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Preface 
The Human Rights Foundation of Turkey (HRFT) is happy to release the annual 

report for the year 2000, although the English version is even more delayed than the 
Turkish original.  The report  includes the human rights  violations in Turkey during 
2000 and was prepared by the Documentation Center of the HRFT. In compiling the 
report we used our own resources, newspapers, journals and other publications. We 
made much use of the daily bulletin, information provided by human rights defenders, 
politicians, trade unionists and statements from other organizations as well as official 
figures.

The main chapters of the report are “the Kurdish question”, “the right to life”, 
“internal displacement”, “the right to personal security”, “freedom of expression”, “the 
freedom  of  assembly  and  demonstration”,  “the  freedoms  of  association”  and 
“pressure on human rights defenders”. You will  find several sample cases in each 
sub-division of these chapters. The examples are by no means exhaustive. You have 
to agree that many more abuses happened throughout 2000. 

We released this report in continuation of the annual reports that we started to 
publish in 1991. We want to express our gratitude to all our supporters and those, 
who provided documents and information. 

HRFT Documentation Center
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1. The Kurdish Question and Practices of the Rule Of 
Emergency (OHAL)

1.1. The Kurdish Question

Following the unilateral announcement of a ceasefire by the PKK in August 1999 the 
incidents of violence in the region under a state of emergency (OHAL) decreased 
decisively, but the official policy on the Kurdish question did not change.

No concrete steps were taken in 2000 to solve the Kurdish question based on human 
rights and directed at establishing peace. The Kurdish question remained the main 
source for  human rights  violations.  The National  Security  Council  (NSC) and the 
security forces that determine the state policies on the Kurdish question continued to 
regard demands for a solution of the Kurdish question as “terrorist demands against 
the unity of the country and a threat to national security”.

The Chief of General Staff stated in June “the armed forces cannot forget the blood 
that  was  shed for  years,  even if  everybody should  forget  the  pain  that  we  lived 
through”. At the same time some institutions and the press were criticized for their 
attitude towards the “terror of the PKK”. The declaration claimed that these circles 
tried to give the PKK a peaceful face and argued that the organization would start its 
armed activities again. The following facts were reported:

“As a result  of  successful  operations the number of  terrorists  in  the country was 
reduced to 50% in 1997, to 42% in 1998 and to 26% in 1999. Currently 11% of the 
terrorists are still in the country.”

Bans on democratic and cultural activities as well as gross human rights violations 
continued in the OHAL region and neighboring provinces in 2000. Many workers and 
civil servants were “exiled” from the region, Kurdish music cassettes were banned as 
well as some publications. Many journalists, writers and scientists were put on trial 
for expressing their views on the Kurdish question. Some of them were imprisoned. 
The  Radio  and  Television  Supreme  Board  (RTÜK)  punished  radio  station  for 
broadcasting Kurdish music. No steps were taken to lift the system of village guards. 
No initiative was taken to clean the area in particular around evacuated villages of 
mines and other unattended explosives. 

At the beginning of 2000 Algan Hacaloğlu, member of the central board of the CHP 
prepared a report on “Democratization and the Basic Politics towards Development in 
East and Southeast Anatolia”.  The report  pointed at the feudal structure, poverty, 
unemployment,  arbitrary security measures,  human rights  violations and enforced 
migration and stated that this situation was feeding the terror in the region. The report 
complained that the solution of the Kurdish question had been left  to the security 
forces and called for a democratic solution based on ethnic sensitivity. 

The report raised the following recommendations:

People of Kurdish origin should be given the opportunity to learn their mother tongue 
besides the official language of the Turkish Republic and to be informed of their own 
culture and folklore. To this end special research should be conducted at universities 
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and  press  and  other  media  should  provide  the  means  for  communication,  while 
restrictions in this context should be lifted.

Cultural rights and in particular broadcast in Kurdish was discussed intensely during 
2000. In July, Sema Pişkinsüt, chairwoman of the human rights commission in the 
GNAT made a declaration in Van asking for investment in the region in terms of 
human rights and democracy. She said that everybody in the country should be able 
to speak freely and Kurdish radio and TV stations were part of individual rights and 
freedoms.  The  only  restriction  might  be  that  the  programs  would  not  injure  the 
indivisible unity of the State. Sema Pişkinsüt added that the people in the region were 
waiting for improvement in democracy and human rights.

In  August  Kazım  Rüştü  Yücelen,  Minister  with  Responsibility  for  Human  Rights, 
asked  the  Turkish  Radio  and  TV  Company  (TRT)  for  an  opinion  on  Kurdish 
programs.  In  September Yücel  Yener,  Director  of  TRT,  answered  by saying  that 
there were no provisions in the TRT Law preventing broadcasts in Kurdish, but there 
might be provisions in the RTÜK Law. 

In  November  RTÜK  chairman  Nuri  Kayış  stated  that  the  RTÜK  Law  called  for 
broadcast to in the Turkish language. Only in case of teaching foreign language that 
had contributed to develop the universal culture or scientific works these languages 
might be used. As an interpretation he added that  usually programs would be in 
Turkish, but it was also possible to make programs in languages such as English, 
French, German or Italian. Kurdish was not to be used, because it was no universal 
language. However, the provision might easily be changed, if the government agreed 
on this.

On 8 November the “National Programme for the Adoption of the Acquis” (in short 
National  Program)  was  published.  This  fueled  the  discussion  on  the  use  of  the 
Kurdish  language  The  National  Program  promised  for  the  short  term  to  lift  all 
restrictions  on  broadcasting  in  the  mother  tongue of  Turkish citizens and for  the 
medium term to lift all restrictions on the enhancement of cultural rights. (1)

On  28  November  Şenkal  Atasagun,  State  Secretary  for  Intelligence  (MİT) 
commented on the National Program. He stated that this was a matter, which the 
government had to decide. If they were asked they would utter their opinion. Medya 
TV (broadcasting in Kurdish) could easily be watched in Southeastern Turkey. This 
station was spreading lies and it might be useful to establish a competitor for it.

In the same press conference the deputy of Mr. Atasagun, Mikdat Alpay demanded 
that the citizens in that region had to be gained for the State and continued: “As we 
are using Apo for the interest of the State, the Kurdish language should also be made 
use of. Not because other people want us to do so, but we should do it for our own 
sake. The organization has banned everything for its members. They are not allowed 
to watch Turkish TV, may not read Turkish newspapers.” He added that 60% of the 
women in the region could not read and write and did not know Turkish.

Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit and Deputy Prime Minister Mesut Yılmaz supported the 
views of the MİT representatives. Only the coalition partner MHP opposed the views 
by stating that MİT was not entitled to make such comments. Prime Minister Bülent 
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Ecevit on the other hand stressed that he had given permission to make statements 
on the issue. In a statement of 29 November Bülent Ecevit said:

“In democratic countries it is not easy to keep secrets, in particular when you look at 
the contemporary technology. The administration of MİT acts with the knowledge of 
these facts. It is correct that the majority of women in East and Southeast Anatolia do 
not know Turkish. This is a mistake of the State. We need to find a solution to the 
Kurdish question without harming the national unity. The question in Southeast and 
East Anatolia require predominantly an economic and social solution. We do what we 
can in this respect. We have to take into account that the separatist movement has 
not  come  to  an  end;  it  has  only  changed  the  characteristics.  The  last  HADEP 
Congress is a warning in that sense.” 

The last comment in 2000 came from the Chief of General Staff on 7 December. On 
that date the “Evaluation of Internal Security in 2000” was introduced. The report 
drew attention to the parallelism of demands for “cultural rights” with the effort of the 
PKK to become a political power “based on ethic nationalistic grounds that would 
bring  about  a  political,  separatist  movement”.  The  Chief  of  General  Staff  called 
demands for broadcast and education in Kurdish “persuasive efforts of the separatist 
activities of the PKK trying to win the society”. 

The Chief of Staff stated that the degree of violence had decreased, but the efforts to 
become a political power had spread rapidly. The report asked for measures against 
this development. The fight against terrorism was called the “true fight for human 
rights  and  democracy”  and  described  in  three  phases.  The  first  phase  was  the 
dimension of violence. The security forces were carrying out this fight. The second 
dimension was the prevention of a separatist movement based on ethnic nationalism 
and the third dimension were socio-economic measures to close the gaps, which 
terror was exploiting.

The following figures were presented: The number of incidents had gone down from 
3.298 in 1994 to 45 in 2000. The number of killed citizens had gone down from 1.479 
to 15. The number of killed soldiers decreased from 1.145 to 29. The number of 
terrorist had been 11.000 at one time, but was now down to 4.000 or 4.500. Only 
10% of them were inside the country. Until now the fight against terrorism had cost 
the lives of 5.853 martyrs; 5.405 citizens had lost their lives.

Like in  previous years  the use of the Kurdish language in  public life  resulted on 
prosecution. 

An  imam named Abdullah Demirci was detained on the grounds that “he gave the 
prayer  in  Kurdish”  in  the  funeral  on  10  January  of  the  former  Mayor  of  Lice 
(Diyarbakır)  Nazmi Balkaş, who died on 7 January.  A dispute arose between the 
people  who  wanted  Abdullah  Demirci  to  be  released  and  the  police.  The  police 
reportedly threatened the people with “opening fire on them.”

The trial launched against Celal  Baykara, chairman of the Foundation for Kurdish 
Culture  and  Research  and  the  board  members  Kamber  Soypak,  Faruk  Parlak, 
Abdullah İşçi,  Yaşar  Kilerci,  Selim Sırrı  Feroğlu,  Mehmet Parlak,  Bayram Karaca, 
Mazhar Kara, Reşit Deli and Faruk Kurhan, ended in acquittal in the first hearing at 
İstanbul SSC on 1 February. Celal Baykara testified that the aim of the Foundation 
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was developing Kurdish culture and said, “the advertisements we gave were related 
to  the  Kurdish  language,  not  to  Kurds.”  The  other  defendants  also  refused  the 
accusation. The trial had been launched on accusations of “inciting people to enmity,” 
in an advertisement in the daily Hürriyet on 24 July 1999, stating, “Scholarships will 
be granted to students who can read and write in Kurdish.”

Following the complaint of Şişli District National Education Directorate, Şişli Public 
Prosecution Office opened a case against Kurd Institute Chairperson Hasan Kaya on 
charges  of  conducting  a  Kurdish  course  without  permission.  The  indictment  of 
November 2000 pointed at Article 42 of the Constitution: “No other language than 
Turkish can be taught as a mother tongue in education institutions.” The indictment 
demanded a sentence of 2 years’ imprisonment for Kaya on the grounds of “opening 
a  course  contrary  to  law and regulations”.  He was  also  accused of  “opening  an 
institution without permission contrary to the law on private education institutions No. 
625.”

HADEP Osmangazi District Chairman Recep Kuru and the singers Yıldırım Işık, Ümit 
Ceylan, Zahir Aksu and Sedat Işık were detained on the grounds that they sang a 
Kurdish song during a wedding ceremony in Bursa. Ümit Ceylan, Zahir Aksu and 
Sedat Işık were remanded on 20 February.

A trial was launched against Eğitim-Sen Union Diyarbakır Branch Secretary Hasan 
Kaçan  in  connection  with  the  speech  he  gave  on  the  private  television  channel 
Medya TV, related to “the right to education in the mother tongue,” on 22 December 
1999. The indictment prepared by Diyarbakır SSC prosecution’s office demanded the 
conviction of  Kaçan on the accusations of “inciting people to hatred and enmity,” 
under Article 312 of the Turkish Penal Code, in the speech he gave in Kurdish. In the 
same context Hasan Kaçan was not promoted as civil servant for one year and was 
“exiled” to Amasya.

The trial  launched against the organizing committee members of  the Labor Party 
(EMEP) for  Elazığ Province on the grounds that Kurdish songs were sung in the 
“Solidarity Night” held on 22 May 1999, concluded on 8 March. Elazığ Penal Court 
No.2  sentenced  Mesut  Gündoğdu,  Cemal  Günsili,  Yusuf  Bal,  Ali  Dağ,  Ali  Ekber 
Bakır, Hıdır Erdoğan and Bülent Bozkurt to 6 months in prison. The penalties of all 
defendants, except Bülent Bozkurt, were commuted to a fine. 

The governor in Ankara closed the Kurdish course conducted by the Association of 
Social and Cultural Support and Solidarity of People from Tunceli in April. Deputy 
Governor Mustafa Erkal pointed at the Law No. 685 requiring special permission for 
private courses. 

Singer Aydın Acar was detained during a wedding in Hakkari on 30 June for singing 
a Kurdish  song.  He was  later  remanded on charges of  “disseminating separatist 
propaganda.” 

In July Bayram Altun and Hacı Haykır imprisoned in Ordu-Efirli Prison on charges of 
membership to the PKK declared that the prison administration had banned the use 
of Kurdish. A report by Diyarbakır Bar Association claimed similar things for Mardin 
Prison, where even prisoners, who did not know Turkish, were not allowed to speak 
in Kurdish.
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In August some 242 cassettes with Kurdish songs were prohibited in Diyarbakır (see 
freedom of expression).

On 15 September the gendarmerie detained Selim Turan, Faik Turan and Hayati 
Eşen on allegations  of  having  sung Kurdish  songs on a  wedding  in  Hasretpınar 
village in Malazgirt district (Muş) on 10 September. They were first remanded by a 
court in Malazgirt but released, when the prosecutor decided against charges.

In  November  an  investigation  was  launched  against  HADEP  İzmir  Provincial 
Organization former chairman Ali Yavuz and former board members on the grounds 
of “speaking Kurdish” on the 4th Congress of the party held on 1 October. 

The  case  opened  under  Article  81  of  the  Law  on  Political  Parties  against  the 
members of the organizing committee on the grounds of speaking and singing in 
Kurdish at the Newroz festival held in Mersin by HADEP concluded on 27 October. 
Mersin Penal Court acquitted the defendants.

In  Diyarbakır  the  prosecutor  started  an  investigation  against  the  trade  unionist 
Muhsin Uyanık, because he had given an interview to Medya TV in Kurdish.

The Supreme Administrative Court issued its verdict in the case opened by Can TV, 
broadcasting  in  Diyarbakır,  against  RTÜK)  in  November.  RTÜK had  ordered  the 
closure of Can TV on the grounds of broadcasting a news program in Kurdish. The 
Supreme Administrative Court  quashed the decision of the regional administrative 
court.  The Supreme Administrative  Court  10th Chamber  stated in  its  verdict  that 
Diyarbakır  Governor’s  Office  and  the  Policed  HQ  had  applied  to  the  RTÜK 
emphasizing  that  “necessary  sanctions  should  be  brought  against  Can  TV  as  it 
frequently played Kurdish music and conducted various interviews in Kurdish during 
live programs.” The Supreme Administrative Court stated that Can TV had produced 
the program in Turkish and it wasn’t worth mentioning the interview in a language 
other than Turkish in the program and that this was not contrary to the principle of 
broadcasting in Turkish.

The trial launched against the actors of Teatra Jiyana Nü (New Life Theatre) on the 
accusations under Article 312 TPC concluded at Adana SSC on 10 April,  Saniye 
Tunç, Erdal Ceviz, Turan Adıgüzel, Erhan Yıldırım, Ali Köroğlu, Servet Özkan, Kemal 
Ulusoy,  Kemal  Orgun,  Yıldız  Gültekin,  Cihan  Özdemir  and  Murat  Batgi  were 
sentenced to 10 months in prison. The sentence was later commuted to a fine. The 
police had raided Mesopotamia Culture Center (MKM) Mersin Branch Theatre Hall, 
where  the  play  was  staged,  and  detained  the  actors.  Actors  Kemal  Ulusoy  and 
Servet Özkan had been remanded and the theatre hall had been closed.

The case opened against the Ankara Governor in connection with the ban of the play 
“Komara Dinan Sermola (Republic of the Crazy Sermola)” a play in Kurdish put on 
stage  by  Teatra  Jiyana  Nu  in  Ankara,  concluded  on  16  November.  Ankara 
Administrative Court No 1 confirmed the ban of the Governor. It was claimed that the 
play was in Kurdish and some actors who took part in the play had criminal records 
and that this would “create ethnic discrimination among the society and would lead to 
hatred in society and cause unwanted incidents.”
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The Mesopotamian Culture Center (MKM) in İstanbul was raided by police officers on 
19 November. During the raid MKM General Director Türkan Çetin, company owner 
Yemlihan  Adıgüzel  and  Abdurrahman  Çelik  who  worked  for  the  Jiyana  Rewşen 
journal were detained.

In Silvan district of Diyarbakır singing Kurdish songs during wedding ceremonies was 
banned.  According  to  the  information  received,  the  letter  signed  by  Çatalköprü 
Gendarmerie Station Commander, NOC İbrahim Bulut and sent on 10 November to 
Mehmet Çağırtekin who was getting prepared for the marriage of his son in Alakum 
quarter  of  Akçeltik,  Silvan,  warned  that  Kurdish  songs  shouldn’t  be  sung  at  the 
wedding. The letter also read that the wedding should finish at 12pm and the village 
guards should inform the gendarmerie when the wedding was over and also name 
the guests In Silvan the singers of regional music groups named  Ferhenk, Barış, 
Esmer,  Buse,  Evgi,  Navdest  and  Dostlar  were  reportedly  invited  to  the  District 
Battalion HQ some time ago and warned not to sing in Kurdish.

The Koma Gula Xerzan music group, who appeared on stage in connection with 
celebrations held by the Malatya Youth Branch of HADEP, was hindered by police 
officers. During the celebrations prizes were given to the winners of the composition, 
poem and drawing contest  entitled “Peace.”  The police officers  disconnected the 
microphones and the  audience protested  them.  Officers  from Malatya  Police  HQ 
came to the hall and stated that they would not allow Kurdish songs to be sung.

The police raided the offices of the Diyarbakır Branch of Eğitim Sen on 3 October. 
The raid was reportedly carried out in connection with the festival to be held on the 
occasion of 5 October World Teachers’ Day. Executives of the trade union, who were 
not in the office during the raid, were detained at their schools. Eğitim-Sen General 
Organization Secretary Emirali  Şimşek disclosed that  Figen Aras,  Nesip Gültekin, 
Hüseyin Kaya, Müzeyyen Akıncı, Ali Erdemirci and Medeni Kaya had been detained. 
They were released on 5 October. The Governor banned the festival, on the grounds 
that the invitations of the festival included statements in Kurdish.

The  case  opened  against  Figen  Aras,  Nesip  Gültekin,  Hüseyin  Kaya,  Müzeyyen 
Akıncı, Ali Erdemirci and Medeni Kaya, in connection with the invitations commenced 
on 13 December. The defendants stated that they had no intention of disseminating 
separatist propaganda and that the invitations printed in both Turkish and Kurdish did 
not involve any propaganda against the State. The SSC Prosecutor summed up the 
case saying that 

In  March  the  general  assembly  of  the  Court  of  Cassation  passed  an  important 
decision on a case from Güroymak district (Bitlis). Nezir Durak had wanted to give his 
girl born in 1992 the name of “Mizgin” (which means “good news” in Kurdish), but had 
been asked to change the name to Hatice. Güroymak Judicial Court had decided 
against the application of Mr. Durak stating that the name Mizgin did not exist in the 
Turkish language and was against national culture and tradition. Chamber 18 of the 
Court of Cassation had quashed the decision stating that the name was known in 
society and that the father had the natural right to name his child as he wished.

Güroymak Judicial Court insisted on the first verdict and the general assembly had to 
deal with the case. The first decision was in favor of the verdict by Güroymak Judicial 
Court, but when the father asked for a correction of the verdict the general assembly 
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followed chamber 18 by 30 against 14 votes. The corrected verdict stated people of 
different  ethnic  origin  were  living  in  Southeast  and  East  Anatolia.  It  needed  to 
evaluate the individual within his surrounding. In addition, many names and words 
had been adopted from Arabic or French. The name Mizgin was of Persian origin and 
although it had various meanings in Turkish there was no objection against this word 
being used as the name of a child.

In  June Turabi  Şen appealed  to  the Supreme Administrative  Court  after  Malatya 
Administrative had not allowed him to name his son Laşer Rodi.

In July Hasan Kurt, who had come from Bozova district (Urfa) to Germany 12 years 
ago, went to the Turkish Consulate in Frankfurt. He wanted to register his child as 
Serxwebun Bedirxan. His application was rejected because the name included the 
letters “x” and “w” that do not exist in the Turkish alphabet.

HADEP run Batman Municipality’s  Assembly changed some names in  the town in  June 
2000.  Subsequently  the  governor  of  Batman approached  the  Ministry  of  the  Interior  to 
reverse the name changes. He claimed that the names were given in contravention to Law 
No.  1003  on  the  Numbering  of  Houses  and  Naming  of  Streets  and  the  Law  on 
Administration  of  Provinces.  The  Ministry  forwarded  this  request  to  the  highest 
Administrative  Court.  In  a  decision  dated  28  September  2000,  the  Administrative  Court 
prohibited the use of the names Zozan, Zilan, Mahatma Ghandi, Yılmaz Güney, Halepçe 
and Munzur for streets and alleys.

Reasons  for  the  prohibition  of  certain  names  for  streets  were  give  by  the 
Administrative Court as follows: 
Ömer Muhtar: the leader of the independence movement in Libya against France. 
Before giving this name, authorization should have been sought from the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs (MFA); this authorization was never asked for.
Mahatma Gandhi:  someone who fought for independence of India against Britain; 
such a name can only be given with the authorization of MFA. 
Elmedina:  a village close to Batman that was submerged under a flood; the name 
was written according to rules of a foreign language. 
Zilan: a name for one of the tribes in the region, but also the name of a river where 
Kurds were allegedly massacred during the uprising in the 1930’s. 
Tilmerç:  old name of a village in Batman; an attempt to revive old names that are 
not Turkish.
Zozan: It means “mountain pasture” in Kurdish. 
Laleş: It means tulip in Kurdish, it is also a pilgrimage ground in Iraq for Yezidis.
Hazzo: former name of Batman’s Kozluk district
Munzur:  name of  a mountain and river  in the Tunceli  region;  a place where  an 
alleged Kurdish massacre happened during the Dersim uprising. 
Said Nursi: it incites the public to separatism as it has both religious fundamentalist 
and separatist connotations. 
Yılmaz Güney:  the owner of this name conducted various separatist activities and 
fled abroad when he received a sentence for killing a judge
Halepçe: A place in Iraq. It is known for mass murder of Kurdish people perpetrated 
by Iraqi State.
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Arapkent: old name of a village in Bismil; an attempt to revive old names that are 
not Turkish. 
According  to  the  court  these  names  are  not  Turkish.  Some  of  them remind  of 
uprisings against the state  authority and mass murders by states.  These names 
were specially picked and with the usage of these names, a message was given to 
the public that it was right to revolt against the state.

The Newroz Celebrations

In  many  provinces  only  official  celebrations  of  Newroz  were  allowed  in  2000. 
Applications for alternative celebrations were not permitted in İstanbul, Malatya, Siirt, 
Van, Şanlıurfa, Tunceli, Hakkari, Muş, Bitlis, Kars, Iğdır and Ağrı. The police detained 
748 people during Newroz festivals. 

In Kars the public prosecutor started an investigation against HADEP in connection 
with posters calling for Newroz celebrations. The objections were the usage of the 
letter  “w”  and the colors of  red,  yellow and green. Tuncer Bakırhan, chairman of 
HADEP for  Kars province testified on 31 March.  The prosecutor  argued that  the 
colors were the colors of  the PKK and the Law on Political  Parties provided that 
propaganda might only be conducted in the Turkish language, but the letter “w” did 
not exist in the Turkish language.

The trial launched against editors-in-chief of 8 newspapers in Batman, due to writing 
“Newroz” instead of Nevruz in the articles related to the Newroz festivities, concluded 
at Batman Criminal Court on 9 June with acquittal. The gendarmerie had lodged an 
official complaint against the newspapers Batman Postası, Batman Çağdaş, Exspres, 
Batman, Güncel, Mücadele, Aydınlık Rota and Bayram and a trial had been launched 
under Article 312 TPC. 

1.2. Practices in the OHAL Region
The state of emergency that had been introduced 13 years ago was extended in the 
region three times for four months each in 2000. The decisions of the GNAT were 
taken on 28 March, 26 June and 21 November. On 26 June the GNAT decided to 
exclude Van province from the state of emergency starting on 30 July. The state of 
emergency was in force in the provinces of Diyarbakır, Şırnak, Hakkari and Tunceli at 
the end of 2000. The provinces of Bingöl, Bitlis, Siirt, Batman, Mardin, Muş and Van 
had the status of neighboring provinces.

During the session of 21 November ANAP deputy for Bursa province, Turhan Tayan, 
stated that a juvenile of 17 in the OHAL region had only seen the extraordinary face 
of the State and needed to see a smiling face of it. He hoped in the name of his party 
that the 41st prolongation was the last one. 

On 13 November OHAL Governor Gökhan Aydıner held a press conference. He said 
that incidents of  “terror”  had gone down by 80% compared to the previous year. 
During the first 10 months of the year 206 incidents had occurred in 11 provinces. 
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During  the  events  351  PKK  militants  had  been  captured  “dead”  and  221  PKK 
militants had been captured alive. He presented further figures:

“Of 1,717 people detained in connection with the PKK 547 were arrested. During 
operations against Hezbollah 2,709 people were detained and 1,730 of them were 
arrested.  During  the  first  10  months  27  members  of  the  security  forces  and  39 
civilians were killed (by the PKK).”

Commenting on the expectation to lift the state of emergency Aydıner said: “One has 
to be alert for those, who continue activities towards terrorist aims. If they really want 
to contribute to peace and brotherhood, which the people really wants, they should 
call  on the armed groups in and outside the country to put down their arms and 
surrender.  As  long  as  there  are  armed  groups  in  and  outside  the  country  that 
threaten the unity the fight against terror will continue.”

Again in November Gökhan Aydıner called people asking to abolish the system of 
village  guards  “separatist  centers”  and  further  argued:  “The  office  of  the  OHAL 
governor has given the security forces the authority to fight against terror. Therefore, 
the separatist  centers want  the office of the regional  governor and the system of 
village guards to be abolished. We also supply aid to villages that have been affected 
from terror. We are supporting projects for the development of the village and an 
improvement of the economic situation of the villagers. They only have to tell us their 
needs.”

In  December  the  office  of  the  OHAL  governor  announced  that  since  the 
announcement of the state of emergency 23,396 PKK militants had been captured 
“dead”, 621 had been captured injured, 3,086 had been captured alive and 2,371 
PKK militants had surrendered, making a total of 29,474 PKK apprehended militants. 

In January HRFT Diyarbakır representative Sezgin Tanrıkulu talked about the OHAL 
regime. He said: “If you look at the law on the state of emergency and related laws 
you  can see that  the region  is  administered by a regime that  is  not  suitable  for 
democracies. The governor for the OHAL region has powers that should not exist in 
democracies. During the 13 years of OHAL he has used all these powers. Villages 
were evacuated, people were “exiled”, the press was prevented from entering the 
region, TV stations were banned and even film festivals were not allowed to take 
place. Political parties were prevented from entering the region with their vehicles, 
demonstrations  and meetings  were  banned,  and hundreds of  civil  servants  were 
“exiled” outside the region. The only reason, why a regime with so broad powers 
continues, is the fact that the Kurdish question has not been solved on a democratic 
and peaceful basis.”

The Law on the State of Emergency continued to present the legal framework for 
human rights violations in the OHAL region. The work on human rights continued to 
be hindered in 2000. The Diyarbakır branch of the Human Rights Association (HRA) 
that  the  OHAL  governor  had  closed  indefinitely  in  1997,  because  of  “activities 
threatening the unity of the State” was re-opened on 12 May, but before just one 
month had passed it was closed again for 3 months. On 11 August this period was 
over,  but  the  offices  were  closed  again  the  same  day  and  opened  only  on  10 
October, after the OHAL governor had decided on it. The Van branch of the HRA 
was closed on 17 May for 3 months. The governor’s office in Van took the decision in 
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connection  with  signatures  collected  on  the  situation  in  the  prisons  and  the 
competences he had from the OHAL Law.

Restriction on freedom of expression continued on a large scale in the OHAL region. 
A large number of books, papers and music cassettes were banned from being taken 
to the region, distributed and sold there (see the chapter on freedom of expression).

Many people working the public sector were either dismissed or “exiled” outside the 
region, because of “harmful views”. The teachers’ union Eğitim-Sen announced that 
during the first six months of the year a total of 139 teachers had been “exiled” from 
the region. The decisions were taken with administrative investigations according to 
Law No. 657 on Civil Servants. They were based on Article 29 of the OHAL Law. 
Eğitim-Sen detailed the places from where teachers had been exiled as: Diyarbakır: 
37, Van: 10, Batman: 32, Mardin: 30, Şanlıurfa: 13, Siirt: 17.

The Directorate for Education in Diyarbakır province opened an investigation against 
4,137  civil  servants  in  connection  with  the  one-day  “stop  working”  action  on  1 
December  2000.  Medeni  Alpkaya,  chairwoman of  the teachers’  union  Eğitim-Sen 
said that penalties for such actions were against the law and Ankara Administrative 
Court No. 7 and the 5th Chamber of the Supreme Administrative Court (Danıştay) 
both had quashed such penalties on 21 December 1995. Some 150 members of the 
trade union for Health and Social  Services (SES) and the one for office workers, 
BES, were also targeted by this investigation. 

Other  NGOs  were  also  affected  by  the  practices  in  the  OHAL  region.  In  May 
Diyarbakır  Governor’s  Office  closed  Dicle  Women’s  Cultural  Center  and  Meteris 
Cultural Center in Diyarbakır, for an unlimited period, and Dicle University Students’ 
Association for 3 months. Dicle Women’s Cultural Center Chairwoman Saniye Varlı 
stated  that  the  governor  had  shown  their  campaign  for  education  in  the  mother 
tongue as justification for the closure. Varlı said that they were threatened by the 
police who came to their center to announce the decision of closure. Remzi Yıldırım, 
board member of Meteris Cultural  Center stated that some 20 police officers had 
raided  the  premises  and  accused  of  them  of  conducting  activities  according  to 
decisions  on  the  7th  Congress  of  the  PKK.  The  Students’  Association  at  Dicle 
University was closed against under the same provision, when the 3 months’ period 
expired in August.

In May the students’ association at the 100 Year University in Van was closed for 3 
months according to Article 11 of the OHAL Law. 

The meeting to be held in Diyarbakır on 10 December in connection with the World 
Human Rights Week was banned by the governor’s office in Diyarbakır. Ali Ürküt, 
HADEP Diyarbakır Provincial Chairman declared that the meeting was banned under 
Article 11 of the State of Emergency Law. Earlier the meeting organized by HADEP 
for World Peace Day on 1 September had also been banned.

The office of  the  OHAL governor  banned the signature campaign against  F-type 
prisons organized by the HRA all around Turkey. Article 11/e of the OHAL Law was 
shown  as  justification  of  the  decision.  HRA  Deputy  Chairman  Osman  Baydemir 
complained that Article 7 of Decree 285 (with the force of law) prevented them from 
appealing against the decision.
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The Village Guard System

The future of the village guard system that had been introduced in 1985 with the aim 
to “assist the security forces in the OHAL region in their fight against terror and for 
self-protection of the villagers” remained uncertain in 2000.

In January Interior Minister Sadettin Tantan stated that 65,809 village guards were 
employed in the region. Their wages varied between TL 60 and 64 million. He added 
that temporary village guards were employed on proposal of the governor and on 
decision  of  the  Ministry  of  the  Interior,  of  reasons  for  the  announcement  of 
emergency legislation turned up or violent movements occurred that threatened the 
lives and possession of the villagers.

On  11  June  Prime  Minister  Bülent  Ecevit  spoke  in  Diyarbakır.  He  said  that  the 
system  of  rightfulness  of  the  village  guards  might  be  discussed,  but  the  village 
guards, who helped the security forces, would not be left in the open, when peace 
had been installed. “The village guards have put their  lives at  risk and sacrificed 
martyrs for the unity of the country; fought together with the armed forces and the 
gendarmerie. We cannot leave them hungry and unemployed, because terror has not 
come to  an  end.  In  the  shortest  possible  time  we  shall  establish  a  system  that 
guarantees the future of the village guards and protects them from the pressure of 
big landowner (ağa).”

Meanwhile the Ministry of the Interior prepared a new circular on the employment, 
duty  and  responsibilities  of  village  guards.  The  “Regulation  for  Village  Guards” 
entered into force on 30 June, when it was promulgated in the Official Gazette. The 
conditions for becoming a village were presented as “being literate, not under 22 
years  and  not  over  60  years  of  age,  not  having  been  involved  in  separatist  or 
reactionary (fundamentalist) activities, being known as well behaving, not provoking 
fights and not having bad habits such as drinking”.

According to the figures of the OHAL governor a total of 1,899 village guards were 
put on trial for “aiding and abetting the PKK”; 1,073 for drug smuggling and gang 
activities; 108 for accepting bribes; 196 for murder; 161 for causing bodily harm; 57 
for kidnapping; 13 for illegal entry of houses and 280 for smuggling of arms.

In 2000 village guards were reportedly involved in armed attacks. 

A woman died in a dispute that broke out between villagers and village guards in 
Çakırlar village of Kozluk, Batman on 15 March. The dispute broke out between the 
village  guards  Mahmut  Aslan,  Şükrü  Bozan,  Rıza  Bozan,  Emin  Bozan,  Meman 
Tahtacı, Medeni Tahtacı, Şafi Tahtacı, Davut Tahtacı and Yakup Tahtacı, and the 
villagers. It turned into a fight with stones and clubs. The villager Mehmet Gökmen 
was wounded to his head with an oar. Relatives took a minibus to take him to the 
hospital.  The  village  guards  opened  fire  on  the  minibus  near  Reşedara  village. 
Zümrette (Zümrüt) Gökmen, the mother of Mehmet Gökmen, died during the attack. 
Mehmet Gökmen, the driver Mustafa Kaytar and Abbad Bakır were wounded during 
the gunfire. 

In Bismil district (Diyarbakır) village guards clashed because of a blood feud. The 
village guard Selahattin Karakaş was killed and four village guards were wounded. 

Page 14



HRFT Annual Report 2000

Reportedly  village  guards  led  by  former  MHP  chairman  for  Bismil  district,  Arap 
Koluman,  attacked the village guards in  Ambarçay village on 5 April.  They killed 
Selahattin Karakaş and wounded Ferhan Kabakol, Cafer Karakaş, Bedirhan Karakaş 
and Duran Karakaş. Reportedly six village guards were detained after the incident.

Village guards killed the villager  Şirin Dizek (18) in Siti village of Şirvan district of 
Siirt on 7 April. His father Abdulbari Dizek stated that his son had a dispute about 
collecting wood with the village guards at noon on that day. He added that the village 
guards Halil Çiçek, Mahmut Çiçek, Harun Çiçek, Maşallah Çiçek and Hizvullah Çiçek 
opened fire on him and his children while they were collecting wood in the afternoon. 
He alleged that the village guards intentionally targeted his son Şirin Dizek. 

