Subject Gender-Neutral Subject 
korumak (to protect) 38 38 (100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 
sah4p çıkmak (take 
ownersh4p) 29 29 (100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

gözetmek (watch over) 22 22 (100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 
kollamak (guard) 18 18 (100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 
Other forms 20 19 (95%) 0 (0%) 1 (5%) 
Total 127 126 (99.2%) 0 (0%) 1 (0.8%) 
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Across the 127 .nstances, none pos.t.oned women as subjects of protect.ve act.on. 
Protect.on was .nvar.ably represented as someth.ng done for women by male actors, and never as 
someth.ng women cla.med or enacted themselves. Illustrat.ve example: “Kadınlarımızı, kız 
çocuklarımızı korumak hep.m.z.n görev.d.r.” (Protect.ng our women and g.rls .s the duty of all of 
us. PS 2/2). 

These construct.ons appeared d.sproport.onately .n debates on Law No. 6284, where 68 of 
the 127 .nstances (53.5%) occurred. Even leg.slat.ve d.scourse that expl.c.tly addresses women's 
r.ghts .s bu.lt on paternal.st.c frames that cast men as protectors and women as protected objects. 

A collocat.on analys.s of women (kadın) across the full corpus (node frequency = 6,247; 
±5 w.ndow) g.ves corpus-level support for these patterns and a compar.son w.th how men are 
represented. Women are themat.sed as a gendered category far more often than men. The stem 
kadın occurs 6,247 t.mes aga.nst 607 occurrences of the stem erkek, a rat.o of about ten to one. 
The strongest content collocates of kadın cluster .n a doma.n of v.olence and vulnerab.l.ty 
(yönel.k, ş.ddet, c.nayetler., çocuk, yaşlı), wh.ch po.nts to a semant.c preference for v.ct.mhood 
and protect.on and supports the women-ch.ldren coupl.ng reported above. The collocates of erkek 
fall .n a d.fferent doma.n. They centre on dom.nance and perpetrat.on (egemen, as .n erkek 
egemen, together w.th ş.ddet. and katled.ld.) and on the pa.red phrase kadın-erkek eş.tl.ğ., and not 
on protect.on or vulnerab.l.ty. Men are therefore not lex.cal.sed as objects of protect.on, wh.ch .s 
the contrast the analys.s pred.cts. At the same t.me, a r.ghts-related cluster around “kadın” (seçme, 
seç.lme, hakları) shows at the same t.me that protect.ve and r.ghts-based representat.ons of women 
coex.st .n parl.amentary d.scourse, and the present study .solates the benevolent, paternal.st.c 
strand w.th.n th.s w.der f.eld (Table 5; see Append.x B). 

 
TABLE 5. Pr4nc4pal Collocates of kadın (±5 w4ndow; full corpus, node frequency = 6,247) 

 
Collocate Gloss Co-occurrence MI 
yönel4k d4rected at 516 7.11 
çocuk ch4ld 346 7.22 
ş4ddet v4olence 254 7.96 
erkek man/men 236 9.12 

çocuklar ch4ldren 144 7.04 
yaşlı elderly 144 8.44 

mücadele combat4ng 141 5.53 
a4le fam4ly 127 5.47 

c4nayetler4 fem4c4des 115 9.21 
seç4lme be4ng elected 157 8.87 
seçme vot4ng 147 8.61 
hakları r4ghts 105 5.81 

 
MOTHERHOOD GLORIFICATION AND ROLE FIXATION 

 
Motherhood glor.f.cat.on, wh.ch treats motherhood as the pr.mary ax.s of women's value, 
accounted for 298 .nstances (35.2%) across 34 speeches by 21 speakers. It t.es women's worth to 
care work, self-sacr.f.ce, and reproduct.ve labour. Three sub-patterns were .dent.f.ed: def.n.t.onal 
equat.ons (112 .nstances, 37.6%), maternal leg.t.m.sat.on (94 .nstances, 31.5%), and occupat.onal 
segregat.on (92 .nstances, 30.9%). 
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DEFINITIONAL EQUATIONS: WOMAN = MOTHER 

 
Womanhood was expl.c.tly def.ned through maternal roles on 112 occas.ons .n 19 speeches by 14 
speakers. These def.n.t.ons were real.sed through rhetor.cal quest.ons, copular construct.ons, and 
expl.c.t def.n.t.onal statements. These formulat.ons f.xed women's soc.al .dent.ty and presented 
motherhood as a natural.sed essence of womanhood rather than as one role among many. Table 6 
presents the most frequent formula.c patterns that use def.n.t.onal equat.ons. 
 

TABLE 6. Def4n4t4onal Equat4ons: Formula4c Patterns 
 

Formula4c Pattern Engl4sh Translat4on Frequency Speeches Speakers 
Kadın den4l4nce... anne When we say 'woman'... mother 23 12 9 
Beş4k sallayan anne The mother who rocks the cradle 21 11 8 
Fedakârlık anıtı Monument of self-sacr4f4ce 18 9 7 
Ev4n4 çek4p çev4ren Who manages the household 15 8 6 
Çocuğunu yet4şt4ren Who ra4ses ch4ldren 19 10 7 
Other var4ants — 16 9 8 

 
The rhetor.cal quest.on “Kadın den.l.nce ne anlamalıyız?” (What should we understand 

when we say 'woman'?) appeared .n 23 .nstances across 12 speeches and was the most frequent 
def.n.t.onal pattern. Th.s .nterrogat.ve structure does .deolog.cal work by .nv.t.ng l.steners to 
accept a predeterm.ned answer wh.le keep.ng the appearance of open .nqu.ry. Representat.ve 
example: “B.z kadın dey.nce ne anlamalıyız; beş.k sallayan anne, çocuğunu doyurup g.yd.ren, 
büyüten ebeveyn m.?” (What should we understand when we say woman; the mother who rocks 
the cradle, who feeds and clothes her ch.ld, who ra.ses the next generat.on? PS 6/10).  

