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Abstract

This study aims to determine how the digital privacy of the child is addressed based on the content
shared by parents on the parent blogs in Turkey. Today, parents share content about their daily parenting
practices and the development of their children on digital communication media. The fact that the majo-
rity of the content shared is about the child makes it a necessity to think about the digital privacy of the
child. In this context, parenting blogs are important in that they are digital texts through which mothers
and fathers convey their relationship with their children and their parenting roles to the readers in the
form of an autobiography. Within this study the Turkish parent bloggers’ opinion on their privacy manage-
ment of the content that they share was analyzed using a qualitative research design. The data collection
phase was constructed based on face-to-face semi-structured interviews with 15 purposively selected
parent bloggers and qualitative content analysis was used as the data analysis method. Regarding the
privacy management of the blogger parents, four basic determinants have been detected: (1) ethical
principles and auto-control, (2) the child's intervention and demands, (3) interactions with their followers
and (4) the legal context.
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Bu calisma, ebeveynlerin dijital ortamdaki paylasimlar Uzerinden cocugun dijital mahremiyetinin nasil ele
alindiginin belirlenmesini hedeflemektedir. Ginimuzde ebeveynler, glnlik ebeveynlik pratikleri ve cocuklarinin
gelisim sureclerine iliskin icerikleri dijital iletisim ortamlarinda paylasmaktadir. Paylasilan dijital icerigin 6nemli bir
kisminin ¢ocuga dair olusu ise, cocugun dijital mahremiyeti Uzerine disunulmesini gerekli kiimaktadir. Bu cer-
cevede ebeveynlik bloglari, anne ve babalarin cocuklaryla olan iliskilerini ve ebeveynlik rollerini okuyucularina
otobiyografik bir bicimde aktardiklar dijital metinler olmalari bakimindan 6nem tasir. Bu calisma kapsaminda,
Turkiye'deki ebeveynlik blogu sahibi yazarlarin paylastiklari icerigin mahremiyet yonetimine iliskin gorusleri, nitel
bir arastirma tasarimi Uzerinden analiz edilmistir. Amacl orneklem secimi ile belirlenen 15 blog yazari ile yuz
ylize vari yapilandinimis gortisme gerceklestirilmis ve veri analizi yontemi olarak nitel icerik analizi kullanilmistir.
Sonug olarak, blog yazari ebeveynlerin mahremiyet yonetimi ile ilgili olarak dort temel belirleyen tespit edilmistir:

(1) etik ilkeler ve otokontrol, (2) cocugun midahalesi ve talepleri, (3) takipcilerle etkilesimleri ve (4) yasal baglam.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Ebeveynlik bloglar, mahremiyet, cevrimici mahremivet, sharenting, cocugun cevrimici

mahremiyeti.
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It is not possible to speak of a single accepted definition of the concept of the
privacy since its definition depends on the culture, society, time etc. As So-
love (2008, 1) states, “currently privacy is a sweeping concept encompassing
(among other things) freedom of thought, control over one’s body, solitude
in one’s home, control over personal information, freedom from surveillance,
protection of one’s reputation from searches and interrogations.” Although
the history of the concept can be dated to much earlier, it was Samuel War-
ren and Louis Brandeis who first recognized the threats to privacy caused by
technological and societal developments (Lukacs 2016). In their famous article
“The Right to Privacy’ (1890), they demand the recognition of the right to pri-
vacy as letting them be alone. The framework of the concept was expanded by
1905 as one’s control over information about oneself. It is worth mentioning
that what made Warren and Brendais realize this is the emergence of tabloid
newspapers that provided a fertile field for photojournalism and gossip.

The current digital media environment has gone far beyond information
sharing. It “has become a place where individuals can express ideas, opinions,
build a public image or just interact with other people, either by sharing infor-
mation and knowledge or by participating in cultural, social and/or political
activities” (Sartor & Viola 2010). In other words, it enables a wide variety of
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information to be shared and spread more easily than in any other period in
history. This is so much so that according to some, it has become possible to
characterize the current culture with the concept of “oversharing” which has
anegative connotation (Agger, 2012; Brabazon 2016). The information sharing
possibilities and the potential of the digital environment has made it inevita-
ble subject of discussion in the field of social sciences in relation to the concept
of privacy (Solove 2011; Cannataci & Friends 2016; Mcnish 2016).