In Batman village guards of Kayacak village of Savur district of Mardin, opened fire 
on a minibus and killed Halef Çelik and İbrahim Özgül, village guards of Güzelköy 
village of Bismil district of Diyarbakır. In the assault the village guards Mehmet Şirin, 
Halim Hamzaoğlu, Bedrettin Çelik, Mehmet Barlık, Veysel Aktan and Bedrettin Tekin 
were wounded. The attackers were named as the village guards Orhan Akgün, İrfan 
Akgün and Mehmet Akgün said to be in blood feud with the victims.

The villagers  Muhlis Karaboğa and  Tahir  Efe died during a fight  that  broke out 
between the villagers and village guards because of  a dispute related to  land in 
Yukarı  Ayrancı  village  of  Doğubeyazıt  district  of  Ağrı  on  10  April.  The  incident 
happened when the villagers protested at the erection of a wall by Yukarı Ayrancı 
village headman Reşit Fırat on the road. Village guard Tahir Efe opened random fire 
with  an  automatic  gun  on  the  villagers.  Muhlis  Karaboğa  died  at  the  spot  and 
headman Reşit Fırat killed Tahir Efe. Ali Efe, Sadık Efe, Hüseyin Bozkurt and Hasan 
Fırat were wounded with gunshots during the incident.

Village guard Cuma Polat killed his brother  Mevlüt Polat and his relative  Mehmet 
Polat in  a  dispute  on  a “problem related  to  planting  a  tree,”  in  Alişan  village of 
Ekinözü district of Maraş on 12 April. Cuma Polat was remanded after the incident.

Ex-village guard Abdurrahman Başak opened random fire in Sason district of Batman 
on 25 April killing  Ferzende Parlak (62). Başak reportedly had taken the machine 
gun of  the village guard Medeni  Uçar  by force.  In  the  incident  10  persons were 
wounded, including a police officer. Başak reportedly killed his wife in 1996, served in 
prison for a while and had been released, because he was mentally ill.

Village guards  Ali  Aslan and  Süleyman Gölge died  in  the clash  that  broke out 
between village guards due to a disagreement on a field used as pasture in Gercüş, 
Batman on  22  May.  Six  unnamed village  guards  were  wounded  in  the  incident. 
Twenty people were reportedly detained in connection with the incident.

Beytüşşebap Penal  Court  decided in  August  not  to  be competent  in  a  case that 
happened in 1995. Village guards had stormed the court hall and freed their relatives. 
At the same time they had beaten officials. The file on the village guards Naci Timur, 
Eşref Bayhan, Ömer Timur, Süleyman Timur, Görgün Turan and Şemsettin Tekin 
was sent to Diyarbakır  SSC since the charges related to an uprising against  the 
State.
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At the time some 300 village guards under the command of Hüsnü Timur from the 
Maxmuran tribe had attacked the court hall and freed Nesim Timur.

On 31 October the village guards Şahin Çelebi,  Abdullah Çetin and Fahri  Sevinç 
attacked the shepherds İbrahim Yapıcı  and Hüseyin Özer near Yeralan village in 
Solhan district (Muş) and stole 500 sheep. The village guards came disguised as 
PKK militants.  Several villagers followed them and got the sheep back, while the 
village guards escaped.

Suicides in the OHAL Region

In  2000  suicides  in  the  OHAL  region,  in  particular  in  Batman  occupied  official 
institutions as well  as NGOs. It  was suspected that the trauma of the long-lasting 
extraordinary rule contributed to the increase in the number of suicide.

Assistant Prof. Dr. Aytekin Sır from the psychiatric department in the medical faculty 
of Dicle University carried out a research on suicides during the last five years in 
Diyarbakır. The report showed that the number of suicides had increased from one 
year to the other. It also showed that twice as many women than men had committed 
suicide. The thesis was that the social pressure on women was higher than on men. 
Among the reasons for suicide unemployment, displacement and terror were top of 
the list.

The Women’s Platform in Diyarbakır announced in November that 303 women had 
attempted to commit suicide in the region and 16 of them had actually died. The 
report of the platform stressed that sexual violence, rape and poverty had left deep 
wounds on the women with the result that more and more women chose suicide. The 
report continued:

“The fact that 303 women in the Southeast tried to commit suicide in just one month 
confirms  this  tendency.  The  reasons  for  suicide  should  not  be  discussed  on  an 
abstract level.  It  should also not be explained by talking about ‘fate’.  You cannot 
prevent  suicide  with  a  policy  of  assimilation.  In  all  areas  of  our  lives  we  are 
confronted  with  violence.  Women  are  belittled,  intimidated,  de-personalized  and 
violence is applied to strengthen the dominance of men. One of the most important 
problem of women, who are exposed to violence, is the fact that they cannot talk 
about it, because of moral values in society, the laws and various other practices.”

The  report  stated  that  the  number  of  attempted  suicides  might  be  considerably 
higher, because incidents that did not result in death, in particular in rural areas, were 
not recorded.

Batman Bar Association announced that in 1999 and 2000 a total of 135 people had 
committed or tried to commit suicide in Batman. 42 of them had resulted in death. 
The  report  noted  that  contrary  to  the  worldwide  statistics  the  number  of  women 
committing suicide was higher than the number of men, when looking at the OHAL 
region. The report continued:

“The  statistics  for  Batman  show  that  75%  of  the  suicides  were  attempted  or 
committed by young women. In the worldwide statistics the figure is 25%. The vast 
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majority of suicides happened in slums, where internally displaced people have taken 
refuge since 1985.”

Arif Aslan, editor-in-chief of the local paper “Çağdaş Batman” stated that the most 
important reason for suicides was the evacuation of villages. He confirmed the report 
of  Batman Bar  Association  saying  that  most  suicides  had happened in  quarters, 
where the displace people were living, and added:

“The region has witnessed great clashes during the last 17 years. Now we are living 
through a ‘shock of peace’. The people have not adapted themselves to the new 
situation.  They  have  expectations,  but  see  that  nothing  has  changed.  The 
government does not fulfill the promises. The people had great hopes in the program 
to return to the villages. In Pazaryeri quarters a woman tried to commit suicide. She 
said that she had been waiting for a return for more than two years. The village may 
have been everything to her, a place where she could be happy with a tomato and 
make a living with one cow.”

“Victim of Enforced Migration” (Müjgan Halis in her book “The women 
in Batman Die”)

N.K. (50):  N.K. is a victim of migration. At a time with intense clashes  
her village was evacuated and she had to go to Batman. Her husband 
had  two  wives.  She  had  given  birth  to  six  children  and  the  second 
woman had born five children. In Bağlar quarters they tried to live in a  
house resembling a cowshed with 14 people. Her husband only earned 
TL 30 million per month as the shepherd for people in Licki village. She 
never had gone to school. She had never been prosperous. Once the  
rent of TL 10 million was deducted TL 70,000 remained for each person  
to spend per day. Until her death she had tried to commit suicide three 
times. Every time she was rescued. Finally she committed suicide by  
hanging  herself  in  a  flat  in  Siirt  on  5  December  2000,  while  visiting  
friends.

Before her death she had talked to journalists about her life. She had 
informed them about her determination to put an end to it. She said that  
she would have liked to possess a fridge and a TV. She said ‘I planted  
death in my eye’ and showed how far she was from loving life. She went  
to  a  doctor,  who  could  not  help  her.  The  psychologist  said  that 
everything would be all  right,  if  her economic situation improved.  ‘He  
was joking with me’, she said, ‘There are no hopes left. I cannot even  
think that my children will grow up and my husband will find a job.’

Over six years N.K. tried to make an end to her life. Once the neighbors  
rescued her, when she tried to hang herself. Once she drank poison, but  
was  taken  to  hospital  on  time.  The  third  time  she  jumped  into  the 
Batman River, but the second wife pulled her ashore.

N.K. was longing for her village, which she had left 10 years ago. ‘I had to leave the  
village and I’m not allow to go back. In the village we made our own yogurt, we had  
tomatoes. I could breathe freely. There is no air in town. I’m feeling strangled’. 

Page 17



HRFT Annual Report 2000

The suicide of was registered in the report of Batman Bar Association as 2000/2849.  
The reasons for her death were stated as: ‘having been forced to leave the village and  
ban on return; no adjustment to the life in town and poverty; differences in making a 
living in the village and in town; the believe that her material problems would never end;  
inability to image her and the future of her children; hopelessness and doubts in the  
future.’

1.3. The Kurdish Question and the PKK
The  period  that  started  with  the  abduction  of  PKK leader  Abdullah  Öcalan,  the 
ensuing ceasefire and process of peace continued in 2000. The period hat started 
with the surrender of two peace groups in 1999 and the withdrawal of a large number 
of armed militants from Turkish soil. It continued with the 7th Congress of the PKK 
between 2 and 23 January. The Congress confirmed Abdullah Öcalan as the leader 
of the PKK and stated that the armed struggle had fulfilled its role in the national-
democratic development to a large extent. The new line of the PKK would be “The 
revolutionary political struggle”. 
Accordingly  the  PKK  was  given  a  new  program  to  solve  the  Kurdish  question 
connected to the democratization of Turkey. The name of the “organization for armed 
struggle” was changed from ARGK to the “People’s Defense Force” and the ERNK 
changed its name to “Democratic People’s Units”.

On 1 June Major Fahir Altan, chairman of the department for relations to the people 
in the General Staff stated that some circles intentionally connected the decrease of 
terrorist incidents to the fact that the terrorist PKK had adopted a peaceful line. He 
commented: “This point was reached by the success we achieved in the fight against 
terror. The terror organization had to accept this result.  This can clearly be seen, 
when we look at the graphic of terrorist acts. The number of 3,300 acts decreased in 
1995 and 1996 by 50% to 1,500; in 1997 by 73% to 919; in 1998 by 83% to 589 and 
in 1999 by 86% to 488.”

On 24 August HADEP chairman Ahmet Turan Demir suggested a general amnesty 
as the beginning for a lasting peace stating that the PKK forces beyond the border 
were waiting for a return to Turkey. The general amnesty was necessary so that the 
armed forces of  the PKK could return to normal  life.  Ahmet Turan Demir offered 
assistance on this point and added that the atmosphere of clashes had ended after 
15 years and, since the PKK had withdrawn its armed militants beyond the border, 
there were high expectations for a solution of the Kurdish question. Demir warned 
that  if  the government  did  not  take steps towards  democracy the peace process 
would be in danger.

At the beginning of October the London based International Institute for Strategic 
Studies  issued  a  report  entitled  “The  Military  Balance  2002-2003”.  According  to 
quotes  in  the  Turkish  press  (2)  the  IISS  concluded  terror  in  Turkey  went  down 
decisively  after  Abdullah  Öcalan  asked  his  organization  6  months  after  he  was 
captured to end armed actions against the Turkish Republic. No more than 500 PKK 
terrorists were believed to be in the country. Thus the organization had difficulties in 
collecting money and financing itself with drug dealing.

Pressures against civilians suspected of supporting the PKK continued  in 2000, in 
particular in the OHAL region.
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On 8 November the 9th Chamber of the Court of Cassation conducted a hearing on 
the appeal case of Fatma Sevük (77), Naciye Sevük (20), Yemiş Altıntaş (63), Emine 
Kıyançiçek (76) and Güllü Çelik (63), who Malatya SSC had sentenced to 45 months’ 
imprisonment  under  Article  169  TPC.  Fatma  Sevük,  Yemiş  Altıntaş,  Emine 
Kıyançiçek and Güllü Çelik (63) testified with the help of an interpreter for Kurdish 
and said that they had been taken to the gendarmerie station after an incident in their 
settlement and had put their fingerprints under a prepared statement because they 
did  not  know  Turkish  and  could  not  read  or  write.  In  December  the  Court  of 
Cassation confirmed the verdict. In the original trial allegation such as 76-year old 
Emine Kıyançiçek having carried 30kg of food over a distance of 3 kilometers to 
members of the organization.
The members of the Peace Mothers’ Initiative Şekernaz Çakal (59), Müesser Güneş 
(48),  Rahime  İnci  (65),  Azize  Yıldız  (39)  and  Fahriye  Bıkkın  (65),  who  went  to 
Northern Iraq in order to stop recent clashes between the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan 
(PUK) and the PKK together with Murat Batgi, the translator and two drivers whose 
names could not be identified, were detained on 4 October. All but the drivers were 
remanded on 7 October, but released on 7 November on objection of their lawyers.

They alleged to have been tortured in detention. Lawyer Muharrem Erbey stated that 
during  a  visit  of  his  clients  in  Mardin  Prison  he  was  told  that  they  had  been 
blindfolded, insulted and beaten. Moreover they had been forced to stand despite 
their health problems, deprived of sleep, throttled with the muslin they covered their 
head with. (Further details can be found in the chapter on personal security)

The  trial  against  the  Peace  Mothers’  Initiative  started  at  Diyarbakır  SSC  on  27 
November. The defendants were charged under Article 169 TPC. 
1.3.1. Abdullah Öcalan 

The fact that Abdullah Öcalan had been captured in an international operation and 
taken to Turkey on 16 February 1999, the subsequent death sentence imposed by 
Ankara SSC and the death penalty as such occupied the agenda in Turkey in 2000.

The discussion about the execution of the death sentence was most intense at the 
beginning of the year. The MHP, one of the coalition partners in the government, took 
the lead for the circles that wanted the death sentence for Abdullah Öcalan to be 
executed.  State  President  Süleyman  Demirel,  Prime  Minister  Bülent  Ecevit,  his 
deputy Mesut Yılmaz and Sami Selçuk, President of the Court of Cassation, on the 
other hand, clearly stated that it was necessary to wait for the decision of the ECHR. 
FP leader Recai Kutan feared that the execution of Abdullah Öcalan might lead to an 
increase in terrorist activities and stated that his party would support the government 
in whatever they decided in this affair.

On 12 January the leaders of DSP, MHP and ANAP came together to discuss the 
problem. They decided that  the file  of  Abdullah Öcalan should stay at  the Prime 
Minister’s office until the ECHR had made a decision. On 29 November 1999 the file 
had been sent to the Prime Ministry in order to be forwarded to the GNAT that had to 
decide on the execution of death penalties. On 20 November 1999 the ECHR had 
issued an interim order asking to suspend the execution of the sentence until  the 
Court had made a decision on the application of Abdullah Öcalan’s lawyers.
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Meanwhile, the court case against 101 people including Abdullah Öcalan continued 
at Ankara Criminal Court No. 8. The Ministry of Justice had issued a decree asking 
for  the combination of  this  trial  with  the  case at  Ankara SSC,  but  it  remained a 
separate case, in which no progress was made in 2000.

The ECHR Case

The application of Abdullah Öcalan’s lawyer of February 1999 was the subject of a 
session at the European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) on 21 November. Lawyer 
Şükrü Alpaslan represented the Turkish side. He stated that the Council of Europe 
had  accepted  that  the  PKK  was  a  terror  organization.  The  lawyers  of  Abdullah 
Öcalan, on the other hand, termed the abduction of Abdullah Öcalan “kidnapping” 
and claimed that  his  trial  had not  been fair.  In  their  application  the  lawyers  had 
argued that Articles 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 18 and 34 of the European Human 
Rights Convention (EHRC) had been violated. They had particularly objected to the 
kind of  apprehension,  his  interrogation under  special  conditions and by a special 
team, his isolation in Imralı Island and an unfair trial at Ankara SSC.

On 15 December the ECHR announced its decision. The Court had decided to look 
into the case for alleged violations of the EHRC except for paragraphs 2 and 5 of 
Article 5. These paragraphs concern the right to information and compensation. The 
Court had also decided against the complaint that other countries had been involved 
in  the  abduction.  The  Grand  Chamber  of  the  ECHR  was  to  hear  the  case.  A 
judgment was expected in one or two years.

Pressure on Öcalan’s Lawyer

In January the Justice Minister restricted the visit  of  the lawyers to Wednesdays, 
when the lawyers would be allowed to see their client for one hour. The Ministry also 
send a letter to the bar associations reminding them that lawyers were not entitled to 
make statements about their clients. On demand of the Justice Ministry investigations 
were  started  against  the  lawyer  Ahmet  Avşar,  İrfan  Dündar  and  Ayşel  Tuğluk 
(İstanbul Bar Association), Hatice Korkut and Türkan Aslan (İzmir Bar Association) 
and Aydın Oruç (Denizli Bar Association). In response Ahmet Avşar stated that none 
of their statements had included a call for violence, but instead aimed at contributing 
to peace.

Two  court  cases  were  opened  against  Ahmet  Zeki  Okçuoğlu,  one  of  Abdullah 
Öcalan’s defense lawyers. One of the cases referred to a comment he had made on 
Med TV on 14 March 1999. He had said: “We have won the case, even before it 
started. The Court will try Abdullah Öcalan, but the true defendant will be the Turkish 
State. As a leader of the Kurds Abdullah Öcalan will bring the Kurdish question in 
front of the court, which will be the place to discuss the official policy of the Turkish 
State.”  For  these  words  Okçuoğlu  was  tried  at  İstanbul  Criminal  Court  No.  3 
according to Article 159/1 TPC. The other case was heard at İstanbul Criminal Court 
No.  6.  Here  Okçuoğlu  was  charged under  Articles  158 and 159 TPC for  having 
insulted State President Süleyman Demirel and Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit.

The Prison Conditions
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In June the health of Abdullah Öcalan deteriorated, allegedly because of the bad 
prison conditions, but the demand of transfer to another prison was rejected. Ali Suat 
Ertosun, director for prison affairs in the Justice Ministry, wrote to the lawyers stating 
that  the  necessary  health  service  was  guaranteed.  Subsequently  lawyer  Doğan 
Erbaş applied to the CPT, asking for a visit and examination of the prisoner. Mark 
Müller,  another  lawyer  of  Abdullah  Öcalan  appealed  to  the  ECHR asking  for  an 
interim decision so that Abdullah Öcalan could be transferred to another prison. The 
ECHR rejected this application at the end of August.

On 31 October Justice Minister Hikmet Sami Türk answered a question tabled by FP 
Samsun deputy Musa Uzunkaya. He stated that the prisoner had no privileges in 
communicating with the outside world and the press. He did not get special food, had 
one radio, could read papers that were not banned and had the opportunity to meet 
his lawyers and relatives once a week for one hour.

Actions for Abdullah Öcalan 

Those who burned themselves

On 14 April  Hişar Bozkurt set himself on fire in Athens to “draw attention for the 
peace project of Abdullah Öcalan” and in protest at “the insensitivity on this issue”. 
He died on the way to hospital.

Şaban Saruhan burnt himself in Bartin Prison on 31 May, and Firuz Fethizade and 
Reşat Durgaz in Ümraniye Prison on 24 May, with the demand of release of Abdullah 
Öcalan. The prisoners also protested the prison conditions. Firuz Fethizade died in 
the hospital he was taken to. 

In Şehitlik quarter of Diyarbakır,  Nesrin Teke, the Diyarbakır representative “Özgür 
Halk”, burnt herself at home by pouring perfume over herself on 3 June. She did it 
with  the demand to  release Abdullah Öcalan.  Nesrin  Teke,  having burns of  third 
degree, was reportedly not accepted to the state hospitals in Adana and was taken to 
a special hospital. She died on 9 July in Adana Ortadoğu Hospital.

Mahmut Yener, a university student, who had burned himself on the Diyarbakır city 
wall for the release of Abdullah Öcalan, died in Adana Balcalı Hospital in the night of 
8 July. 

Ali  İlhan,  imprisoned  in  Antep,  who  burnt  himself  in  mid-July  in  protest  to  the 
application of cell type prisons and the bad health of Abdullah Öcalan, was reportedly 
subjected to pressures by soldiers at the hospital where he had been taken. Ali İlhan 
reportedly refused medical treatment and staged a hunger strike for 5 days.

In Batman Önder Kangül set himself on fire on 23 July in protest at the isolation of 
Abdullah Öcalan.

Esen  Aslan (19)  working  at  the  İzmir  office  of  “Özgür  Halk”  burned  herself  in 
Kadifekale, İzmir, on 28 July. Aslan was taken to Yeşilyurt Hospital, was reportedly 
conscious. She stated in a letter that she burned herself “in protest at the attacks on 
Abdullah Öcalan, the PKK and the Kurdish people.” She died on 3 August.
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Other Protests

A large number of people remanded or convicted for their alleged involvement with 
the PKK conducted a hunger strike between 31 May and 29 June with the demand to 
improve the bad prison conditions of Öcalan and to look into his health problems.

The  gendarmes  intervened  in  a  demonstration  in  support  of  Abdullah  Öcalan  in 
İstanbul Boğazköy on the night of 17 February. They detained İrfan Beyçimen (19), 
Mehmet Nalkıran (19),  Faruk Nalkıran,  Cüneyt  Aksay,  Menderes Vural  and three 
minors.

Forty-seven  people,  12  of  them  women,  who  were  detained  during  the  press 
statement  made  in  İstanbul  on  6  June  for  a  “general  amnesty”  without  any 
discrimination; for improvement of the prison condition of the PKK leader Abdullah 
Öcalan, and for changes in the constitution, were referred to the prosecution office on 
7 June.  They were  indicted on charges of  “offence of  the Law on Meetings and 
Demonstration Marches numbered 2911”, “resisting public officers” and “praising an 
act which is considered a crime”, but not remanded.

On the anniversary of the verdict against Abdullah Öcalan, on 26 June, actions were 
held  throughout  the  country.  The  police  in  İzmir  and  İstanbul  raided  offices  of 
HADEP.

A group in Konya who wanted to send a fax to parliament asking to lift the death 
penalty was dispersed by police officers. During the demonstrations 24 people were 
detained, including HADEP Konya Provincial  Chairman, Mehmet Bozdağ, HADEP 
Provincial  Secretary  Muzaffer  Küçükyıldız,  Provincial  Executives  Ahmet  Dikmen, 
Şahin Doğanbey, Zeynep İslambay, Cemal Dursun, Nazım Keleş, Provincial Woman 
Branch Chairwoman Leyla Güven and Provincial Youth Branch Chairwoman Sabiha 
Temizkan. 

In  the fax  sending act,  which  took  place  in  Van,  some people including  HADEP 
Provincial  Executives  Sait  Kantarcıoğlu,  Nezahat  Ergüneş and Mukaddes Atabay, 
were detained. During the incidents the police reportedly beat Sait Kantarcıoğlu and 
his nose was broken. The fax sending acts held in Diyarbakır were also prevented. 

The police  officers prevented the  gathering  of  a  group in  Eminönü,  İstanbul  and 
dispersed the groups gathered in the Küçükpazar direction and in front of Yeni Cami, 
by force. The police officers reportedly detained about 40 people. During the incident 
Kemal Selçuk, a reporter with the daily Yeni Gündem, was beaten.

On the second anniversary of the day, when Öcalan had been forced to leave Syria, 
protest actions were held. During the action in İstanbul 10 people were detained.

On 21 November,  the day when the ECHR held a session on the application of 
Öcalan’s  lawyer  demonstrations  were  held  in  many cities.  42  of  the  100  people 
detained in the demonstrations held by Youth Branch of HADEP in Van in connection 
with the hearing held in Strasbourg were released. 58 people including İrfan Kaval, 
HADEP Van Provincial Chairperson were transferred to Van SSC. The HADEP youth 
organization in İzmir was not allowed to hold a press conference in Konak Square 
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and  in  Mersin  the  police  intervened,  when  juveniles  from  HADEP  held  a  press 
conference. They dispersed the crowd by using their truncheons.

The trial  opened against Yusuf  Koşti  (18), Osman Koşti  (19),  Mehmet Koşti  (17), 
Hişman Güngör (19), Mehmet Düzgün (20), Mukadder Binici (19) and Sıtkı Kurtoğlu 
(18) on charges of holding demonstrations in Suruç district of Urfa in February 1999 
after PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan was brought to Turkey, continued at Diyarbakır 
SSC  on  22  December.  The  forensic  report  read  out  in  the  hearing  noted  that 
defendant Yusuf Koşti had been under 15 on the date of action. The SSC released 
him.

Diyarbakır SSC heard the case of the pupils S.A. (15), E.B. (15), A.T. (15), A.A. (15), 
Atilla Erdem (18) and the teachers Celal Kendal Turhan and Murat Uğuraslan. They 
were  charged  under  Article  168/2  TPC  in  connection  with  a  demonstration  in 
February 1999 in favor of Öcalan. The defendants were not remanded. The case did 
not conclude in 2000.

In February the 9th Chamber of the Court of Cassation confirmed the verdict of İzmir 
SSC against the young HADEP members Demircan Aktaş, Feyyaz Yılmaz, Erdem 
Kılıç, Abdullah Yılmaz, Halide Köklütaş, Naciye Büyükgöl, Fikret Gücer, Yetkin Alkan, 
Fatma Erik, Suzan Erdoğan and Sevilay Zeytin from the organization in Çiğli. They 
had been detained during a demonstration with the demand to grant Abdullah Öcalan 
asylum in Italy.
1.3.2 The trials of the I. and II. Peace Groups

Two  groups  of  PKK  members  had  surrendered  on  1  and  29  October  1999  in 
connection with the peace call of Abdullah Öcalan. The trials of the groups that called 
themselves “groups for peace and a democratic solution” continued in 2000. 

The trial launched against Gülten Uçar and Sohbet Şen, members of the first group 
concluded at Van SSC on 1 June. Gülten Uçar and Sohbet Şen were sentenced to 
12 years 6 months in prison under Article 168 TPC. The trial against other members 
of this group Ali Sapan, İsmet Baycan Yaşar Temur and Seydi Fırat ended on 12 
July. Van SSC sentenced Ali Sapan to 18 years in prison and the other defendants to 
12 years 6 months. On 7 June two more members of this group of 8, Yüksel Genç 
and Şirin Tekin, had been sentenced to 12 years 6 months in prison.

The trial launched against 5 out of 8 PKK members who had come from Europe on 
29 October started at İstanbul SSC on 2 February.  The defendants Haydar Ergül 
(ERNK  executive),  Aygül  Bidav  (ERNK  member)  and  İmam  Canpolat  (Kurdistan 
Alevite Union Executive) were charged under Article 168/1 TPC and Ali Şükrü Aktaş 
(ERNK member) and Yusuf Kıyak (ERNK member) were charged under Article 168/2 
TPC. İstanbul SSC Prosecutor had sent the file of Dilek Kurt, Ayşel Doğan and Hacı 
Çelik to Ankara SSC, with a decision of not authorization.

The trial launched against Dilek Kurt, Ayşel Doğan and Hacı Çelik started at Ankara 
SSC on 9 March. Ankara SSC declared itself not responsible and sent the file back to 
İstanbul SSC. Here the trial against 5 PKK members continued on 12 April. In the 
hearing, İmam Canpolat stated that he wanted to read out their common defense. 
Canpolat stated that they had come to Turkey upon the call of Öcalan, in order to 
contribute to the democratic solutions to the Kurdish problem by political means, and 
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started to read the peace project initiative of the PKK. Presiding judge Ahmet Demir 
stopped him on the grounds that its content included PKK propaganda. Canpolat 
said, “The petition aims at softening the atmosphere. You would have understood 
that it  wasn’t  propaganda, if  you had let me finish,” and presented it  to the court 
board after signing. 

The trial against Dilek Kurt, Ayşel Doğan and Hacı Çelik was conducted separately. 
Both cases did not conclude in 2000. 
1.3.3 The trial of Cevat Soysal 

The trial launched against Cevat Soysal, who had been transferred from Moldavia to 
Turkey on 13 July 1999 and charged under Article 125 TPC with the demand of the 
death penalty for being among a high-ranking PKK executive, Ali Kandemir, former 
executive of Trade Union of Health and Social Workers (SES), and Osman Özçelik, 
former Deputy Chairperson of HADEP, charged with support of the PKK continued at 
Ankara SSC throughout 2000.

After the hearing of 2 May the defendant Ali Kandemir was released. In the hearing 
on  12  December  the  prosecutor  summed up the  case.  He demanded the  death 
penalty for  Cevat  Soysal  and wanted Ali  Kandemir to  be sentenced according to 
Article 169 TPC. The case against Osman Özçelik should be suspended. 

A decision of non-prosecution was given at the end of an investigation launched in 
connection  with  torture  inflicted  on  Cevat  Soysal  in  detention.  Ankara  Public 
Prosecution Office decided that legal proceedings were unnecessary for MİT officials 
the police officers. Cevat Soysal had disclosed that he had been tortured by “giving 
electricity to various parts of his body; hanging; forcing to lie naked on ice; being 
hosed with pressurized water; forcing to take medicine that he did not know; Chinese 
torture (i.e.  putting the person into a very small  cell  for  one person to stand and 
dropping water on his/her head) and beating,” during 11 days of detention. Cevat 
Soysal received medical treatment for a long time, as his health condition was bad. 
He had fainted in the hearing on 16 September 1999.
1.3.4 The trial of Şemdin Sakık and Arif Sakık

The death penalty against Şemdin Sakık, who had been abducted in Northern Iraq 
and taken to Turkey in 1998, was confirmed by the Court of Cassation in December 
1999.  Subsequently  Şemdin  Sakık  asked  to  benefit  from  the  repentance  law. 
Diyarbakır SSC that had sentenced him to death dealt with the request on 28 April. 
Further hearings took place in 2000, but the court did not reach a verdict.

The trial launched against Arif Sakık, the brother of Şemdin Sakık, who had been 
abducted together with him, started again on 23 March after the Court of Cassation 
had quashed the death penalty passed on Arif Sakık. Şemdin Sakık and Arif Sakık 
had been sentenced to the death penalty in the hearing held on 20 May 1999. The 
re-trial continued on 4 May. In the hearing on 23 November the Court announced that 
the application of Arif Sakık to benefit from the Repentance Law was rejected by the 
Ministry of the Interior. The case did not conclude in 2000.

1.4. Northern Iraq
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The government’s  approach to  Northern Iraq did  not  change in  2000.  Diplomatic 
efforts  against  the  autonomic  Kurdish  region  continued throughout  the  year.  The 
Ankara  representative  of  the  KDP,  Sefin  Dizayi,  held  a  reception  in  March  in 
connection  with  Newroz  and  some  foreign  ambassadors  participated.  Therefore, 
Neçirvan Barzani, who visited Turkey at the end of March, was warned not to act “as 
an independent State”. He was also asked to prevent attacks, which the PKK might 
carry out in spring, using Northern Iraq as the base. 

On 17 and 18 April a conference on “Kurds Looking for their Identity” was held in the 
USA. At the conference Turkey and Turkey’s policy on the Kurds was also discussed. 
Frank  Ricciardone,  special  US-representative  for  Iraq  stated  that  the  USA  were 
against the formation of a separate state. He added that it was not up to the USA to 
decide on a sensitive issue such as the “Kurdish identity”. 

Before the conference Turkey send a harsh note to the State Department stating “the 
conference runs against the existing cooperation between the two countries”. Turkey 
noted that representatives of the PKK would participate in the conference and this 
might be taken concession to the PKK.

The GNAT prolonged the so-called “Hammer Operation” (scout operations from the 
North) for periods of 6 months each. The decisions were taken on 30 June and 31 
December  respectively.  During  the  session  in  December  Defense  Minister 
Sabahattin Çakmakoğlu declared that the operation had a very positive effect  for 
Turkey, because it prevented the PKK from settling in Northern Iraq, did not allow for 
a new exodus, secured the borders and would allow for partially opening a pipeline 
and humanitarian aid including food.

Operations of the Turkish Armed Forces (TSK) into Northern Iraq continued in 2000. 
April On 1 April the TSK started the so-called “point-operation”. The troops reportedly 
controlled  an  area  of  5  kilometres  into  Northern  Iraq.  The  operation  allegedly 
concentrated on temporary camps of the PKK along the border and was said to be 
most intense in the Hakurk region close to the Iranian border. Camps in the Zeli and 
Boti  region  were  bombarded.  The  PKK reportedly  refrained from clashes  fearing 
heavy losses.

On  12  April  some  4,000  troops  crossed  the  border  at  Habur  and  Çukurca  and 
advanced about 10 kilometres. On 13 April one group entered a minefield resulted in 
the death of one and injuries of two soldiers. There was no official confirmation for 
the incident. Reportedly peshmergas from the KDP participated in some places in the 
operation.

Another military operation started on 3 May and lasted for about 10 days. The PKK 
alleged that 53 soldiers and 8 PKK militants died in the clashes that broke out during 
the  operation.  According  to  the  official  statement  53  PKK  militants  died  in  the 
clashes. 

38 civilians allegedly  died during the operation launched by the TSK against  the 
Lolan Kendakor region of Northern Iraq. The KDP statement read that in a Turkish air 
raid against a camp, the majority of its dwellers being shepherds and their families, 
38 peopled died, 11 people got wounded and 4 people “disappeared” on 15 August.
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A  delegation  of  the  Diyarbakır  Democracy  Platform  wanted  to  investigate  the 
incident, but was not allowed to enter the region. Lawyer Osman Baydemir, deputy 
chairman of the HRA made a statement to the press on behalf of the delegation on 
29 August. He stated that they were not prejudiced and that they only wanted to find 
out the truth. Baydemir also stated as follows: “The area that has been bombed is 
under  UN control,  forbidden  for  flights.  The  bombing  act  is  a  crime,  which  is  a 
concern  of  many  countries.  The  crime  cannot  be  related  only  to  the  Turkish 
government just because the Turkish warplanes were involved in the incident. The 
Turkish  government  remained  silent  on  the  statement  of  the  KDP  alleging  that 
civilians were killed. This silence is an effort to cover up the incident.” 

On 3 October KDP leader had talks in Ankara and said after the meeting that the 
TSK had accepted to pay compensation and already paid the sum. He had been 
informed  that  the  incident  did  not  happen  on  purpose  but  by  accident  and  had 
forwarded the compensation to the families.
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2. The Right to Life
Violations of the right to life continued in 2000, but decreased in number. A large 
number of operations was carried out against the radical Islamic Hezbollah and many 
killings in the OHAL region were attributed to the organization. Yet,  it was almost 
impossible to get concrete information on the incidents that happened during recent 
years. The argument that these political killings had been committed by Hezbollah 
was used in cases at the European Court of Human Rights.

In  a  judgment delivered at  Strasbourg on 28 March 2000 in  the case of  Kılıç  v. 
Turkey,  the  European Court  of  Human Rights  held  by  six  votes  to  one  that  the 
Government  failed  to  protect  the  life  of  Kemal  Kılıç,  the  applicant’s  brother,  in 
violation of  Article 2 (right to life)  of  the European Convention on Human Rights; 
unanimously that there has been a violation of Article 2 of the Convention on account 
of  the  failure  of  the  authorities  of  the  respondent  State  to  conduct  an  effective 
investigation into the circumstances of the death of Kemal Kılıç; unanimously that it 
was  unnecessary  to  examine  whether  there  has  been  a  violation  of  Article  10 
(freedom of expression) of the Convention; by six votes to one that there has been a 
violation of  Article 13 (right to an effective remedy);  and unanimously that it  was 
unnecessary to examine whether there has been a violation of Article 14 (prohibition 
of discrimination).