Grammat.cally, these def.n.t.ons use present part.c.ple forms w.th the “-en” suff.x that 
work as substant.v.sed adject.ves, such as “gözetend.r” (.s one who watches), “vakfedend.r” (.s 
one who ded.cates), and “sabredend.r” (.s one who endures). Morpholog.cally, th.s encodes 
gendered .dent.ty as hab.tual act.on rather than cont.ngent pract.ce. The semant.c doma.ns most 
often assoc.ated w.th def.n.t.onal equat.ons were care labour (67 .nstances, 59.8%), domest.c work 
(28 .nstances, 25.0%), and spousal support (17 .nstances, 15.2%). Doma.ns assoc.ated w.th 
pol.t.cal agency, profess.onal expert.se, or .nd.v.dual asp.rat.on were absent. 

 
MATERNAL LEGITIMISATION 

 
Across 16 speeches, speakers .nvoked the.r own maternal roles, or motherhood more broadly, on 
94 occas.ons to leg.t.m.se the.r pol.t.cal author.ty or pol.cy pos.t.ons. Female parl.amentar.ans 
accounted for most of these .nstances. Th.s suggests that even women pol.t.c.ans frequently 
art.culate the.r expert.se through motherhood rather than through profess.onal credent.als, 
leg.slat.ve exper.ence, or pol.cy knowledge. Table 7 presents the d.str.but.on of maternal 
leg.t.m.sat.on strateg.es. 
 

TABLE 7. Maternal Leg4t4m4sat4on: Speaker Gender and Strategy 
 

Leg4t4m4sat4on Strategy Female Speakers Male Speakers Total Speeches 
Self-4dent4f4cat4on as mother 38 2 40 12 
Appeal to maternal exper4ence 26 8 34 11 
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Leg4t4m4sat4on Strategy Female Speakers Male Speakers Total Speeches 
Invocat4on of “all mothers” 11 9 20 8 
Total 75 (79.8%) 19 (20.2%) 94 16 

 
Maternal leg.t.m.sat.on was used d.sproport.onately by female speakers (79.8% of 

.nstances). Representat.ve example: “Değerl. m.lletvek.ller., bu az.z Mecl.s.n b.r mensubu olarak 
değ.l aynı zamanda 2's. kız 3 evlat sah.b. b.r anne olarak...” (Esteemed parl.amentar.ans, not only 
as a member of th.s honourable Assembly but also as a mother of 3 ch.ldren, 2 of them g.rls... PS 
2/3). 

The conjunct.on “değ.l... aynı zamanda” (not only... but also) establ.shes motherhood as an 
add.t.onal and perhaps super.or source of author.ty. The structure suggests that parl.amentary 
membersh.p alone prov.des .nsuff.c.ent leg.t.macy; maternal status must be .nvoked to 
authent.cate the speaker's cla.m to address pol.cy .ssues. 
Maternal leg.t.m.sat.on appeared most frequently .n debates on educat.on pol.cy (27 .nstances), 
health care (23 .nstances), v.olence aga.nst women (19 .nstances), and fam.ly pol.cy (25 
.nstances). It never appeared .n debates on econom.c pol.cy, fore.gn affa.rs, or const.tut.onal law. 
 

OCCUPATIONAL SEGREGATION 
 

The th.rd sub-pattern natural.sed gender-segregated labour markets through .deal.sed 
representat.ons of women's work .n trad.t.onally fem.n.sed occupat.ons. It appeared .n 92 
.nstances across 17 speeches by 13 speakers and presents women's profess.onal contr.but.ons as 
extens.ons of maternal care work. Table 8 presents the most frequently ment.oned fem.n.sed 
occupat.ons and the.r frequenc.es. 
 

TABLE 8. Fem4n4sed Occupat4ons: Frequency and Fram4ng 
 

Occupat4on Frequency Care-Fram4ng Product4on-Fram4ng Leadersh4p-Fram4ng 
Anne (Mother) 28 28 (100%) 0 0 
Öğretmen (Teacher) 23 21 (91.3%) 2 (8.7%) 0 
Hemş4re (Nurse) 18 18 (100%) 0 0 
Emekç4/İşç4 (Labourer/Worker) 12 4 (33.3%) 8 (66.7%) 0 
Ç4ftç4 (Farmer) 11 7 (63.6%) 4 (36.4%) 0 
Total 92 78 (84.8%) 14 (15.2%) 0 (0%) 

 
Care-based character.st.cs framed 84.8% of occupat.onal references, aga.nst only 15.2% 

that emphas.sed product.ve labour. No .nstance pos.t.oned women .n leadersh.p or dec.s.on-
mak.ng roles. Mascul.ne-coded occupat.ons such as “mühend.s” (eng.neer), “yönet.c.” (manager), 
“g.r.ş.mc.” (entrepreneur), or “s.yasetç.” (pol.t.c.an) never appeared .n .deal.sed descr.pt.ons of 
women's labour. A representat.ve example: “Evde anne, okulda öğretmen, hastanede hemş.re, 
tarlada emekç., fabr.kada .şç.; kadın her yerded.r.” (At home a mother, at school a teacher, .n the 
hosp.tal a nurse, .n the f.eld a labourer, .n the factory a worker; woman .s everywhere. PS 2/1).  

Although the example appears to celebrate women's part.c.pat.on .n the labour market 
(kadın her yerded.r), .t conf.nes women to care-or.ented and subord.nate occupat.ons. The parallel 
between “evde anne” and “okulda öğretmen / hastanede hemş.re” equates profess.onal roles w.th 
domest.c care work, t.ghten.ng the bond between womanhood and nurtur.ng. 
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SACRED DOMESTICITY: RELIGION, NATION AND MORAL ORDER 
 

The th.rd strategy, sacred domest.c.ty, accounted for 197 coded .nstances (23.3%) across 26 
speeches by 18 speakers. It .ntegrates rel.g.ous, moral, and nat.onal.st frames to dep.ct motherhood 
and domest.c labour as sacred dut.es central to soc.al cohes.on and nat.onal surv.val. Two sub-
patterns were .dent.f.ed: rel.g.ous glor.f.cat.on (104 .nstances, 52.8%) and nat.onal.st reproduct.on 
(93 .nstances, 47.2%). 

 
RELIGIOUS GLORIFICATION 

 
S.xteen speeches by 13 speakers conta.ned 104 .nstances of rel.g.ous glor.f.cat.on. In these 
passages, rel.g.ous references, scr.ptural allus.ons, and theolog.cal metaphors gave motherhood 
and domest.c roles a transcendental value. These formulat.ons cast women's care work as d.v.nely 
orda.ned duty. Table 9 presents the most frequent rel.g.ous formulae .n the corpus. 