When it comes to sharing information about children, information con-
trol and privacy become even more complicated in the digital media age
(Blum-Ross & Livingstone 2017; Livingstone & Byrne 2018; Siibak & Traks
2019). Considering the popularity of photo and story sharing about children,
it becomes inevitable to consider parental sharing practices through a series
of questions: Who (parent or child) owns the information shared on digital
platforms? How active is the child in deciding what information to share?
Are the children emotionally or physically harmed by ‘sharenting’ practices?
Where does the parent’s freedom to share end and the child’s privacy be-
gin? How should this sharing of information about the child be handled as
an ethical issue? What are the legal regulations on this subject and are they
sufficient? There is a notable body of literature from various disciplines that
problematizes online privacy concerning similar questions and it is continu-
ing to expand (Haley 2020; Kline 2020; Schmidt 2011; Steinberg 2016). This
study is also derived from such an interest and it aims to explain the privacy
management of parent bloggers in Turkey. In addition, when the relevant lit-
erature is examined, it is seen that there is no study focusing on the online
privacy management of parenting blog writers in Turkey, and it is thought
that the research will fill this gap.

Sharenting and Its Problems

Sharenting describes the ways that many parents share information about
their parenting practices and their children’s lives in the digital environment
(Collins Dictionary and Macmillan Dictionary). It can be suggested that social
media also provides several functions to mothers and fathers regarding their
parenting role. By getting in touch with their family, friends or other parents
through social media, individuals can strengthen these relationships and have
the social capital that they need (Jang & Dworkin 2014; Young 2011). It can
also be suggested that parents have experience of showing their care and sup-
port for their children through the content that they share on social media
about their children (Inan-Kaya & Kaya 2018), thereby constructing the par-
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ent identity they aim for (Blum-Ross & Livingstone 2017). On the other hand,
there are also positive aspects to the individuals’ sharing posts about their
parenting practices on social media such as receiving social and psychological
support through ‘likes” and comments on the posts, getting information from
more experienced parents who went through similar situations and relieving
the feeling of loneliness (Keith & Steinberg 2017, 413-414). In this regard, it can
be argued that parents use social media channels for purposes such as sharing
content about their children, following the posts of other parents, exchanging
information and having access to an environment of solidarity for the vari-
ous social and psychological problems they encounter (see Bartholomew et al.
2012; Lupton 2016; Lupton & Pedersen 2016; Walker et al. 2011).

As Steinberg states (2017, 847), although most parents act with good in-
tentions when they share about their children, they often share without being
fully informed of the consequences of their online disclosure. They may reveal
personal information about their children to other people, online services,
data brokers or surveillance authorities which may cause safety risks (Minkus
et al. 2015). These online disclosures have the potential to benefit children
in many ways. However, considering the child’s right to privacy means that
there may be legal risks as well (Steinberg 2017).

Studies show that parental disclosure on social media may cause (1) digi-
tal kidnapping, (2) for some children to be bullied by other children as a re-
sult of embarrassing pictures shared by their parents, (3) the risk of the child
becoming an open target for strangers by explicitly announcing the places
where the child is regularly located through spatial social media applications
and venue tags and (4) the social and psychological life of the child may be
negatively affected when he/she reaches adulthood due to the information
shared (Siibak & Traks 2019).