Under Article 41 (just satisfaction),  the Court  awarded, by six votes to one, GBP 
15,000  for  non-pecuniary  damage  in  respect  of  the  applicant’s  brother  and, 
unanimously,  GBP  2,500  in  respect  of  the  applicant  himself.  It  also  awarded, 
unanimously, GBP 20,000 for legal costs and expenses.

The  case  concerns  the  death  of  Kemal  Kılıç  a  journalist  who  worked  for  the 
newspaper Özgür Gündem in Şanlıurfa in the southeast of Turkey. On 23 December 
1992, Kemal Kılıç asked the governor for protection for him and others who worked 
at the newspaper due to the threats and attacks, which were allegedly suffered by 
people,  associated with  the newspaper.  Protection  was  refused.  On 18 February 
1993, Kemal Kılıç was shot dead by four men who had waited for him on his route 
home from work. 

The ECHR had accepted the case launched on 27 February 1993, although domestic 
remedies had not been exhausted. The Court found that Kemal Kılıç was at particular 
risk of falling victim to an unlawful attack. The authorities were aware of this risk, in 
particular as Kemal Kılıç had asked for protection. While there were large numbers of 
security force personnel in the southeast and a framework of law in place with the 
aim of protecting life, the implementation of the criminal law in respect of unlawful 
acts  allegedly  carried  out  with  the  involvement  of  the  security  forces  disclosed 
particular characteristics in the south-east region during this period.

When offences were committed by State officials in certain circumstances the public 
prosecutor’s  competence  to  investigate  was  removed  to  administrative  councils, 
which took the decision whether to prosecute. The Court found that these councils, 
made  up  of  civil  servants  under  the  orders  of  the  Governor,  did  not  provide  an 
independent or effective procedure for investigating deaths implicating the security 
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forces.  In  this  case,  there was  also an  absence of  any operational  measures of 
protection. 

The Court noted the investigation into the killing by the gendarmes had effectively 
ended by 15 March 1993, less than a month afterwards. Though a suspect Hüseyin 
Güney  tried  for  separatist  offences  as  a  Hezbollah  member  was  alleged  in  an 
indictment before Diyarbakır State Security Court to have killed Kemal Kılıç, there 
was no direct evidence linking him with that particular crime and no steps had been 
taken to seek such evidence during the proceedings. The State Security Court finally 
concluded on 29 March 1999 that it was not proved that Güney had been involved in 
the  murder.  These  proceedings  had  nonetheless  had  the  effect  of  closing  the 
investigation into the murder by any other body. No enquiries were made as to the 
possible targeting of Kemal Kılıç due to his job as an Özgür Gündem journalist or any 
steps taken to investigate any collusion by security forces in the incident.  Having 
regard therefore to the limited scope and short duration of the investigation in this 
case, the Court found that the authorities failed to carry out an effective investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding Kemal Kılıç’s death. It concluded that there had 
been in this respect been a violation of Article 2.

In anther judgment on 28 March 2000 the European Court of Human Rights held by 
six votes to one that the Government failed to protect the life of Dr Hasan Kaya and 
also failed to conduct an effective investigation into the circumstances of his death. 
The  Court  awarded  15,000  pounds  sterling  (GBP)  for  non-pecuniary  damage  in 
respect of Dr Hasan Kaya and GBP 2,500 in respect of the applicant himself. It also 
awarded GBP 22,000 for legal costs and expenses.

Dr Hasan Kaya,  who practiced medicine in Elazığ,  was a friend of Metin Can, a 
lawyer who was President of the Elazığ branch of the Human Rights Association. On 
21 February 1993, after being contacted by two men, Mr. Can left his home with Dr 
Kaya. The next day, when they had not returned home, the police were informed that 
they had disappeared. On 27 February 1993, the bodies of the two men were found 
under a bridge near Tunceli. Both had been shot through the head and bore marks of 
injuries on their bodies.

There  were  subsequent  reports  in  the  media  that  both  men  had  been  killed  as 
Kurdistan  Workers’  Party  (PKK)  sympathizers  by  contra-guerillas  acting  with  the 
knowledge and support  of  the security forces.  The Susurluk report  issued by the 
Prime Minister’s office in January 1998 referred to Metin Can as one of the men 
targeted  by elements  acting  outside  the  law in  the  southeast  of  Turkey with  the 
knowledge of the authorities.

The Court found that there was no evidence that the authorities took any steps prior 
to the Susurluk report to investigate the existence of contra-guerrilla groups and the 
extent to which State officials were implicated in unlawful killings carried out during 
this period, with a view to instituting any appropriate measures of protection. Though 
a wide range of preventive measures would have been available to the authorities 
regarding the activities of their own security forces and those groups allegedly acting 
under their auspices or with their knowledge, nothing was done.

The Court noted the investigation changed hands four times and was still  pending 
before Malatya State Security Court. Of the two autopsies, the first was cursory and 
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inaccurate, while the second omitted explanations and conclusions concerning marks 
and injuries on the bodies. There was no forensic examination of the scene or report 
regarding whether the victims were killed at the scene or how they were deposited at 
the scene. No investigative steps were taken to discover how the two victims had 
been transported from Elazığ to Tunceli, which journey would have involved stopping 
at a series of official checkpoints along the 130 km route.

Commenting  on  both  judgments  lawyer  Reyhan  Yalçındağ  stated  that  Şükrü 
Alpaslan, representing Turkey in these cases had maintained that the victims had 
been sympathizers of the PKK and had been killed in the fight between PKK and 
Hezbollah. 

In a judgment delivered at Strasbourg on 9 May 2000 in the case of Ertak v. Turkey, 
the  European  Court  of  Human  Rights  held  unanimously  that  there  had  been a 
violation of  Article 2 (right to life)  of  the European Convention on Human Rights. 
Under  Article  41  (just  satisfaction)  of  the  Convention,  the  Court  awarded  the 
applicants GBP 49,500 for pecuniary and non-pecuniary damage and for legal costs 
and expenses.

Following incidents in Şırnak from 18 to 20 August 1992, a number of people were 
taken into police custody on 21 August 1992 at the gendarmerie and security police 
headquarters. At the time, the applicant’s son, Mehmet Ertak, was working at a coal 
mine. At a checkpoint police officers stopped the taxi Mehmet three other people had 
taken to return home from work and led him away. Other people being held at the 
security police headquarters at that time said that they had seen Mehmet Ertak while 
he was in police custody.

The Government contested the facts and submitted that Mehmet Ertak had never 
been taken into police custody.

The  Court  observed  that  the  Commission  had  reached  its  conclusions  after  a 
delegation  had  heard  oral  testimony  by  witnesses  in  Ankara.  It  noted  that  the 
Commission had exercised due care in the performance of its task of assessing the 
weight to be given to the witness statements: it had conducted a thorough review of 
the  evidence both  in  support  of  the  applicant’s  case and that  cast  doubt  on  his 
credibility. Thus, as no fresh evidence had been produced before it by the parties, the 
Court would rely on the evidence gathered by the Commission. 

The Court noted that the applicant had done all that could be expected of him to 
obtain a remedy for his complaint.  He had approached the Şırnak Governor and 
lodged  a  complaint  with  the  Şırnak  Public  Prosecutor’s  Office.  However,  as  the 
authorities had not carried out any effective inquiry into the alleged disappearance 
and had constantly denied that  the applicant’s  son had been arrested, the Court 
found that the applicant had no basis on which to use the civil  and administrative 
remedies referred to by the Government effectively. It considered, consequently, that 
he had done all that could reasonably be expected of him to exhaust the available 
domestic remedies.

The Court agreed with the Commission’s findings of fact. On that basis, it noted that 
there was sufficient evidence for it to conclude beyond all reasonable doubt that the 
applicant’s son, after being arrested and detained, had been the victim of serious ill-
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treatment  that  had  not  been  acknowledged  and  had  died  in  the  custody  of  the 
security forces. The Court reiterated that authorities are under a duty to account for 
persons under their control and observed that no explanation had been offered as to 
what  had become of the applicant’s son after  his arrest.  In conclusion, the Court 
considered  that  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  the  Government  were 
responsible for  his death,  and that it  had been caused by State agents after  his 
arrest. There had therefore been a violation of Article 2 on that account.

The Court noted one particular omission in that the investigating officer responsible 
for the preliminary investigation did not have in his possession the case file in which 
was to be found, among other documents, a deposition referring to other people who 
had  been  in  custody,  and  had  not  in  the  course  of  his  investigations  taken  a 
statement  from  the  applicant  or  other  persons  named  by  the  applicant  in  his 
complaint.  Thus,  the  Court  concluded that  the  respondent  State had failed in  its 
obligation to conduct a sufficient and effective investigation into the circumstances of 
the disappearance of the applicant’s son. 

When testifying to the parliamentarian inquiry commission into killings by unidentified 
assailants and the Susurluk accident the PKK repentant confessor Murat İpek said: 
“On 18 August 1992 we killed Mehmet Ertak, whose brother was ‘in the mountains’ 
(fighting for the PKK), and the lawyer Rahmi Demir on orders of chief of police Necati 
Altuntaş and the director of the department to fight terrorism, Mehmet Kaplan. We 
dressed Mehmet Ertak in guerilla clothes and said that we killed a terrorist.”

On 14 November the European Court of Human Rights passed judgment in the case 
of  Taş  v.  Turkey.  The Court  found  violations  of  Article  2  (right  to  life),  Article  3 
(prohibition of torture or inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment), Article 5 
(right to liberty and security)  §§ 1, 3, 4 and 5 in respect of the disappearance of 
Muhsin Taş and Article 13 (right to an effective remedy) of the European Convention 
on Human Rights. 

The  Court  awarded  20,000  pounds  sterling  (GBP)  for  non-pecuniary  damage  in 
respect of Muhsin Taş’s heirs and GBP 10,000 for non-pecuniary damage in respect 
of the applicant and GBP 14,795 for legal costs and expenses. 

The case concerns the “disappearance” of Muhsin Taş. On 14 October 1993 Muhsin 
Taş was apprehended during an operation carried out by the security forces in Cizre. 
He was wounded in the knee. The same day, gendarmes transferred him to Şırnak, 
where a hospital record noted that he received treatment for his knee. No further 
record indicated where he was held in custody after that event. The public prosecutor 
granted two extended custody periods of fifteen days. On or about 18 November 
1993, the applicant was told that his son had absconded from custody while being 
taken on 9 November 1993 into  the mountains to  show terrorist  locations to  the 
security forces. The applicant told the public prosecutor that he feared that his son 
had been killed in custody.  The public  prosecutor  made no investigation into  his 
complaints until late 1995. In August 1996, the public prosecutor ceded jurisdiction to 
the  Administrative  Council,  which  appointed  an  inspector  to  investigate.  The 
investigation concluded in a report of 12 February 1998 that it was not possible to 
establish the identities of the officers who signed the gendarme report, which alleged 
that Muhsin Taş had escaped. 
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The Court found that Muhsin Taş had been taken into custody on 14 October 1993. 
No custody or other records had been provided showing where he had been taken or 
held  after  that  date.  The  report  of  the  alleged  escape  was  undetailed  and 
unsubstantiated, in particular since the signatories of the report had not been traced. 
In the circumstances, the Government had failed to provide any plausible explanation 
for what had happened to him. Given the length of time, which had elapsed since his 
disappearance  and  the  circumstances  pertaining  in  the  southeast  of  Turkey,  the 
Court considered that Muhsin Taş must be presumed dead following his detention by 
the security forces. 

The Court concluded that Muhsin Taş was held in detention in the complete absence 
of the safeguards contained in Article 5 and that there has been a particularly grave 
violation of the right to liberty and security of person guaranteed under that provision.

On 14 December the European Court of Human Rights presented the judgment in 
the case of Gül v. Turkey. The Court found violations of Article 2 and Article 13 (right 
to  an  effective  remedy).  It  awarded  35,000  pounds  sterling  (GBP)  for  pecuniary 
damage and GBP 20,000 for non-pecuniary damage to Mehmet Gül’s widow and 
children, GBP 10,000 for non-pecuniary damage to the applicant and GBP 21,000 for 
legal costs and expenses. 

The case concerns the death of Mehmet Gül. During the night of 7-8 March 1993, a 
special operations team knocked on the door of the apartment where the applicant’s 
son Mehmet Gül lived with his wife and three children. While Mehmet Gül was behind 
the door in the process of unbolting the lock, three officers opened fire. Mehmet Gül 
was hit by numerous bullets and collapsed. He was carried to the hospital, where he 
was declared dead.

On 17  March  1993,  the  Bozovan  public  prosecutor  issued  a  decision  of  lack  of 
jurisdiction. An investigation was carried out by an inspector appointed on behalf of 
the provincial administrative council, which concluded on 21 October 1993 that the 
police  officers  should  not  be  prosecuted.  On  18  April  1995,  the  Supreme 
Administrative Court  annulled that  decision and ordered the institution of  criminal 
proceedings.  On 9  September  1996,  the  Urfa  Criminal  Court  acquitted  the  three 
officers on the basis that, according to an expert report, they had not been at fault. 

The Court recalled that it was undisputed that Mehmet Gül had died as the result of 
bullet  wounds inflicted when three police officers opened fire on the door behind 
which  he  stood.  There  was  insufficient  evidence  concerning  the  planning  of  the 
operation to establish that they were under instructions to use lethal force or that this 
was the predetermined purpose of the operation. It was satisfied however that the 
police  officers  used  a  disproportionate  degree  of  force.  While  Mehmet  Gül  was 
unlocking the door, the three police officers opened fire in one long, continuous burst, 
which caused him multiple injuries and destroyed the fingers on one hand. The police 
officers’ assertion that Mehmet Gül had fired one pistol shot at them was found to be 
unsubstantiated. The lack of proper recording of the alleged finding of two guns and 
a spent cartridge in the flat after the events undermined the credibility of the police 
evidence in that regard.In those circumstances, the firing of at least 50-55 shots at 
the door was not justified by any reasonable belief on the part of the officers that their 
lives were at risk from the occupants of the flat. Nor could the firing be justified by 
any consideration of the need to secure entry to the flat. Opening fire with automatic 
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weapons on an unseen target in a residential block inhabited by innocent civilians, 
women and children was, as the Commission found, grossly disproportionate. 

While an investigation into the incident  was carried out  by the public  prosecutor, 
there were a number of significant omissions, including: no attempt to find the bullet 
allegedly  fired  by  Mehmet  Gül  at  the  police  officers,  no  proper  recording  of  the 
alleged finding of two guns and a spent cartridge inside the flat, no photograph taken 
of the weapons at the alleged location, no testing of Mehmet Gül’s hands for traces 
that would link him with the gun and no testing of the gun for prints. Further, although 
the  actions  of  the  officers  involved  required  careful  and  prompt  scrutiny  by  the 
responsible authorities, the public prosecutor did not take any statements from them. 
Nor  were  the  officers  required  to  account  for  the  use  of  their  weapons  and 
ammunition. 

The Court  considered whether  the  criminal  proceedings cured the  defects  in  the 
investigation into the events up to that date. The criminal court heard evidence from 
the three officers charged, who gave brief statements. It called no other witnesses. 
The applicant and members of his family were not informed that the proceedings 
were taking place and were not afforded the opportunity of telling the court their very 
different  version  of  events.  The  court  requested  two  expert  opinions  (from  a 
gendarme  lieutenant  and  from police  experts),  which  contained  an  evaluation  of 
events based on the assumption that the police officers’ account was the correct one. 
They both reached conclusions as to the lack of fault  of the officers, which were 
based on that general evaluation rather than on any findings of technical expertise. 
The court’s decision to acquit the three officers was based entirely on the second 
opinion that there was no fault. There was no reasoning as to why the police officers’ 
account was preferred to that of the family.  In basing itself  without any additional 
explanation on the experts’ legal classification of the officers’ actions, the court in this 
case effectively deprived itself of its jurisdiction to decide the factual and legal issues 
of the case.

The applicant was thereby denied an effective remedy in respect of his son’s death 
and access to any other available remedies, including a claim for compensation.

The Authority to Use Arms: Suicides of Soldiers and Police Officers

Like in previous years a number of suicides committed by soldiers or police officers 
were reported in 2000. In many cases of suicides of soldiers the families doubted the 
official version. These cases were not investigated sufficiently and in some cases the 
families were not even given the autopsy reports.

The General Directory for Security published a book on suicides of police officers in 
December,  reviewing incidents that happened between 1989 and 1999.  The total 
number of suicides during the 10 years was given as 242.

The report concluded that the majority of suicides was committed in the first years on 
duty and that most victims had been in the 20s, when they committed suicide. For the 
police department this meant that young officers had difficulties in adapting to the 
discipline, were in financial difficulties, in general not married and at great distance to 
their families. The report admitted that the possession of arms made suicide easier. 
Most of the suicides had been committed in İstanbul (56), Ankara (25) and İzmir (19). 
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Turan Genç, the Director for Security called for the following measures to prevent 
suicides of colleagues:

“The staff has to be educated on arms and it has to be prevented that officers play 
with their pistols. In particular, those officers, who tend to play Russian roulette with 
their pistols, have to be treated according to the legislation. Attention has to be paid 
for officers in debts, those who drink too much, get in touch with female or male 
prostitutes. They had to be made aware of the risk and, if necessary, be punished for 
it. Measures are to be taken against stress of the personnel. To this end sports are a 
good opportunity for the protection of mental health.”

Ali Haydar Kalan

It  was  alleged  that  Ali  Haydar  Kalan  (20),  who  served  Şanlıurfa  in  an  armored 
brigade, committed suicide on 24 January.

His elderly brother Şahin Kalan reported that during a phone call Ali Haydar had told 
him that he and the ones, who were like him, were under pressure. There were many 
right-wingers from the MHP exerting pressure on them and threatening the. He had 
told his brother to complain to the commander, but he had replied that he would be 
killed, if he did. 

The father İsmet Kalan complained to the public prosecutor in Tekirdağ asking for a 
second  autopsy.  The  prosecutor  declined  from doing  so.  After  İsmet  Kalan  had 
informed the HRA in İstanbul, he filed another complaint.

Salman Göreli

Salman  Göreli,  serving  at  Çardaklı  Gendarmerie  Station  in  Denizli  province 
reportedly committed suicide on 21 January. His father Hüseyin Göreli stated that he 
was given an autopsy report stating that his son had committed suicide at 4pm, but 
he doubted that his son had done so, because he had no psychological problem. He 
had seen the corpse and a bullet had entered the head under the chin and left on the 
top. Shortly before the incident his son had a discussion with another soldiers about 
the religious fast. This must have been a harsh discussion, because he had told his 
mother over the phone. 

M. Şahin Barınç

M. Şahin Barınç doing his military service in Çukurca district  (Hakkari)  reportedly 
committed suicide on 24 June. His brother Metin Barınç stated that he had talked to 
him over the phone on the same day: 

“My brother asked for clothes and money, because he would come soon. He said 
that we should make preparations to take him around and to the sea. Why should 
anybody 5 days  before the end of  the military service and without  any problems 
commit suicide? We wanted to talk to Lieutenant Levent Güldoğuş, but he did not 
come to the phone. Only a major from another unit told us that my brother and some 
friends had been joking in the canteen. Then he had gone behind the canteen. They 
had heard a shot and when they looked for him they saw that he had killed himself.”
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Mehmet Yorğa

Mehmet  Yorğa,  who  was  serving  with  the  gendarmerie  in  Kemalpaşa  (Bursa) 
allegedly committed suicide on 4 July. His father Hüsna Yorğa doubted it. He said 
that  his  son  had  come  home  for  a  short  leave  and  later  gone  to  the  unit  in 
Kemalpaşa. For about one month they had not heard anything from him. When the 
family called the unit they had been told that Mehmet Yorğa was not there, because 
he deserted. “We went to the recruiting office in Batman and asked them to find our 
son. I went there frequently to see, whether he had been found. After another month 
we were told that he was in hospital. His uncle went to see him and told us that my 
son had lost his mind, because of beatings, in particular to the head.”

After the treatment his son had come home for leave and did not want to go back to 
the military. “He told us that he had been beaten until he fainted. He wanted to file an 
official complaint with the help of a lawyer. I asked him to be patient and handed him 
over to the recruiting office. We knew that he wanted to get a medical report to be 
exempted from military service. When we did not hear from him for a long time, we 
called the unit again and this time we were told that my son had left  the military, 
because of a medical report.”

On  4  July  a  person,  who  did  not  want  to  identify  himself  called  the  family  and 
informed them that Mehmet Yorğa had committed suicide. The mother asked the 
person to send them the corpse, because they had not money to come and get him 
and the person on the other side had said  that  Mehmet Yorğa was no longer a 
soldier. He had been discharged about two weeks ago, because of a medical report. 

Other suicides

On 24 January lieutenant Selçuk Canbay (32), employed at Suçeken Gendarmerie 
Station in Kozluk district (Batman) killed himself with a shot to his head. 

Soldier  Şahin  Öztürk,  employed  at  the  central  gendarmerie  station  in  Batman 
committed suicide on 25 January using the G-3 rifle, when he was on guard. 

Sergeant  Özgür  Çelil  (21)  serving  in  İstanbul-Küçükköy committed  suicide  on  19 
February by jumping from the 2nd Sadabat Viaduct. 

Police  officer  Arif  Türkmen (30)  employed  at  Beşiktaş  Police  HQ (İstanbul)  shot 
himself on 12 April, while he had dinner with his wife in a restaurant.

Tahsin Çelik (44), police officer at Şehit Mahmut Tuğrul Police Station in Turgutlu 
district (Manisa) was found at the station on 29 April. He was wounded by a shot to 
his chin and died on the way to hospital. 

Murat Bilgin, member of the special deployment force in İstanbul committed suicide 
at his home on 19 May.

Police officer İhsan Çorman (24) from Gaziantep Police HQ killed himself on 11 June, 
after he had killed his wife and student from the police academy Fatma Çorman (20).
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On 16 June Levent Güllüoğlu (33) from a special unit at Bursa Police HQ locked 
himself in his car and killed himself with three shots in the head.

Cem Uyar (26) employed at Bitlis Police HQ killed himself on 16 June, while he was 
in guard near a training field for shooting.

Savaş Altun (27) employed at the General Directorate for Security in the department 
for collecting data, killed himself at home on 20 July.

The soldiers Abdullah Çiçek, doing his military service in Kartaltepe (İstanbul) shot 
himself into the stomach, while he was on guard on 22 July. He died on the way to 
hospital.

The soldier Cuma Aydoğdu on duty at Raman Yıldız Gendarmerie Station in Batman 
killed himself on 6 August by shots to his head.

On 29 September Muhammet İncegül (30) employed at Erzurum Police HQ killed 
himself during a visit to parents in law in Erzincan.

Officer Mevlüt Şimşek (28) employed at the education center in Sarıgazi (İstanbul) 
killed himself on 15 September at the seaside in Moda.

Sergeant Şakir Asil (24) used his G-3 rifle, when committing suicide in Kovancılar 
district (Elazığ) on 19 November.

On 26 November the police officer Mustafa Yüksel working at the police academy in 
Gölbaşı (Ankara) shot himself dead at his home.

Kamber Kantaş from the anti-riot police in Bayrampaşa (İstanbul) committed suicide 
on 19 December. (3)

2.1. The Death Penalty
The  question  on  whether  or  not  the  GNAT  should  deal  with  the  death  penalty 
imposed on Abdullah Öcalan and the abolition of the death penalty remained two 
important subjects of Turkey’s agenda in 2000. During the summit of the leaders of 
the coalition partners DSP, ANAP and MHP on 12 January a principle decision was 
made to keep the file of Abdullah Öcalan at the office of the Prime Minister until the 
ECHR had made a decision. Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit  stated that Turkey had 
accepted the jurisprudence of the ECHR. Once the Court had made a decision the 
file  would be forwarded to the GNAT in order to make a decision. (See also the 
chapter on the Kurdish question)

At  the end of 2000 the Judicial  Commission in the GNAT had 51 files on death 
sentences against 71 persons. In 8 files a total of 16 persons had been sentenced to 
death according to  Article  125 TPC and 7 files contained death sentences of 11 
people sentenced according to Article 146 TPC. 

Four laws and a total of 41 Articles in the Turkish Penal Code, the military penal 
code,  the Law against  Smuggling and the Law on Forests provide for  the death 
penalty. During the year 442 trials were initiated under Article 125 TPC (attempt to 
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separate part of the country). In these trials a total of 927 men (5 of them below 18) 
and 61 women were tried. A total of 164 trials were opened according to Article 146 
TPC (violent attempt to change the constitutional order). In these trial a total of 512 
men (14 below the age of 18) and 21 women were tried. For the offence of murder 
that according to Article 450 TPC also requires the death penalty 289 trials were 
initiated and a total of 458 men (26 of them below 18) and 46 women were tried.

On 11 January HRA chairman Hüsnü Öndül stated that his organization was against 
the death penalty in principle. He pointed out that the HRA was against the execution 
of  Abdullah  Öcalan  and  demanded  that  the  death  penalty  should  be  abolished 
completely.  He  argued  that  if  the  death  penalty  of  Abdullah  Öcalan  would  be 
confirmed in the GNAT Turkey might be excluded from the Council  of Europe, to 
which it was a member since 50 years.

In February the Commission on Foreign Affairs and Human Rights in the European 
Parliament  (EP)  adopted  a  report  on  “Human  Rights  in  the  World”.  This  report 
included the  remark that  no  country  retaining the  death penalty  could  become a 
member of the EU. The penalty was called inhuman and medieval and a sentence 
that did not conform to contemporary societies.

During a conference on “Reform of the Judiciary 2000” Justice Minister Hikmet Sami 
Türk answered questions by journalists. He said that Turkey was the only European 
country retaining the death penalty and argued that this penalty had to be abolished 
in the long term. He added that the Justice Ministry, the Ministry for the Interior and 
the Chief of General Staff were working on the question of the death penalty.

In  August  a  commission  within  the  Justice  Ministry  agreed  to  abolish  the  death 
penalty and replace it with an aggravated life imprisonment.

At the same times discussions about the death penalty continued in public. On 5 July 
Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit stated that the abolition of the death penalty was one of 
the conditions for full membership to the EU: “It does not need an initiative by the 
government or constitutional changes to abolish the death penalty. Some changes in 
the laws would be sufficient. I believe that all parties, except the MHP could agree on 
this  and  don’t  believe  that  the  MHP  will  make  this  a  problem  for  the  coalition 
government.”

On the same day Ömer İzgi,  deputy chair of the parliamentary group of the MHP 
stated that his party had not changed its view on the question since 1998. They 
would support the abolition of the death penalty except for Article 125 TPC, since 
they knew about the sensitivity of the people on this question. He warned that the 
problem should be handled with care and not be decided on hastily, only because 
someone asked for the abolition of the death penalty.

On 1 October  State President  Ahmet  Necdet  Sezer  spoke on behalf  of  the new 
judicial year. He confirmed that it did not need constitutional amendments to abolish 
the death penalty and said that the death penalty might be replaced by a different 
sentence such as an aggravated life imprisonment.

In mid-October Justice Minister Hikmet Sami Türk told journalists that the changes to 
the penal code included a replacement of the death penalty by an aggravated life 
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imprisonment, but added that even if the law was passed in mid-2001 it might only 
enter into force in the year 2002.

During a meeting of human rights ministers in the Council of Europe that took place 
in Rome a call was made on all member states to ratify the 6th protocol to the EHRC 
and wished that the members would abolish the death penalty not only in peace 
times, but also in situation of wars. The resolution included a call on the members not 
to extradite people to countries that retained the death penalty. 

New Death Sentences

The trial launched against Murat Sarıaslan and Fevzi Koçak with the demand of the 
death  penalty  for  killing  Kadir  Çelik  and Mustafa Akoğlu  in  Kayseri  concluded at 
Kayseri  Criminal  Court  on  22  May.  Murat  Sarıaslan and  Fevzi  Koçak were 
sentenced twice to death.

Abdullah Kanat on trial under remand for about 10 years with the demand of the 
death penalty on charges of  “being a PKK member and killing major Esat Oktay 
Yıldıran  in  October  1988”  was  sentenced  to  death  in  the  trial  that  concluded  at 
İstanbul SSC on 23 May. Abdullah Kanat had been sentenced to death on 2 March 
1994, but the Court of Cassation had quashed the decision for procedural reasons.

The trial  launched against  18 people,  including Sevgi  Yamaç,  chairwoman of the 
Denizli  Branch  of  the  HRA,  on  accusations  of  “being  members  of  DHKP-C” 
concluded at İzmir SSC on 31 May. In the hearing, defendant’s lawyers stated that 
they could not meet with their clients and demanded time to complete their defenses. 
But  presiding  judge  Galip  Cengiz  Dinçer  demanded  the  lawyers  to  make  their 
defenses. The lawyers protested and did not make their defenses. The defendants 
Gürsel  Akmaz,  Özlem Taş,  Vicdan Şahin,  Özlem Taşdemir,  Bülent Ersoy,  Ahmet 
Zencirci and Hatice Aşık, who attended the hearing, also said that they would not 
make a defense because of the attitude of the court.  In the verdict  Yalçın Hafçı, 
Gürsel Akmaz,  Özlem Taş,  Süleyman Erol,  Vicdan Şahin and  Özlem Taşdemir 
were sentenced to death, Bülent Ersoy and Hatice Aşık to 15 years’ imprisonment, 
Ahmet Zencirci to 5 years and HRA Denizli Branch Accountant Hacı Ahmet Akkaya 
to 3 years 9 months in prison. Erdem Albayrak,  İsmail  Payat,  Ramazan Zencirci, 
Hüseyin  Ersoy,  Yaşar  Bilibay,  Sevgi  Yamaç,  Hatice  Akkaya,  Fizan Koç,  Hüseyin 
Serinkan, Osman Serinkan and Ali İbin were acquitted

The trial launched against defendants on the charges of being members of TİKKO at 
İstanbul SSC with the demand of the death penalty concluded on 13 June. In the 
hearing, Mihriban Kırdök, one of the defense lawyers, stated that their meeting with 
their clients were restricted by a circular issued by the Ministry of Justice and thus 
they could not prepare their defenses. The defendant Muhammet Akyol said that the 
case file had not reached him and so he could not prepare his defense. Presiding 
judge Ali Demir stated that they could not give more time in spite of the restrictions of 
the  defense  and  disclosed  the  judgment.  Fedai Şahin,  Zeki Şahin,  Muzaffer 
Acunbay,  Seyit Ali Uğur and Hasan Rüzgar were sentenced to death. The death 
penalties given to Fatma Acunbay, Bayram Kama, Cengiz Polat and Sami Bolmaz 
were commuted to life imprisonment, whereas Sadegül Özdemir, Muhammet Akyol 
and Abdullah Kalay were sentenced to 32 years 6 months in prison on charges of 
“membership” and “robbery” under Articles 168 and 417 TPC, İsmail Kufa and Kibar 
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Saadet to were sentenced 12 years 6 months in prison on charges of “membership”, 
and Haydar Güzel received a sentence of 22 years 6 months in prison. In the trial, it 
was  decided  that  the  file  of  fugitive  defendant  Ziyafettin  Kopaloğlu  would  be 
separated, whereas the trial against Hülya Uğur, who had died in the armed clash, 
was dismissed. Yılmaz Yıldız was acquitted.

Cemalettin  Polat,  a  DHKP-C member,  charged with  the killing of  Turan Ünal,  an 
alleged JİTEM member in Çankırı Prison, was sentenced to death under Article 146 
TPC. Ankara SSC passed the verdict in June.

The trial launched against 50 people in connection with the killing of 37 people in 
Sıvas on 2 July 1993, concluded at Ankara SSC on 16 June. In the hearing, 33 
people were sentenced to death, whereas 17 were given imprisonment terms. The 
files of Mustafa Dürer and Muhammet Nuh Kılıç, who could not be arrested, were 
separated. The names of the defendants receiving the death penalty were: Muhsin 
Erbaş, Harun Gülbaş, Bekir Çınar, Erol Sarıkaya, Mevlüt Atalay, Ahmet Turan 
Kılıç,  Kenan  Kale,  Harun  Yıldız,  Zafer  Yelok,  Yunis  Karataş,  Halil  İbrahim 
Düzbiçer, Ömer Faruk Gez, Ali Kurt, Ahmet Oflaz, Ekrem Kurt, Erkan Çetintaş, 
Faruk  Sarıkaya,  Hayrettin  Gül,  Harun  Kavak,  Süleyman  Toksun,  Hayrettin 
Yeğin, Mehmet Yılmaz, Adem Kozu, Mustafa Uğur Yaraş, Faruk Belkavli, Ömer 
Demir, Alim Özhan, İbrahim Duran, Etem Ceylan, Vahit Kaynar, Turan Kaya and 
Cafer Tayyar Soykök. The court board reduced the penalties of Temel Toy, Sedat 
Yıldırım,  Ali  Teke and Durmuş Tufan to  20 years  of  imprisonment,  as they were 
minors on the date of the incident and the penalty of Yusuf Şimşek to 15 years of 
imprisonment on the grounds that “he was mentally ill.” Defendants Yalçın Kepenek, 
Yusuf  Ziya  Eliş,  Engin  Durna,  Metin  Yokuş,  Ahmet  Kaşkaya,  İlhami  Çalışkan, 
Bünyamin  Eliş,  Özkan Doğan and  Çetin  Asamaka  were  sentenced to  7  years  6 
months in prison on the charges of  “intending to change the constitutional order” 
under Article 146/3 TPC and Bülent Güldü was sentenced to 5 years in prison. The 
trial  had commenced on 21 October  1993 at  Ankara  SSC and concluded on 26 
December 1994. A total  of 124 people were prosecuted in the trial.  The Court of 
Cassation  had  quashed  majority  of  the  decisions  given  in  the  original  trial  on  3 
October 1996. The trial had re-started on 19 November 1996. 

On 23 June Zonguldak Criminal Court No. 1 sentenced Adnan Çolak to death. He 
was  on  trial  in  connection  with  11  killings  committed  in  Artvin  and  surrounding 
districts.

The trial launched against 44 people on charges of “being members of the Islamic 
Movement  Organization  and  killing  Çetin  Emeç,  former  executive  with  the  daily 
Hürriyet,  Aydın  Ercan,  his  driver,  Turan Dursun,  a  researcher  on religion and Ali 
Akbar Gorani, an Iranian citizen” ended at İstanbul SSC on 24 July. In the hearing 
İrfan Çağrıcı, Cengiz Sarıkaya, Ekrem Baytap, Tamer Aslan and Mehmet Ali Şeker 
were given the death penalty under Article 146 TPC. The SSC did not reduce the 
sentence of İrfan Çağrıcı, but commuted the sentences of the other four defendants 
to  life  imprisonment.  Rıdvan  Çağrıcı,  Ziver  Kartal,  Mehmet  Okatan,  Gül  Aslan, 
Lawyer Hüsnü Yazgan, Mehmet Kaya, Kutbettin Gök, Mehmet Zeki Yıldırım, İhsan 
Deniz and Mehmet Zeki Deniz were each sentenced to 12 years 6 months in prison 
under Article 168 TPC and Abdülkerim Yağmur and Mehmet Salih Yıldız were each 
sentenced to 3 years 9 months in prison under Article 169 TPC. 20 defendants were 
acquitted and one defendant’s file was separated.
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The case launched against  7 people on charges of  “conducting an armed and a 
bomb attack on a bus they had hijacked in Ankara in the night  of  31 December 
1994,” concluded at İstanbul SSC on 21 September. The defendants were tried for 
the death of 2 and injuries of 24 people. Ömer Yıldırım and Mahmut Ulusan were 
sentenced  to  death  under  Article  125  TPC,  whereas  Adalet  Aktepe,  the  other 
defendant in remand, was given the life sentence. İhsan Tutar, who had been tried 
without  remand, was sentenced to 3 years  and 9 months of  imprisonment under 
Article 169 TPC. Abdurrahman Çevik, İhsan Çevik and Mehmet Nuri Kaplan were 
acquitted. 