 
TABLE 9. Rel4g4ous Formulae: Frequency and D4str4but4on 

 
Rel4g4ous Formula Engl4sh Translat4on Frequency Speeches Islam4c Source 
Cennet anaların ayağı altındadır Parad4se l4es beneath mothers' feet 18 9 Had4th trad4t4on 
Kadınlar Allah'ın emanet4d4r Women are God's trust 15 8 Farewell Sermon 
Anne hakkı / Val4den4n hakkı The r4ght of the mother 22 11 Quran4c concept (haqq) 
Rahmet / Merhamet kaynağı Source of mercy/compass4on 19 10 D4v4ne attr4bute 
Tertem4z / Kutsal (appl4ed to 
mothers) Pure / Sacred 14 7 Pur4ty d4scourse 

Other rel4g4ous references — 16 8 Var4ous 

 
These express.ons show how Islam.c rel.g.ous d.scourse .s used systemat.cally to sacral.se 

maternal and domest.c roles. The most frequent formula, “Cennet anaların ayağı altındadır” 
(Parad.se l.es beneath mothers' feet), appeared .n 18 .nstances across 9 speeches, wh.ch shows 
how w.dely had.th l.terature .s .nvoked to frame motherhood as sp.r.tually mer.tor.ous. 
Representat.ve examples: “Cennet anaların ayağı altındadır. Bu kutsal sözü asla unutmayalım.” 
(Parad.se l.es beneath mothers' feet. Let us never forget these sacred words. PS 3/4). “Kadınlar 
s.ze Allah'ın emanet.d.r. Onları emanet eden.n huzurunda hesap vereceks.n.z.” (Women are 
entrusted to you by God. You w.ll be held accountable before the one who entrusted them to you. 
PS 3/4). 

The f.rst example uses the .mperat.ve “unutmayalım” (let us not forget) to render rel.g.ous 
trad.t.on morally b.nd.ng, wh.le the adject.ve kutsal (sacred) presents the had.th as transcendent 
truth. The second example .nvokes the concept of emanet (trust), a theolog.cally s.gn.f.cant term 
.n Islam.c jur.sprudence. Women appear here as pass.ve objects of d.v.ne trust del.vered to men 
(to you), w.th men accountable to God for the.r stewardsh.p of women. Rel.g.ous glor.f.cat.on co-
occurred most frequently w.th fam.ly pol.cy debates (41 .nstances, 39.4%), moral order d.scourse 
(34 .nstances, 32.7%), and women-focused debates (29 .nstances, 27.9%). 
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NATIONALIST REPRODUCTION 

 
Women were mob.l.sed as b.olog.cal and cultural reproducers of the nat.on on 93 occas.ons .n 15 
speeches. Motherhood was framed as a patr.ot.c duty essent.al to nat.onal cont.nu.ty, demograph.c 
strength, and c.v.l.sat.onal .dent.ty. It draws together demograph.c anx.et.es, nat.onal.st .deology, 
and c.v.l.sat.onal d.scourse, turn.ng women's bod.es .nto s.tes of nat.onal reproduct.on. Table 10 
presents the most frequent nat.onal.st frames appl.ed to motherhood. 

 
TABLE 10. Nat4onal4st Reproduct4on: Themat4c Frames 

 
Nat4onal4st Frame Frequency Speeches Key Lex4cal Items 
Demograph4c strength (nüfus, nes4l) 28 11 nüfus, genç nüfus, nes4l, gelecek 
C4v4l4sat4onal cont4nu4ty (meden4yet, m4llet) 24 10 meden4yet, m4llet, Türk m4llet4, vatan 
Nat4onal symbols (flag, anthem, martyrdom) 19 8 şeh4t annes4, bayrak, vatan, m4llet 
Generat4onal transm4ss4on (evlat yet4şt4rmek) 22 9 yet4şt4rmek, gelecek nes4l, evlat 

 
These frames present women's reproduct.ve capac.ty as a nat.onal resource essent.al to 

collect.ve surv.val and geopol.t.cal strength. The demograph.c frame appeared most frequently 
(28 .nstances), wh.ch reflects ongo.ng pol.t.cal anx.et.es about Turkey's decl.n.ng fert.l.ty rate and 
age.ng populat.on. Representat.ve example: “Anne ol, çünkü anne b.r çocuktan b.r Kudüs yapar; 
adam baba olunca .ç.nde b.r Kudüs canlanır.” (Become a mother, because a mother makes 
Jerusalem from a ch.ld; when a man becomes a father, Jerusalem comes al.ve w.th.n h.m. PS 9/2).  

The .mperat.ve “anne ol” casts motherhood as a normat.ve obl.gat.on, wh.le the Jerusalem 
metaphor g.ves reproduct.on a sacred nat.onal.st s.gn.f.cance. In Turk.sh Islam.st-nat.onal.st 
d.scourse, Jerusalem (Kudüs) works as a symbol of Islam.c c.v.l.sat.on and of ant.-.mper.al.st 
res.stance, wh.ch makes maternal labour the foundat.on of c.v.l.sat.onal cont.nu.ty and 
geopol.t.cal struggle. The parallel construct.on separates maternal and paternal roles and re.nforces 
a gendered d.v.s.on, .n wh.ch mothers act.vely produce the nat.on wh.le fathers pass.vely embody 
.t. 

A further recurrent pattern .nvokes the h.ghly valor.sed f.gure of the şeh.t annes. (martyr's 
mother). The phrase “vatan .ç.n evlat verm.ş” (g.ven the.r ch.ldren for the homeland) portrays 
motherhood as patr.ot.c sacr.f.ce and makes maternal gr.ef foundat.onal to nat.onal surv.val. 

 
DISCURSIVE CONTINUITY ACROSS PARLIAMENTARY CONTEXTS 

 
Paternal.st.c and motherhood-based d.scourse .s not conf.ned to debates expl.c.tly concerned w.th 
women or gender equal.ty. Table 11 presents the d.str.but.on of coded .nstances across 
parl.amentary contexts and shows how w.dely gendered d.scourse extends across pol.cy doma.ns. 
 