Parenting Blogs/Microblogs and Privacy Management

Although there are many definitions for blogs (Boyd 2006), in general, blogs
are social media websites typically used to share thoughts, opinions, reports,
user-created content and links to content found on other websites (Blood,
2002). They are a popular form of easy-to-use personal publishing, there are
over 600 million blogs in the world as in 2022 (Byers 2022). Among these, as
the statistics above point out, parenting blogs are very popular. Thus we can
say that parents are very enthusiastic adopters of blogging and microblogging
practices (Dugan et al. 2015).
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Parenting blogs and blogger parents share contents including their per-
sonal experiences with their followers. In this regard, parenting blogs, unlike
other types of blogs, can be defined as digital settings in which individuals
give advice to other parents by autobiographically conveying their opinions
on their children’s lives and motherhood/fatherhood experiences (Lupton
2016; Morris 2014). Given that blogs provide “strong notions about the au-
thor’s personality, perspective, and desires” (Nardi et al. 2004, 42), blog con-
tents can be defined as digital texts that convey the adopted parenting un-
derstanding and model to the reader. Furthermore, blogs allow their readers
to reinterpret these parenthood insights in the context of their idioms and
cultural origins, in addition to providing parenting models through their
authors” own experiences (Powell 2010). Therefore, parenting blogs are im-
portant because they are cultural spaces that represent the author’s view of
parenting while also allowing the reader to reinterpret various parenting ap-
proaches by observing them. The cultural aspect of parenting blogs makes it
necessary to examine the studies on parenting blogs in Turkey. Few research
(Aktan & Kayis 2018; Giircayir-Teke 2014; Morva & Giil-Unlii 2021; Sayimer
& Derman 2019) focusing on parenting blog posts have been conducted in
Turkey in this regard. When these studies are examined, it is seen that parents
in Turkey produce blog content to keep track of and remember memories of
their child, to share experiences and exchange information between parents,
to inform their readers in line with their personal understanding of parent-
ing, to raise awareness, to negotiate the role of parenting and gender norms,
to benefit from the experiences of the readers, and to get social support from
parents with similar problems.

According to Schmidt, blogs/microblogs, contribute to the emergence of
“personal public spheres” which are one of the defining features of the social
web (Schmidt 2011). Blogging is a hybrid between the modes of publishing
and engaging in conversation, especially in the case of seemingly paradox
online journals which are both personal and public at the same time. Accord-
ing to Schmidt (2011), this new type of public sphere blurs the boundaries
between the personal and the public. Due to this feature, the social web has
been the subject of various studies in the literature, especially relating to the
protection of personal data and security concerns (Gross & Acquisti 2006; Mc-
Cullagh 2008; Krasnova & Friends 2008; Fogel & Nehmad 2009; Child et al.
2011; Mamonov & Benbunan-Fich 2018).

This feature of the social web has made it necessary to renew privacy
management concerning the digital environment. Considering blogging prac-
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tices specifically in their work, Child and Petronio (2011) stated that we should
begin to understand the way that privacy management functions within a
larger communicative system. Child et al. (2011) showed that bloggers essen-
tially scrubbed their blog site and adapted their typical privacy rules to the
new ones that better protected them from the online community regarding
that particular form of blogged information. Similarly, Schmidt (2011) argues
that blogging/microblogging practices, rather than simply eroding privacy
and fostering digital exhibitionism, reconfigure the context for the purpose
of identity management in a more complex way. As Schmidt (2011) explains,
“with regard to blogs/microblogs managing privacy refers to the ways peo-
ple actively use the technology to selectively disclose certain personal infor-
mation to certain audiences (and also not disclose certain information to oth-
ers).” In other words, individual bloggers select and present content online
that is framed by technology or code, but also by rules and relations. Along
these structural dimensions, we can identify groups or communities of blog-
ging practices. The analytical model of Schmidt, which accounts both for the
social structuredness of blogging and its dynamic nature, can also serve as a
framework to look at the development of the blog/microblog-based practice
of privacy management (Schmidt 2007; 2014). In other words, it can be said
that privacy management in the social web is not only abandoned to the mer-
cy of technology or the code itself in a deterministic way. It has created a new
set of rules that derive from the relationship among user groups.