Mert Güven was sentenced to death twice, on the grounds that he had ordered the 
killing of his mother and father. Bursa Criminal Court No. 3 decided on 2 October that 
the hired gunmen Kazım Aydın and Uğur Tetik should also be sentenced to death. 
Yılmaz Andiç who assisted in the murder received a sentence of life imprisonment.

New trials with the demand of the death penalty

In January Bakırköy Public Prosecution Office launched a trial against Şaban Akan 
with the demand of the death penalty for killing mafia boss Nihat Akgün. 

On 24 February İstanbul SSC started to hear the case of Erol Evcil and Burhanettin 
Türkeş in connection with the killing of businessman Nesim Malki. During the hearing 
of  18  December  the  prosecutor  summed up  the  case  and  demanded  the  death 
penalty for both defendants.

In March Diyarbakır SSC launched a trial against 14 PKK militants captured during 
the clash that broke out while they were trying to pass to Northern Iraq from Turkey. 
The indictment sought the death penalty for Mehmet Sıddık Emire, Zeki Demirağaç, 
Syrian  national  Alaaddin  Muhammed  Şiho,  Güler  Çelik,  Osman  Akbaş,  Nihat 
Durmuş, Sohbet Yıldız, Fırat Pervane, Azmi Taşancık and Turgay Ural under Article 
125 TPC and imprisonment terms from 6 months to 15 years for İhsan Taynan, Erdal 
Kılıklı, Çetin Baltaş and S.E. (12).

A trial was launched against Kenan Evren, the 7th President of Turkey, the leader of 
the  12  September  1980  military  coup,  on  the  accusations  of  “changing  the 
constitutional order by force” under Article 146 TPC with the demand of the death 
penalty in March. The indictment written by Adana Public Prosecutor Sacit Kayasu 
stated that the crime was committed between 30 August-12 September 1980. It was 
said that another trial  had formerly been launched at Ankara SSC with the same 
demand but the trial was covered up. Sacit Kayasu stated that he launched this trial 
to prevent it to undergo a lapse of time.

Subsequently the Ministry of Justice launched an administrative investigation against 
on the grounds that “the prosecutor used his authority arbitrarily.” Kayasu said that 
he got 14 days leave on 29 March and would retire after his leave. In April  Sacit 
Kayasu was suspended from duty by the High Board of  Judges and Prosecutors 
(HSYK). Sacit Kayasu stated that he would appeal to the ECHR.

The objection of former Adana Public Prosecutor Sacit Kayasu against the decision 
“not to prosecute” according to an indictment he had prepared for Kenan Evren, the 
leader of the 12 September 1980 military coup, based on the charges of “changing 
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the constitutional order by force,” under Article 146 of the Turkish Penal Code with 
the demand of the death penalty, was also refused. The court board decided that a 
trial  couldn’t  be  launched  against  Evren,  under  temporary  Article  15  of  the 
Constitution

In December Sacit Kayasu testified in connection with the investigation of the chief 
prosecutor at the Court of Cassation. Kayasu said that his indictment did not insult 
the  Turkish  Armed  Forces.  May  be  tried  at  the  9th  Chamber  of  the  Court  of 
Cassation.

The trial launched against Sultan Elbistanlı who made a suicide attempt in Ceyhan 
district of Adana after killing her daughter Nurgüzel Elbistanlı (7) by giving her an 
insect  killer  started  at  Ceyhan  Criminal  Court  on  31  March.  The  prosecution 
demanded with the death penalty for her. 

In  April  a trial  was  launched  against  Hezbollah  repentant  Cemil  Meygil  with  the 
demand of the death penalty on the grounds that he was responsible for the killing of 
Dr. Zeki Tanrıkulu (2 September 1993) and 13 more people. 

İstanbul  SSC launched a  trial  against  Emin  Ekinci,  Mehmet  Emin  Erez  and Abit 
Taşan (remanded in absentia) with demand of the death penalty, on the grounds of 
“killing  23  persons  and  kidnapping  18  persons  as  Hezbollah  members.”  The 
prosecutor sought imprisonment terms between 15 years to 22 years 6 months for 
Mehmet Emin Kanlıbıçak and Mehmet Cemil Erez for “being Hezbollah members.” 

Also in April  Bursa Public Prosecutor  launched a trial  against 22 persons,  15 on 
remand, one remanded in absentia, on the same grounds. The prosecutor sought the 
death  penalty  for  İbrahim  Evliyaoğlu  and  imprisonment  terms  for  the  other 
defendants. 

Ankara SSC launched a trial in April with the demand of the death penalty for Emin 
Alpsoy, Mustafa Gürlüer and Şeyhmus Alpsoy on the same grounds. The prosecutor 
sought  imprisonment  terms  from 15  to  22  years  for  25  persons,  and  4  years  6 
months to 7 years 6 months for 3 persons, and 3 years for 1 person. Among the ones 
prosecuted  with  the  demand  of  22  years  were  Dr.  Abdurrahman  Alpsoy  and 
Abdülsamet Yıldız  who was an official  with  the Prime Ministry Administrative and 
Financial Office.

Diyarbakır  SSC launched  a  trial  at  the  end  of  April  against  Osman Öcalan,  the 
brother of PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan, with the demand of the death penalty under 
Article  125  TPC.  The  indictment  alleged  that  the  PKK  Central  Council  member 
Osman Öcalan “was directly responsible of the acts of the PKK, by making a direct 
contribution to the policy and strategy of the organization.”

Diyarbakır SSC launched a trial in April against Musa Daşkın and Abdulcabbar Kırtay 
on the grounds of “killing 10 persons as Hezbollah members in 1992-1993 in Silvan 
district of Diyarbakır.”  Daşkın and Kırtay were to be tried with the demand of the 
death penalty.

Diyarbakır  SSC launched a  trial  against  10  people  on  the  accusations  of  “being 
members of the radical Islamic Vasat organization and killing police officer Ali Osman 

Page 40



HRFT Annual Report 2000

Sarıçal in the house raid of 31 March in Urfa, Birecik.” The indictment of May sought 
the death penalty for Mehmet Murat Yürekli,  and imprisonment terms of up to 15 
years  for  the  defendants  in  remand  Bahri  Bozok,  Abdullah  Çetin,  Mehmet  Şah 
Yürekli,  Salih  Arslan, Abdullah Ferit  Erkan, Hasan Yıldırımdağı,  Mehmet Özdalar, 
Suat  Temel  and  the  defendant  without  remand  İbrahim  Halil  Özbiber  on  the 
accusations of “being illegal organization members.”

The trial launched against 15 defendants including alleged high-ranking executives of 
the  radical  Islamic  Hezbollah  organization  Edip  Gümüş  and  Cemal  Tutar, 
commenced  at  Diyarbakır  SSC on  10  July.  After  the  indictment  was  read,  Edip 
Gümüş and Cemal  Tutar  denied the  news that  they were  repentants.  Defendant 
Fahrettin Özdemir stated that he was tortured in detention. Defendant Abdulkudus 
Yersiz stated that he wanted to be a repentant. The prosecution demanded the death 
penalty  for  Edip  Gümüş,  Cemal  Tutar,  Fuat  Balca,  Mehmet  Faysal  Bozkuş, 
Abdülkerim Kaya,  Mehmet  Özdemir,  Mahmut  Demir,  Kemal  Gülşen,  Yunus  Avcı, 
Sinan Yakut  and Mehmet  Ezme,  who  are  held  responsible  for  the  killing  of  156 
people, according to Article 146 TPC. Imprisonment terms from 12 to 15 years were 
sought for Nurettin Karabulut and Abdulkudus Yersiz under Article 168 TPC.

The trial  continued on 11 September.  During the hearing defendant  Edip Gümüş 
stated that he was in charge of the archives of the organization. On the other hand 
Cemal Tutar stated that after he had been caught in a raid carried out on a house in 
Beykoz, İstanbul on 17 January, he was kept in detention for a total of 180 days at 
İstanbul and Diyarbakır Police HQ. He said; “After being arrested, they should have 
put me in prison but instead they took me to the Anti-Terror Branch. I was put under 
psychological pressure in order to be a repentant. I received the indictment 5 days 
before the first hearing. Therefore I could not prepare a defense. Four days after the 
first hearing I was again kept in detention for 20 days at Diyarbakır Police HQ on 
judge’s decision, but never interrogated. I demand protection from the court against 
the police officers arbitrary practices. I will not defend myself until these conditions 
change.” Defendant Mehmet Feysal Bozkuş stated that he was tortured in detention 
and wanted to benefit from the Repentance Law.

Another hearing was held on 18 December. Kemal Gülşen stated that following his 
detention in İzmir he was interrogated blindfolded and said, “MOSSAD agents took 
part  in my interrogation to help the police. Although I  was blindfolded I saw their 
shoes. The police officers had mentioned that some foreign agents would participate 
in the interrogation. The agents asked questions mostly on the congregation and 
formation of the organization.” Gülşen stated that the security forces knew about the 
acts in the area and that Cemal Uçar, a Hezbollah member in Diyarbakır E Type 
Prison who was found dead was killed by the State authorities. Cemal Tutar said, 
“Teachers  Zübeyir  Alkaç  and Ramazan Aydın  Bilge  were  killed  by Hezbollah  for 
being members of  the PKK. They were killed for  setting grounds for  the PKK at 
schools.” Defendant Mahmut Demir on the other hand alleged that he had nothing to 
do with the actions carried out and stated that he had been subjected to torture in 
detention.  Demir  continued,  “When  I  testified  to  Nuh  Mete  Yüksel,  Ankara  SSC 
Prosecutor, the police officers were there. They were threatening me. As we were 
being taken to the place of the incidents the police officers instructed us and we 
explained it as they wished.” Upon the judge’s statement “In Konya and Mersin you 
have shown graves” he replied “They slander me. Even they don’t believe in this. I 
did not go to Mersin.” 
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İstanbul  SSC Prosecution office launched a trial  in June against  Hacı  İnan,  İlyas 
Kutluman,  Abdülsettar  Yıldızbakan,  Burhan  Ekineker,  Mehmet  Bayram  Eren  and 
Sabahattin Eren who were arrested on charges of “being executives of Hezbollah”. 
The prosecution demanded the death penalty for the defendants under Article 146 
TPC. 15 years in prison were sought for Enver Kılıçarslan, Abdullah Beldek, Ahmet 
Kortuk, Salih Kişi and Bener Kutluman on charges of “being Hezbollah members” 
under Article 168 TPC. The defendants were allegedly involved in the killing of 47 
people in İstanbul, Adana, Mersin, Konya and Antalya. The trial started in August.

Bakırköy Public Prosecution Office launched a trial against Hüseyin Baybaşin, who is 
under remand in the Netherlands for drug offences, on charges of being responsible 
for the killing of Sadık Süleyman Öge in İstanbul, Bakırköy on 9 November 1997. The 
indictment requested the death penalty for Baybaşin. Bakırköy Criminal Court No. 1 
decided in June to refer the case file to İstanbul SSC. 

The trial  launched against student İmdat Niyaz, who killed teacher Yusuf Batur in 
Denizli, commenced at Denizli Criminal Court No.1 on 5 July. The death penalty was 
demanded for İmdat Niyaz under Article 450 TPC.

Ankara SSC Prosecution Office launched a trial against 17 people allegedly “involved 
in the killing of “Uğur Mumcu, Prof. Ahmet Taner Kışlalı, Prof. Muammer Aksoy and 
Ass. Prof. Dr. Bahriye Üçok and being members of the radical Islamic organization 
called ‘Tevhit, Selam and Kudüs Ordusu (Jerusalem Army)’”. Ankara SSC Prosecutor 
Hamza Keleş disclosed the indictment at a press meeting held on 11 July.  Keleş 
reported that 128 defendants were interrogated in connection with 22 incidents. The 
prosecution office took the decision of non-prosecution related to the 128 people who 
had  been  interrogated  within  the  frame  of  the  investigation.  The  indictment 
demanded the death penalty for Necdet Yüksel, Ferhan Özmen, Hakkı Selçuk Şanlı, 
Yusuf Karakuş, Muzaffer Dağdeviren, Abdülhamit Çelik, Fatih Aydın, Hasan Kılıç and 
Mehmet Şahin under  Article  146/1 TPC.  The indictment  demanded imprisonment 
terms not less than 15 years for Mehmet Ali Tekin, Haluk Özçelik under Article 168/1 
TPC, 10 to 15 years of imprisonment terms for Mehmet Kasap, Mehmet Gürova, Adil 
Aydın and Murat Nazlı under Article 168/2 TPC and 3 to 5 years imprisonment terms 
for Arif Tarı and Mahmut Koca under Article 169 TPC.

A trial  was launched against  Musa Özer,  Salih Yıldırım,  Ali  Rıza Yöndem,  Enver 
Kaplan, Hasan Tilki, Zülküf Yüce, Vehbi Erdoğan, Hamit Çöklü, Mehmet Remzi Kaya 
and Mahmut Eminoğlu with the demand of the death penalty on charges of “being 
Hezbollah members responsible for the killing of 24 people including the pro-Islamic 
writer Konca Kuriş, kidnapped in Mersin on 16 July 1998 and People’s Labor Party 
(HEP)  parliamentarian  Mehmet  Sincar”.  Adana  Public  Prosecutor  indicted  the 
defendants in July according to Article 146 TPC.

In August the prosecutor at Diyarbakır SSC indicted Nurettin Erzik and claimed that 
he was responsible for many actions of Hezbollah. He demanded the death penalty. 

On  11  August  Diyarbakır  SSC started  to  hear  the  case  of  Abdullah  Yalçın  and 
Süleyman Koraltan. The prosecutor alleged that they had killed 5 people and injured 
10 people in 1993 in the name of Hezbollah and demanded the death penalty for 
both defendants. 
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Again in August Mecit Damar and Aydın Akgün were charged at Diyarbakır SSC for 
having killed 10 and injured 13 persons.

Ankara SSC Prosecution Office opened a case in October with the demand of death 
penalty against Rüştü Aytufan, who was remanded for allegedly being involved in the 
bomb  attack  against  Prof.  Dr.  Ahmet  Taner  Kışlalı,  a  columnist  with  the  daily 
Cumhuriyet, on 21 October 1999. The indictment demanded a prison sentence of 7 
years 6 months under Article 169 of the Turkish Penal Code for Derviş Polat, Yüksel 
Pekdemir  and  İsmail  Koçhan  who  were  remanded  together  with  Aytufan  on  the 
grounds of “helping and abetting the organization.”

Malatya SSC Prosecution Office opened a case against Şeyh Hamit Bahçe, Recep 
Şentür, Gazi Ceren and Taner Büyük with the demand of death penalty on charges 
of “being member to the Teblig Parish located in Pakistan.” The defendants had been 
detained in August. The trial commenced on 24 October.

Diyarbakır  SSC  Prosecution  Office  opened  a  case  in  November  against  Leyla 
Gülsever, Remziye Solmaz and Cuma Güzel who were arrested during a raid on a 
house in  Bağlar  quarter  of  Diyarbakır  on 11  October.  The indictment  sought  the 
death penalty for the defendants under Article 146 TPC on the grounds of “being 
members of Hezbollah and killing police officer Adem Bayrakçı during the raid. 

Zeydin Yargı was put on trial in November with the demand of the death penalty. He 
had  followed  his  daughter  Demet  Yargı  (17),  who  had  escaped  from home and 
stabbed her to death.

A case was been opened against Yunus Aysu with the death penalty demand under 
Article 146 TPC in connection with the killing of police officer Mehmet Zengin in a 
clash that broke out in a house in Hatboyu quarter of Diyarbakır on 20 October. The 
indictment asserted that Aysu was also responsible for the killing of Necati Çiçek, 
Mehmet  Mürsel  Polat,  Yasin  Özalp,  Mehmet  Nuri  Sapmaz,  Hasan  Bayantemir, 
Mehmet Taş, Halil İbrahim Gülen and Hasan Duran and the for the wounding of 14 
people in the name of Hezbollah. The indictment sought 45 months’ imprisonment for 
Mukadder Selamboğa under Article 169 TPC. 

Diyarbakır SSC Prosecution Office opened a case against Ramazan Akyol with the 
demand of the death penalty on the grounds of Hezbollah membership and helping 
the gunmen in killing four people. The prosecution also demanded prison sentences 
for  Kenan  Gökboru,  Mehmet  Sıddık  İpek,  Esat  Durmaz,  Muzaffer  Aslangiray, 
Mehmet Siraç Aslan and Fırat Serik under Article 169 TPC.

2.2. Extra-judicial Executions

Although less extra-judicial executions were reported in 2000 the uniformed forces 
were held responsible for executions without a court’s decision. These extra-judicial 
executions  (EJE)  remained  a  threat  to  the  right  of  life,  in  particular  because  of 
impunity of the perpetrators and the almost unlimited right of the uniformed forces to 
use firearms. The HRFT discovered 47 civilians and six police officers, who had died 
as a result of EJEs in 2000. (4)

Cases of EJE
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X.X., X.X.

Soldiers killed two Iranians, who came from Iran to Turkey in January to sell fuel oil. 
Their names could not be revealed. Twenty Iranians had come to Turkey from Stureş 
village of Hoy city of Iran to sell fuel oil and gathered in the house of Tahir İkebaş in 
Kızılca village of Başkale, Van. Soldiers from Geçitvermez Station raided the house 
in the night of 1 January and wanted to detain these 20 persons. The soldiers fired at 
two Iranians, who reportedly resisted detention.” Further reports stated that the body 
of one of the Iranians was taken to Başkale and that the detainees were extradited 
after their money was seized.

Hüseyin Velioğlu

Hüseyin Velioğlu, the alleged founder of the radical Islamic Hezbollah’s İlim wing, 
was killed in İstanbul, Beykoz, in the clash that broke out in a raid on the alleged 
organizational flat of Hezbollah on 17 January.  Two militants were captured alive. 
The operation was reportedly carried out in connection with the disappearance of 12 
Islamic businessmen since 1999 August.

In June 20 police officers involved in the raid of 17 January were charged with “killing 
a person in a manner to conceal the real assailant”. The 20 police testified in the 
hearing held closed to the press at Üsküdar (İstanbul) Criminal Court No.2 on 12 
June. The Court acquitted the defendants on 30 November. 

Hakan Kilimci

A raid was made on the house of an alleged İBDA/C member, in Akşehir district of 
Konya province on 25 January. The wanted person’s brother Hakan Kilimci was shot 
dead during the raid by the police on the grounds that “he did not obey the order to 
stop.”

Şeyho Bayol

The house of Şeyho Bayol (65), the father of Mehmet Bayol and Lütfü Bayol alleged 
Hezbollah  executives  in  Ceylanpınar  district  of  Urfa,  was  raided  on  7  February. 
Şeyho Bayol was killed during the raid that took place at around 3am. The police 
authorities claimed that Bayol had died in a clash. Lütfü Bayol and Mehmet Bayol 
were reportedly not at home during the raid.

An official investigation was launched in connection with the killing of Şeyho Bayol 
after  the  sons  of  the  victim,  Lütfi  Bayol  and  Eyüp  (Mehmet)  Bayol,  had  been 
detained.  Cuma Bayol,  another  son of  Şeyho  Bayol,  told  journalists,  “There  was 
nobody that could fight with the police in the house. When the police knocked on the 
door, my father opened the door in his pyjamas and the police fired at him. They fired 
twice and my father fell in front of the door.”

Hasan Hekimbin Mustafa

Hasan Hekimbin Mustafa, who attempted to pass the Turkish-Syrian border in the 
region between Kendirci and Çaykara villages in the vicinity of Suruç district of Urfa, 
was killed by the soldiers on 10 February.
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Aziz Tokay

Aziz Tokay was killed in the Bakacak village of Hendek district of Adapazarı on the 
grounds that he did not obey the "order to stop." There was a decision of arrest-in-
absentia  against  Tokay  on  the  accusations  of  "rape"  and  "theft."  Allegedly,  Aziz 
Tokay's house was raided on 13 February and he was shot while trying to escape.

Sebahattin Sap, Mehmet Nuri Balka, Nuri Baran, Zahir Hayva, Murat Hayva, Mehmet Ünver (police 
officer), Naci Akçay (police officer), Vahit Uslu (police officer), Harun Karabulut (police officer), Mustafa 
Kemal Açıkgöz (police officer)

A clash broke out during a raid on a house in Van as part  of operations against 
Hezbollah. Five police officers and 5 Hezbollah militants died in the clashes. A house 
in Çavuşbaşı Street of Vali Mithatbey quarter was reportedly raided around 2am on 
14  February.  Police  officers  Mehmet  Ünver  and  Naci  Akçay,  and  “the  alleged 
responsible persons of Hezbollah in the province of Van” Sebahattin Sap, Mehmet 
Nuri  Balka and Nuri  Baran,  died in  the clash that  broke out  in  this  house.  Zahir 
Hayva,  having  been wounded  in  this  clash,  escaped  to  a  house in  Yenimahalle 
quarter. In the raid on this house, the Hezbollah militants Zahir Hayva and Murat 
Hayva, and police officers Vahit Uslu, Harun Karabulut and Mustafa Kemal Açıkgöz 
died.  The  police  officers  Gürbüz  Bulut,  Hüseyin  Yağcı,  Faris  Atasever,  Mansur 
Erdoğan, Metin Çiftlik and Sami Özübelli were wounded in the clash. The third clash 
broke out at around 2pm. Adem Balta who was claimed to have escaped from the 
raided house in Selimbey quarter, was captured wounded and İsa Balta reportedly 
escaped. 

Şerif Şimdi (Şemdi)

Şerif Şimdi (Şemdi) was killed in a raid on a house at Saraçoglu quarter of Mardin, in 
the night of 24 February. The police authorities claimed that Şerif Şimdi “was a PKK 
militant and clashed with the police.” Police officers reportedly beat İsa Günay, the 
owner of the house, heavily and his ribs were broken. İsa Güney, his wife Cemile 
Günay, who was pregnant, and their daughter Gülbarin Günay were subsequently 
detained. İsa Günay was taken to Mardin State Hospital on 25 February and later 
sent to Diyarbakır State Hospital. Witnesses stated that the police and special team 
officers had blockaded Saraçoglu quarter at around 7pm and later they had heard 
gunshots. Witnesses said that the special team officers had fired on the house for 
about half an hour.

Mehmet Yalçın

Gendarmes killed Mehmet Yalçın on 3 April  in Çorum, when he tried to rescue a 
prisoner.  The  common  criminal  Hüseyin  Tekçam  was  taken  from  the  prison  in 
Mecitözü, Çorum to Çorum State Hospital for medical treatment. On the way back he 
got out of the prison vehicle, saying that he had nausea. He entered the car of his 
relative Mehmet Yalçın who had been following the prison vehicle. They did not stop 
in spite of orders by the soldiers. The gendarmes opened fire on them even though 
they got  stuck  in  the  traffic  on Gazi  Street.  Mehmet  Yalçın  was  wounded in  the 
incident and died in the hospital where he was taken. 

Haşim (Yaşar) Yılmaz
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Police  officers  opened  fire  on  two  persons  who  allegedly  robbed  a  house  and 
intended to steal a car in Balçova, İzmir on 9 April. Haşim (Yaşar) Yılmaz was shot 
dead.  The  police  authorities  claimed  that  Yılmaz  threatened  police  officers,  who 
“ordered him to stop” with a gas gun. The police alleged that they opened fire to warn 
him and that they fired targeting shots afterwards. The police officer Özdemir Pesen, 
one of the police officers who shot at Haşim Yılmaz, said, “I fired twice in the air. 
They entered another street. I fell while I was running, as it was dark. My gun fired 
when I fell. He might have been shot then. I haven’t targeted him.” 

The prosecution of the police officer Özdemir Pesen started at İzmir Criminal Court 
No. 2 on 29 June. Özdemir Pesen stated that they saw Yaşar  Yılmaz and Metin 
Sülük stealing while they were on patrol and started to chase them. He had fallen 
down during the chase and his gun fired. Metin Sülük, who was heard as witness in 
the hearing, said that did not have any arms, only a small knife and alleged that the 
police officers shot at them intentionally. He was later detained outside the court hall 
on the grounds that he was wanted.

Cesim Başak

A clash broke out between alleged gun smugglers and the police in a house raided 
by the police on a tip-off on 16 April in Dilovası village of Gebze district of Kocaeli. 
Cesim Başak died and 5 persons were detained in the clash.

Nejat Kızılırmak

The name of the person, who allegedly did not obey the order to stop and who was 
killed by the police in Pazaryeri  quarter of  Batman on 19 April,  was disclosed as 
Nejat Kızılırmak. After the incident, Mehmet Adlığ, a Municipality Council  member 
HADEP, and İhsan Silmiş, Zozan Toprak, Salih Acar, M. Ali Sarı and Fehmi Toprak 
were detained during operations in Batman after the incident.

X.X.

The security forces opened fire on a group of people, who had come from Syria, 
Mumbatıh village on 27 April and tried to cross into Akçakale district (Şanlıurfa). An 
unnamed person died in the fire. 

Muhammet  Cihangir,  Muhammet  Sebu,  Ahmet  Aşkaraluet,  Salim  Rahimi, 
Makbul X., Necip Nevbu, Nur Muhammetağa, Nasır Ahmet, Ali Asker

On 8 May a group of some 153 refugees from Afghanistan, Bangladesh and Pakistan 
tried  to  enter  Turkey  through  Gürbulak  gate  in  Doğubeyazıt  district  (Ağrı).  The 
security  forces  shot  at  them  and  killed  9  persons.  Five  persons  were  injured. 
Muhammet Cihangir, Muhammet Sebu, Ahmet Aşkaraluet, Salim Rahimi, a person 
called Makbul whose surname could not be identified (all from Bangladesh), Necip 
Nevbu, Nur Muhammetağa, Nasır Ahmet (from Afghanistan) and Pakistan citizen Ali 
Asker  were  killed.  Muhammed Bilal,  İshak Rızai  (23),  Mahmut  Eşref  (40),  Ahmet 
Akbarni (26) and Mehmet Ali Fazlu (32) were injured. 

Veysi Özen
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A clash broke out during the raid on a house in Kurfalı quarter of Kartal, İstanbul on 
20 May. Veysi Özen died in the clash, while the police officer Murat Cezmi Erbay was 
lightly wounded. Enver Kılıçaslan, Fırat Çakmak, İlyas Kutluman and Eşref Turgut 
were detained during the raid.

Selim Aydar, Rahmetullah Korkmaz, Abdülvahit Kara

In a raid on a house in Mithatpaşa quarter of Adana that was raided on 20 May on 
information of Hacı İnan, a leading Hezbollah member, Selim Aydar,  Rahmetullah 
Korkmaz  and  Abdülvahit  Kara  died,  and  Hafız  Karakaş,  having  being  slightly 
wounded,  was  detained.  During  the  clash  that  lasted  for  about  45  minutes,  gas 
bombs were reportedly thrown into the house. The people tried to get out of  the 
house to escape the gas and were shot dead in front of the door. Police officer Ali 
Asker Gonca died in the police car while going to the raid, when his gun accidentally 
fired.

Mehmet Gök, Nejat Uzun (police officer)

On 27  May  the  police  raided  the  house  of  Nihat  Özmen,  who  was  detained  in 
Erzurum within the context of the operations against the radical Islamic organization 
Hezbollah. During the raid a clash broke out. Special team officer Nejat Uzun died 
when a bomb thrown from the house exploded, whereas Nihat Özmen and police 
officers Alparslan Keskin, Süleyman Korkmaz and Zeki Özdemir were wounded. In 
the clash that lasted about for an hour Mehmet Gök, an imam (preacher) from Ağrı, 
was killed.

Cemal Muhari

Soldiers opened fire on 3 people who were trying to pass the border over the river 
Hezil,  south  of  Turkey,  on  24  June.  In  the  incident,  Cemal  Muhari  born  in 
Süleymaniye (North Iraq) died, and Mustafa Baran and Ziyan Baran were injured.

Celal Tümer

Police officers killed Celal Tümer in Mamak, Ankara at around 8am on 2 June The 
police officers, who went to Altıağaç quarter of Mamak upon a warning that “a person 
was wandering around with a gun,” allegedly warned Celal Tümer to hand over his 
gun. However, Tümer allegedly directed his gun at the police officers and they shot 
him dead.

X.X.

Soldiers opened fire on 3 Iranian smugglers, who intended to cross the buffer region 
between Başkale district of Van and the Iranian border on 30 June. One Iranian died, 
the other two were captured wounded.

Muhammet Feysa, X.X.

The soldiers opened fire and killed two people, Muhammet Feysa and a person who 
could not be identified, while they were trying to cross the Turkish border from Syria 
near Yayladağı, Hatay on 18 July.
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Halil Kazım

On 12 August soldiers opened fire on 4 Kurdish people from Northern Iraq, who were 
trying to get into Turkey in the vicinity of Çukurca, Hakkari. Halil Kazım, found out to 
have come from the province of Erbil, Iraq, was shot dead, and Muhammed Yama, 
Rezayi Yama and a person whose name could not be determined were wounded.

Halil İbrahim Yenel

Halil İbrahim Yenel, wanted on the charges of “robbery and bodily harm” was killed 
during a raid on a house in Pendik, İstanbul, on 21 September. The incident was 
reported as follows: After beating Temel Avcı and robbing his money in Gebze on 3 
September, Halil İbrahim Yenel, Çetin Yılmaz and Davut Zengin left him at Gebze 
State Hospital.  Their  car  was  stopped in  a  street  in  Yeni  Mahalle,  Gebze.  While 
police officer Mesut  Ersoy was trying to get the suspects out of  the car,  another 
police officer, İsmail Sadık, shot Ersoy dead when his gun fired accidentally. Çetin 
Yılmaz and Davut Zengin were detained, but Halil İbrahim Yenel managed to escape. 
A raid was carried out on the house where Yenel was hiding in Güzelyalı, Pendik on 
21 September.  Yenel  was allegedly killed when he opened fire on police officers 
upon the call of “surrender.”

Yılmaz Özcan

On 25 September, in Güzelyurt village of Sivas-Koyulhisar, Yılmaz Özcan was killed 
as a result of the gunfire opened on him by gendarmes who were trying to capture 
him because he had cut a tree without permission. Yılmaz Özcan reportedly had a 
sentence of 4 months’ imprisonment for this and had applied for the postponement of 
the execution of his sentence. His demand was reportedly refused. Ömer Özcan, son 
of Yılmaz Özcan, claimed that his father was shot dead from a short distance. Ömer 
Özcan made an official complaint to Sivas Chief Public Prosecution Office about the 
gendarmes who were involved in the operation.

The relatives of Özcan spoke at a press conference of the İstanbul Branch of the 
HRA.  They  disclosed  that  Yılmaz  Özcan  had  been  detained  by  the  soldiers 
supervised  by  Mehmet  Gömük,  Koyulhisar  Chief  Prosecutor.  Nermin  Özcan, 
daughter of Yılmaz Özcan stated that there had been some arguments between his 
father, the village headman and some villagers. The Chief Prosecutor had always 
decided against her father. She continued: “The last case opened against him by the 
chief prosecutor was on the grounds of my father cutting a tree on the road. He was 
sentenced to 4 months in prison and an arrest warrant in absentia was issued for 
him. My sister was about to marry,  so my father called the chief  prosecutor and 
requested him to postpone the execution of the sentence for some time and said he 
would surrender after the wedding. The Chief Prosecutor said ‘Okay’. A couple of 
days went by and Chief Prosecutor Mehmet Gömük came to our house together with 
first  lieutenant Muhammet Sarıç and 15 soldiers.  My father invited them in.  They 
said:  ‘No, we came to take you.’  Without letting my father dress up they tied his 
hands and took him. The soldiers shut the doors of our house and prevented us from 
going out. They took my father to a wall behind our house. They argued for some 
time with my father. They were shouting at each other, we could hear their voices. 
Then we heard some gunshots. When we went outside we saw that my father was 
lying among the bushes with his hands tied. My father had been killed very near our 
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house. The blood marks continued to the bushes. The soldiers were cleaning the 
blood marks. We couldn’t see the Chief Prosecutor there. We shouted at the soldiers. 
The lieutenant said: ‘He ran away so we opened fire on him.’ The autopsy report 
stated that my father died from a bullet to his head, but he had been beaten before 
he was killed.” 

Mehmet Kurt, Cevher Orhan, Salih Orhan

Three villagers named Mehmet Kurt, Cevher Orhan and Salih Orhan were allegedly 
killed by soldiers in Yoncalı (Marunis) village of Hakkari on or around 19 October. 
Kemal Tekin was wounded and detained. It was reported that the village had been 
evacuated in 1993, and that four of the villagers who had settled in Van had returned 
to the village after they got permission from the gendarmerie in Hakkari to collect 
walnuts. 

According to the information received, soldiers opened fire on the villagers at noon. 
Kemal Tekin, after being wounded took shelter with village guards of Pirusi tribe in 
Beytüşşebap district of Şirnak and was handed over to the soldiers. On hearing the 
news relatives of the villagers reportedly went to Hakkari on the same day to collect 
the bodies but they were not allowed to. After ANAP Hakkari parliamentarian Macit 
Piruzbeyoglu, whom the villagers had asked for help, negotiated with the Minister of 
the Interior,  Sadettin  Tantan,  some villagers  searched for  the bodies in  the area 
under the surveillance of the soldiers. The villagers stated that they found Mehmet 
Kurt and Cevher Orhan with their hands tied and that they themselves untied the 
ropes. Physicians at Hakkari State Hospital untied Salih Orhan’s hands. The villagers 
pointed out that there were plenty of bullets holes on the bodies and heads of the 
corpses and that a lot of cartridges were found in the area.

MP Macit Piruzbeyoğlu made a statement to the press stating that the villagers went 
to the area without permission and asserted that soldiers coming from Şırnak to carry 
out  an  operation  killed  them.  Piruzbeyoğlu  said:  “This  area  had been  evacuated 
years  ago.  They  went  to  the  village  without  any  permission.  If  they  had  got 
permission, the military officials would have informed the soldiers in Şırnak. I believe 
there has been a misunderstanding.” 

Kemal Tekin who was held at the regiment headquarters was reportedly taken to 
Hakkari. A villager named Mustafa Kurt who had talked to Kemal Tekin in detention 
said, “There was blood on his face. He told me that he told the guards ‘the soldiers 
killed three of my friends.’ Whereas in his testimony he gave in Şırnak he told them: 
‘A group consisting of 25 PKK militants opened fire on us.’” The OHAL Governor 
stated on 21 October that PKK militants killed the villagers. During the clash 6 PKK 
militants had been killed.