TABLE 11. D4str4but4on of D4scurs4ve Strateg4es Across Parl4amentary Contexts 
 

Parl4amentary Context Protect4ve Paternal4sm Motherhood Glor4f4cat4on Sacred Domest4c4ty Total % of Total 
Women-focused debates 162 (46.0%) 141 (47.3%) 87 (44.2%) 390 46.0% 
Nat4onal4st/m4l4tary 64 (18.2%) 48 (16.1%) 41 (20.8%) 153 18.1% 
D4saster/emergency 45 (12.8%) 32 (10.7%) 24 (12.2%) 101 11.9% 
Economy/agr4culture 34 (9.7%) 29 (9.7%) 14 (7.1%) 77 9.1% 
Other/moral order 47 (13.3%) 48 (16.1%) 31 (15.7%) 126 14.9% 
Total 352 298 197 847 100% 
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Th.s d.str.but.on shows that 54% of gendered d.scourse .nstances (457/847) occurred .n 
parl.amentary contexts where gender was not themat.cally foregrounded. In debates ostens.bly 
address.ng d.saster response, nat.onal secur.ty, or econom.c pol.cy, paternal.st.c and motherhood-
based d.scourse emerged .nc.dentally, through metaphors, .llustrat.ve examples, moral appeals, 
and rhetor.cal flour.shes.  

In nat.onal.st and m.l.tary d.scourse (153 .nstances, 18.1%), women were frequently 
.nvoked as mothers of sold.ers and martyrs, as symbols of nat.onal honour requ.r.ng protect.on, 
and as reproducers of future generat.ons. For example: “Şeh.t anneler.m.z, gaz. anneler.m.z bu 
vatanın bekası .ç.n evlatlarını verm.ş en kutsal varlıklardır.” (Our martyrs' mothers, our veterans' 
mothers are the most sacred be.ngs who have g.ven the.r ch.ldren for the surv.val of th.s homeland. 
PS 2/3). 

Wh.le th.s statement appears .n a debate concern.ng m.l.tary strategy and counterterror.sm 
operat.ons, a context w.th no expl.c.t gender agenda, .t mob.l.ses motherhood d.scourse to present 
maternal sacr.f.ce as foundat.onal to nat.onal secur.ty. The superlat.ve “en kutsal varlıklar” (most 
sacred be.ngs) places mothers at the apex of a moral h.erarchy, yet th.s valor.sat.on .s cond.t.onal 
upon the.r reproduct.ve sacr.f.ce for the state. 

In d.saster and emergency debates (101 .nstances, 11.9%), women were frequently treated 
as part.cularly vulnerable populat.ons requ.r.ng male or state protect.on. For example: 
“Deprem.n en çok mağdur ett.ğ. kes.m çocuklar ve kadınlardır. Onların korunması 
öncel.ğ.m.zd.r.” (The segment most v.ct.m.sed by the earthquake .s ch.ldren and women. The.r 
protect.on .s our pr.or.ty. PS 28/2). 

Earthquake vulnerab.l.ty .s shaped by structural factors rather than demograph.c 
character.st.cs, yet th.s formulat.on treats women and ch.ldren as a s.ngle category of .nherent 
vulnerab.l.ty and construes d.saster response as a paternal.st.c obl.gat.on rather than as 
.nfrastructural and pol.cy reform. Such pa.r.ng may also reflect a general human.tar.an concern 
w.th vulnerable groups; the paternal.st.c read.ng rests on the recurrent grammat.cal pattern .n 
wh.ch women appear as objects, and not agents, of protect.on. 

In economy and agr.culture debates (77 .nstances, 9.1%), women's labour was frequently 
referenced through motherhood and care-work frames even when the d.scuss.on concerned 
econom.c product.v.ty: “Kadın ç.ftç.ler.m.z sabahtan akşama çalışıyor ama aynı zamanda ev.nde 
anne, a.lede fedakâr b.r b.rey.” (Our female farmers work from morn.ng to even.ng but at the same 
t.me, she .s a mother at home, a self-sacr.f.c.ng .nd.v.dual .n the fam.ly. PS 5/2). The conjunct.on 
“ama aynı zamanda” (but at the same t.me) juxtaposes women's econom.c labour and maternal 
role as parallel .dent.t.es. Comparable patterns, such as possess.ve fram.ng, women-ch.ldren 
coupl.ng, def.n.t.onal equat.ons, and rel.g.ous glor.f.cat.on, recurred across these d.verse pol.cy 
contexts. 
 

 
DISCUSSION 

 
Th.s study .nd.cates that, w.th.n .ts benevolent strand, Turk.sh parl.amentary d.scourse repos.t.ons 
women from pol.t.cal subjects to protected objects, and that th.s strand recurs across leg.slat.ve 
language rather than rema.n.ng top.c-bound rhetor.c. Paternal.st.c and motherhood-based 
d.scourse accounts for 54% of coded .nstances .n debates where gender .s not themat.cally 
foregrounded, wh.ch suggests that gender .deology works as an .mpl.c.t background assumpt.on 
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across pol.cy doma.ns. Protect.on, care, and moral reverence emerge as d.scurs.ve .nstruments that 
constra.n women's pol.t.cal agency wh.le normal.s.ng patr.archal author.ty. 

The three strateg.es .llustrate how benevolent sex.sm operates through pos.t.ve moral 
fram.ng rather than overt exclus.on. Under protect.ve paternal.sm, women appear as .nherently 
vulnerable dependents whose safety becomes a male or state respons.b.l.ty. Across the protect.ve 
.mperat.ves .n the corpus, women rarely appear as subjects of protect.ve act.on, wh.le men and the 
state cons.stently occupy agent.ve pos.t.ons. Care .s therefore organ.sed .n d.scourse as someth.ng 
done to women, not someth.ng they cla.m. Th.s encodes dependency at the level of syntax and 
reflects the .nst.tut.onal.sat.on of male d.scurs.ve norms w.th.n publ.c .nst.tut.ons establ.shed by 
men (Lakoff, 1990). 