Research Method

Within this study, the Turkish parent bloggers’ opinion on their privacy man-
agement of the content that they share was analyzed using a qualitative re-
search design. Semi-structured interviews were used as the data collection
method and qualitative content analysis with a directed approach (Hsieh &
Shannon 2005) was used as the data analysis method. Our research’s system-
atic framework consists of 4 phases: (1) data collection, (2) data preparation,
(3) qualitative content analysis and (4) the interpretation of the results. The
data collection and data preparation phases were constructed based on face-
to-face semi-structured interviews with 15 purposively selected (7 women
and 8 men) parent bloggers. Interviews were conducted between September
2020 and January 2021. All the blogs are owned by Turkish parents, and they
all posting in Turkish. The children of all the interviewed bloggers were under
18 years old (the oldest was 14 years old) but the age and gender differences
of the children of the bloggers did not determine the choice of interviewees.
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All the interviewed bloggers have been producing parenting content for a
long time (minimum 2 years, maximum 14 years). This made it possible to see
how both the interaction with the followers and the intervention of the grow-
ing child in the content were effective on the privacy control in the process.
An interview guide was developed to answer the research questions and to
focus on certain topics during the interviews. Using existing theory and prior
research a deductive category application (Mayring 2000) was used and with-
in the scope of the focus of the study, the research questions were grouped
based on 3 predetermined categories: (1) awareness of the ownership of the
information shared, (2) awareness of the risks and measures taken and (3) the
determinants of the content of the parent posts. The content analysis phase
was built on the framework method and analysis was carried out using the
predetermined categories (see Hsieh & Shannon 2005). Finally, the focus of
the interpretation of the results phase is to measure the data quality and inter-
pret the findings regarding the privacy management of the blogger parents.

Findings

Whose Information is Shared on the Parent Blogs?

All the bloggers interviewed agreed that the content on their blog conveys
their parenting experiences. Bloggers think that what is reflected from the
blog content is primarily their own parent identity. However, in answer to the
detailed questions about the content itself, the parents also state that they also
share information about someone else, their child:

Since the blog is mine, I don’t think much about it (r.n. talking about whose in-
formation shared), but I am careful not to put any content that offends my kid. I
mean, sometimes she drives me crazy, my daughter is a very difficult child, she
forced me a lot and now I accept she is a difficult child. But I wrote about the
subjects that were challenging for me, not about her. And of course, because it’s a

personal diary, I felt like gossiping about her from time to time (C.S).

As it is understood, one of the parties involved in parenting is the child.
The focus of sharing is based on the dynamic relationship between the child
and the parent. One blogger described the double-sided and dynamic rela-
tionship that creates the content as follows:

Parenting was much more difficult before, when it was new, though now there
are different challenges. Much more material was coming out to write on then.
One reason for this was that my relationship with my child until the age of four
or five was a little more critical parent vs. rebellious child kind. A lot of material
to write on was coming out of it. Not very positive energy, but was producing
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something readable. After that age, I moved to a little more adult, he positioned
himself a little more an ordinary child. There is also great entertainment derives
from this relationship with my child but not that much material to write on. What
has changed? I started to have a little bit of difficulty in finding the contents.
Nowadays I started to focus on spending my time with my son, so maybe there
is stuff to write on however I'm not looking. Because the child is at school. The
time he spends father and mother is running short. Also since you are no longer

a newbie in childcare, you focus on different things now (S.0).

Based on the above, it can be said that the interviewed bloggers are aware
that the parenting content is related not only to the parent but also to the child.
This awareness is revealed in the two different attitudes present in their blog
posts: (1) keeping secret as much information about the child (face, name,
birthday etc) on the blog as possible and making only the blogger’s parental
identity visible.

Frankly I do not use photos of my children. More precisely, I do but I cover their
faces. Because although my blog is not a blog that can be misunderstood, my chil-
dren may not want me to share them. My child can say I wish you didn't write
about me. So, he/she can stay a little more anonymous if his face is not visible.

However, I have a couple of photos my own, they have my face open (C.S).

(2) Sharing information about the child more openly and make the digital
selves of both the child and parent visible.

Iam highly appreciated in social circles for being a good father. This doesn’t both-
er me. That's me after all. After a certain point, I started to be known not as O.; but
as Z.s father. For those who don’t know my name, I'm Z’s father. Or while I was
meeting someone I was Z's father. Spectacular! By the way, there are still people
on the street who knows me as Z’s father (O.P).

In both cases, the posts are passed through certain filters — detailed in the
following sections - by bloggers regarding privacy and data security.