It was claimed that the 6 people who were killed during a clash that broke out after 
the incident on in Yoncalı  (Marunis) village were not PKK militants, but refugees. 
According to an article in Yeni Gündem a villagers who had participated in the search 
for the corpses of Mehmet Kurt, Cevher Orhan and Salih Orhan informed the paper 
that  6 people, two of them Iraqis and four Turkmen were killed when they tried to 
cross the border. The villager who did not want his name to be disclosed said, “When 
we searched for the corpses we heard shots being fired between Anitos and Marunis 
village. The soldiers at our side said ‘we killed 6 PKK members’. We wanted to go to 
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the area, but the soldiers did not allow us to go. The village guards who participated 
in the operation said that the killed 6 men were refugees.” The article stated that the 
corpses were found at rocks near the Süvari Halil road. 

Hüseyin Kurt, the father in law of Mehmet Kurt said, “My son in law had 37 bullets in 
his body. The reports are not believable. The age of the villagers who lost their lives 
was shown as 45. So many bullets were shot to Mehmet Kurt’s head that it split into 
pieces. These details are not mentioned in the report. 

The killing of the villagers was brought to the agenda of the Parliament by Mehmet 
Bekaroğlu,  an  MP  from  the  Virtue  Party  (FP).  In  his  parliamentary  question 
requesting  an  answer  from  the  Interior  Minister  Saadettin  Tantan,  Bekaroğlu 
demanded the clarification of the incident. 

The HRA carried out an investigation in the area. The result of the investigation was 
presented in a press conference held at the İstanbul Branch on 7 November. The 
delegation comprised of Osman Baydemir, Eren Keskin, Vahap Ertan, Burhan Altunli 
and Mehmet Işıktaş found out: “Following the evacuation of the village in 1993, the 
villagers reportedly settled in Van. The 3 people who were killed and Kemal Tekin, 
who  survived  wounded,  went  to  the  village  to  collect  walnuts  after  they  got 
permission from Hakkari Provincial Gendarmerie Regiment Headquarters. Relatives 
of the dead villagers heard about the incident on 18 October from Kemal Tekin and 
they negotiated with the authorities in Hakkari but the incident was denied. However, 
on 20 October the bodies of the 3 villagers were found. 

“Hakkari Governor Orhan Işın and Public Prosecutor Bekir Özenir reportedly said that 
the villagers were killed by PKK militants. In his testimony to the gendarmerie Kemal 
Tekin stated that PKK militants caught them, tied their hands, took their testimonies 
and opened fire on them. The only witness of the incident, Kemal Tekin, expressed in 
his  statement  to  the  prosecutor  dated  21  October  2000 that  just  outside Kavaklı 
village, around 7pm when it was really dark, 5-6 people about 30 meters away called 
them asking: ‘who are you?’ Later these people randomly opened fire on them and 
ran away. Contrary to the minutes taken by Üzümcü Gendarmerie Station no clear 
and  satisfactory  statements  regarding  capturing,  interrogating,  tying  of  hands  or 
identification of the assailants have been found in the prosecutor’s records. 

“In the letter  dated 25 October  2000 sent by the Provincial  Central  Gendarmerie 
Commandership to Hakkari Public Prosecution Chief Office the time of the assault is 
given as 5.30pm. In the same document it is stated that the bodies of the villagers 
were found by Kemal Tekin showing the place of the incident on 20 October 2000. 
Whereas according to the statement to the prosecutor,  Kemal Tekin shouldn’t  be 
able to know if his friends were killed or not, and even if he did, he would not know 
the whereabouts of them. In the statement to the prosecutor the time of the assault is 
given as 7pm. 

“The relatives,  who  went  to  get  the  dead  bodies  of  the  villagers  stated  that  the 
soldiers on the Turemis Deresi Bridge and Sivritepe Slope opened fire on them for 3-
4 minutes, when they entered Kavaklı  village. About 5 minutes later the relatives 
heard  the  soldiers  nearby  saying:  ‘we  killed  the  murderers,  we  caught  6  people 
dead.’ Ten minutes later around 4pm Kemal Tekin directly took them to the place of 
the 3 corpses without any search being conducted. The relatives stated that the 3 
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bodies were lying just at the edge of the road near Kavaklı  village, Aşağımahalle 
Primary School and could easily have been noticed by a passer-by. The hands of all 
3 victims were tied on their backs. When the bodies were lifted it could be seen that 
the soil  was heightened, the bullets, which went through their bodies stuck in the 
ground where the bodies were lying. The relatives also stated that the villagers had 
old shoes on when they left home, but now they had new boots on. Burn marks and 
gunpowder was detected on the spots of the bullet holes.” 

The report emphasized that there were contradictions about the place and hour of 
the incident of the killing of 6 PKK militants and mentioned the remarks of a person 
who had presented information on the incident. His report said that a group from the 
Behdinan area of North Iraq entered Turkey to meet another group on 16 October. 
They saw 3 bodies in Kavaklı village and upon this the guides left the refugees and 
ran  away.  According  to  the  witness  two  people  from  this  group  surrendered  to 
gendarmes of Geçitli Station and were sent back to Northern Iraq on 25 October. The 
6 people who were killed were reportedly people from this group. 

It was reported that the statement that Kemal Tekin made to Şırnak Gendarmerie 
Regiment  Headquarters  had  still  not  been  included  in  the  file  of  Hakkari  Public 
Prosecution Office. In the conclusion part of the HRA report it was said: “Why these 
murders have been committed and who the assailant or the assailants are has not 
been made clear. When we consider the 6 people who were killed later to be the 
refugees from Iraq and look at plenty of contradictions in the preparatory file it can be 
concluded that the investigation is going into a different direction and that some facts 
have been concealed and some things remain mysterious. Such incidents have not 
occurred in the area for about one year.”

Alican Kaynar

On 7 November police officers opened fire on a man who escaped from a traffic 
control  in  Eyüp,  İstanbul.  Alican Kaynar  (14)  was  shot  dead in  the incident.  The 
police opened fire on Hüseyin Biricik, who started to run away. Alican Kaynar who 
came out of the pastry shop where he was working and wanted to watch the incident 
got shot in his chest. He was taken to hospital by a passer by, Rıza Eroğlu, but died 
when he reached the hospital. Rıza Eroğlu stated that the police officers were trying 
to put handcuffs on Hüseyin Birecik while Kaynar was in agony and that they didn’t 
pay any attention to the boy.

Later the police officer Sinan Buğa was indicted for “mistakenly” causing the death of 
Alican Kaynar (14). Lawyer Ali Saydi, İstanbul Bar General Executive Board member, 
stated: “In this incident there was no need to use a gun. The person could be caught 
or stopped by other means. The police officer risked the lives of other people around 
for the sake of catching the person whom he assumed guilty and thus caused the 
death of an innocent boy. This is ‘deliberate killing.’ The police officer had used his 
gun willingly to hit the target.” Lawyer Remzi Kazmaz also that the defendant should 
be prosecuted on charges of ‘deliberate killing’. 

Sinan Buğa was remanded, but released on bail of TL 850 million. When he did not 
pay the bail he was imprisoned in Metris Prison. 

X.X., X.X.
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Soldiers  opened  fire  on  17  people  from  Bangladesh  who  did  not  listen  to  stop 
warnings  while  trying  to  cross  the  border  from Iran  to  Turkey  near  Doğubeyazıt 
district of Ağrı on 13 November. During the incident two refugees whose identities 
could  not  be  determined  died.  3  wounded  refugees  were  hospitalized,  12  were 
detained. 

Özkan Tekin

Police officers opened fire on four people on Fatih Sultan Mehmet main road, Kuzey 
Street, İstanbul on 10 December at around 3am while they were hanging placards on 
the walls. Özkan Tekin (21) died in the incident, Şükrü Yıldız (18) and Fatih Buğrul 
(Barbul-26)  were  injured  and  a  person  who  could  not  be  identified  managed  to 
escape. The four people who were hanging placards against the Cell Type Prisons 
were allegedly members of MLKP. The autopsy carried out by the Forensic Medicine 
Institute revealed that Özkan Tekin had three bullets in his body, which hit his head, 
back, and leg and had died due to internal bleeding. 

According to the statement of the police authorities, the four people opened fire on 
the police officers who saw them and Özkan Tekin died as a result of the clash that 
broke out between them and the police officers. The witnesses claimed that Şükrü 
Yıldız did not suffer bullet wounds but he was hit on the head with a gun after having 
been caught. Yıldız was taken to Taksim Research Hospital Emergency Service. His 
health situation was serious and he had been taken to the intensive care unit. 

The  relatives  of  Özkan  Tekin  maintained  that  the  incident  was  an  extra-judicial 
execution.  Özkan  Tekin’s  aunt  Dilcan  Yeşil  said,  “He  had  no  previous  criminal 
records. They did not have a gun. What the police officers did is nothing but an extra-
judicial execution. Özkan always had his hat on. Although a bullet hit his head there 
was no blood on his hat.” 

Incidents resulting in Injuries

The police, who raided a house in İstanbul Halkalı on 22 January, shot Polat Aktaş 
(20) who attempted to escape being handcuffed. He was wounded. Polat Aktaş, his 
father and his brother were reportedly tortured. (See more details in the chapter on 
torture) 

Soldiers controlling a road in the vicinity of Başkale district of Van, opened fire on a 
truck that allegedly did not obey the order to stop on 29 January. The driver of the 
truck Nevroz Özdemir was wounded.

The police opened fire on a car that allegedly “did not obey the order to stop” in 
İstanbul  Sultanbeyli  junction  of  TEM  Motorway  in  the  night  of  7  March.  Emine 
Gümüşyaka (26), who was in the car, was heavily wounded to her head with a bullet. 
Lütfü Koç, the driver of the car, and İzzet Civan were detained.

On 7 March police officers shot at İbrahim Kortak, said to be mentally ill since his 
birth,  when  he  passed  a  bridge  between  Batman  and  Bismil  (Diyarbakır)  and 
allegedly did not stop. It was also alleged that the police officers beat İbrahim Kortak, 
who had been wounded to his leg.
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Police opened fire on 4 people, who allegedly wrote slogans of TİKKO on a wall in 
Kartal, İstanbul, on 15 July, on the grounds that they did not obey the “order to stop”. 
Necdet Bulut was wounded to the foot in the incident, and A.U. (16), B.B. (17) and 
Düzgün Şirvan Akbaş (18) were detained.

Necdet Bulut made a press statement at the HRA İstanbul Branch on 22 July. He 
denied that the police “shot him as he did not obey the order to stop.” Bulut stated 
that  the  police  had  handcuffed  him  and  4  friends  after  taking  them  out  of  the 
earthquake tent in front of their house. Bulut said, “Then the police made us lie down 
and fired at my leg from a short distance.” Bulut said that he was hospitalized one 
hour after the detention of his friends; he was not allowed to see his family at the 
hospital and subjected to psychological torture. Necdet Bulut stated that his friends 
were also tortured in detention,  that  they did  not  hang posters,  but  that  was the 
reason why he has been prosecuted without remand. Bulut said that he would lodge 
an official complaint against the police officers who shot him. 

Birgül Çelik, Fırat Yarmaz and Gurbet Çelik, passengers in a minibus, were wounded 
by police officer Memiş Harman who opened fire while chasing Murat Mandacı who 
was allegedly involved in a theft incident in İzmir on 4 August. An investigation was 
reportedly launched against Memiş Harman.

Three people were wounded during the fight on 5 August between the traffic police, 
stopping trucks not permitted in the city traffic during certain times in İzmir, and the 
drivers. The trucks were reportedly stopped on the Bornova-Ankara main road. The 
drivers tried to block the road. The dispute between the drivers and the traffic polices 
grew  and  Chief  Superintendent  Mehmet  Ali  Kartal,  the  Traffic  Regional  Chief, 
wounded  three  of  the  drivers  with  his  gun.  The  health  condition  of  one  of  the 
wounded drivers was reportedly serious.

In August police officers shot and wounded a person, who allegedly did not obey the 
“order to stop” in Kadıköy, İstanbul. An identity card for Mehmet Ateş (22) was found 
on him. It could not be established whether he was connected to an organization or 
not.

On 3 September Murat Güneş (22) was wounded to his stomach, when the police 
shot  at  him  on  Bağdat  Alley  in  İstanbul.  The  thief  Murat  Güneş  reportedly  had 
attacked the police with a knife.

Security officers opened fire on a that allegedly did not follow stop orders near the 
control  point  of  Abalı  Gendarmerie  Station  in  Lice  district  of  Diyarbakır  on  25 
October.  The  driver  Erkan  Çoşkun  and  Zeki  Gündüz  and  Sancar  Geven  were 
wounded in the fire. The car was reportedly a stolen one.

Court Cases on EJEs

Süleyman Ekrem

It was reported that a case could be opened against the responsible people in the 
killing  of  Süleyman  Ekrem,  Labor  Party  (EMEP)  Pertek  District  Organization 
Executive, in Pirinçli village of Pertek, Tunceli on 29 November 1999. According to 
the information received from the lawyers of the Ekrem family the legal process that 
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continued after the killing of Süleyman Ekrem was as follows: Following the incident 
an  official  complaint  was  lodged  with  Pertek  Public  Prosecution  Office  on  10 
December  1999.  The  Prosecution  Office  sent  the  case  file  to  Tunceli  Provincial 
Administrative Board. The Board took the decision of non-prosecution on the grounds 
that  “the  State  of  Emergency  Law  gave  the  security  forces  the  authorization  of 
directly opening fire, and that the officers had used this authorization in this incident.” 

The objection to the decision made by the lawyers was rejected by Malatya Regional 
Administrative Court.  Upon the decision of the Administrative Court, Pertek Public 
Prosecution Office completed the interrogation with the decision of non-prosecution. 
Upon  this  the  lawyers  of  the  Ekrem  family  applied  to  Erzincan  Criminal  Court, 
demanding the annulment of the decision taken by the Prosecution Office. Erzincan 
Criminal Court took the decision of “opening a case” on the grounds that “there was 
enough evidence against the defendants.” The decision of Erzincan Criminal Court 
thus nullified the former judicial proceedings on the grounds that “the gendarmes who 
shot Süleyman Ekrem to death should be put on trial without looking for the consent 
of  the  Provincial  Administrative  Court  in  line  with  Article  7/b  of  the  Law  on 
Gendarmerie Duties and Authorities.”

Nabi Akyürek, Selma Çıtak, Mehmet Salgın, Sabri Atılmış, Hasan Kasa

On 28 January İstanbul Criminal Court No.7 announced the reasoned verdict on 9 
police  officers  in  connection  with  the  killing  of  5  persons  (Selma Çıtak,  Mehmet 
Salgın, Sabri Atılmış (16), Hasan Kasa and Nabi Akyürek) during a raid against a 
refectory in Perpa Business Center in Okmeydanı quarter on 13 August 1993. The 
verdict stated that the people in the refectory did not have an opportunity to escape 
and underlined that the police exceeded the authority to use violent means given to 
them  by  law.  In  the  trial  that  ended  on  21  December  1999,  the  police  officers 
Ercüment Yılmaz, Ali Çetkin, Hasan Erdoğan and Kadir Uçar had been acquitted on 
the grounds that “they did not use their guns,” and Ayhan Çarkın, Hüseyin Doğrul, 
Ömer Kaplan, Ayhan Özkan and Selim Kostik had first been given the death penalty 
under the Article 450/5 TPC referring to “intentional murder.” This penalty had later 
been  reduced  to  a  3  years  10  months  20  days’  imprisonment  term  for  various 
reasons. A trial had not been launched against the police officer Adalet Üzüm, who 
had  been  listened  as  a  witness  during  the  interrogation  process,  although  he 
participated in the operation.

He was indicted in August. The indictment prepared by İstanbul Public Prosecution 
Office demanded the punishment of Adalet Üzün for “murder,” but also a reduction of 
the sentence “on the grounds that the offense was committed during an official duty.” 

Murat Bektaş, Erdinç Aslan

The trial  launched against 6 police officers in connection with  the killing of Murat 
Bektaş  and  Erdinç  Aslan  (an  alleged  member  of  the  DHKP/C)  in  raids  on  their 
houses  in  Akıncılar  quarter  of  Adana  on  5  October  1999,  continued  at  Adana 
Criminal Court No. 1 on 5 January 2000. In the trial, imprisonment terms between 24 
to  30  years  are  sought  for  the  police  officers  Nurettin  Bülbül,  Eyüp  Yalçınkaya, 
Haydar Erol and Ali Erdurucan (arrested) and imprisonment terms between 6 to 15 
years are sought for the Police Chief Fevzi Mustan and the police officer Muammer 
Topaç.
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Before the hearing, Hatice Arslan (60), the mother of Erdinç Aslan and Gülay Aslan, 
his sister, were detained on the accusations of “planning a bomb attack in Hatay.” 
Hatice Aslan was later released.

Mustafa  Köprü,  who  became  a  repentant  confessor  of  the  DHKP/C  after  being 
captured alive in the operation, presented his testimony in writing. Köprü said that the 
police called “to surrender” during the raid and that they shot at the police. Alper 
Saral, the lawyer of Erdinç Aslan, stated that Köprü was protecting the police. He 
also reminded that Köprü, in his old testimonies had said that Aslan did not use his 
gun and that the gun that he used did not work. Saral said, “The testimonies given in 
the hearing and the ones given during the preliminary investigation are contradictory. 
Köprü previously said  that  he did  not  know Murat  Bektaş,  but  now he says  that 
Erdinç met Bektaş. In that case, it is clearly evident that there is an attempt to cover 
up the incident. We reject Köprü’s testimonies.” 

On 2 February police officer Ahmet Deniz was heard as a witness and said that the 
building entrance was luminous in the night of the incident. On the other hand, other 
police officers said that the area was dark and they were responsible to control the 
environment.  Upon that,  Ziya Yergök,  the lawyer  of Murat Bektaş, stated that the 
testimonies  of  the  police  officers  were  contradictory  and  thus  they  rejected  all 
testimonies given by the witnesses. 

On 1 March Political Police Branch Director Ali Gezer was heard as witness. He said 
that  he  was  waiting  outside  the  building  during  the  incident  and  that  the  police 
officers had entered the building. He said, “They entered the building at around 9pm. 
I heard some voices while I was talking with police officers. Although I did not hear 
the ‘Surrender’ call clearly, I am convinced that those voices were ‘Surrender’ calls. 
Because this is the way we do. Then I heard voices of guns and we entered the 
building  after  the  incident.  I  asked  my colleagues,  ‘Did  anybody  fire  from Murat 
Bektaş’s house?’ My friends said that they were not sure whether anyone had fired 
from that house or not, that it was dark, however they had heard voices of guns from 
the house of Erdinç Aslan and Mustafa Köprü.” 

In the hearing on 28 March Ali Erdurucan, the only defendant under arrest, of the 
trial, was released. Intervening lawyer Alper Saral stated that the decision was not 
legal. He said, “A person who is prosecuted on the accusations of killing someone, 
should not be released after serving 3 months in prison.” 

In the hearing of 25 September defense lawyer Veysel Güler asserted that it was 
certain that Erdinç Aslan had been a terrorist, and said: “His sister and brother were 
also caught with the accusations of being members of the organization. His brother 
was caught with 300 kg of TNT in İstanbul.” Upon this statement, intervening lawyer 
Behiç  Aşçı  stated:  “The  defense  lawyer’s  statement  can  be  understood  as,  ‘a 
member of an organization can be killed.’ This has nothing to do with the case.” In 
the previous hearings the police officers had stated that it was too dark during the 
incident.  Therefore,  the court  board decided to  ask for  a report  from the Kandilli 
Observatory in order to find out the position of the moon on the day of the incident, 
and postponed the hearing. The case did not conclude in 2000.

Süleyman Örs
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The trial launched against the police officer Sami Şen in connection with the killing of 
DHKP-C  militant  Süleyman  Örs  in  Gaziosmanpaşa,  İstanbul  on  9  June  1997, 
continued at Eyüp Criminal Court No. 2 on 22 March. The Public Prosecutor summed 
up the case and stated that 48 bullets had hit the body of Süleyman Örs, 18 of which 
fatal.  The prosecutor  emphasized that  Süleyman Örs took shelter  in a cellar  and 
could not escape from there, thus he had to be captured alive. He demanded that 
Sami Şen be sentenced under Article 448 TPC which refers to “intentional murder,” 
however his sentence be reduced under Article 50 which refers to “the reduction of 
penalties for the ones who exceed the limits defined by law, authorities or necessities 
while fulfilling an order.” In that case, the sentence to be given to Sami Şen would not 
be more than 4 years’ imprisonment. 

The trial concluded on 28 June. Police officer Sami Şen was acquitted, although 7 of 
the 48 bullets found on the body of Süleyman Örs had been identified to come from 
the gun of Sami Şen. From the wireless communications that had been revealed in 
the trial, it had been understood that the incident was not a clash. 

Public Prosecutor İbrahim Babür appealed against the acquittal stating that it was 
clear that Örs had opened fire from a close distance, and he requested the file to be 
reviewed. Prosecutor İbrahim Babür demanded the prosecution of Sami Şen on the 
charges of “intentional murder” under Article 448 of the Turkish Penal Code with the 
demand of 30 years of imprisonment. (5)

The Gazi Incidents (6)

The trial launched against 20 police officers who were determined to have used their 
guns in the incidents in Gazi quarter of İstanbul in March 1995 that resulted in the 
death of 19 persons, continued at Trabzon Criminal Court on 18 February.  In the 
hearing, the prosecutor and the intervening lawyers disclosed their opinions on the 
merits of law. According to the opinion of the intervening lawyers,  although many 
people  died  or  were  wounded  in  the  incidents,  the  police  officers  were  held 
responsible  for  the  death  of  only  9  persons  and  wounding  of  5  persons.  The 
intervening lawyers demanded punishment on the accusations of “killing more than 
one person in a manner to conceal the real assailant,” and they demanded that no 
reduction be made. Public Prosecutor Süleyman Aras demanded the acquittal of 18 
police officers who were prosecuted without arrest; an imprisonment term of 8 years 
for Mehmet Gündoğan who was prosecuted without arrest; and 16 years for Adem 
Albayrak who was the only defendant under arrest in the trial. The prosecutor also 
demanded the release of Adem Albayrak. 

Trabzon Criminal Court reached a verdict on 3 March, after about 5 years of the 
incidences. Adem Albayrak was acquitted from the accusation of killing Ali Yıldırım, 
(7) Fadime Bingöl and Zeynep Poyraz, due to “lack of evidence.” He was sentenced to 
24 years in prison separately for each of the accusation of killing of Dilek Sevinç, 
Reis Kopal,  Fevzi  Tunç and Sezgin Engin.  These imprisonment terms were each 
reduced to 1 year 8 months. His total imprisonment term was decided to be 6 years 8 
months’ imprisonment. Albayrak was released after staying in prison for 2 years 4 
months. Albayrak would have to serve another 4 months if the judgment is approved 
by the Court of Cassation. The police officer Mehmet Gündoğan, who was released 
after serving 1 year 1 month in prison, was convicted for killing Zeynep Poyraz and 
Mümtaz Kaya. Sentences given to Gündoğan were also reduced similarly and he 
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was sentenced to a total sentence of 1 year 8 months in prison. Gündoğdu will serve 
3  more  months  if  the  sentence  is  approved  by  the  Court  of  Cassation. 
Superintendent Süleyman Memişçi, Security Chief Ali Doğan, and the police officers 
Hamdi Özata,  Hasan Yavuz,  İsa Bostan,  Sedat  Özemir,  Hayrullah Şişman,  Metin 
Çakmaz, Yakup Murat, Uğur Duran, İbrahim Serdar, Orhan Durmuş, Mehmet Türk, 
Mustafa Keleş, Selçuk Biçer,  Ali  Ulukaş, Yetkin Korkut and Ahmet Türkmen were 
acquitted on the grounds of “lack of evidence.” 

The appeal against the verdict was not decided on in 2000.

In March the Court of Cassation confirmed the sentences given to 14 persons who 
allegedly “provoked the incidents in Gazi quarter as MLKP members”. (8)

Cem Selçuk Akgün, Sadık Mamati

The trial launched against three police officers (Sami Şen, Selim Orhan Doğan and 
Rüştü Güneş) in connection with the killing of Cem Selçuk Akgün and Sadık Mamati 
in İstanbul on 4 June 1999 continued at Beyoğlu Criminal Court No. 1 on 10 March. 
The intervening lawyers attended the hearing for the first time. Lawyer Behiç Aşçı 
said:  “The current  trial  has  been launched in  violation  of  all  legal  principles  and 
without informing us. The trial is almost at the stage of conclusion though we were 
not  informed of  it.  It  seems as if  the  trial  is  held  in  closed session.”  Behiç  Aşçı 
reminded that the defendant police officers had testified “they entered the building 
from the door at the basement floor and opened fire without a target.” He pointed to 
the fact that the expertise report prepared by İstanbul Security Directorate Criminal 
Laboratory  confirmed  that  "fire  was  opened  on  Akgün  and  Mamati  from a  short 
distance and there were bullet  holes on their  backs."  Aşçı,  noting that  the police 
officers had been heard in the hearings without them and their testimonies conflicted 
with the expertise report: “It was determined that fire was opened on them from a 
short distance. That is, at a distance between 2 cm and 75 cm. This and the bullet 
holes on their backs show that the police officers gave false testimony.”

The trial continued at Beyoğlu Criminal Court No. 2 on 2 June. It turned out that the 
petitions of 50 lawyers for recognition as intervening party in the trial were lost. Upon 
the demand of Lawyer Nurhayat İşyapan for recognition as an intervening lawyer in 
the hearing, the Court Board disclosed that she could not attend the hearing, as there 
were no documents empowering her as attorney in the case file. Behiç Aşçi said that 
the first two hearings of the trial had been held secretly. The case did not conclude in 
2000.

Mehmet Topaloğlu, Besat Ayyıldız, Bülent Dil

The trial launched against police officers Nurettin Bülbül, Haydar Erol and Suat Köse 
in connection with the killing of Mehmet Topaloğlu, Adana representative with the 
journal “Kurtuluş”, Besat Ayyıldız and Bülent Dil in Adana on 28 January 1998, ended 
at Adana Criminal Court No. 1 on 17 April.  The court decided on acquittal  of the 
police officers stating, “they opened fire to save their and other people’s security.” In 
the trial, the police officers had been prosecuted under Article 452 TPC referring to 
the crime of “killing more than one person exceeding the limits of intention.” Haydar 
Erol and Nurettin Bülbül were additionally prosecuted on the same accusations in 
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connection with the killing of Murat Bektaş and Erdinç Aslan in Adana on 5 October 
1999.

Elmas Yalçın, Fuat Erdoğan, İsmet Erdoğan

The trial launched against 5 police officers who killed lawyer Fuat Erdoğan, İsmet 
Erdoğan and Elmas Yalçın in the raid on 28 September 1994 on a cafe in İstanbul, 
Beşiktaş,  continued  at  İstanbul  Criminal  Court  No.  5.  There  was  no  important 
development in the case during 2000.

Sabahat Karataş, Eda Yüksel, Taşkın Usta

The trial  launched against  22 police officers in connection with  the killing of  Eda 
Yüksel,  Taşkin  Usta  and  Sabahat  Karataş  during  the  raid  on  a  house  in 
Çiftehavuzlar, İstanbul, on 17 April 1992, continued at Kayseri Criminal Court No. 2 
throughout the year. The defendant police officers were charged with “murder”, but 
self-defense should be considered because the police officers “had fulfilled the order 
given to them”. The trial had commenced at İstanbul Kadıköy Criminal Court No. 2 on 
15 June 1995 and then was transferred to Kayseri for “security” reasons. The names 
of the defendant police officers were: Reşat Altay (then Political Branch Director), 
İbrahim Şahin, Vasfi Kara, Abdullah Dindar, Mehmet Şakir Öncel, İsmail Alıcı, Adnan 
Taşdemir, Ruhi Fırat, Aslan Pala, Mehmet Düzgün, Adalet Üzüm, Mehmet Baki Avcı, 
Şenel  Karaman,  Ömer  Mesut  Yağcıoğlu,  İsmail  Türk,  Ali  Türken,  Yahya  Kemal 
Gezer, Zülfikar Çiftçi, Sönmez Alp, Ayhan Çarkın, Salih Tonga and Yaşar Karaçam.

In the hearing of 13 July the court decided not to hear witnesses, who could not be 
heard until then, on the grounds that “their testimonies would not affect the decision.” 
There were further hearings in 2000 but no verdict. 

İrfan Ağdaş

The trial  launched against  3  police  officers  in  connection  with  the  killing  of  İrfan 
Ağdaş, a distributor of the journal “Kurtuluş”, in İstanbul Alibeyköy, on 13 May 1996, 
continued at Eyüp Criminal Court No. 2 throughout the year,  but did not reach a 
verdict.  The public  prosecutor  demanded the arrest  of  the police officers several 
times. The court  board refused this demand on the grounds that “the defendants 
were currently on duty.” In this trial the police officers Birol Mıdık, Abdurrahman Yolcu 
and Aytekin Kayhan are charged with “intentional murder in a way to conceal the real 
assailant”.

In the hearing of 23 October the report that had been expected from the Forensic 
Medicine Expertise Committee for 2 years was presented. The report read that 17 
bullets were found in the area of the incident. 4 of them belonged to the gun of İrfan 
Ağdaş and it could not be determined to which gun the other 13 belonged to. The 
prosecutor İbrahim Babür said that the police officers might have handed over the 
wrong guns to the Forensic Medicine Institute. At the previous hearings lawyer Metin 
Narin had stated that the bullets were submitted to the Forensic Medicine Institute by 
defendant Abdurrahman Yolcu and drew attention to the fact that in that condition a 
change may have happened. 

Hamdin Salgın, Gülistan Özdemir
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The 1st Chamber of the Court of Cassation confirmed the acquittal of 8 police officers 
in  connection  with  the  killings  of  Hamdin  Salgın  (18)  and Gülistan  Özdemir  (15) 
during a raid to a house in Fatih, İstanbul on 17 April 1998. The trial launched against 
the defendants in the case, namely the political branch director Şefik Kul and police 
officers Şaban Düzer, Erol Tekten, Saih Palamir, Ahmet Toprak, Rüştü Güneş, Sualp 
Bayrak  and  Sami  Şen  had  concluded  at  İstanbul  Criminal  Court  No.4  on  16 
November 1998.

Fuat Ünlü

The trial of police officers Erol Tekten, Ayhan Özkan and Şaban Düzer in connection 
with the killing of Fuat Ünlü in Kocasinan district of Bahçelievler, İstanbul continued at 
Bakırköy  Criminal  Court  No.  1  on  13  October.  According  to  the  hospital  records 
which were heard in the hearing, the wound on defendant Ayhan Özkan’s finger was 
not  caused  by  a  firearm.  The  hearing  was  postponed  to  23  February  2001  for 
receiving the report from the Forensic Medicine Institute Ballistics Department where 
the clothes of Ünlü were sent to establish the distance of the shot. The indictment 
requested to apply Article 49 TPC for the police officers, which reads, “an assailant, 
who has carried out an order which is obligatory with respect to the duty, cannot be 
sentenced.”

Ayşe Nil Ergen, Ayşe Gülen

The case opened against Kadıköy former Security Director  Ziya  Özdemir and 15 
police  officers  in  connection  with  the  killing  of  Ayşe  Nil  Ergen  and  Ayşe  Gülen 
(Uzunhasanoğlu) during a raid carried out on a house in Kozyatağı, İstanbul on 16 
April  1992,  concluded  at  Kadıköy  Criminal  Court  No.  1  on  16  November.  The 
decision of acquittal was taken for the police officers in accordance with Article 16 of 
the  Law  on  Police  Duties  and  Competences  and  under  Article  49  TPC.  The 
investigation carried out at the house of Ayşe Nil Ergen and Ayşe Gülen on 21 July 
1992 in the presence of the judge revealed no clues indicating that there had been a 
clash. 

Eda Tanrısevergil

The trial launched against police officer Murat Erol who killed Eda Tanrısevergil in 
Balmumcu, İstanbul on 7 November 1997, concluded at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 1 
on  28  June.  Murat  Erol  was  sentenced  to  2  years  in  prison  on  charges  of 
“unintentional killing a person by being careless” under Article 455 TPC. The penalty 
was reduced to 5 months’ imprisonment for good conduct of the defendant during the 
hearings.

2.3. Killings by Unidentified Assailants
According  to  the  Ministry  of  the  Interior  a  total  of  1,991  political  murders  were 
conducted in areas of police responsibility (towns) between 1987 and 2000. Of these 
killings 639 had remained “in the dark” (no assailant identified), 114 murderers were 
“on the run” and in 1,238 cases the killers had been apprehended. The figures on 
political killings for the years were:
Year Total Unknown 

assailant
Assailant wanted Apprehended
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1987 13 3 0 10

1988 12 4 1 7

1989 16 4 0 12

1990 51 15 1 35

1991 148 53 8 87

1992 398 101 25 272

1993 411 148 24 239

1994 453 155 26 272

1995 150 46 8 96

1996 112 36 7 69

1997 53 13 5 35

1998 66 19 1 46

1999 70 22 8 40

2000 38 20 0 18

Total 1991 639 114 1238

The report of the Ministry of Interior also stated that 426 petitions alleged cases of 
“disappearance” between 1996 and 2000. In 46 cases the corpses had later been 
found. 90 persons had been discovered alive and 18 had been found in prison. For 
272 people no information could gathered.

According  to  the  figures  of  the  HRA  42  killings  by  unknown  assailants  were 
committed between 1989 and 1991, 210 in 1992, 510 in 1993, 292 in 1994, 321 in 
1995, 78 in 1996, 109 in 1997, 192 in 1998 and 210 in 1999, making a total of 1,964 
killings by unidentified assailants in 10 years.

On 24 January HRA chairman Hüsnü Öndül made a statement on the occasion of 
the  commemoration  of  Uğur  Mumcu,  who  was  killed  in  a  bomb  attack,  and  on 
murders by unknown assailants. He said, “We commemorate Uğur Mumcu on the 
seventh anniversary of his killing. Murders by unknown assailants came once more 
on the agenda with Hezbollah. According to the HRA data, 1,964 persons lost their 
lives  as  a  result  of  murders  by  unknown  assailants  in  the  last  10  years.  Eighty 
percent of these murders were committed in Southeast Turkey. Preventing murders 
by unknown assailants requires an effective legal process. It is a basic condition to 
put in practice the rule of law with regards to both legal processes and mechanisms, 
and  with  regards  to  an  administration  whose  actions  and  operations  can  be 
controlled. As in the case of Susurluk, Hezbollah organization and actions should 
remind every one of the importance of a state structure that stands on the base of the 
principle of the rule of law.” 