Th.s asymmetry parallels Wang et al.'s corpus-based analys.s of Ch.nese fam.ly plann.ng 
d.scourse and Che Abdul Rahman's long.tud.nal study of Malays.an parl.amentary d.scourse 
(Wang et al., 2025; Che Abdul Rahman, 2024), even though the .nst.tut.onal contexts and pol.cy 
frameworks d.ffer. The TBMM data reflect a comparable .mbalance. Women are pers.stently cast 
as objects of protect.on and reproduct.on, whereas men appear as protectors, dec.s.on-makers, and 
moral author.t.es. Women-ch.ldren coupl.ng and possess.ve fram.ng re.nforce th.s asymmetry by 
plac.ng women .n relat.onal pos.t.ons, as w.ves, daughters, and mothers, rather than as autonomous 
pol.t.cal subjects. Th.s suggests that the numer.cal representat.on descr.bed as cr.t.cal mass does 
not by .tself br.ng d.scurs.ve transformat.on, wh.ch requ.res cr.t.cal acts by women themselves, as 
Dahlerup's framework emphas.ses (Dahlerup, 1988). Ch.lds' study of Br.t.sh women MPs shows 
that female parl.amentar.ans hold var.ed v.ews about challeng.ng .nst.tut.onal norms, and that 
many are reluctant to foreground gender .ssues for fear of marg.nal.sat.on (Ch.lds, 2000). In both 
contexts, .nst.tut.onal d.scourse accommodates women's v.s.b.l.ty wh.le channell.ng 
representat.on .nto care-based and v.ct.m-centred frames that l.m.t pol.t.cal agency. 

The Turk.sh case .ntens.f.es benevolent sex.sm .n a d.st.nct.ve way, by .ntegrat.ng rel.g.ous 
and nat.onal.st author.ty .nto what th.s study calls sacred domest.c.ty. Rel.g.ous glor.f.cat.on and 
nat.onal.st reproduct.on sacral.se motherhood and render maternal and domest.c roles morally 
untouchable. Had.th-based formulae and theolog.cal concepts l.ke emanet (d.v.ne trust) cast 
women as objects of sacred respons.b.l.ty del.vered to men. The formulat.on “Kadınlar s.ze 
Allah'ın emanet.d.r” (Women are entrusted to you by God) .s espec.ally reveal.ng. Wh.le .t appears 
to honour women, .t casts them as pass.ve objects of d.v.ne trust and men as accountable guard.ans, 
and .t natural.ses male author.ty as rel.g.ously mandated. 

Nat.onal.st reproduct.on ampl.f.es th.s dynam.c by fus.ng rel.g.ous symbol.sm w.th 
nat.onal.st geopol.t.cs and present.ng motherhood as at once a d.v.ne obl.gat.on and a patr.ot.c 
duty. Unl.ke the econom.c product.v.ty-centred gender d.scourse .dent.f.ed by Wang et al. (2025), 
Turk.sh parl.amentary language pr.or.t.ses b.olog.cal and moral reproduct.on as the foundat.on of 
nat.onal cont.nu.ty, wh.ch restr.cts women's pol.t.cal subject.v.ty to a reproduct.ve funct.on. 

Possess.ve construct.ons, notably “kadınlarımız”, show how grammat.cal patterns encode 
h.erarch.cal relat.ons. The near absence of mascul.ne equ.valents such as “erkekler.m.z” po.nts to 
a gendered possess.on, .n wh.ch women are cla.med as collect.ve property requ.r.ng protect.on 
and reverence. Th.s al.gns w.th Edam et al.'s analys.s of nom.nat.on and pred.cat.on strateg.es that 
ass.gn soc.al actors .dent.t.es and funct.ons wh.ch appear descr.pt.ve but operate .deolog.cally 
(Edam et al., 2024). In TBMM d.scourse, women are attr.buted moral pur.ty, sacr.f.ce, and 
vulnerab.l.ty, qual.t.es that leg.t.mate protect.on wh.le foreclos.ng pol.t.cal agency. 
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Maternal leg.t.m.sat.on among female parl.amentar.ans .s espec.ally reveal.ng. In 79.8% 
of these .nstances, women speakers .nvoked motherhood to author.se the.r pol.t.cal vo.ce through 
phrases l.ke “ben b.r anne olarak” (I as a mother), wh.ch may reflect a structural d.scurs.ve 
constra.nt rather than .nd.v.dual preference. It echoes Lakoff's concept of the double b.nd that 
women face .n profess.onal contexts (Lakoff, 1990), and Baxter's research on g.rls .n publ.c 
contexts shows a s.m.lar dynam.c, .n wh.ch dom.nant behav.our .s avo.ded to prevent negat.ve 
percept.on (Baxter, 2000). The recurrent structure “değ.l… aynı zamanda” (not only… but also) 
.mpl.es that parl.amentary membersh.p alone .s not enough for leg.t.macy, and that maternal 
.dent.ty must supplement pol.t.cal author.ty. Th.s adm.ts an alternat.ve read.ng, .n wh.ch women 
mob.l.se motherhood strateg.cally as a source of leg.t.macy and vo.ce, and the present data cannot 
rule that read.ng out. What the data do show .s that such leg.t.macy .s ava.lable overwhelm.ngly 
through a maternal frame, wh.ch .s the cond.t.on.ng th.s study descr.bes. 

Methodolog.cally, comb.n.ng corpus-ass.sted pattern .dent.f.cat.on w.th fem.n.st cr.t.cal 
d.scourse analys.s made .t poss.ble to capture systemat.c regular.t.es as well as contextual nuance. 
The two-level structure of 55 d.scourse segments and 847 coded .nstances shows how benevolent 
sex.sm operates at once at the level of extended argumentat.on and at the level of m.cro-
grammat.cal cho.ce. The study's synchron.c scope .s a l.m.tat.on. As Che Abdul Rahman's 
long.tud.nal analys.s shows (Che Abdul Rahman, 2024), parl.amentary gender d.scourse changes 
over t.me. Future research us.ng d.achron.c corpus methods could assess whether benevolent 
sex.sm .n the TBMM .s .ntens.fy.ng, stab.l.s.ng, or transform.ng. 

Benevolent sex.st d.scourse here .s res.l.ent prec.sely because .t .s art.culated through 
pos.t.ve and honourable representat.ons. Challeng.ng gender .nequal.ty .n parl.amentary contexts 
therefore calls for attent.on not only to representat.onal numbers or pol.cy outcomes but to the 
l.ngu.st.c and .deolog.cal structures through wh.ch gendered power relat.ons are rout.nely 
reproduced. Th.s .s the po.nt made by Holmes' observat.ons on male dom.nance .n publ.c talk 
(Holmes, 1992) and by Ch.lds' emphas.s on cr.t.cal d.fference approaches over accommodat.on 
(Ch.lds, 2000). 