Nevertheless, when the details of the shared content were discussed, it
was revealed that detailed personal information about the child was avail-
able in all but three blogs. The information we are talking about is, of course,
not presented with clarity as it is in the form of an identity card but it can be
filtered out from the text and photographs shared in a detailed review:

Of course I don’t share open and detailed data as much as possible. The blog
doesn’t contain venue information or birthday and school information about my
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daughters. I usually don’t put these on the blog. But yes, those who follow con-
stantly can trace where we are. Because we go to the ballet, for example, we share

from there. But yes, I do not put it as a way to emphasize it (O.H).

For example, the topic of school choice, one of the most popular topics
in blogs, can make the school that the child goes to known to their followers.
Blog posts in certain venues related to the activities that the child regularly
performs (sports, art, science etc.) make it possible to easily identify the places
where the child is regularly. Bloggers are aware that their followers and any-
one else who reads their blog posts chronologically may be able to gain access
to a substantial amount of the child’s personal information, just like putting
together the pieces of a puzzle:

Whoever follows me very carefully can find anything. Because I share about my-
self. I'm also tagging on Foursquare. If someone who knows what school’s swim-
ming team my kid in is can easily find out what time she is there. Anyone can get
the answer (O.P).

Moreover, when the interviewees were asked what personal data they
share about their children on the blogs, except for 4 bloggers, all of them said
that the photographs and the child’s name and surname were shared (or eas-
ily found). This enables their child to be easily identified. There were bloggers
who stated that they had followers in the public sphere who recognized them
and had come up to them to talk:

There were times when I meet people out there who knew from me from the blog,
and there were times when I was terrified. One day, while I was with my mother-
in-law, they came running over us. Another time, when I was alone, someone

came from behind, hugged, and scared me! (B.A).

What Concerns Determine the Content of the Parenting Posts?

Based on the interviews conducted, it is possible to say that the information
sharing about the child is generally shaped by four concerns: (1) ethical prin-
ciples and self-control, (2) the child’s intervention and demands, (3) interac-
tions with their followers and (4) legal context.

Ethics, which explain what is right and wrong in a moral sense, appear
to be the most determining factor in the sharing of the parent bloggers. A per-
sonal ethical attitude towards shared content as a kind of self-control system
where bloggers negotiate their posts by putting themselves in their children’s
shoes has been observed in all bloggers interviewed:
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Once, my daughter had all the laundry in her room messed up. I shared the post
because it was a funny moment for me. I shared it, then the interaction started
coming and it increased. Then I realized that. Wait a minute! I said to myself, do I
mess around my clothes and share a photo of it? And there was a moment when
I was so sad (AA).

In some cases, this ethical attitude may itself be caused by the society
lived in rather than only the individual sourced. One of the interviewees ex-
pressed not sharing photographs of her children by associating it with the
cultural codes of the society that she lived in:

I am not sharing my kids’ photos on the blog. So it is also the same in the culture
Ilive in. Photos of children are not shared on many web pages. There are no web
pages of kindergardens here, in this country. It feels right to me and that’s why I
limit it by covering the child’s face (C.S).

This attitude can also be considered as the reason for the bloggers’ prac-
tice of the management of the impressions about children on their blogs:

You are already saying something about the child. Her/his friend reads it, and
someone else also reads it. Here you want to put something, but there is an im-
pression that the child wants to create about himself / herself. So I try to make sure

there is nothing to spoil that impression in my posts (M.O).

This example highlights the issue of how the child is represented by the
parents on the blog which also emerges as an issue that parents (especially the
fathers) ponder over.

Another factor that the parents take into account when sharing content
about the child is the child’s opinion or feelings about the act of sharing it-
self. The parents interviewed state that they respect their children’s decisions
regarding sharing. All the parents interviewed, aware that the information
shared is also about the child, stated that they would remove the content if
their children objected. However, it should be emphasized that the age of the
child is decisive in this. The bloggers stated that in general, children start ex-
pressing their opinions on the blog posts after they have learned to read. It
has also been stated that they are more involved in the content during their
adolescent years:

As of today, since A. learned how to read and write, I no longer share anything
that he does not approve of. I was not posting anything that I thought would
bother him anyway. But since he began to read and understand, if I am going to
put something, I make sure to have his approval (M.O).