According  to  the  findings of  the  HRFT at  least  9 cases of  (political)  murders  by 
unidentified assailants were committed in 2000.
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Namık Değer

Namık Değer  was  killed by unknown persons in  an armed assault  in  Diyarbakır, 
Mardinkapı  on 5 January.  Mehmet Deniz and Mehmet Günaydın,  who were  with 
Namık Değer during the assault, were wounded. Mehmet Gürbüz and Zübeyir Ayaz, 
who passed the scene, were also wounded lightly with stray bullets.

Abbas Yürter

The chief village guard Abbas Yürter (45) from the village of Arı of Silvan, Diyarbakır 
died in the armed attack by unidentified persons in Mardinkapı quarter of Diyarbakır 
on 14 January. 

İhsan Erdem

At the end of  January the corpse of  İhsan Erdem (25)  was  found in  Mardinkapı 
quarter of Diyarbakır.

Seyfettin Özbülten

MHP Diyarbakır Provincial Organization Chairperson Seyfettin Özbülten was killed by 
unknown assailants in Bağlar, Diyarbakır on 4 May, while he was on his way home. 

Kenan Tutaşı

Kenan Tutaşı,  reportedly a relative of Mardin Mayor  Abdülkadir  Tutaşı,  died as a 
result of an armed attack on him in Yenişehir, Mardin, on 1 July. Two others were 
wounded in the attack.

Şeyhmus Aziz

Office  Workers’  Union (BES)  member Şeyhmus Aziz  (55)  died  as a result  of  an 
armed attack by unknown assailants in Ofis quarter of Diyarbakır, in the morning of 6 
July. The incident occurred 50 meters away from Yenişehir Police Station. Two police 
officers started to chase the assailants. In the clash between the police officers and 
the assailants on the main road, police officers Ahmet Aştan and Hamit Yurt were 
wounded and the assailants ran away. It was alleged that the attack was related to 
an internal conflict in Hezbollah.

Nurettin Sevilgen

The corpse of Nurettin Sevilgen (54), who had been abducted by unknown armed 
men in Siirt on 21 September, was found near Conkbayır district on 24 September. 
Nurettin Sevilgen had been released from Siirt E Type Prison in June. Traces of blow 
and cuts were found on his body.

Yüksel Karahan, Sernur Karahan

Yüksel Karhan (45) and his daughter Sernur Karhan (16), who reside in İstiklal Street 
in Yenimahalle quarter of Kızıltepe, Mardin, were killed by unknown assailants on 30 
October. 
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2.4. Landmines 
The question of landmines that cause the death of many civilians, mostly children, in 
Turkey every year was taken up by Research Commission for Security of Borders in 
the GNAT, which had been established in 1997. The Commission found out that it 
had been impossible to locate the mines at the 600-kilometer long border to Syria 
that including an area of no man’s land of 200 to 400 meters width. The Commission 
complained that hundreds of acres of land could not be used for agriculture, because 
of the mines that had not bee recorded. 

The Department for Humanitarian Affairs in the UN reported that in more than 60 
countries of the world the population was at risk because of more than 115 million 
anti-personnel mines. Each year another 2.5 million mines were planted and every 
20 minutes one human died or became crippled because of a mine explosion. Of the 
25,000 victims of mine explosions 5 to 6 thousand were children. The report drew 
attention to the fact that the production of a mine costed 3 dollars, while the cleaning 
of mines costed between 300 and 1,000 dollars for just one mine. About $ 33 billion 
were needed to clean all mines in the world. 

On 7  September,  the  Nobel  Peace  Prize-winning  International  Campaign  to  Ban 
Landmines  (ICBL)  released  the  second  annual  report  of  its  Landmine  Monitor 
initiative: a 1,115 page book, titled Landmine Monitor Report 2000: Toward a Mine-
Free World.  The major  finding  of  this  report  was  that  while  antipersonnel  mines 
continue to be laid and take far too many victims, the 1997 Mine Ban Treaty and the 
ban  movement  more  generally  are  having  a  major  impact  globally.  So  far  101 
governments had ratified the Treaty and another 37 had signed it, which made nearly 
three-quarters of the world's nations. There had been a dramatic drop in production 
(from 54 known producers to 16). More than 22 million mines had been destroyed by 
over 50 nations and there were fewer mine victims in key affected countries including 
Afghanistan, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Cambodia and Mozambique.

Landmine Monitor research identified eighty-eight nations that were affected to some 
degree by landmines and/or  unexploded ordnance (UXO),  a  higher  number  than 
previously thought. In the period from the entry into force of the Treaty in March 1999 
to mid 2000, it appeared likely that there was new use of antipersonnel mines in 20 
conflicts by eleven governments and at least 30 rebel groups/non-state actors. The 
heaviest  use  of  mines  since  March  1999  occurred  in  Chechnya,  especially  by 
Russian forces, and in Kosovo, primarily by Yugoslav forces, but also by the Kosovo 
Liberation Army. Humanitarian clearance operations in Kosovo had also to cope with 
an estimated 15,000 or more unexploded cluster bomblets dropped by NATO aircraft. 
Landmine Monitor  estimates that  there were more than 250 million antipersonnel 
mines in the arsenals of 105 nations, with the biggest estimated to be China (110 
million), Russia (60-70 million),  Belarus (10-15 million), United States (11 million), 
Ukraine (10 million), Pakistan (6 million), and India (4-5 million). 

As far as key developments in Turkey since March 1999 were concerned the report 
stated: “In December 1999, Turkey reported that a military directive banning the use 
of AP mines on Turkish territory has been in place since January 1998. In May and 
December 1999 Turkey stated its intention to join the Mine Ban Treaty in the near 
future.  In  March 1999 Turkey signed an agreement with  Bulgaria  to  demine and 
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prohibit  future use of  mines on their  common border.  Turkey reported on similar 
negotiations with Georgia and Azerbaijan, and a similar proposal to Greece. 

“Turkey's delay in signing the MBT can be attributed to ongoing armed conflict with 
the Kurdish Workers’ Party (PKK), long-standing concern about the security of its 
borders  in  the  context  of  regional  rivalries,  and  the  situation  in  Cyprus  where  a 
heavily mined buffer zone divides the Turkish and Greek Cypriot forces. In recent 
years the conflict with the PKK and some regional rivalries appear to have lessened.

“Turkey is not known to have exported antipersonnel mines but has produced and 
imported  them.  In  June  2000,  Turkish  officials  told  a  representative  of  the 
International Campaign to Ban Landmines that Turkey no longer produces AP mines, 
but there has been no formal confirmation of this information. Its 1996 moratorium on 
the sale and transfer of AP mines was extended on 15 October 1998 for a further 
three years from its expiry on January 1999. Turkey will not reveal details about its 
current stockpile of AP mines, but past production and import of AP mines suggests 
that stockpiles are substantial.

“The United States is believed to maintain a stockpile in Turkey of 1,100 U.S. Air 
Force Gator antipersonnel mines.” 

“There are frequent accusations of  landmine use by the PKK. Turkey states that 
during operations against the PKK the security forces "regularly recover AP mines." 
According to an Italian press report, since 1994, a total of 14,025 devices have been 
seized,  11,339  of  them across  the  Turkish  border  with  Iraq  where  the  PKK has 
bases.  This  total  includes  over  12,000  Italian  AP  mines,  alleged  to  have  been 
supplied by Saddam Hussein from Italian exports to Iraq in the 1980s. This press 
report is based in part on material supplied the Turkish military, and also a dossier 
prepared  by  the  municipal  authority  in  Florence,  Italy.  Another  report  apparently 
based  on  the  same  data  stated  that  Turkish  security  forces  captured  15,000 
landmines from the PKK, of  which 3,250 were seized in Turkey's  South Anatolia 
region and the remainder found in Northern Iraq. Of the 3,250 mines, 2,866 were 
reported to be AP mines and 384 were antitank mines. 

“Representatives of the PKK attended a conference on non-state actors and banning 
landmines in Geneva on 24-25 March 2000. While several non-state actors attending 
the conference declared they will not use landmines, the PKK was not one of them. 

“Turkish Parliamentarians reported in 1996 that mined areas have not been properly 
mapped  and  marked.  There  are  reports  of  landmine  casualties  in  Turkey, 
concentrated  in  the  southeast  and  east  where  conflict  between  the  Turkish 
government and the PKK has been most intense, as well as in border areas. The 
casualties involve both military personnel and civilians. In August 1999, Prof. Serdar 
Necmioglu, chairman of the Medical Faculty Orthopedic and Traumatology Section of 
Dicle  Hospital,  stated  that  the  number  of  patients  admitted  to  that  hospital  for 
landmine-related injuries had reached 1,000 for the period between 1990 and 1999. 
He reported that the rate had increased during 1992-93, but slowed again following 
1995.  The injuries listed  included chest  trauma,  abdomen,  blood vessel  and eye 
injuries in addition to orthopedic damage. 
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“It  was estimated that between 1984 and 1999, 368 people died and 1,560 were 
injured due to these mines in particular. Migrants are frequent casualties of Greek 
minefields having crossed the Turkish/Greek border illegally.”

In  some cases citizens were  successful  with  their  claims  for  compensation.  The 
family of Recai Ülger, who died when the minibus carrying the village guards hit a 
mine in Sağlam village of Eğil district, Diyarbakır on 25 June 1995 won their case 
against  the  Ministry  of  the  Interior.  In  the  trial,  which  concluded  at  Diyarbakır 
Regional Administrative Court, the Ministry of the Interior was ordered to pay a total 
amount of TL 1.7 billion. 

Kamuran Alican (17),  who was crippled after  ammunition explosive from a rocket 
launcher  exploded in  his  hands near  the  garrison of  Kıyıdüzen  village in  Tatvan 
district (Bitlis), was awarded TL 2 billion in compensation.

In 200 the HRFT registered 25 incidents of  explosions of  mines and unexploded 
ordnance.

Explosions:

A youth named İsa Örs (15) died when he stepped on a mine near Yolbaşı village in 
Şirvan district, Siirt, on 30 December 1999.

Ferit Oydaş (8) and Revşen Oydaş (7) died while playing with a bomb they found in 
Doğankavak village of Beşiri,  Batman on 11 January.  The child Halime Otaş was 
wounded in  the explosion.  İsmet Büyüktop,  headman of  Doğankavak village said 
after the incident that on 10 April 1997 a clash had occurred near the village during 
which 3 PKK militants and Hanifi Karabulut had been killed. The military had thrown 
many bombs and several of them did not explode. The one that the children found 
was presumably one of them.

The child  Mehmet Şah Kılıç (12) died when the bomb they found while pasturing 
their animals exploded, in the village of Tuzla of Diyarbakır, Kulp, on 11 January. In 
the explosion, the children Yılmaz Altun (16) and Sayım Altun (12) were wounded.

Dilaver Hatuza, Rüstem Hatuza and Haşim (Hakim) Tokmak who played with the 
cannon ball  they found near a military compound in Naldöken quarter in Bornova 
district, İzmir on 3 April, died when the cannon exploded. İhsan Hattuza, Menekşe 
Hattuza, Ayşe Dinçer and Rıza Tokman were wounded. Rıza Tokman died on 4 April 
in the hospital of the Aegean University. 

Halit Şalkaya (11) who played with a bomb he found in the rubbish area of the armed 
forces near  Lice district  of  Diyarbakır  died on 7 April.  Uğur Değirmenci  (13)  was 
wounded in the explosion.

On the same  Kamil  İnce (14)  died while  he was grazing sheep near  Kuşçimeni 
village  in  Adaklı  district  (Bingöl),  when  he  played  with  ammunition  of  a  rocket 
launcher. 

Non-commissioned officer  Yaşar Tekel (9) died, his wife Büşra Tekel, his daughter 
Mürüvvet Tekel (1,5), non-commissioned officer Recep Kurt, his wife Züleyha Kurt 
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and Gündüz Ayhan were wounded in a bomb explosion that took place in the house 
of retired non commissioned officer Gündüz Ayhan in Gebze, Kocaeli on 22 April. 
Kocaeli Chief of Police Edip Sarıalp disclosed that the explosion took place because 
the visitors played with a hand grenade they found in the house.

Shepherd Abidin Güner who played with a hand grenade he found in the field in the 
vicinity of Yukarı Dikmen village of Başkale, Van on 24 April, died when the bomb 
exploded.

On 26 April  İsmail Şedal (5) and Welat Şedal (3) died, Azat Şedal (8), Fırat Şedal 
(4) and Sibel Şedal (6) were wounded, when the hand grenade they had found on 
Yüksekova district (Hakkari) exploded.

On 8 June Remzi Varan (8) stepped on a mine, while he was grazing sheep near 
Dargeçit district (Mardin). He died in the explosion. Following the incident some 70 
families  petitioned the  governor  in  Dargeçit  asking  for  cleaning  the  mines in  the 
district. There was no reaction to their plea.

In June children from Sudurağı village in Karlıova district (Bingöl) inspected a hand 
grenade they had found on the fields.  Şeyhmus Çarlı (12) died and Abdullah Berk 
(10) and Ömer Gülbeden (11) were wounded.

On 30 June a tractor drove over a mine near Serenli village in Savur district (Mardin). 
Mehmet İlhan died in the explosion and Hatice İlhan, Baran İlhan and Sait İlhan 
were wounded.

Ali Aydın (10)  died,  when  a  mortar  device  that  he  had  found near  Lice  district 
(Diyarbakır) exploded on 20 July. 

On 21 July some children inspected a mortar device they had found near a military 
compound in  Balveren town (Şırnak).  Agit Sidar (10)  died;  Ömer  Yıldız  (8)  and 
Hasan Sidar (8) were wounded. 

Children from Ağaçsever village in Çınar district Diyarbakır found explosives on 27 
August. An explosion occurred, when they inspected it.  Ahmet Deniz (9) died and 
Hikmet Deniz (12), Rukiye Deniz (47), Nihat Deniz (27) and Piroz Deniz (50) were 
wounded. 

Mustafa Kandil (65) died on 18 August as a result of the explosion of  a mortar 
device near Çemberlitaş hamlet of Tornove village in Ovacık district (Tunceli). His 
son Sinan Kandil (17) was wounded.

The shepherd Ali Asker Demirtaş (12) died on 20 August, when the hand grenade 
he inspected exploded on Heldağı plateau in Pülümür district (Tunceli). 

On 6 September  Hidayet Güzel (26) stepped on a mine near Kenapçı  village in 
Mazıdağı district (Mardin) and died in the explosion. 

Ahmet Tonk (23) and Salih Tonk (20) died on 6 October, when they stepped on a 
mine near Polatlı village in Uludere district (Şırnak). 
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On 18 December Mehmet Doğru (13) died, when he stepped on a mine near Kıbrıs 
village in Silvan district (Diyarbakır). 

Injuries

Lokman Çiftçi  (12) and Hüseyin Çiftçi  (14) were injured, when on 2 April  a mine 
exploded on a road in Dargeçit district (Mardin).

The explosion of a mine near Parmakkapı village in Gürpınar district (Van) on 29 
April caused serious injuries of Cahide Yoğun (70) and her grandson Mesut Yoğun 
(9). 

On 14 May Cengiz Keskin (12) inspected a bomb on the Miri Plateau of Mount Ararat 
and was wounded to his foot, when it exploded.

On 1 June Pervin Beksari (7), who was grazing sheep in the same region stepped on 
a mine and was injured.

Muhammet Arif (23) from Afghanistan tried to cross the border between the Iran and 
Turkey in Doğubeyazıt district of Ağrı on 28 June and was heavily wounded, when he 
trod on a mine.

A  mine  explosion  happened  near  Balveren  town  in  Şırnak  province  on  31  July. 
İbrahim Bayram (8), Zübeyde Bayram (10), Ruşen Decber (9) and Hanım Anık (7) 
were wounded.

On 9 August Lokman Aytek found ammunition of a rocket launcher in Lice district 
(Diyarbakır). It exploded in his hands and injured him. 

On 12 August a group of refugees tried to enter Turkey near Gürbulak border station 
in Doğubeyazıt district (Ağrı). Gurban Ahmet Ali from Afghanistan was injured and 
the other 18 refugees were detained. 

On 25 August Serhat Dursun (10) stepped on a mine near a gendarmerie station in 
Kılavuz village in Dargeçit district (Mardin) and was injured. 

When Rıfat İşler (12) put his bag down a mine exploded and injured him near Söğütlü 
village in Erciş district (Van) on 9 September. 

Ayhan Öymen (8) and Cendar Demir (7) had collected coal in a shut down mine in 
Söke district  (Aydın)  on 22 October.  They were  injured,  when they discovered 5 
fuses between the coals. 

Ecevit  Bozkurt  (20)  and his  brother  Cavit  Bozkurt  (18)  were  wounded in  a  mine 
explosion  near  Cevizyatağı  village  of  Güroymak  district,  Bitlis  on  9  November. 
Reportedly Ecevit Bozkurt lost both legs and Cavit Bozkurt got wounded at various 
parts of his body. 

2.5. Armed Organizations and the Right to Life
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In July the OHAL Governor Gökhan Aydıner announced that 23,279 PKK militants 
had been killed since the state of emergency entered into force on 19 July 1987. In 
the same period 619 PKK militants had been captured wounded and 3,014 without 
injuries.  Another 2,351 militants had surrendered to the armed forces. During the 
period 5,018 members of the security forces had lost their lives and 10,984 had been 
injured. In the 14 years a total of 4,440 civilians had been killed, 504 of them children 
and 519 women. A total of 5,433 civilians had been injured, including 646 children 
and 799 women.

Mr. Aydıner informed in November that during the first 10 months of the year 206 
incidents had occurred in 11 provinces resulting in the death of 351 PKK militants. 
572 militants had been captured, 221 of them wounded.

Investigations had been carried out against 1,717 persons for an alleged involvement 
with  the PKK and 547 of them had been remanded. Investigations against 2,709 
persons had been conducted on suspicion of involvement with Hezbollah and 730 of 
them had been remanded. During the same period 27 members of the security forces 
and 39 civilians had lost their lives. Compared to 1999 “terror” had gone down by 
80%. 

Andrea Wolf

A German commission, which was established to investigate the death of Andrea 
Wolf, a German citizen and PKK militant, came to Turkey in September. Allegedly 
Wolf was arrested alive after an armed conflict near Van, but then murdered. At the 
İstanbul  Branch  of  the  HRA  a  press  meeting  was  held  on  25  September. 
Chairwoman Eren Keskin stated that they have been investigating the incident for 
almost one year and had made an official complaint to Van Çatak Public Prosecution 
Office via İstanbul Public Prosecution Office. Eren disclosed that they found some 
witnesses for the murder of Wolf, and also Wolf’s grave. But she mentioned that they 
would not declare where the grave was, as they feared that the evidence might be 
destroyed.

Clashes

Two soldiers died in the clashes that broke out near Yenipınar village of Ovacık, 
Tunceli on 9 January. The military helicopter sent to the region was attacked on 10 
January.  Major  Bülent  Yavuz,  Lieutenant  Ercan  Solak  and  non-commissioned 
officers Asım Gökmen, Mustafa Güney, Abdullah Köse and Gökçe (Gökçen) Özkaya 
died in the attack. In the clashes that broke out later in the region, 6 PKK militants 
reportedly died.

The soldier Deniz Muyan died in a clash with PKK militants that broke out in the 
Southeast on 14 January.

Soldiers killed in the clash that broke out in Şırnak on 1 March, Serhat Kurt and Kadir 
Eraslan, were laid to rest  in Adana and Burdur respectively.  The OHAL governor 
spoke of three casualties and 5 PKK militants that had been killed.

Mehmet Aktaş, a recruited soldier,  died in the clash that broke out  in Buzlupınar 
region of Hozat district (Tunceli) on 7 March.
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Nine PKK militants and two soldiers reportedly died in a clash that broke out near 
Aşağıköy,  Bingöl  on 9 March.  Two of  the PKK militants  were identified as Nesih 
Yaman and Şiyar Aslan. 

Eight TİKKO militants died in the clash that broke out near Ovacık, Tunceli on 25 
April. For of them were identified as Yusuf Ayata, Fehiman Bozkurt, Umut İl, Ekrem 
Çetin.

Four PKK militants and an unlisted man Mehmet Ali Gür died in a clash that broke 
out in Sağgöze region of Genç, Bingöl on 1 May.

Four PKK militants and private Mehmet Mahmut Yılmaz died in the clash that broke 
out in the vicinity of Pınar village of Hınıs, Erzurum in June. On 19 June NCO Ali 
Eren, who died during the clash that occurred in the vicinity of Hınıs, Erzurum, was 
laid to rest in Suşehri, Sivas.

Special team officers Özcan Öner and Şerafettin Orhan died in Çatak district of Van, 
when the bomb in their hands exploded on 6 July. 11 soldiers were wounded.

Privates Yunus Cesur, Selim Yıldırım and Engin Düzavcı died in Digor, Kars, when 
the bomb they found exploded on 4 September, whereas private Erkan Güler was 
wounded.

Çetin  Çakmaklı,  a  gendarmerie  soldier,  died  in  a  clash  that  broke  out  between 
soldiers and TİKKO militants  in Turhal  district  of  Tokat  on 6 September.  Another 
soldier, whose name could not be identified, was wounded in the incident.

It was disclosed that Neşe Yüksel, Gülcan Kaplan, Fazil Abukan, Mukadder Ergün 
and two Syrians, whose names were not disclosed, died during a clash that broke out 
on 28 August in Mirik and Vartinik hamlet in Kutudere district of Tunceli  between 
soldiers and militants of the PKK. 

The corpse of the PKK militant Medeni Genç was found near Yorgançayır village of 
Karlıova, Bingöl on 16 September. There were reportedly torture traces on his body. 
His relatives stated that his neck was broken and he had rope traces on his hands, 
neck and body.

One security officer and 5 PKK militants died and two security officers were wounded 
in a clash that  took place in the rural  area of  Dinarbey village of Yedisu district, 
Bingöl.

Attacks of Armed Organizations 

Ali Can Kanat, a repentant confessor from the DHKP-C, was murdered by unknown 
assailants in İstanbul in the night of 24 July. Kanat reportedly became a repentant 
after having been caught in Tunceli 7 years ago and served 2 years in prison. Later 
Kanat reportedly changed his name and moved to İstanbul.

Hamdi Şahin was shot dead in Çöregibüyük village of Merkez, Tokat in front of his 
house by unknown assailants in the night of 4 August. The assailants were alleged to 
be members of TİKKO.
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The body of Bektaş Kaya who was taken from his house in Kuytulu village of Turhal 
district, Tokat by armed men was found near Fındıcak village on 16 August. It was 
claimed that Bektaş Kaya was killed by militants of TİKKO.

Sadık Kaya, former headman of Yeşilalan village of Turhal district, Tokat was shot 
dead by armed men on 29 August. It  was alleged that Sadık Kaya was killed by 
militants of TİKKO.

Cafer Atan, a teacher, who allegedly informed the security forces of the whereabouts 
of İbrahim Kaypakkaya (10), was killed in İstanbul, Sarıgazi on 21 October. Reportedly 
3 people came to his house around 11.30pm. Later Atan’s wife Duygu Atan stated 
that  her  husband  was  not  killed  on  political  grounds.  According  to  a  story  in 
Cumhuriyet,  in the files of the military court that tried members of TİKKO, only a 
name with the initials H.G had been mentioned. The newspaper article read “sources 
in Tunceli asserted that Cafer Atan was sent to Bursa under the protection of the 
State after Kaypakkaya had been caught but makes no comment about his name not 
being mentioned in the official documents.” 

In the books titled “İbo, İbrahim Kaypakkaya” by Turhan Feyzioğlu and “The Diary of 
Death  due  to  Torture”  by  Nihat  Behram  the  name  H.G  (Hüseyin  Güngör)  is 
mentioned.  Feyzioğlu  stated  that  he  had  heard  that  “a  teacher”  had  denounced 
Kaypakkaya  however  he  did  not  find  any  information  regarding  this  in  official 
documents.  The news story in  the daily Sabah brought  claims of Ali  Atan,  Cafer 
Atan’s  brother,  confirming  his  brother  being  an  “informer.”  He  said,  “My  brother 
started working as a teacher in Mirik village of Tunceli in 1971. One day the village 
headman of Vartinik village came to the school together with Kaypakkaya and told 
my brother,  ‘lock the wounded man in a room, I  will  inform the gendarmerie and 
come back.’ Later the gendarmes took Kaypakkaya from the school. My brother was 
threatened by TİKKO and they tried to kill him. My brother changed places and later 
wrote a letter to TİKKO explaining how Kaypakkaya had been caught. He was not 
disturbed after that. In 1990 he got married to his wife who is also a teacher. During 
the  years  in  between  nothing  had  happened.  We  thought  that  the  organization 
ceased following him.”

A few days after the incident TİKKO claimed responsibility for the murder. According 
to  Cumhuriyet  TİKKO sent  a  statement  to  a  discussion  site  on  the  internet  and 
claimed responsibility for the murder. An official of the gendarmerie said, “The person 
who delivered the founder of the organization is known with the nickname ‘Cemal’ 
within the organization. We know that the organization had killed the headman of the 
village and a shepherd in 1984, and interrogated Atan in 1989. We also know that 
Atan had testified to the organization in Samandağ District of Hatay in 1978”.

In  İstanbul  Zeytinburnu  Central  Quarter,  the  ultra-nationalist  Youth  Centers  (Ülkü 
Ocakları)  Zeytinburnu  Branch  office  was  attacked  at  4.45om.  In  the  attack,  high 
school  student  Şükrü Sancak (15) died and the students İdris Boğa (17),  Göksel 
Günaydın  (15)  and  Hamza  Soyulgan  (15)  were  wounded.  The  TKEP/L  took 
responsibility for the attack.

On 11 December at around 7.45pm unidentified people opened fire on a police bus in 
Gazi quarter of İstanbul. The police officers Mehmet Ali Acun and Fahir Toka died 
in the attack and 12 police officers were wounded. The names of the police officers 
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who were wounded were: Emin Gül, Lütfi Kalın, Yahya Sakallı, Aydın Şensoy, Ayhan 
Yiğitler, Nezih Şah Yüceler, Murat Muş, Recep Okay, Hüseyin İnan, Mahmut Aydın, 
Halil  Durmaz (seriously  wounded),  Hasan Polatkan Tap.  Chief  of  İstanbul  Police, 
Kazım Abanoz came to the spot to gather information and alleged that the attack 
could be in retaliation for the recent killing of Özkan Tekin. He had been killed on 10 
December, while hanging up posters and was an alleged militant of MLKP.

Police Actions

On 12 December, incidents occurred during the funeral of the police officers Mehmet 
Ali Acun and Fahir Toka who died in an attack on the police bus in Gazi district of 
İstanbul on 11 December. Around 4,000 police officers started marching from the 
Anti-Riot Branch in Bayrampaşa at around 8.45am to İstanbul Police HQ in Vatan 
Street, Aksaray, blocking the traffic on TEM Highway. The police officers chanted the 
Turkish  national  anthem  and  slogans  against  the  Amnesty  Bill  outside  the 
headquarters  and  protested  police  officers  who  did  not  participate  in  the 
demonstration.  The  policemen  beat  Ertuğrul  Uzunoğulları,  cameraman  with  the 
Interstar  TV  and  Veysi  Şahin,  reporter  with  the  daily  Milliyet  during  the 
demonstration. The group later marched to the Governor’s Office in Cağaloğlu and 
here protested İstanbul Chief of Police Kazım Abanoz and Governor Erol Çakır. They 
held a sit-in outside the governor’s office, which lasted for about half an hour. Fatih 
Public Prosecution Office opened an investigation against the police officers on the 
grounds of  staging  an  illegal  demonstration.  In  Bursa  around 500  police  officers 
marched to protest the killing of the two policemen and the amnesty bill. Protests 
were also reported from Adana (300), Mersin (1000), İzmir (800) and Antep.

Bursa Chief of Police Aydın Genç stated that 8 police officers were suspended from 
duty for having incited police officers with the Anti-Riot Branch and started the march. 
The police officers in question were: Esat Özgüzel, Kadir Keleş, Süleyman Dönmez, 
Murat Mot, Harun Tatlıoğlu, Taner Uysal, Mete Berke and Esat Özgüzel. The Ministry 
of Interior also investigated the march of the police officers. The Ministry sent civil 
service inspectors to the cities where the marches have been staged.

Within the scope of the investigations by the Ministry of the Interior 16 police officers 
were suspended from duty in İzmir, 9 in Mersin, 8 in Gaziantep, 8 in Bursa and 21 in 
Adana. 

İstanbul  Chief  of  Police  Kazım  Abanoz  declared  that  35  police  officers  were 
suspended from duty. Abanoz also stated that the inspectors with the Ministry of the 
Interior received testimonies of around 500 police officers and that they found out 
that police officers who had been suspended of their duty earlier also participated in 
the rally. The investigations and prosecution of police officers continued in 2001.

Radical Islamic Organizations

One of the most important developments in 2000 were the actions against the radical 
Islamic  organization  Hezbollah.  Following  the  raid  on  a  house  in  İstanbul  on  17 
January, during which the alleged leader Hüseyin Velioğlu was killed, a large number 
of corpses, belonging to alleged victims of Hezbollah, were found in various parts of 
the country,  predominantly in the OHAL region. Hezbollah had been organized in 
Diyarbakır, Mardin and Batman in 1990/91 with the aim to fight against the PKK. 
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HRA Deputy Chairman Osman Baydemir said in January rejected statements saying 
the state tolerated or supported the Hezbollah and said, “The point is that there is no 
an independent Hezbollah. The state itself founded this organization. The state has 
been  in  a  close  relationship  with  the  illegal  structure.  Human  rights  have  been 
systematically violated in close contact.  Mainly local administrators were involved, 
but this is a central concept from the General Staff to the Prime Ministry...” Baydemir 
pointed at 400 cases of “disappearance” the HRA had registered only in the OHAL 
region and added that the real  figures were much higher than: “It  is  known, who 
kidnapped the disappeared persons and where they buried them. We know of mass 
graves. The state also knows them. At least MİT knows them.” 

During the operations against Hezbollah thousands of people were detained and by 
the information given during interrogation many corpses of victims could be found. 
While it  seemed to be easy to find the corpses of people, who disappeared after 
contacts with Hezbollah, it was difficult or impossible to clarify many cases of killings 
by unknown assailants that had been committed in previous years.

The case opened against Mehmet Cemil  Erez, Mehmet Emin Ekici,  Ali  Atım and 
Mehmet Kanlıpıçak on charges of 21 killings and kidnappings in Adana, Tarsus and 
Mersin  and  12  in  İstanbul  continued  at  İstanbul  SSC  on  30  November.  Ekici, 
allegedly responsible for the armed wing of Hezbollah said: “I testified under torture. I 
regret. I would prefer to die instead of benefiting from the Repentance Law. You can 
hang me if you wish. They promised me a normal life in response to my confessions. 
Because of these promises I put other people into trouble. My testimony at the police 
station  is  a  scenario.  The murders  by unknown assailants  are committed  by the 
police and “gladio”. They committed the murders under cover of Hezbollah.”

Hezbollah repentant Aziz Tunç prosecuted at Diyarbakır SSC said the following in 
the hearing held on 25 January: “I surrendered to the security forces at the beginning 
of 1998. The organization found out that the state placed agents in the organization 
since 1995. Then it kidnapped, killed and buried its members. The organization could 
not tell its base that members were being killed, that’s why these murders were kept 
secret. There are many graves in the Southeast. I showed the ones I knew to the 
security forces.”

Already on 15 February 1993 the then Minister of the Interior, İsmet Sezgin said on 
TV that Hezbollah had been organized against the PKK. Two days later the OHAL 
Governor Ünal Erkan told the daily “Milliyet”: “We do not intend to dissolve militant 
organizations such as Hezbollah as long as the PKK has not been destroyed.” On 
the  same  day  a  Hezbollah  militant  calling  himself  Seyhmus  told  the  daily 
“Cumhuriyet”: “The Turkish Republic needs us. In Batman we stopped the PKK.”

Testifying to the parliamentarian research commission on unclarified killings that had 
been established in 1993 Batman Chief of Police, Öztürk Şimşek said: “Unfortunately 
members of Hezbollah were at  same stage supported by the military.  They were 
educated on arms in military compounds in the region and got logistic support.”

In the report of the commission that was presented to the chair of the GNAT on 12 
October 1995 detailed information on the organization was presented.
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“We inspected the Hezbollah organization that committed murders by unidentified 
assailants like the PKK committed political killings. But Hezbollah is continuing its 
activities and is even more dangerous. As known, the PKK has lost its power as a 
result  of  the decided attitude of  the  political  will  and has lost  the  support  of  the 
people, who hate and protest the organization. This is not true for Hezbollah. If you 
consider that 99% of our population is Muslim, you can see how Hezbollah exploited 
religious  feelings  and  grew  stronger  on  these  grounds.  One  has  to  know  the 
organization well, in order to get hold of them. Neighboring states that support and 
educate organizations such as Hezbollah have to be warned.”

Hezbollah  had  been  careful  not  to  enter  clashes  with  the  security  forces.  First 
detentions were reported from Diyarbakır, Şırnak and Batman in 1997. During April-
May  and  June  of  1999  more  than  one  thousand  people  were  detained  during 
operations of  the police forces in Diyarbakır.  They were held responsible for  163 
killings,  102  cases  of  bodily  harm and  a  large  number  of  blackmail  acts,  bomb 
attacks  etc.  Some  400  suspects  were  remanded.  When  11  businessmen  from 
religious circles “disappeared” a so-called Hezbollah summit was held in Diyarbakır 
on 20 December 1999. (11)

The operations against Hezbollah continued throughout the year 2000. During the 
raid  13 people were killed (one of them an alleged İBDA/C militant) and  10 police 
officers lost their lives. About 69 corpses of suspected Hezbollah victims were found 
in houses in İstanbul, Ankara, Konya, Adana, Tarsus and Diyarbakır.

On 13 January Mehmet Çiğdem was arrested in Diyarbakır  on charges of having 
killed Mehmet Kaynak and Yalçın Yaşa in 1993, Ahmet Aydın, Bayram Demir and 
Ömer Güneş in 1994 on orders of Hezbollah.

Subsequent  to  the  house  raid  in  Beykoz,  İstanbul  on  17  January,  during  which 
Hüseyin Velioğlu was killed and two leading Hezbollah militants, Edip Gümüş and 
Cemal Tutar were detained, the police carried out a search in another house on 19 
January on a house shown Edip Gümüş. Eight corpses were found in the cellar of the 
house, and one in the courtyard and one in the backyard. It has been asserted that 
these pro-Islamic persons who had gone missing in 1999, were either strangled or 
shot dead. The names of 4 of the victims were disclosed as: Mehmet Salih Dündar 
(30  November  1999),  İsmail  Aksoy (30  November  1999),  Ramazan  Yaşar (30 
November 1999) and Cihangir Gufrandi (Gaffari) Negiş (29 November 1999). 

It was presumed that some other missing people, Ahmet Atçı (23 December 1999), 
Ömer Çınar (17 November 1999), Şuayip Yetiş (17 November 1999), Kadri Tüzer (7 
September 1999) and Mehmet Sümbül  could also have been killed by Hezbollah 
militants. Ali Rıza and Murat Yay were detained in the two-flat house in which the 
corpses were found. 