 
 

CONCLUSION 
 

Th.s study exam.ned the d.scurs.ve construct.on of women .n the Turk.sh Grand Nat.onal 
Assembly through the lens of benevolent sex.sm, and .t .dent.f.ed systemat.c patterns through 
wh.ch women are repos.t.oned from pol.t.cal subjects to protected objects. Analys.s of 97 plenary 
speeches y.elded 847 coded .nstances across protect.ve paternal.sm (41.6%), motherhood 
glor.f.cat.on (35.2%), and sacred domest.c.ty (23.3%). These strateg.es operated as .nterlock.ng 
mechan.sms that together c.rcumscr.be women's symbol.c representat.on w.th.n leg.slat.ve space. 

The f.nd.ngs .nd.cate that benevolent sex.sm .s a recurrent feature of the analysed 
parl.amentary d.scourse, not an except.onal occurrence. L.ngu.st.c mechan.sms such as possess.ve 
fram.ng, the coupl.ng of women w.th ch.ldren, and the recurrent use of protect.ve .mperat.ves 
d.m.n.sh women's grammat.cal agency. The .ntegrat.on of rel.g.ous and nat.onal.st frames further 
leg.t.m.ses patr.archal h.erarch.es through transcendental author.ty and makes them res.stant to 
secular cr.t.que. Female parl.amentar.ans frequently .nvoked maternal .dent.ty to leg.t.m.se 
part.c.pat.on, wh.ch suggests a structural pressure to frame expert.se through motherhood. 
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These f.nd.ngs extend Gl.ck and F.ske's Amb.valent Sex.sm Theory beyond att.tud.nal 
measurement and show how benevolent sex.st .deology .s l.ngu.st.cally enacted and .nst.tut.onally 
reproduced. The systemat.c .dent.f.cat.on of formula.c express.ons, grammat.cal patterns, and 
semant.c frames prov.des emp.r.cal ev.dence for how subject.ve prejud.ce translates .nto object.ve 
l.ngu.st.c structures that constra.n women's symbol.c representat.on. Methodolog.cally, comb.n.ng 
corpus-ass.sted d.scourse analys.s w.th f.ne-gra.ned qual.tat.ve cod.ng produced repl.cable 
ev.dence for the systemat.c.ty and recurrence of benevolent sex.sm, wh.ch addresses cr.t.ques of 
qual.tat.ve d.scourse analys.s as .mpress.on.st.c. 

These patterns carry d.rect pol.t.cal consequences. The normal.sat.on of paternal.st.c 
d.scourse across d.verse parl.amentary contexts suggests that leg.slat.ve language takes an act.ve 
part .n women's symbol.c marg.nal.sat.on, regardless of ga.ns .n descr.pt.ve representat.on. Even 
as women's numer.cal presence .ncreases, the benevolent strand pos.t.ons them as protected 
objects rather than pol.t.cal subjects, and th.s constra.ns the symbol.c transformat.on that 
substant.ve equal.ty requ.res. Pol.cy .ntervent.ons must therefore attend not only to numer.cal 
representat.on but to the l.ngu.st.c and .deolog.cal mechan.sms through wh.ch women's pol.t.cal 
agency .s c.rcumscr.bed. 

Several l.m.tat.ons should be acknowledged. The study focused only on plenary speeches 
and d.d not .nclude comm.ttee del.berat.ons or .nformal .nteract.ons, where d.fferent norms may 
operate. Future research could exam.ne whether benevolent sex.st patterns pers.st .n less 
formal.sed contexts and could compare how female and male speakers use gendered d.scourse. 
Cross-nat.onal comparat.ve research would clar.fy whether the Turk.sh patterns reflect broader 
dynam.cs or context-spec.f.c conf.gurat.ons. 

Th.s study shows that substant.ve pol.t.cal equal.ty requ.res susta.ned attent.on to the 
d.scurs.ve pract.ces through wh.ch gender .deology .s reproduced w.th.n leg.slat.ve .nst.tut.ons. 
The systemat.c analys.s of parl.amentary language reveals how benevolent sex.sm works as a 
recurrent mechan.sm of symbol.c exclus.on that constra.ns women's pol.t.cal subject.v.ty even as 
.t appears to honour, protect, and valor.se them. 
 

REFERENCES 
 

Akser, M., & Baybars-Hawks, B. (2012). MedSa and democracy Sn Turkey: Toward a model of neolSberal medSa 
autocracy. M)ddle East Journal of Culture and Commun)cat)on, 5(3), 302-321. 
https://doS.org/10.1163/18739865-00503011 

Alkhammash, R. (2020). DSscursSve representatSon of the EU Sn BrexSt-related BrStSsh medSa. GEMA Onl)ne Journal 
of Language Stud)es, 20(1), 73-93. https://doS.org/10.17576/gema-2020-2001-05 

Arat, Y. (1994). Toward a democratSc socSety: The women's movement Sn Turkey Sn the 1980s. Women's Stud)es 
Internat)onal Forum, 17(2-3), 241-248. 241-248. https://doS.org/10.1016/0277-5395(94)90030-2 

Baker, P., GabrSelatos, C., KhosravSnSk, M., KrzyzanowskS, M., McEnery, T., & Wodak, R. (2008). A useful 
methodologScal synergy? CombSnSng crStScal dSscourse analysSs and corpus lSnguSstScs to examSne dSscourses 
of refugees and asylum seekers Sn the UK press. D)scourse & Soc)ety, 19(3), 273-306. 
https://doS.org/10.1177/0957926508088962 

Barreto, M., & Ellemers, N. (2005). The burden of benevolent sexSsm: How St contrSbutes to the maSntenance of gender 
SnequalStSes. European Journal of Soc)al Psychology, 35(5), 633-642. https://doS.org/10.1002/ejsp.270 

Baxter, J. (2000). Teach)ng g)rls to speak out: An )nvest)gat)on of the extent to wh)ch gender )s a pert)nent d)scourse 
for descr)b)ng and assess)ng g)rls' and boys' speech )n publ)c contexts [UnpublSshed doctoral dSssertatSon, 
UnSversSty of ReadSng]. 