20 < ilef dergisi

One of the interviewees, O.P, stated that although it did not match his
motivation to keep a blog (archiving and recording), he allowed his daughter
to intervene in terms of the content:

Now there are some contents that my daughter doesn’t want me to share. Because
Z. started to pay attention to whether she looked beautiful in the photo. How is
the look, how is the pose? She is paying attention now. She and her friends all
have a mobile phone. And there is a problem that her friends also follow me.
I find the thing very valuable... that something published should not be easily
removed. I do not delete the photos I took either. I archive them. Some photos can
be out of focus but I transfer and backup all photos in the same way. There are of
course those that I choose and use, but I don't like to delete the rest because I look
bad. However, this manner has changed in the last 2 years. When I post without
notifying Z., she deletes the post (O.P).

Therefore, it can be said that the sharing rituals of the parents transform
over time as their children reach an old enough age to interfere with the con-
tent.

However, it should be added that this transformation of the content over
time is not only due to the intervention of the child but also the parental self-
control. So much so that O.P, one of the interviewees, stated that as a parent
blogger, he had to write about the attitude changes as part of his daughter’s
adolescence. He got to a point where he could not do so, so he stopped writing:

When I first started blogging, I also visited a lot of blogs. Foreign fatherhood
blogs. The year was 2006. I found a lot of blogs that already ended. At a certain
point, the blogger had said that ‘he would not write anymore, because his daugh-
ter learned to read. And the things that I will write from now on will concern
the child’s private life. Then I wondered if I would be like this one day. It hap-
pened. This is one of the reasons why I am not writing today. Because what will I
say when I write something about adolescence? Yesterday Z. slammed the door,
bellowed out something, and left. Of course, I will not write this, but I have to...
O.P).

In other words, the advancement of the age of the child brings with it
more problems concerning the privacy issue of the child related to the paren-
tal posts.

In the blog posts, the interaction of the followers or readers can also de-
termine the content. As in the example below, the interaction with the post can
cause the bloggers to change their attitude about sharing it:
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I had problems with the followers, unfortunately, I even started censoring the
contents for this reason (...) In the very early days of my blog, I shared a photo
shows that my kid taking a bath with his father, my kid’s face was covered in the
photo. They were in the bathroom with my husband. Nothing is visible, but the
father and daughter were in the bathroom. This caused a lot of reaction. At that
time, there was a sudden issue as to whether girls can take a bath with their fa-
thers. I wondered if it was due to this photo. But it was nice because then people
discussed this issue, I don’t think that photo still exists, but I haven't posted such
a photo after that. So I learned (C.S).

Although the legal context is the category least questioned and voiced by
the parents regarding their blog posts, it affects the content to a certain extent.
Three of the bloggers interviewed tried to explain their sharing preferences
using legal concepts such as abuse, rights, law and crime:

When I'm sharing a photo, I looked at these: 1) If I share this photo, will it take
me to court in the future? Am I violating my kids’ rights is the question. 2) Am I
abusing by sharing? 3) What happens if I share this without his/her permission?
(A.A).

One of the bloggers, L.O, pointed out how the legal context shapes the
content by saying:

I am aware of children’s rights. Both, I am aware of these rights in the legal con-
text and also I care about their existence. When I think about it, there is a fact that
when we were a child, our photos were visible to other people only when some-
one came to our home. They weren’t public then but they are now. So I think this
is the reality today. I don’t put anything they would offend anyway.

To summarize, the ethical dimension of the content shared about the
child is the most problematic dimension concerning privacy. The interaction
with the child and their followers also affects the bloggers’ sharing practices
about what or how much content should be shared. Lastly, although the le-
gal dimension related to the privacy of the child in the parent blogs is not as
widespread and effective as the ones listed above, it still affects the content of
the blog posts.

How Aware They Are of the Risks of Sharenting and What Measures Are Taken
by the Parent Bloggers?