At least 10 people were detained in the operations carried out in various provinces 
subsequent to the house raid. It has been reported that two relatives of the murdered 
businessman Mehmet Kanlıbıçak were rescued alive during the raid against a house 
in Bağcılar, İstanbul. 

Mustafa Gözlüer,  Mehmet  Demir,  Sadullah Arpa,  Nuran Aslan and Nermin Aslan 
were detained during the raid on a house in Etimesgut District of Ankara. Mustafa 

Page 72



HRFT Annual Report 2000

Gözlüer allegedly killed the teachers Mustafa Özkan (9 October 1997) and Oktay 
Bulun (10 October 1997) in Tarsus. The trial  launched against Mustafa Eroğlu in 
connection with the killing of these two teachers was continuing at Adana SSC. 

Abdülsamet Yıldız, a civil servant at the Prime Ministry Administrative and Financial 
Office, was detained on 21 January. Two houses were searched at Kazım Karabekir 
quarter of Etimesgut, Ankara, upon the testimonies of the detainees. 

During a search on a house in Konya on 21 January,  4 corpses, one of them a 
woman, were found. It was determined that the woman was Konca Kuriş, an Islamic 
writer, who had been kidnapped in Mersin in 1998. Her brother Mehmet Genç went to 
Konya on 22 January and identified the corpse. Another corpse was identified as 
Mehmet Beşir Can, who had gone missing on 12 October 1998 in Adana. A second 
grave  was  found  in  the  garden  of  a  house  at  Sakarya  quarter  of  Konya  on  22 
January.  Eight  corpses were  found there.  It  was  reported  that  the  corpses were 
unidentifiable as they were rotten. Finally,  6 corpses were found in Tarsus on 23 
January. Içel Chief of Police Haluk Bahçekapılı said that the corpses as belonged to 
Ahmet Aydın, Bülent Doğan, Yusuf Alpaslan, Uğur Gökdemir, Erkan Terzioğlu and a 
person named Seyit. Bahçekapılı also alleged that the killings of Sadık Bilgin (1993), 
Abdülkerim Baltekin (1993), Abdülhaluk Önen (1995), Hasan Gül (BBP chairman for 
Mersin,  1  November  1996),  Ramazan  Gümüş,  preacher  İlyas  Saraç  (Tarsus), 
Abdülrakip Öz and Ali Sürmüş had been clarified.

Among the 10 corpses found in a house in Üsküdar, İstanbul on two more corpses 
were identified on 24 January, said to belong to Yusuf Akdeniz (65) and Nezir Aslan. 
These persons had been living in Germany and had gone missing after their arrival to 
Turkey on 11 November 1999. On 28 January another one was identified as Sıddık 
Öz. In mid-February a DNA test revealed the identity of another corpse to belong to 
Şuayip  Yeter (Yetiş-24).  Yeter  reportedly  disappeared  on  17  November  1999. 
Another  corpse  was  identified  as  Selim  Sansarkan,  who  had  been  killed  in 
Diyarbakır.

On  26  and  27  January  several  suspects  were  remanded  in  connection  with 
operations  against  Hezbollah.  Eruh  (Siirt)  Mayor  (FP)  Abdülhamit  Nas,  who  was 
detained on 22 January, was remanded on 26 January. Preacher Muharrem Fikret 
and Yılmaz Gürül,  who were detained in Adana, were remanded on 26 January. 
Lawyer Fethi Tetik, Yemlihan Aksakal, Remzi Kaya, Yüksel Erdoğan, Salih Yıldırım, 
Nihat Dinçer, Ramazan Gürbüz, Ali Atım and Mehmet Kanlıbıçak, who were detained 
in Mersin, were remanded by Adana SSC. Fethi Tetik reportedly defends the suspect 
in  the trial  for  the killing of  teachers Oktay Bulun and Mustafa Özkan in Tarsus. 
Twenty-two  persons  were  detained  in  Antalya.  Preacher  Zeki  Koçinkağ  and  his 
brother Remzi Koçinkağ who were detained in Marmara district of Balıkesir,  were 
remanded  on  27  January.  It  was  claimed  that  Ferhat  Bal  who  was  detained  in 
Diyarbakır  killed  Muhammet  Tohumeken on  16  November  1992  and  Mustafa 
Uçakan on 16 December 1992. 

At  the end of  January it  was established that  the house where Hezbollah leader 
Hüseyin  Velioğlu was killed,  was registered to Hüseyin  Altsoy,  and investigations 
were extended to four more houses that belonged to him. In a search at a villa at 
Samanyolu  Street  in  Çavuşoğlu  quarter  of  Kartal  7  corpses  were  found  on  28 
January and 2 corpses on 29 January. Three of the corpses were identified by their 
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relatives. One belongs to Med Zehra Education and Culture Foundation President 
İzzettin  Yıldırım (gone  missing  on  29  December  1999)  and  two  belong  to  the 
foundation members  Mehmet Kanlıbıçak (27 December 1999) and  Mehmet Sait 
(Şehit) Avcı  (28 December 1999). It was reported that there were torture traces on 
the corpses. 

During raids against a house at Güzelyalı quarter of Pendik, Hezbollah executives 
Mehmet Sudan, Enver Kılıçaslan, Hacı Bayıncık and the wives of Edip Gümüş and 
the father-in-law of Mehmet Sudan were detained. Sümbül’s car was found in the 
garage of this house. 

An excavation was made in two houses at Küçükkavas Street of Savaş quarter of 
Melikahmet on 30 January, upon the testimonies of 11 persons who were detained in 
Diyarbakır.  Four corpses were found in one of the houses. Two of these corpses 
were identified. One belonged to  Ayetullah Dalgın (20) and the other to  Ali Çelik 
(19), who were seen while entering the house on 21 January. Bones of two persons 
were found in the second house. Later the figure was corrected to be five corpses.

Nine persons, who were detained in Tatvan district of Bitlis, were remanded on 28 
January. Diyarbakır SSC remanded Edip Gümüş and Cemal Tutar on 30 January. 
Hezbollah repentant  Abid Taşan,  who was detained in İstanbul,  was released by 
İstanbul SSC on 30 January, to be prosecuted without arrest. 

Four more corpses were found in Adana, Batman and Antalya on 31 January. The 
bones of a person were found near Topallı  village located on the Antalya-Isparta 
road,  on  29  January.  The  person  was  identified  as  Ahmet  Yalçın,  who  had 
disappeared in 1998. It was reported that Ahmet Yalçın was kidnapped because he 
objected to the methods of the Hezbollah. Another corpse was found in Bağlarbaşı 
quarter of Gercüş district of Batman in the stable of a house that belongs to Şerif 
Yıldırım. 

Eighteen  persons,  detained  in  Elazığ,  were  released  on  31  January.  Upon  the 
objection of the Public Prosecution Office, a decision of arrest in absentia for 15 of 
them was given 2 hours after the release. In İstanbul Dr. Mehmet Ekinci, Erkan Daş, 
Zülfü İngören, Abbas Yılmaz, Kemal Eken, Metin Suiçen, Resul Yıldırım and Günay 
İşyeri were remanded. 

In  Ankara  Mahmut  Demir,  Mustafa  Güllüer,  Mehmet  Emin  Alpsoy  and  Selman 
Mustafa İpek were remanded under Article 146/1 TPC and Dr. Abdurrahman Alpsoy, 
Ayşel Aldanmaz, Abdülsamet Yıldız, Şehmus Alpsoy, Hasan Alpsoy, Burhan Özlük, 
Fahrettin Yıldız  and Sadullah Arpa were remanded under Article 168 TPC on 31 
January. 

Mustafa  Çelik,  Faruk  Kentboğa,  Mehmet  Zülküf  Tan,  Ömer  Soyaslan,  Kadir 
Üstündağ, Muzaffer Özer, Hacı Özmen and Hudbettin Vural, who were detained in 
Antep, were remanded, and Mehmet Kurt  was released to be prosecuted without 
arrest. In Osmaniye, Ömer Etli and Ali Yalçın were remanded. 

Another corpse was found in a house at 2922nd Street in 19 May quarter of Batman 
on 1 February. It was reported that the 15 persons, 7 of whom officials, in Bingöl, 12 
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persons in Bursa and 12 persons in Eskişehir who were detained within the frame of 
the operations, were remanded on 1 February.

Three  more  rotten  corpses  were  found  in  a  house  at  Küçükkavas  Street  in 
Melikahmet, Savaş quarter of Diyarbakır during the search on 2 February. One of the 
corpses was identified as the Secretary General of Dicle University,  İbrahim Sarı. 
Later another one was identified as preacher İsmail Eren, who had been a candidate 
for  mayor  in  the  18  April  1999  elections  from  the  FP  for  Kayapınar  district  of 
Diyarbakır.  A female corpse was found in a cave near Antep, belonging to  Özgül 
Elmas. 

9 among 33 persons who were detained in Muş were remanded on 2 February. It 
was  reported  that  one of  the  detainees was  an executive  of  the  Hezbollah,  Atik 
Coşkun. 3 persons were remanded in Adıyaman and 9 persons who were detained 
during the funeral of Hüseyin Velioğlu were remanded the same day. In Ankara, 8 
persons,  including  the  practicing  judge  Mehmet  Şerif  Kocaağa,  were  remanded. 
Meanwhile,  a girl  called Senanur Fırathan (5) was found in a raid on a house in 
Maraş. She was reportedly a member of the family who disappeared in Antep on 11 
February 1999 and still have not been found.

Mehmet Emin Alpsoy, who was detained in Ankara, reportedly said in his testimony 
that his brother Hacı Emin Alpsoy,  who was kidnapped in Ankara, and Beşir Can 
from Adana were killed by Hezbollah. 

The  Ministry  of  Interior  Affairs  gave  a  briefing  to  journalists  on  the  Hezbollah 
operations  on  3  February.  During  the  briefing  a  short  videotape  showing  the 
suffocation of a person kidnapped by the Hezbollah was shown. The report of the 
Ministry stated: “Between 1992 and 1995, 400 PKK members and 200 Hezbollah 
adherents died during clashes between the PKK and Hezbollah. Fifty people were 
killed  in  1993  because  of  problems  within  the  organization.  Currently,  there  are 
overall  696 radical  Islamists  in  prison and 506 of  them are Hezbollah  members. 
Since 17 January 1,073 people, including 30 teachers and 21 imams (preacher) were 
detained in 44 cities.”

One of  the  12  corpses found  in  Konya  on  21  and 22 January  was  identified  in 
February to  belong to  İlyas Saraç (23).  Saraç had reportedly been kidnapped in 
Tarsus on 22 December 1998. 

Mahmut Eminoğlu, who was detained in Diyarbakır on the accusations of “being one 
of the political branch executives of the organization,” was remanded on 6 February. 
Forty-two people, 5 of whom women, were detained in Van on 4 February. It was 
reported that one of the detainees was practicing judge Mehdi Oğuz and one other 
was Salih Bakan, who had been a candidate for becoming MP for RP in the elections 
in  1995.  The  wives  of  Hezbollah  executives,  Methiye  Gümüş,  Zübeyde  Sudan, 
Cahide Kılıçaslan and Halide Bayancık who were detained in İstanbul, were released 
on 4 February.

The house of Şeyho Bayol (65), the father of Mehmet Bayol and Lütfü Bayol brothers 
who are alleged Hezbollah executives in Ceylanpinar district of Urfa, was raided on 7 
February.  Şeyho  Bayol was  killed  during  the  raid  at  around  3am.  The  police 
authorities claimed that Bayol had died in a clash. 
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Batman Chief of Police Muzaffer Erkan claimed that the guns seized in Batman had 
revealed 29 murders by unknown assailants. According to Erkan the following people 
were killed with these guns: Nesim Ormancı, Masum Erol, Ramazan Toprak, Mehmet 
Emin Başaran, Abdülkadir Ekinci, Naif Keleş, Basri Serihan, Mehmet Erten, Felemez 
Dündar, Mehmet Can Seçkin, Talip Topsuz, Ahmet Karabulut, Yahya Çillioğlu, Musa 
Bürü,  Abdullah  Bayındır,  Derviş  Yeşilmen,  Nazım  Doğan,  Metin  Demir,  Ahmet 
İlyasoğu,  Alaattin  Kutlubay,  Şerif  Gezer,  Mehmet  Reşat  Başar,  Medeni  Göktepe, 
İbrahim Gül, Hasan Akın and two more persons whose names could not be revealed. 

Repentant  Cemal  Tutar  reportedly  confessed that  he  had killed  Ramazan Şat  in 
1992.  Twenty-six  out  of  43  people  detained  in  Diyarbakır  were  remanded  on  8 
February.  Koray  Kesici,  Mustafa  Işik,  Mustafa  Bezirganci,  İsmail  Kılıç  and  Halis 
Özelçi who were detained in Konya were remanded. Imams (preachers) Halit Karsli 
and Veli Ince were remanded in Ankara. In Malatya, 21 persons, including Malatya 
Trade and Industry Chamber Deputy Chairperson Hasan Dündar (former executive 
of the Welfare Party that was closed by the Constitution Court), and Inönü University 
Research Assistant Muhammed Baki Minaz, were detained. 

It was reported by the police that Fuat Balca, Abdülkerim Kaya and Faysal Bozkuş, 
who were detained on the grounds of being Hezbollah members, confessed that they 
killed 7 persons in Diyarbakır including Hafiz Akdemir, a reporter with the daily Özgür 
Gündem (8 June 1992) and Halit Güngen, a reporter with the journal 2000’e Doğru 
(18 February 1992). Other “accepted” murders were: imam (preacher) of the Hazreti 
Süleyman Mosque, Sıddık Turhallı (29 August 1992), Musa Kaya (29 January 1994), 
Abdülbaki Karakoç (14 October 1993), Mehmet Sıddık Fidancı and Azad Önen (13 
January 1994); and assaults on Fahri Okman, Hamza Yüksel, and Zeki Gür in the 
bookstore Menzil and Özgür Gündem vendor Eşref Yaşa, who were wounded as a 
result.  OHAL  Governor  Ünal  Erkan  had  disclosed  on  12  November  1992  “the 
Hezbollah  militant  Nedim  Uysal  who  killed  Halit  Güngen  had  been  arrested”. 
However, Nedim Uysal stayed in prison for about six months and was sentenced for 
possessing an unlicensed gun and released.

Maruf  Üdürgücü,  who was detained in İstanbul  on the accusations of  "aiding the 
Hezbollah," was remanded by the SSC on 11 February. Murat Yusuf Uzunoğlu and 
Yahya Keleş were released to be prosecuted without arrest. In Malatya, 18 persons 
including Malatya Trade and Industry Chamber Deputy Chairperson Hasan Dündar, 
were remanded on 11 February. 

A clash broke out during a raid on a house in Van in search for alleged Hezbollah 
members.  Five  police  officers  and  5  Hezbollah  militants  died  in  clash.  The  raid 
started at  around 2am on 14 February.  Police officers  Mehmet Ünver and  Naci 
Akçay, and “the alleged executives of Hezbollah in the province of Van” Sebahattin 
Sap, Mehmet Nuri Balka and Nuri Baran died in the clash that broke out in the first 
house. Zahir Hayva escaped wounded to a house on 4th street at Şerefiye Road in 
Yenimahalle quarter. In the raid on this house, Hezbollah militants  Zahir Hayva (12) 
and  Murat Hayva, and police officers  Vahit Uslu,  Harun Karabulut and  Mustafa 
Kemal  Açıkgöz died.  The  police  officers  Gürbüz  Bulut,  Hüseyin  Yağcı,  Faris 
Atasever,  Mansur Erdoğan,  Metin Çiftlik  and Sami Özübelli  were wounded in the 
clash. 
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The interrogation of İsmail (Adem) Balka, who was captured alive during the clash, 
and the interrogations of Cömert Yorgun and Bilal Yararlı, who had been detained 
earlier resulted in the discovery of a male corpse on the skirts of Erek mountain near 
Şafak quarter of Bostaniçi district, on 16 February. This corpse belonged to Tayfur 
Tokpınar “who was killed because he wanted to leave the organization.” 

In the press meeting he held on 16 February, Van Governor Durmuş Koç claimed 
that  some  murders  by  unknown  assailants  were  revealed  as  a  result  of  the 
testimonies of detainees. According to Koç the names of victims killed by Hezbollah 
in Van were: Orhan Karağar (19 January 1993-Özgür Gündem distributor), Adnan 
Işık  (27  November  1993-Özgür  Gündem  distributor),  Mehmet  Aksari  (28  March 
1995),  Şevket  Alpaslan  (22  August  1996),  İbrahim  Memduhoğlu  (1998-imam), 
Sulhattin Kızıltaş (6 December 1999-MHP Van Central District Deputy Chairperson). 

It was also reported that İdris Hazar who was detained in Diyarbakır, confessed that 
he had killed imam (preacher) Sebahattin Turan. The corpse of Sebahattin Turan had 
been found on 25 October 1998.

Mehmet Reşit Özbek, Abdullah Durmazer, Akif Yalçın and Necdet Durna, and the 
imam (preacher) of Yaprakbaşı village of the Çınar district of Diyarbakır, Vahdettin 
Çakır who were detained in Van, were remanded on 17 February.

Suspect Mehmet Varol reportedly showed a house in Fatih quarter in Batman. In the 
basement the corpse of a middle-age person was found at the end of February.

Burhan Aydın, Şeyhmus Karaalp, Nevzat Karaalp, Mahmut Akın, Fesih Dağlı, who 
were detained in Mardin, and Nusret Aslan, Nasır Çeçen, Hüseyin Çelik and Yunus 
Aslan who were detained in Antep,  were  remanded on 25 February.  Mehmet Ali 
Tışkaya, Hatep Turhan, İsmail Acıyan, Abdülvahap Alagöz and Ramazan Tekin who 
were detained within the operations in Siirt and its districts, were remanded on 26 
February. Chief village guard Hamit Nas who was detained in Çetinkol village of Eruh 
district  of  Siirt,  and  Hamit  Şimşek,  Mehmet  Şirin  Temiz,  Hamdullah  Yıldız  and 
Hayrullah Gürbüz, who were detained in Malatya, were remanded on 28 February.

Musa Daşkın, who was detained at the end of February, allegedly killed Hamdusene 
Kırtay,  Şirin  Cesur,  Mehmet  Sait  İşçi,  Ahmet  Okuyucu  and  Mehmet  Çiçek,  and 
wounded Mehmet Zait  Ekinci,  Ihsan Yüce and Mehmet Tokur in Silvan district of 
Diyarbakır  between  1992  and  1995.  Seventeen  persons,  who  were  detained  in 
Bayburt,  were  released to  be  prosecuted without  arrest.  Imams (preachers)  Ferit 
Demir and Önder Şahinoğlu, and Recep Avcı, Kemal Arslan and Selçuk Tutar, who 
were detained in Narman district of  Erzurum, were remanded on 29 February.  In 
Ankara, Mehmet Sirri Zorçi and Mehmet Sait Zorçi were remanded.

The corpse of imam (preacher) Tahir Çakır who had been kidnapped in March 1998 
was found in  Van on 8 March within  the frame of  operations against  the radical 
Islamic Hezbollah organization. 

Ahmet İdin (detained in Eruh district of Siirt on 3 March), and Salih Üdürgücü and 
Atilla Şahan (detained in Osmaniye) were remanded on 8 March. 
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Cihan Yeşil  was detained in Diyarbakır  on 24 March. The General Directorate for 
Security claimed that Yeşil killed seven persons between 1993-1999. Yeşil allegedly 
killed Zülfü Akboga and Feridun Nergiz with a chopper on 18 March 1993, and shot 
dead Çelebi Gül on 15 February 1994, Melikahmet quarter Headman Recep Kutlal 
on 13 February 1994, İbrahim Böçkün on 30 April 1994, Kenan Aydın on 18 May 
1994 and Ahmet Şeran on 18 January 1999, and wounded Mehmet Alptekin on 2 
April 1999, and Şuayip Polat and Seyfettin Ay on 18 November 1993.

The police raided a house in Koca Şerif quarter of Birecik district of Urfa in the night 
of 30 March. Superintendent  Ali  Osman Sarıçalı died in the clash that broke out 
during  the  raid.  In  the  clash,  the  alleged  members  of  the  radical  Islamic  Vasat 
organization, namely Murat Yürekli (wounded), Bahri Bozok (wounded), Mehmet Şah 
Yürekli, Abdullah Erkan and Hasan Yarımdağlı were arrested. 

Five  corpses  were  found  during  excavations  in  a  field  in  Pembeviran  region  of 
Karabudak village, Çınar, Diyarbakır, on 3 April. Hezbollah member Şeyhmuz Kınay 
who was detained in Batman showed the place. Three of the corpses were identified 
to belong to  Hatip Pirizade,  Aziz Başak and  Yılmaz Gökçe. Another corpse was 
first attributed to Yasin Özalp, but this information was later corrected. 

Four alleged Hezbollah militants and a police officer died during the raids on two 
houses in İstanbul and Adana on 20 May. Hacı İnan, an alleged upper rank executive 
of  Hezbollah,  reportedly gave the information on the houses in  İstanbul.  A clash 
broke out during the raid on a house in Kurfalı quarter of Kartal, İstanbul. Veysi Özen 
died in the clash, whereas police officer Murat Cezmi Erbay was lightly wounded. 
Enver Kılıçaslan, Fırat Çakmak, İlyas Kutluman, Eşref Turgut were detained during 
the  raids,  whereas  Orhan  Kıvanç,  Fatih  Korkmaz,  Mehmet  Kenan  Elmas,  Bener 
Kutluman, Hasan Kutluman, Mehmet Bayram Ercan, Abdullah Beldek, Ahmet Şükrü 
Kontuk and Hacı Bayancık were detained at other places. Enver Kılıçaslan and Hacı 
Bayancık allegedly are upper rank executives of Hezbollah. 

During the raid on a house in Mithatpaşa quarter of Adana (also allegedly shown by 
Hacı İnan)  Selim Aydar,  Rahmetullah Korkmaz and  Abdülvahit  Kara died, and 
Hafız Karakaş, having been wounded slightly, was detained. During the clash that 
lasted for about 45 minutes, gas bombs were reportedly thrown into the house. The 
people tried to get out of the house to escape the gas and were shot dead in front of 
the door. The police officer Ali Asker Gonca died in the car while going to the raid, 
when his gun accidentally fired. 

The physicians  Aydın  Gök,  Lokman Sezgin  and  Zekeriya  Ezer  were  detained  in 
Batman  on  19  May  as  alleged  Hezbollah  members.  Zekeriya  Ezer  reportedly 
confessed that  he killed Murat  Altın  in  Batman,  Cavit  (Cahit)  Bitkin  (13 February 
1994), Lokman Abik (17 November 1994) and Seyithan Aktaş (21 August 1994) in 
Diyarbakır.

The police raided the house of Nihat Özmen, who was detained in Erzurum, on 27 
May. Nihat Özmen showed his house to the police, where a clash broke out. Special 
team officer  Nejat Uzun died when a bomb thrown from the house was exploded, 
whereas Nihat Özmen and police officers Alparslan Keskin, Süleyman Korkmaz and 
Zeki Özdemir were wounded. In the clash that lasted for about an hour the preacher 
Mehmet Gök, carrying false identity papers on the name of Mehmet Doğan Alagöz, 
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died. Şefika Özmen, the wife of Nihat Özmen, and their children, Recep Özmen (6) 
and Bilal Özmen (5) were taken out of the house without any injuries.

Abdülsettar  Yıldızbakan,  Sebahattin Balkan and Mehmet Bayram Eren, who were 
detained together with Hacı İnan, were taken to an onsite inspection in Mersin and 
Tarsus  on  29  May.  Abdülsettar  Yıldızbakan  allegedly  confessed  to  have  killed 
Mustafa Özkan, deputy director of the İmam Hatip High School (Religious School). 
Yıldızbakan allegedly disclosed that they gave Şerif Uprak and Bayram Ali Uprak to 
two persons who came from Ankara on 26 July 1999. 

15  people  including  Hacı  İnan,  Enver  Kılıçarslan  and  İlyas  Kutluman,  who  were 
detained on 20 May during the operations, were referred to İstanbul SSC on 27 May. 
They were held responsible for 47 kidnappings and murders. Hacı İnan, Sabahattin 
Alkan, Abdülsettar Yıldızbakan, Enver Kılıçarslan, İlyas Kutluman, Hasan Kutluman, 
Mehmet Bayram Eren and Burhan Ertekin were remanded on the accusations of 
“establishing an illegal organization”, “kidnapping” and “murder.” On the other hand 
Hacı  İnan’s  wife  Müesser  İnan,  İlyas  Kutluman’s  wife  Benal  Kutluman,  and Fırat 
Çakmak,  Salih  Kişi,  Abdullah  Beldek,  Şükrü  Kantuk  and  Ahmet  Kantuk,  were 
released by the prosecutor to be prosecuted without remand. Meanwhile Adil Aydın, 
who was detained in Ankara in connection with the explosives and guns found in 
Sincan, was remanded by Ankara SSC, whereas Murat Nazlı was released to be 
prosecuted without remand.

Nurettin Ezik, a teacher who was detained in Ceylanpınar,  Urfa, was taken to an 
onsite inspection in Diyarbakır on 29 May. Ezik reportedly said that he had killed the 
members of the “Menzil”  group Abdurrahman Kar and Mesut Yolcu and wounded 
Murat Ayhan Benlice in Seyrantepe quarter in 1994. On the killing of the alleged PKK 
member Bayram Kanat said: “I, Mustafa İpek and Ramazan Elmas, went to his house 
at midnight and presented us as police officers. We took him to Dökmetaş village 
where we handed him over to the militants of our organization. Later his corpse was 
found in Bağıvar village.” 

In June Zeki Bildik was detained in Balıkesir. He was remanded on charges of being 
responsible of the murder of Mustafa Akcan in Bingöl in 1997. 

On 26 June a body was found during an excavation in a house in Yeşilevler district of 
Antep. The body was found in the place shown by two detainees, who were kept 
anonymous The body was identified as  Abdullah Tunç who had been kidnapped 
from Şırnak. The unnamed detainees also showed a house in Akpınar quarter of 
Bismil,  Diyarbakır.  One corpse was found and identified as belonging BBP Silvan 
District Chairman Mehmet Orak’s son,  Recep Orak,  who had been kidnapped on 
December 1998.

The name of the police officer who got killed during the raid on a house in Göçmenler 
Street in Bağlar, Diyarbakır on 11 October was disclosed as  Adem Bayrakçı. The 
name of the Hezbollah militant who was caught alive was reported as Cuma Güzel. 
The two women found in the house were detained.

Two alleged members of  Hezbollah reportedly opened fire on police officers who 
wanted to detain them in the Hatboyu quarter of Diyarbakır on 20 October. Police 
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officer  Mehmet Zengin who was wounded in the incident died in hospital  on 22 
October. 

Hüseyin Sudan, the alleged leader of the Hezbollah after the killing Hüseyin Velioğlu, 
was arrested in early November. İstanbul Chief of Police, Kazım Abanoz disclosed 
that Sudan and 12 executives of the organization were detained during a raid on a 
house in Kartal İstanbul. Abanoz stated that 6 of these detainees including Sudan 
were sent to  Diyarbakır  for  interrogation. The names of 4 of  the detainees were: 
Selim Kağan,  Medine  Kağan,  Yasin  Demir  and  Eyüp  Kişi.  The  alleged  Erzurum 
representative of Hezbollah, Faruk Ünaltan was reportedly captured in Tekirdağ while 
trying to escape to Greece.

A clash occurred during a raid on an alleged organizational flat of Hezbollah militants 
in Beşnisan quarter of Bağlar, Diyarbakır on 9 November. Diyarbakır Governor Cemil 
Serhadli stated that the 3 people in the house surrendered after half an hour of clash. 
Apart from these people there were 2 women and 2 children in the house. 

Many of the alleged Hezbollah militants later alleged to have been tortured in police 
custody. Some stated that the period of detention had been exceeded by taking them 
from one town to another. Most trials were initiated at Diyarbakır SSC and a large 
number of demands of the death penalty were asked for. 

The trial  launched against Mehmet Arıca (under remand),  Mehmet Mustafa Kınay 
(under remand), Mehmet Karadağ and Muhsin Güler on charges of "membership to 
Hezbollah,"  continued at Diyarbakır  SSC on 10 February.  The death penalty was 
sought for  Mehmet Anca on the accusations of  "torturing 6 persons and killing 3 
persons under torture." Anca stated that he had been detained and tortured for about 
20  days.  He said  that  when he had been detained in  1999 he had "  signed all 
documents presented to him, in order not to be subjected to torture." 

Two  separate  trials  launched against  20  persons who  were  remanded  in  Antep, 
started  at  Adana  SSC  on  29  February.  Defendants  Mehmet  Bozgeyik,  Ahmet 
Üstündağ, Halit Üstündağ, Hışman (Hişyar) Yiğit, Murtaza Andaç, Yaşar Üstündağ, 
Şefik Mert, Mehmet Nakşi Erat, Ramazan Kaya, İbrahim Yavuz and Murat Üstündağ, 
who allegedly were Hezbollah members, collected money and made propaganda on 
behalf of the organization, stated that they were tortured in the police headquarters. 
Hayri  Taş,  Abdulhekim  Övet  (Öget),  Eyüp  Akşam,  Mehmet  Üstündağ,  Mehmet 
Koçyiğit, Süleyman Üstündağ, Tevfik Mert, Ömer Durmaz and Mehmet Yılmaz, who 
are  prosecuted  on  the  same accusations,  said  that  they  had  signed  testimonies 
under torture in custody.

Metin Sevindik, Ahmet Şahin, Ahmet Rençber, Adem Yıldız and Namik Kemal Taşçi 
were reportedly tortured when they were detained in Samsun on 27 March. Metin 
Sevindik’s lawyer Mustafa Remzi Toprak stated that the detainees were first claimed 
to be members of the Hezbollah, but no evidence had been found to prove this claim, 
and they had been remanded only on the accusations of “membership to an illegal 
organization.” (More details in the chapter on torture)

The  main  Hezbollah  trial  in  Ankara,  in  which  32  defendants  are  prosecuted  on 
charges under Article 146/1 TPC (death penalty) and Article 168 TPC (membership) 
commenced at Ankara SSC on 11 May.  In the hearing, defendant Ümran Öztürk 
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intended to  state  that  he had been tortured in  detention.  Presiding Judge Orhan 
Karadeniz interrupted him by saying “Alright, you have been beaten, haven’t you? It 
can bee seen,” and prevented him from speaking. Defendant Abdülsamet Yıldız also 
rejected  the  charges  by  saying  that  he  testified  under  torture  in  detention.  The 
defendants  complained that  they had not  seen the  indictment.  It  was  decided to 
combine the trial launched against Mustafa Güllüer, Mehmet Emin Alpsoy, Selman 
Mustafa İpek under Article 146/1 TPC with this trial. 

Another hearing was held on 28 September. Defendant Halil İbrahim Aktaş disclosed 
that he had been tortured in detention. 

The  case  opened  against  105  people  on  charges  of  membership  of  Hezbollah 
continued at Diyarbakır  SSC on 3 October. At the hearing, Bilal  Soytaş who was 
allegedly  the gunman in  the incident  in which  7 people were  killed and 22 were 
wounded stated that he had been detained long before the actual date of remand 
shown in the files. He also stated that he was released from prison by the police 
officers and was detained again and was forced to sign an additional testimony under 
torture. In this trial the death penalty was sought for Bilal Soytaş and Ekrem Başarır 
under Article 146 TPC.

Suicidal Attacks

Hüsamettin Ciner died in an explosion near Harbiye Officers Club in İstanbul at about 
9.50pm on 5 October. The authorities claimed that “Hüsamettin Ciner was a member 
of TİKKO and died while he was preparing a suicidal attack.” 

Injuries

A bomb attack was carried out against the court building in Kadıköy-İstanbul on 10 
April. One person was slightly injured. 

On 26 November a bomb exploded in a waste  bin in a park in İstanbul-Bağcılar 
Hakan Akerdik was seriously and Özay Sırtbaşı slightly wounded. 

Court Cases

The Sabancı Assassination

The trial launched against 10 persons (another defendant, Mustafa Duyar, had been 
killed in prison on 15 February 1999) in connection with the killing of Sabancı Holding 
Executive Board member Özdemir Sabancı (55),  holding executive Haluk Görgün 
(43) and secretary Nilgün Hasefe (40) on 9 February 1996, continued throughout the 
year. During the hearing on 25 April defendant Ercan Kartal stated that he could not 
meet his lawyers due to the regulation issued as a protocol signed by the Ministries 
of Justice, Health and Interior Affairs. The court board postponed the trial in order to 
wait for the letter of Belgian juridical authorities related to the extradition of Fehriye 
Erdal to Turkey, and to complete the lacking documents of the case file.

On 26 May Belgium Prime Minister Guy Verhofstadt stated that Fehriye Erdal could 
not be extradited to Turkey since the death penalty was still in force. 
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The Egyptian Bazaar

The trial launched against 15 persons who are accused of causing the death of 7 and 
wounding of 120 persons by placing a bomb in the Mısır (Egyptian) Shopping Center 
in İstanbul on 9 July 1998, continued at İstanbul SSC. In the hearing of 28 February 
defendant Alaattin Öget said that the police harassed his wife in detention, and that’s 
why he had to sign the testimony.  Defendants Abdülmecit Öztürk,  Ercan Alır,  İsa 
Kaya, Heval Öztürk, Maşallah Yağın and Delibaş Arat said that they testified under 
torture.  Police officers Osman Urfalıoğlu,  Aydın  Durak and Kasım Ant,  who were 
heard as witnesses, claimed that they detained sociologist Pınar Selek in Beyoğlu 
Tunnel and found chemical material in her bag. On the other hand, Pınar Selek said 
that she was detained in Kurtuluş, not Beyoğlu and that nothing was found in her 
bag. Selek pointed out to the timing of the explosion, 15 days before the ceasefire 
declaration of the PKK. She said that this was a conspiracy. The defendants Pınar 
Selek, Abdülmecit Öztürk, Alaattin Öğet, İsa Kaya, Kübra Sevgi have to expect the 
death penalty under Article 125 TPC and imprisonment terms from 3 to 31 years 
were sought for  Baran Öztürk,  Heval Öztürk,  Ercan Alır,  Maşallah Yağın,  Delibaş 
Arat, Menderes Öget, Erkan Öget, Hasan Kılıçdoğan, Alican Öget and Suat Kaya.

On 22 May the demand of lawyer Ergin Cinmen, defending Pınar Selek, to hear 5 
witnesses was refused. Lawyer Alp Selek, the father of Pınar Selek, reminded that 
the bomb experts established that the explosion was the result of gas pressure. In 
the hearing Pınar Selek stated that she would not answer any question related to the 
explosion from then on. 

On  7  August  the  expertise  report  prepared  by  experts  from  İstanbul  University, 
Cerrahpaşa Medical  Faculty,  Forensic  Medicine Department,  was  presented.  The 
report  read  that  the  explosion  was  not  due  to  a  bomb,  but  due  to  explosion  of 
pressurized gas,  that  lead to  scattering  of  objects  such as  refrigerators,  heaters, 
ovens and glasses. The court decided to demand a new report from a committee 
consisting of experts from the Forensic Medicine Department. 