Braun, V., & Clarke, V. (2006). UsSng thematSc analysSs Sn psychology. Qual)tat)ve Research )n Psychology, 3(2), 77-
101. https://doS.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa 

http://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2026-2603-06
https://doi.org/10.1163/18739865-00503011
https://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2020-2001-05
https://doi.org/10.1016/0277-5395(94)90030-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/0957926508088962
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.270
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa


GEMA Onl)ne® Journal of Language Stud)es  
Vol. 26(3), August 2026 http://do).org/10.17576/gema-2026-2603-06 

eISSN: 2550-2131 
ISSN: 1675-8021 

594 

Budak, C., & AldemSr, C. (2025). Kamu polStSkası ve toplumsal cSnsSyet eşSt(sSz)lSğS. In S. Berkün (Ed.), Toplumsal 
c)ns)yet temel)nde kadının konumu ve sorunları (pp. 21-50). Özgür Yayın-Dağıtım. 
https://doS.org/10.58830/ozgur.pub888 

AnSs NadSah Che Abdul Rahman. (2024). The portrayal of women: A corpus analysSs of the representatSon around the 
word 'WanSta' Sn the MalaysSan Hansard Corpus. GEMA Onl)ne Journal of Language Stud)es, 24(4), 150-
169. https://doS.org/10.17576/gema-2024-2404-09 

ChSlds, S. (2000). The new Labour women MPs Sn the 1997 BrStSsh ParlSament: Issues of recruStment and 
representatSon. Women's H)story Rev)ew, 9(1), 55-73. https://doS.org/10.1080/09612020000200228 

ChSlton, P. (2004). Analys)ng pol)t)cal d)scourse: Theory and pract)ce. Routledge. 
Dahlerup, D. (1988). From a small to a large mSnorSty: Women Sn ScandSnavSan polStScs. Scand)nav)an Pol)t)cal 

Stud)es, 11(4), 275-298. https://doS.org/10.1111/j.1467-9477.1988.tb00372.x 
Dayang SarSah Abang SuhaS, KesumawatS A. Bakar, & NorsSmah Mat Awal. (2020). ModalStS dalam wacana 

perbahasan parlSmen. GEMA Onl)ne Journal of Language Stud)es, 20(4), 186-205. 
https://doS.org/10.17576/gema-2020-2004-11 

Edam, B. K., AladdSn, A., & ShaarS, A. H. (2024). DSscursSve strategSes unveSled: ExplorSng Arab and Western medSa 
narratSves on Arab women. GEMA Onl)ne Journal of Language Stud)es, 24(4), 173-195. 
https://doS.org/10.17576/gema-2024-2404-10 

FaSrclough, N. (2013). Cr)t)cal d)scourse analys)s: The cr)t)cal study of language (2nd ed.). Routledge. 
Glapka, E. (2025). UnveSlSng agency: InvestSgatSng MuslSm women's agency Sn hSjab dSscourse through posStSonSng 

analysSs. GEMA Onl)ne Journal of Language Stud)es, 25(3), 665-682. https://doS.org/10.17576/gema-2025-
2503-05 

GlSck, P., & FSske, S. T. (2001). An ambSvalent allSance: HostSle and benevolent sexSsm as complementary 
justSfScatSons for gender SnequalSty. Amer)can Psycholog)st, 56(2), 109-118. https://doS.org/10.1037/0003-
066X.56.2.109 

Hamad, S. S., AlS, A. M., ParamasSvam, S., & Jabar, M. A. A. (2022). Complex speech act as a performance of fallacSes 
Sn NourS al-MalSkS's polStScal speeches. GEMA Onl)ne Journal of Language Stud)es, 22(4), 186-206. 
https://doS.org/10.17576/gema-2022-2204-11 

HarshSta ASnS Haroon, Noor AslSza Abdul RahSm, NorSha BasSr, & ZalSza ZubSr. (2020). Lakuan SlokusS ucapan ZahSd 
HamSdS dalam PAU 2017 dan 2018 [IllocutSonary acts Sn ZahSd HamSdS's PAU 2017 and 2018 speeches]. 
GEMA Onl)ne Journal of Language Stud)es, 20(2), 96-114. https://doS.org/10.17576/gema-2020-2002-06 

Holmes, J. (1992). Women's talk Sn publSc contexts. D)scourse & Soc)ety, 3(2), 131-150. 
https://doS.org/10.1177/0957926592003002001 

IlSe, C. (2018). 'Behave yourself, woman!': Patterns of gender dSscrSmSnatSon and sexSst stereotypSng Sn parlSamentary 
SnteractSon. Journal of Language and Pol)t)cs, 17(5), 594-616. https://doS.org/10.1075/jlp.18015.SlS 

Jackman, M. R. (1994). The velvet glove: Paternal)sm and confl)ct )n gender, class and race relat)ons. UnSversSty of 
CalSfornSa Press. 

KandSyotS, D. (Ed.). (1991). Women, Islam and the state. MacmSllan. 
Lakoff, R. T. (1990). Talk)ng power: The pol)t)cs of language. BasSc Books. 
LandSs, J. R., & Koch, G. G. (1977). The measurement of observer agreement for categorScal data. B)ometr)cs, 33(1), 

159-174. https://doS.org/10.2307/2529310 
Lazar, M. M. (2007). FemSnSst crStScal dSscourse analysSs: ArtSculatSng a femSnSst dSscourse praxSs. Cr)t)cal D)scourse 

Stud)es, 4(2), 141-164. https://doS.org/10.1080/17405900701464816 
NorsSmah Mat Awal, KesumawatS A. Bakar, AnSs NadSah Che Abdul Rahman, & Imran Ho Abdullah. (2021). 