We can see that each of the parents we interviewed are aware of the various
risks of the Internet environment and that they use a variety of relatively high
or low safety barriers to prevent their children from being harmed concern-
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ing their posts. Being selective in the shared photos of the child is one of the
most mentioned and used safety barriers: “There are posts where we share
children’s faces. Of course, we share them within certain limits. Their privacy
is important. I mean... Even sharing children themselves is a part of their pri-
vacy though...” (O.H). Regarding the content that is particularly avoided in
the photographs, all parents, without exception, stated that they take care to
ensure that their children are dressed. However, the limits on being dressed
may also vary from parent to parent. For example, a blogger can share photos
in bathing suits, although he says he cares for his child to be dressed:

If there are content where I post images of my son, I make sure that the photo-
graphs or videos are mostly dressed, but I do not bother too much. I also share
a photo of him in a bathing suit in summer, so I am not that picky I mean... But
I do not want to go into details in images or articles that reveal the details of my

private life too much (S.0).

Another one may appear to have drawn the boundaries on this issue
more clearly:

At the beginning, I was sharing very fearlessly and very comfortably. I was shar-
ing not only on my blog but also on a photo-sharing website, Flickr. I was not just
sharing them, I was backing up my photos there. And it was public. Then one day
I noticed the thing and my blood froze. There are also some people among the fol-
lowers... I don’t know if it is pedophilia, but... I noticed the number of followers
started to increase. Comments were coming. Especially under some of the photos,
I call beach photos. or more nude photos Then I closed it to the public anyway.
So I made it only available to followers. I even remember removing some photos.
Therefore, I have always paid close attention to this. Yes, but you know, have I
prevented myself in a very obsessive way? I haven’t prevented it. You know there
is an attitude on the net. Let me put an emoji on my child’s face. I've never done
that. But of course, the internet was a much more innocent environment in the

beginning.

It can be understood that negative interactions with their followers over
time is a factor in the choice of which photo of the child to share.

The parents state that they can choose not to share images of their chil-
dren in private areas such as bathrooms, toilets or rooms. But if they do share
private areas, they reflect on and choose the photo carefully. For example,
only one mother among the parents interviewed stated that she shared one of
the images of her child in the bathroom: “It was a post about toilet training. I
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remember that I uploaded a part of the toilet seat and a photo of D.’s face only.
Nothing else could be seen” (B.A). Even though the photos of the children in
their bedrooms and sleep have been shared more commonly, it is observed
that the selection of the photograph is very meticulous.

There are a couple of photos while my child sleeping, but I control myself at the
maximum level while choosing the photo. There is no nude photo, I don’t put
nude photos. I don’t remember if there is a photograph of a bath when he was a
baby, but there are some shows of his swimming. ButI am trying to be meticulous
about that. There are cases of pedophilia or something, that is always in the back
of our minds (M.O).

To gain a more detailed insight into the parents’ level of knowledge about
privacy and security, the bloggers were also asked whether they took any
security measures concerning their children’s social media accounts. It has
been observed that they are keeping all of their child’s social media accounts
under detailed control. The majority of them pass on first-hand information
to their children about how to use their account: “I am telling him things such
as ‘use this one instead of this, there is an anti-virus’. Recently I advise him
as ‘son if something is free on the internet, you know it is not actually free’
(H.O). Again, who the followers are and how they interact is monitored by
the parents:

My daughter’s followers and what she follows are routinely checked by her mom
and me. The account is regularly reviewed by us. Who is this? Do you know this?
Why is this following you? Why are you following this? Her mother or I are in
control. She is explaining routinely as ‘I know this one from here and from there’.
When someone she does not know sends a follow-up request, she either refuses
or asks if he/she is our friend (O.P).

It is also possible to say that they are very controlling about the content
that their children watch and they are aware that it is possible to associate
with the harmful content. Beyond that, it is possible to say that the interview-
ees are also aware of the concepts of big data and digital surveillance:

So look, security is an illusion. You are not safe right now. If you are using this
(pointing phone) you are not safe. It's done. You have two possibilities, you will
never enter to Internet world or accept it as it is. All my profiles on the inter-
net, everything is open. Because I'm looking at the content I write. Looking at

whether what I'm writing could pose a threat. You must be the filter itself! (H.O).