RepresentasS Halal dan Haram dalam Wacana ParlSmen MalaysSa. GEMA Onl)ne Journal of Language 
Stud)es, 21(4), 186-207. https://doS.org/10.17576/gema-2021-2104-10 

RSch, A. (1976). Of woman born: Motherhood as exper)ence and )nst)tut)on. W. W. Norton & Company. 
Shaw, S. (2006). Governed by the rules? The female voSce Sn parlSamentary debates. In J. Baxter (Ed.), Speak)ng out: 

The female vo)ce )n publ)c contexts (pp. 81-102). Palgrave MacmSllan. 
Stopfner, M. (2018). Put your 'bSg gSrl' voSce on: ParlSamentary hecklSng agaSnst female MPs. Journal of Language 

and Pol)t)cs, 17(5), 617-635. https://doS.org/10.1075/jlp.18014.sto 
Wang Can, Jaafar, M. F., & AnSs NadSah Che Abdul Rahman. (2025). News medSa representatSon of ChSna's famSly 

plannSng polScy Sn ChSna DaSly: A corpus-assSsted crStScal dSscourse analysSs. GEMA Onl)ne Journal of 
Language Stud)es, 25(3), 602-621. https://doS.org/10.17576/gema-2025-2503-02 

  

http://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2026-2603-06
https://doi.org/10.58830/ozgur.pub888
https://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2024-2404-09
https://doi.org/10.1080/09612020000200228
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9477.1988.tb00372.x
https://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2020-2004-11
https://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2024-2404-10
https://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2025-2503-05
https://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2025-2503-05
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.56.2.109
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.56.2.109
https://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2022-2204-11
https://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2020-2002-06
https://doi.org/10.1177/0957926592003002001
https://doi.org/10.1075/jlp.18015.ili
https://doi.org/10.2307/2529310
https://doi.org/10.1080/17405900701464816
https://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2021-2104-10
https://doi.org/10.1075/jlp.18014.sto
https://doi.org/10.17576/gema-2025-2503-02


GEMA Onl)ne® Journal of Language Stud)es  
Vol. 26(3), August 2026 http://do).org/10.17576/gema-2026-2603-06 

eISSN: 2550-2131 
ISSN: 1675-8021 

595 

APPENDİX A  
 

CODİNG SCHEME AND DECİSİON RULES 
 
Strategy Sub-pattern (n) Def4n4t4on Illustrat4ve example 
Protect4ve 
paternal4sm 

Women-ch4ldren 
coupl4ng (127) 

Women grouped w4th ch4ldren as a jo4nt 
category requ4r4ng protect4on 

“korunması gereken hanımlara ve çocuklara” 
(the women and ch4ldren need4ng protect4on) 

 Possess4ve fram4ng 
(98) 

Women marked as the possess4on of men or 
the collect4ve v4a possess4ves 

“Kadınlar b4z4m başımızın tacıdır” (women 
are the crown of our heads) 

 Protect4ve 
4mperat4ves (127) 

Construct4ons pos4t4on4ng men/state as the 
agent of protect4ve act4on and women as 4ts 
object 

“onlar 4nc4nmes4n d4ye yasalar çıkarıyoruz” 
(we pass laws so they are not hurt) 

Motherhood 
glor4f4cat4on 

Def4n4t4onal 
equat4on (112) 

Rhetor4cal def4n4t4ons equat4ng womanhood 
w4th maternal essence 

“B4z 'kadın' dey4nce beş4k sallayan anne” 
(when we say woman, a mother rock4ng the 
cradle) 

 Maternal 
leg4t4m4sat4on (94) 

Speakers ground4ng author4ty 4n 
motherhood rather than expert4se 

“b4r anne olarak s4ze söylüyorum” (as a 
mother, I tell you) 

 Occupat4onal 
segregat4on (92) 

Women's roles enumerated w4th4n gendered 
conf4nes, exclud4ng leadersh4p 

“Evde anne, okulda öğretmen, hastanede 
hemş4re” (at home a mother, at school a 
teacher, at hosp4tal a nurse) 

Sacred 
domest4c4ty 

Rel4g4ous 
glor4f4cat4on (104) 

Sacral4sat4on of the maternal/domest4c role 
through rel4g4ous reference 

"Cennet anaların ayağı altındadır" (parad4se 
l4es beneath mothers' feet) 

 Nat4onal4st 
reproduct4on (93) 

Maternal role framed as serv4ce to nat4onal 
cont4nu4ty 

"gelecek nes4ller4 yet4şt4ren anneler" (mothers 
ra4s4ng future generat4ons) 

 
Several cod.ng dec.s.ons requ.red .nterpret.ve judgement, and the follow.ng rules governed 
borderl.ne cases. F.rst, where an apparently pos.t.ve or agent.ve descr.ptor co-occurred w.th a 
maternal or domest.c anchor, the .nstance was coded accord.ng to the dom.nant fram.ng 
establ.shed by that anchor. Second, utterances of apparent pra.se were coded accord.ng to the 
structural pos.t.on they ass.gned to women rather than the.r pos.t.ve surface valence. Th.rd, where 
a speaker c.ted a sex.st formulat.on .n order to object to .t, the formulat.on was recorded as present 
but marked as oppos.t.onally framed, so that contested cases were not coded as endorsements. 
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APPENDİX B 
 

CORPUS COMPARİSON AND CONCORDANCE EVİDENCE 
 
Compar.son of the kadın and erkek stems (full corpus). The stem kadın occurs 6,247 t.mes and the 
stem erkek 607 t.mes. The strongest content collocates of erkek (±5 w.ndow) are eş.tl.ğ. (co = 37, 
MI 11.28), egemen (co = 44, MI 10.82), fırsat (co = 40, MI 9.70), katled.ld. (co = 17, MI 9.47), 
ş.ddet. (co = 16, MI 9.42), and kız (co = 25, MI 9.11). The prof.le centres on equal.ty, male 
dom.nance, and perpetrat.on, and not on protect.on or vulnerab.l.ty. 
Selected concordance l.nes for kadın (full corpus): 
 

• “...kadına yönel.k ş.ddetle mücadele ed.lmes. ve toplumsal c.ns.yet odaklı b.r...” 
• “...2024 yılının .lk dokuz ayında 296 kadın c.nayet. .şlen.rken...” 
• “...s.lahlı çatışmalardan etk.lenen kadınlar ve çocuklar .ç.n özel yardım ve koruma...” 
• “...Türk.ye Cumhur.yet.... kadınlara seçme ve seç.lme hakkı tanınmıştır...” 
• “...b.r yargı paket. get.r.yorsunuz, kadın haklarını ger.ye götüren...” 
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