As a result, it can be said that blogger parents came out as a homoge-
neous group that is well-equipped with digital literacy. Although they are not
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directly educated in digital technology or do not do business related to digital
media as a profession, it has been observed that there are people they receive
such a consultancy from first hand (such as their spouse or a sibling).

Conclusion

According to Blum-Ross and Livingstone (2017, 4), parent bloggers exhibit
experience with the dilemmas that many parents face as social media users re-
garding their posts: “to represent one’s own identity as a parent means mak-
ing public aspects of a potentially vulnerable child’s privacy and yet because
they are parent they are precisely the person primarily responsible for pro-
tecting that child’s privacy.” Moreover, the research findings show that this
determination is correct for our sample as well. Even though they underline
the emphasis on parenting in the content streaming from the blog, the blogger
parents are aware that they share information about their children as one of
the main parties in the parent-child relationship.

This dilemma is largely due to the structural features of the blogosphere.
Being a blogger requires presenting yourself authentically, meeting the pro-
fessional standards of the blogging community and maximizing your audi-
ence (Blum-Ross & Livingstone 2017). The flow that these structural features
interact with makes it unique and enables each blogger to produce what we
call blog content. Therefore while sharing as a blogger whose theme is parent-
hood in general, it is often inevitable for them to share data about their child
while creating content. However, as the research results show, there are differ-
ent personal forms of sharing about the child. It is possible to protect the pri-
vacy of the child at a certain level with various forms of sharing. The security
barriers are determined on a personal level. While saying this, it is taken into
account that although there is always a potential risk, the study did not find
an example in the sample group where the child was directly physically or
psychologically harmed by the parents” sharing practices.

Four basic determinants have been determined in the blog posts: (1) ethi-
cal principles and auto-control, (2) the child’s intervention and demands, (3)
interactions with their followers and (4) the legal context. Ethical principles
and self-control appear to be the most used and important determinants in
terms of the content. The fact that the spouses frequently consult each other
regarding the content of the posts appears to be self-control. The second and
third determinants point to the interaction with the second (child) and third
(follower) persons in accordance with the structural features of the online
environment. Although it is important to get the opinion of the child about
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sharing in general, it is not possible to get the consent of the child until they
reach a certain age. In other words, the age of the owned children appears to
be a factor in obtaining approval for the content. In general, it has been ob-
served that after the children learn how to read and write and become aware
of social media, the blogger parents consult their children about their posts.
All bloggers have stated that they have taken a stance in favor of removing or
not sharing the content that their children does not want them to share. They
agree that they won’t keep content on their blog that their kids don’t like to
see about themselves.

It has been observed that especially negative or potentially risky respons-
es in their interactions with their followers enables the bloggers to handle
their blog content concerning privacy. The legal context is the least considered
context when sharing content. Based on the sample of the research, it has been
observed that privacy is treated as a cultural conceptualization and as a set of
practices rather than pointing to a legal context. One reason for this may be
that in Turkey like the rest of the world, it is not yet possible to talk about a
comprehensive law or a legal practice that has been agreed on by internet law.

Another conclusion of the research findings is that the digital literacy of
parent bloggers in Turkey is at quite a high level. Bloggers use their knowl-
edge on this subject in the security and privacy management of their blogs, as
well as when controlling their children’s use of social media, such as convey-
ing information about the potential risks to the child.

It should also be noted that the sample of this research consisted of a
highly representative but very limited parent group due to the nature of the
qualitative research. Moreover, the findings of the research reveal that the
group in question is at a very high level in digital literacy. However, although
not specific to this group, sharenting practices on various digital platforms
have the potential to violate children’s privacy and expose them to various
risks. Therefore, this issue is too important to be left to the existence of various
mechanisms applied at the individual level. For this reason, it is important to
underline that there is a need for macro-level regulations, such as the devel-
opment of social policies that increase awareness and knowledge about child
privacy, as well as legal sanctions.
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