On 27 October the replies from İstanbul University Forensic Institute, TÜPRAŞ, and 
İstanbul University Engineering Faculty Chemistry Department regarding the bomb 
explosion  and  its  causes  were  read  out.  The  letters  stated  that  an  expert  on 
explosives could not be found. The defense said that it was not even determined 
whether  the explosion was due to  a  bomb or not  and that  it  was against  law to 
remand the defendants. Only defendant Ercan Alır was released. 

In December Prof. Dr. Neşet Kadırgan, Prof. Dr. Ali Şaşmaz and Prof. Dr. Nurşen 
İpekoğlu  from Yıldız  Technical  University  and  İstanbul  University  submitted  their 
expertise report. The report read that the LPG (liquid petroleum gas) cylinders in the 
buttery where the explosion had taken place looked undamaged, thus “the reason of 
the explosion was not the burst of gas that expanded in cylinders.” The report added 
that there were 8 LPG cylinders in 36 square meter, and read that “the incident had 
taken place when the gas in cylinders that escaped with a ratio of 2 %, burst and 
exploded with a spark that was caused by a match, cigarette or static electricity.” The 
report added that the witnesses had declared that people had gathered in the buttery 
and outside because of the rain,  and that this had prevented the aeration in the 
small-size buttery.” After this report Pınar Selek was released on 25 December.
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The Blue Bazaar

The  trial  launched  against  Ergin  Atabay,  Abdullah  Günay,  Azime Işık  and  Metin 
Yamalak with the demand of the death penalty, on the accusations of “causing the 
death of 13 persons by throwing a molotov cocktail into the Blue Bazaar in Göztepe, 
İstanbul on 13 March 1999,” continued at İstanbul SSC. On 26 April it was revealed 
that the police destroyed 5 pieces of hair found in the snow mask that had been 
found in the place of the incident. The hair had only been compared with the hair of 
İsmail Ekinci, who was allegedly involved in the incident. 

On 28 June Azime Işık  testified to the effect  that she knew the defendants from 
HADEP.  She added  that  she had been tortured  in  detention  and  testified  under 
pressure.

On  6  September  Tolga  Ak,  Hakan  Dağcı  and  Canan  Bektaş  were  heard  as 
witnesses. Canan Bektaş and Hakan Dagci said that the person they saw from back 
on the day of the incident was Metin Yamalak. Witness Tolga Ak said that the person 
with a beret was Metin Yamalak. Lawyer Eren Keskin pointed out that a person could 
not be identified ‘from the back’.

On 15 November witness Songül Ekşi stated that she had seen Metin Yamalak on 
the day of the incident and said: “He had a black bag in his hand. He set the bottle in 
his hand on fire and threw it inside.” Asked by intervening lawyer Kemal Aytaç Miss 
Ekşi stated that there were 4 fire extinguishers but none of them worked. 

Ayhan Çevik

The trial launched in connection with the assassination attempt on Çankırı Governor 
Ayhan Çevik (5 March 1999) continued at Ankara SSC. On 9 March the prosecutor 
demanded the death penalty for Kemal Ertürk, Lale Açık, Nihat Konak, Küçük Hasan 
Çoban, Kemal Kaygısız, Mesut Deniz and Muharrem Horoz under Article 146 TPC. 
He sought imprisonment terms up to 22 years and 6 months for Şener Kökten, Savaş 
Kör,  Hakan  Eren,  Erkan  Balçık,  Devrim  Karacan  on  charges  of  being  “TİKKO 
members” under Article 168/2 TPC, while he wanted the defendants Özgür Deniz 
Demirdiş,  Bülent  Ertürk,  Arap  Deniz,  Bilal  Ekin,  Halil  Köseoğlu,  Cemile  Sönmez, 
Serdar Çitil and Murat Yılmaz to be sentenced under Article 169 TPC.

In the hearing held at Ankara SSC on 8 June, Lale Açık referred to what she went 
through in police custody: “I was detained together with my brother in Tokat on 7 
March 1999. They put me in a cell,  my eyes being blindfolded, at Tokat Security 
Directorate. They asked me to tell what I knew, I didn’t tell anything. They beat my 
head against the wall by gripping my hair. They took my clothes off under beating. 
They hosed pressurized water on the back of my neck and on my body, and then 
sent me back to my cell. I asked for my clothes, but they didn’t give them to me. Later 
they came again to my cell. They forced me to lie on my back under kicks. They 
started to rape me. I  was saying, ‘Don’t,  you can’t do that.’  Tears were coming, I 
couldn’t breathe. I said, ‘O.K. leave me, I will speak.’ I can identify two of the police 
officers who raped me.” Upon the question of the Presiding Judge Orhan Karadeniz 
“Did they rape you? Why didn’t you tell this until now?” Lale Açık answered, “I didn’t 
tell because I was ashamed of my family and thought I could get out of prison. I was 
scared of the police as well.” Lawyer Nazım Genç demanded the transfer of Açık to a 

Page 83



HRFT Annual Report 2000

hospital and the investigation of the rape claim. The Court rejected the demand of 
transfer to a hospital on the grounds that there were no findings related to rape in the 
examination in Tokat and decided that the lawyers and Lale Açık could lodge an 
official complaint against the police officers. 

In  September  Tokat  Public  Prosecution  Office  launched  an  investigation  against 
police officers who raped Lale Açık in detention and the two doctors who concealed 
torture Prosecutor Salih Polat, who carried out the investigation, reportedly included 
all  police  officers  who  were  on  duty  on  the  date  of  Lale  Açık’s  detention.  The 
prosecutor also stated that Tuncay Özer, a physician with Tokat Karşıyaka Maternity 
Hospital,  wanted  to  conduct  a  hymen  examination  on  Lale  Açık  and  when  she 
refused  he transferred  her  to  Tokat  State  Hospital  with  a  report  stating  that  her 
‘gynecological examination’ was not wanted. 

The trial  continued on 4  July.  Defendant  Şener  Kökten stated that  he had been 
tortured in detention and said, “The police officers showed the picture of my fiancé 
and threatened me that they would also torture her. My eyes were blindfolded for 5 
days and I was forced to sign testimonies that I could not read at all.” 

The last  hearing in 2000 was conducted on 21 December.  Two defendants were 
released.

Attacks by Right-Wing Groups

Incidents

Şükrü Sarıtaş (13) was shot dead in Mustafa Kemal quarter of Ümraniye, İstanbul by 
supporters of the MHP. The incident was reported as follows: A car covered with 
MHP flags was stoned by a group of children at the entrance of the quarter late in the 
afternoon of 29 October. Upon this Ruzi Temiz got out of the car and opened fire on 
the children. Şükrü Sarıtaş was hit by three bullets and died on the spot. Following 
the  incident  Ruzi  Temiz  and  his  brother  Edip  Temiz  who  was  in  the  car  were 
detained. Ruzi Temiz had reportedly been the chairperson of the Ülkü Ocakları (ultra-
nationalist  youth  center  acting in  line with  the MHP ideology)  in  Erbaa district  of 
Tokat. Whereas Şükrü Sarıtaş had been detained earlier for hanging a poster for the 
DHKP-C. 

On 2 November Üsküdar Penal Court No. 2 ordered the arrest of. In his testimony, 
Ruzi Temiz related that he thought they had been attacked on political grounds and 
he had opened fire for that reason.

In Sıvas Cumhuriyet University, the police did not allow the students to make a press 
statement in connection with attacks by MHP adherents since 10 January. About 150 
students  were  harassed,  beaten and detained when they assembled outside  the 
Rector’s Office in order to read out the statement on 18 January.

Among  the  96  detained  students  Ethem  Han,  Muzaffer  Yıldırım,  Ali  Gersar, 
Abdülkadir  Özdemir,  Fatma Göçer,  Arzu  Doğan,  Kahraman Çakal  and Selahattin 
Çapan  were  remanded  by  Sıvas  Penal  Court  on  20  January.  Sıvas  Public 
Prosecution Office indicted them and non-remanded students Erhan Taş, Uğraş Kır, 
Okay Bozkurt, Bülent Koçyiğit, Devrim Özgür Köse, Zeynel Abidin Yıldız, Servet Gün, 
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Önder Güzel, Tülin Ceylan and Melek Özdemir on charges of conducting an illegal 
demonstration.

Two leftist students from Malatya İnönü University were stabbed by MHP adherents 
on  25  February.  It  was  reported  that  the  MHP adherents  beat  a  student  named 
Yusuf, whose surname could not be revealed. Subsequent to that, MHP adherents 
went to the canteen of the Faculty of Education and attacked leftist students. The 
gendarmerie  reportedly  came to  the  canteen  and  detained  three  leftist  students. 
Leftist students, who assembled in front of the Faculty of Science and Education at 
around 4pm, were also attacked by the MHP adherents. Leftist students İdris Ekmen 
and Özgür Gündoğdu were stabbed during the fight and hospitalized. 

On 26 February,  the  student  Doğan Ölper  was  attacked in  the  city  center  while 
coming back from visiting his friends in hospital. Ölper was beaten by 7-8 people with 
clubs, in front of the office of MHP parliamentarian Namık Hakan Durhan. He was 
wounded to the head.

Twenty-one students,  who  were  detained after  the  incident,  were  referred  to  the 
prosecution office on 29 February. Seventeen of them, including the MHP adherents 
who attacked the students, were released. Leftist students Serhat Birgül, Afit Yalçın, 
Mustafa Çıplak and Nadir Yiğit  were remanded on the grounds that they “beat up 
MHP adherent Ahmet Emre threatening his life.” On the other hand, Mustafa Çıplak 
and Afit Yalçın were released after a short while on objection of their lawyer, Mustafa 
Doğan. 

On 2 March a group of some 100 MHP adherents beat the students Kamuran Çakır 
and one with the first name of Barış at Denizli-Pamukkale University. Reportedly the 
victims were detained, but released late in the evening.

Sedat  Yanık,  student  at  Çanakkale  18  March  University  reported  that  he  was 
attacked on 9 March by a group of 10 right-wingers,  when he left  university.  His 
friends told the HRA that he had obtained a medical report certifying 5 days’ inability 
to  work,  since he had been detained after  the incident  and beaten at  the police 
station. 

On 19 March a group of MHP adherents attacked Meki Sarcan and Metin Sarcan, 
members of HADEP in İstanbul-Sultanbeyli. MHP follower Abit Küçük injured them 
with a knife. When testifying to the police they had been told that there were reasons 
for them being beaten up. Abit Küçük had been detained, but released the same day. 

Koray Özkan was reportedly stabbed during an attack on İstanbul-Sarıyer People’s 
House (Halkevi) by MHP adherents on 30 March. A fight broke out between about 60 
MHP adherents, who assembled in front of the House and 10 Halkevi members on 4 
April. In the incident, Kazım Ardış was stabbed by MHP adherent Süleyman Asker. 
Ardış was hospitalized and reportedly had an internal bleeding and his spleen was 
removed. The police reportedly did not intervene. 

A fight broke out between MHP adherents and leftist students on Cebeci Campus of 
Ankara University on 4 April. Leftist students had been boycotting the privatization of 
the  Law  Faculty  refectory  for  9  days.  MHP  followers,  who  had  assembled  to 

Page 85



HRFT Annual Report 2000

commemorate Alpaslan Türkeş, attacked the leftist students. The police intervened 
and detained 80 students, most of them leftist students.

On  5  April  these  students  appeared  before  the  Prosecution  Office.  They  were 
released  to  be  prosecuted  without  arrest.  They  said  that  they  were  tortured  in 
detention. Görkem Pabuççuoğlu,  one of the hospitalized students,  reportedly had 
problem in seeing and Selma Şimşek’s ribs were reportedly broken.

The trial launched on charges of “violating the Law of Meetings and Demonstrations” 
concluded at Ankara SSC on 1 June. All of the defendants were acquitted.

High school students Ülken Gülveren and Yılmaz Bal were wounded in an assault by 
MHP followers in Çağlayan Park near İstanbul Şişli Motor High School on 7 April. 
The police detained and beat  the brothers and sisters of  Ülken Gülveren,  Özgür 
Gülveren, Türkan Gülveren, Hasan Gülveren and Meltem Gülveren, who went to the 
police  station  in  Sanayi  quarter  to  launch  a  complaint.  Özgür  Gülveren  was 
reportedly hospitalized. 

On 12 April an incident was reported from the Atatürk Students’ Hostel in İstanbul. 
MHP  followers  beat  up  students  from  the  Literature  Faculty.  The  victims  were 
detained.

Some 15 MHP followers attacked the leftist student Mehmet Göltaş at Van 100 Year 
University on 12 April and injured him to his face. During a fight on 13 April 6 MHP 
followers were injured. During a search on the campus the gendarmerie detained 17 
leftist students. Eleven of them were released in the same night.

Following an attack of right-wingers at Denizli-Pamukkale University on 19 April  a 
press conference was held in the premises of the ÖDP. The police detained some 30 
students  after  the  press  conference.  During  the  press  conference  students  had 
announced that two fellow students had been injured on 9 March and on 18 April 
another student had been attacked. 

On  21  April  right-wingers  beat  up  some  10  students  from  Adana  Seyhan  Male 
Lyceum. Reportedly the deputy director kicked them and forwarded their cases to the 
disciplinary council. 

MHP adherents attacked students at Erzurum Atatürk University on 26 April. Among 
a large number of  injured students the “chief  of the idealists”  (the attackers) was 
found. The gendarmerie detained 4 students, but released them later. 

At Ankara Gazi University a group of rightist students attacked leftist students on 3 
May. Five students were injured with sticks.

On 11 May Umit Ali  Mercümek from Adana Çukurova University was attacked by 
right-wingers. Reportedly he had a broken chin. 

In İzmir-Selçuk MHP followers attacked a teacher with the first name of Bahadır on 
23 May, reportedly because he had not mentioned the MHP as one of the institutions 
that  had  put  a  wreath  on  19  May,  the  day  to  commemorate  Atatürk.  The  MHP 
followers beat the teacher on 23 May with iron sticks.
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On 31 July students from Gaziantep University held a press conference at the HRA 
branch. They stated that MHP followers had attacked four students in Cumhuriyet 
quarter on 25 May. The following day they had beaten a student in the dormitory. 

During a fight at Marmara University on 5 June the students Hakan Günay, Alper 
Tunga, Rahim Güllü and Murat Topçu were injured. Alper Tunga and Rahim Güllü 
were treated as out patients and detained after treatment. 

Some 20 to 25 right-wingers attacked the ÖDP members Tahsin Hamurcu, Hasan 
Bektaşlı,  Tuncay  Turna  and  Turan  Erçel  on  4  July,  when  they  came  out  of 
examinations at the 19 May University in Amasya. 

On 6 October rightist students attacked leftist students at the university in Elazığ. The 
gendarmerie  intervened  and  detained  some  30  students.  The  student  F.E.  was 
reportedly injured to his leg. 

Leftist students at Ankara University,  Language and History-Geology Faculty were 
attacked by MHP supporters on 16 October. They stabbed the student Volkan Ayhan 
Koku in the arm. Leftist students heavily beat a MHP supporter who was involved in 
the  attack.  Following  the  incident  plainclothes  police  officers  entered  the  faculty 
garden and dispersed the students by opening fire into the air. Koku was taken to 
hospital and later detained.

İsmail Erdoğan (23) alleged that he was abducted and raped in the Sarıyer forest 
(İstanbul) by people who introduced themselves as members of Turkish Revenge 
Brigade (TIT). Erdoğan said during a press conference at the İstanbul Branch of the 
HRA on  3  November:  “On  31  October  Tuesday  around  10pm I  was  walking  in 
Ferahevler, İstanbul and a blue minibus which had been following me for some time 
stopped by me. The people inside asked for an address and as I  approached to 
answer they covered my head with a sack. I tried to resist but they hit me on my head 
and pilled me in. In the minibus they tied my hands from behind and started to beat 
and insult me. They said: ‘We are from the Turkish Revenge Brigade. We know you. 
You are involved in communist acts in the area. TIT is not like the police or MIT. We 
will slaughter you.’ After taking me around in the vehicle they took me to the Sarıyer 
forest. There they ripped my clothes off and raped me with a hard object. Meanwhile 
they kept on insulting and threatening me. They said ‘you will give up these matters.’ 
One of them said ‘lets shoot a bullet through his brain and kill him.’ Later they untied 
my hands and fired when then went.” Erdoğan stated that he had been detained and 
remanded previously. He lodged an official complaint against these people.

Erdoğan received reports from the HRFT and a special hospital in Okmeydanı that 
he had been raped.

In Çorlu 25 people attached 7 students, who had been selling tickets for a festival, in 
front of the Idealists’ Union on 9 November. The victims stated that the chairman of 
the Union, Oğuz Kurt had been among the attackers and complained to the director 
at the high school for professions.

During the incident that broke out between the left-wing and right-wing students in 
the canteen of Trakya University,  Çorlu Faculty of Engineering, the leftist students 
Uğur  Özşahin,  İsmet  Özşahin,  Fatih  Erdoğan,  Yılmaz  Gömek,  Sinan  Dağlı  were 
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wounded  to  their  heads  and  faces.  Following  their  medical  treatment  they  were 
detained. 

Retired teacher Musa Sert beat Nazım Gün, the director of the teachers’ house in 
Denizli in November, because he had closed the room for prayers and ordered the 
daily Cumhuriyet instead of Ortadoğu and Zaman.

A press statement by the HADEP in Iğdır alleged that in mid-November members of 
the idealists’ union beat three students from the high school for profession in Iğdır. 

The students Abdurrahim Tuğrul and Davut Ezgin were beaten by some supporters 
of the MHP, who raided the student dormitory in Antep University in the night of 30 
November.  It  was  reported that  a  dispute had taken place in  the canteen of  the 
dormitory between two students speaking Kurdish and MHP supporters a day before 
the incident.

At  İstanbul  University  the  students  Engin  Çağlar  and Aslı  Zer  were  beaten on 5 
December, because they did not fasten during Ramadan. 

Four left-wing students and a police officer were wounded in the incidents that broke 
out on 13 December at Marmara University Göztepe Campus and İstanbul University 
Faculty of Literature. A group of students, supporters of the MHP attacked the left-
wing students at Göztepe Campus in the morning hours. The student Kemal Tunç 
received a knife wound to his hand. Students who gathered in the canteen at noon to 
protest the attack were attacked by the MHP supporters again. In the fight where 
sticks and stones were used and the left-wing students Edip Gölbaşı and Ömer Gür 
were wounded. At İstanbul University Faculty of Literature on the other hand, a left-
wing student and a police officer was slightly wounded by attacks carried out by MHP 
supporters.

About  10  MHP  supporters  attacked  Gökhan  Balcı,  a  university  student,  on  15 
December. The health condition of Balcı who suffered knife and cleaver wounds was 
reportedly well. Göksel Kuru, another university student at Konya Selçuk University 
was attacked by right-wing students for not fasting. It was reported that Kuru received 
knife wounds that were not vital. 

Students from Marmara University held a press conference at the İstanbul branch of 
the HRA on 16 December. They alleged that rightist students had attacked leftist 
students on 13 December and injured for of them. On 14 December rightist students 
had attacked 3 students with knives. 

Serdar  Karakuş,  a  student  at  Bursa  Uludag  University,  was  attacked  by  MHP 
supporters on 17 December outside the University.  Karakuş who suffered 5 knife 
wounds to his chest was taken to Bursa State Hospital and underwent an operation. 

Court Cases

Ümit Cihan Tarho

The trial launched in connection with the murder of Ümit Cihan Tarho, a student at 
Malatya İnönü University, continued at Malatya Criminal Court on 12 January. Caner 
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Öztürk, one of the defendants under arrest, was released. Cihan Tarho had been 
attacked by the rightist students in the university campus, on 7 January 1998 on the 
grounds that he did not fasten. He had died in hospital on 11 January 1998. 

Malatya  Criminal  Court  passed the  verdict  on  17  January.  Imprisoned defendant 
Kadri Kılıç was sentenced to 20 years in prison for intentional murder. Caner Öztürk, 
Bedri  Yaylagül,  Mehmet  Fatih  Gökalp,  Mehmet  Hanefi  Azdikoğlu,  Muhammed 
Şahiner were each sentenced to 20 months’ imprisonment under Article 464/1 TPC; 
Korkut Özalp to 5 months (TPC 464/3); Levent Mutlu, Memiş Dündar and İrfan Küçük 
to  20  months’  imprisonment  (TPC  396).  After  the  incident  Caner  Öztürk  had 
confessed that he killed Cihan Tarho, but the Forensic Report had revealed that the 
murder had been committed with the knife of Kadri Kılıç. 

Ankara University

The trial launched against 30 students in connection with the incidence that broke out 
on  28  May 1999,  when  MHP adherents  attacked  students  at  Ankara  University-
Language History and Geography Faculty, on charges of “resisting officials on duty 
and preventing freedom of education,” started on 3 February. The students testified 
Ankara Penal Court No. 8 that the police attacked them. Aslan Çakır said that they 
were beaten in the police bus after having been detained, and two truncheons were 
broken on his back. The indictment asked for imprisonment terms between 1 year 2 
months and 4 years 6 months for the students under Articles 456/4, 463 and 188 
TPC.

The  names  of  the  defendants  were:  Okan  Kaygısız,  Halit  Sinan  Alınak,  Sinan 
Coşkun, Şahinhan Şenel, Barış Baysal, Nevzat Benli, Mehmet Yurdal, Aydın Kıvrak, 
Kenan Işık, Ahmet Kerim Gültekin, Murat Yiğit Paker, Murat Sürücü, Mehmet Deniz 
Yıldırım,  Bülent  Çakmak,  Önder  Özengi,  Özgür  Öztürk,  Veysel  Apaydın,  Yekbun 
Uzun, Hatice Cırık, Çiğdem Çetinkaya, Gökhan Ararken, Aslan Çakır, Mehmet Aydın, 
Halil  Işık, Faysal Yeşil,  Bilal Yürük, Mehmet Sadık Geçer, Harun Güzeloğlu, Ayşe 
Rengin Koç and Vahide Akar.

İstanbul University

The trial launched against 25 people for their involvement in incidents at the Central 
Campus  of  İstanbul  University  on  2  December  1998  that  had  resulted  in  the 
wounding of some students, commenced at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 2 on 6 June. 
In the trial, Murat Altındere, Zafer Özbek, Günhan Çaymaz, Süleyman Gök, Çetin 
Sonat,  Fatih  Ayaz,  Mehmet  Esmer,  Atılım  Alvur,  Hasan  Genç,  Aydın  Çavlan 
Erdoğan,  Özgür  Karataş,  Abdurrahman  Demiryakan,  Hacı  Murat  Bedir,  Alptekin 
Ocak,  Hikmet  Topal,  Sait  Ertunç,  Özgür  Temiz,  Mustafa  Karabulutlar,  Yasemin 
Varlık,  Murat Konak, Mehmet Yılmaz,  Ahmet Resul, Mustafa Yalçın,  Hasan Genç 
and Osman Çağıl are prosecuted with the demand of imprisonment terms from 5 to 
10 years on accusations of “preventing freedom of education” and “involvement in a 
fight that resulted in wounding.” The students Yakup Akbaş, Bariş Dalgıç, Hacı Murat 
Bedir,  Coşkun  Çolak,  Abdülkerim  Aslan,  Ömer  Bul  and  İsmail  Oğul  had  been 
wounded in the incident that had broke out on 2 December 1998, as the result of the 
assault of nationalist students. The case did not conclude in 2000.

Court cases on Political Killings
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Uğur Mumcu

The trial  with  the  demand of  the  death  penalty  launched against  Abdullah  Çetin 
Argun on the grounds that he was involved in the killing of Uğur Mumcu, a columnist 
with the daily Cumhuriyet, on 24 January 1993, who died in a bomb attack, continued 
at Ankara SSC on 9 May. In the hearing, the mobile phone that allegedly was given 
to him by Ankara Police HQ was declared to belong to Yasin Akın. The court board 
decided to hear Yasin Akın as a witness.

In the hearing of 6 June the demand of prosecutor Hamza Keleş for the release of 
Argun, was rejected. In the hearing of 4 July it was stated that the letter written to 
Yasin Akın had reportedly not arrived. In the hearing of 3 August the testimony of 
Yasin Akın was read. Yasin Akın stated that he had given his cellular phone to a 
plainclothes police officer named Burhan. Upon this, intervening lawyer Turgut Kazan 
stated: “It is clear that the police headquarters tries to manipulate the investigation by 
diverting it.” The court decided to ask the opinion of Ankara SSC No. 2 on joining this 
trial  with  the  trial  launched against  17  people  on  charges of  “being  members  of 
radical  Islamic organizations called ‘Tevhit,  Selam and Kudüs Ordusu (Jerusalem 
Army)’  and killing a great number of people including Uğur Mumcu.” Ankara SSC 
also  decided  to  release  Abdullah  Çetin  Argun  on  the  grounds  of  “inadequate 
evidence.”

On 5 December the Court decided to combine both trials. 

“The So-called Umut (Hope) Case”

Nine people were  detained in raids on a house in  İstanbul  and the office of  the 
newspaper  Selam on 5 May,  in  connection  with  the  killing  of  Uğur  Mumcu.  The 
detainees were named as: Hasan Kılıç, owner of the daily Selam, Mehmet Ali Tekin, 
Yusuf Karakuş, Muzaffer Dağdeviren, Talip Özçelik, Mehmet Şahin and Abdülhamit 
Çelik. Allegedly they were “members of Selam-Tevhidciler group,” known for their 
affinity to Hezbollah. In his testimony to İstanbul Police Yusuf Karakuş reportedly said 
that they “had sold the bomb they had made to two Iranians for 500 thousand dollars 
and that  he and Abdülhamit  Çelik  had watched the street while  the two Iranians 
placed the bomb on Mumcu’s car.”

İstanbul SSC prohibited any publication in connection with the Mumcu investigation, 
for  “the sake of the investigation.”  On 7 May,  Minister  of  Interior  Affairs  Sadettin 
Tantan stated “9 high ranking illegal organization members, including the ones who 
took part in the killing of Uğur Mumcu, were captured.” Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit 
said, “The news are accurate. The murderer was caught.” The detainees were taken 
to Ankara on 7 May. Meanwhile, 21 people were reportedly detained in Bursa on 7 
May.

Cevdet Kılıçlar, the editor-in-chief with the weekly Selam, held a press meeting at his 
office on 8 May,  and stated that Mehmet Ali  Tekin, Talip Özçelik and Abdülhamit 
Çelik did not have any relationship with  the newspaper.  Kılıçlar  stated that those 
people  had  worked  with  the  newspaper  when  Hasan  Kılıç  had been the  owner. 
Mazlum-Der İstanbul Branch Deputy Chairperson Ahmet Mercan pointed out that the 
detainees were displayed as “murderers”.  Mercan criticized Prime Minister Bülent 
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Ecevit  and  Minister  of  Interior  Affairs  Saadettin  Tantan  for  calling  the  detainees 
“criminals.” By 8 May the number of detainees had reportedly reached 79 in 11 cities. 

The police raided the office of the weekly Selam on 9 May and seized the archives of 
the newspaper. No detentions were reported during the raid. The number of persons 
detained in connection with the assassination of Uğur Mumcu reached 121 on 10 
May. 

Reports on 13 May stated that although Yusuf Karakuş and Abdülhamit Çelik testified 
that they “made the assassination together with 4 Iranians,” they reportedly identified 
only two Iranians in the photo-album of Iranian diplomats in charge in Turkey. On 14 
May the detention of Hakkı Şanlı, Selçuk Şanlı, Ferhan Özmen and Necdet Yüksel 
who  were  allegedly  involved  in  the  bomb  attack  on  Prof.  Dr.  Taner  Kışlalı,  a 
columnist  with  the  daily  Cumhuriyet,  on  21  October  1999,  was  reported.  Yusuf 
Karakuş, Abdülhamit Çelik, Mehmet Ali Tekin, Mehmet Şahin, Talip Özçelik, Arif Tarı, 
Fatih Aydın and Muzaffer Dağdeviren were remanded by Ankara SSC on 14 May. 
The detention  of  Hasan Kılıç  was  extended due to  the  Kışlalı  interrogation.  The 
prohibition  of  İstanbul  SSC  of  publication  and  broadcasting  related  to  these 
interrogations was lifted on the grounds that “it did not have any use.”

On 20 May Ankara Police HQ stated that the interrogations of people detained on the 
accusations  of  killing  several  people,  including  Prof.  Dr.  Muammer  Aksoy  (31 
January 1990), Dr. Bahriye Üçok (6 October 1990) and Yuda Yürüm, the leader of 
the Jewish community of Turkey, were underway. According to the statement, Hakkı 
Selçuk Şanlı, Ferhan Özmen, Necdet Yüksel, Cemal Aytufan, Mehmet Gürova, Musa 
Koca and Mehmet Kasap were detained. The suspects were claimed to be members 
of the “Jerusalem Warriors,” which is a radical Islamic organization having Iranian 
connections. Ferhan Özmen reportedly confessed and said that he killed Muammer 
Aksoy,  and  made  the  bombs used  in  the  assassinations  of  Bahriye  Üçok,  Uğur 
Mumcu and Ahmet Taner Kışlalı. The fingerprints of Ferhan Özmen were reportedly 
matching the ones taken from the bomb package sent to Bahriye Üçok. Arın Aksoy, 
the son of Prof. Dr. Muammer Aksoy, stated that there were serious contradictions 
between  the  testimony  of  Özmen  and  the  killing  of  his  father.  Arın  Aksoy  said, 
“Actually nothing matches. This person is like Rambo, he did every thing. This file 
was open for 10 years.  Now they want  to close the file,  as they readily found a 
person to blame, and they will remove this file from the agenda.” 

The detainees were referred to  Ankara SSC on 21 May.  Musa Koca and Cemal 
Aytufan were released, whereas Ferhan Özmen and Necdet Yüksel were remanded. 
Mehmet Gürova,  Hakkı  Selçuk Şanlı  and Mehmet  Kasap were  remanded on the 
accusations of “being illegal Jerusalem Warriors organization members”. Hasan Kılıç 
who had been detained in connection with the assassination of Uğur Mumcu, was 
remanded on 19 May.

Lawyer Mustafa Akçay who met with Yusuf Karakuş, Abdülhamit Çelik, Mehmet Ali 
Tekin, Mehmet Şahin, Talip Özçelik, Arif Tari, Fatih Aydın and Muzaffer Dagdeviren 
in Eskişehir Special Type Prison on 15 May, stated that these people were tortured in 
detention. Akçay said that blood was detected in the urine of Abdülhamit Çelik and 
that he was receiving medical treatment in prison.
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Ankara SSC Prosecution Office launched a trial against 17 people allegedly “involved 
in the killing of “Uğur Mumcu, Prof. Ahmet Taner Kışlalı, Prof. Muammer Aksoy and 
Dr. Bahriye Üçok and being members of radical Islamic organizations called ‘Tevhit, 
Selam and Kudüs Ordusu (Jerusalem Army)’”. Prosecutor Hamza Keleş held a press 
meeting  on  11  July  and  reported  that  128  suspects  had  been  interrogated  in 
connection with 22 incidents. Keleş maintained that the defendants took arms and 
ammunitions  from  the  Iranian  secret  service  SAVAMA  and  received  instructions 
about certain actions from the Jerusalem Army centered in Iran. The testimonies of 
Ferhan Özmen and Necdet Yüksel showed that they were experts on bombs and 
considerable amount of C4 and TNT bombs had been found in places they showed. 
The prosecution office took the decision of non-prosecution for the remaining 128 
people who had been interrogated. The indictment demanded the death penalty for 
Necdet  Yüksel,  Ferhan  Özmen,  Hakkı  Selçuk  Şanlı,  Yusuf  Karakuş,  Muzaffer 
Dağdeviren, Abdülhamit  Çelik, Fatih Aydın,  Hasan Kılıç and Mehmet Şahin under 
Article 146/1 TPC and demanded imprisonment terms not  less than 15 years for 
Mehmet  Ali  Tekin,  Haluk  Özçelik  under  Article  168/1  TPC,  10  to  15  years  of 
imprisonment terms for Mehmet Kasap, Mehmet Gürova Adil Aydın and Murat Nazlı 
under  Article  168/2  TPC and  3  to  5  years  imprisonment  terms for  Arif  Tarı  and 
Mahmut Koca under Article 169 TPC.

The trial  commenced at  Ankara SSC on 14 August.  After  the prosecutor  Hamza 
Keleş  had  read  the  indictment,  defendant  Ferhan  Özmen,  who  was  allegedly 
responsible for the killings of Uğur Mumcu, Prof. Dr. Ahmet Taner Kışlalı, Bahriye 
Üçok and Muammer Aksoy, testified. He stated that he was kept in detention for 8 
days and was heavily tortured. Ferhan Özmen also stated that he suffered mentally 
and physically and couldn’t prepare his defense as the indictment reached him late. 
One of the defendants Hakkı Selçuk Şanlı stated that following his detention his first 
interrogation started with a “humane interview” but later he was blindfold and asked 
to take all his clothes off. Hakkı Selçuk Şanlı stated that he was taken to a cold room 
and  made  to  sit  on  the  cold  concrete  and  pressurized  water  was  hosed  on  his 
genitals and head and he was suspended. Şanlı stated that “the officials who carried 
out the interrogation said: ‘lets find an organization name for you.’ ‘They found the 
name ‘Jerusalem Army.’”  The other defendants stated that they could not prepare 
their defense, as the indictment did not reach them. 

The trial continued on 8 September. At the hearing, defendants Ferhan Özmen and 
Necdet  Yüksel  stated  that  their  mental  state  was  not  normal  due  to  the  torture 
inflicted on them. Özmen and Yüksel also stated that they could not make a defense 
without  receiving  medical  treatment.  Lawyer  İbrahim  Ceylan  presented  medical 
reports for his clients stating, “they are not in a position to make a defense. They are 
suffering from post-traumatic stress disorder.” Ceylan asked that his clients receive 
medical  treatment  at  İstanbul  University  Çapa  Faculty  of  Forensic  Medicine. 
Prosecutor Hamza Keleş demanded to launch an official complaint to against Prof. 
Dr. Şebnem Korur Fincancı, who prepared the reports. 

Defendant  Yusuf  Karakuş  stated  that  he  was  detained  in  March  and  had  been 
tortured for a month. Karakuş said; “I was handcuffed to a chair blindfolded. They 
introduced themselves as ‘gladio.’ They tortured me for days and said; ‘You killed 
Uğur Mumcu but you are repentant, you are going to write a repentance petition.’ 
During this interrogation I believed that they would kill me so I accepted the charges 
against me.” The court decided “to transfer Necdet Yüksel and Ferhan Özmen to a 
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hospital  in  Eskişehir  where  a psychiatry  specialist  was working  and to  determine 
whether they had any mental disorders or not that would prevent them from making a 
defense.” 

The next hearing was on 2 October. Ahmet Özçelik and İlker Şahan were heard as 
witnesses.  Defendants Ferhan Özmen and Necdet Yüksel  stated that their  health 
conditions  were  still  not  good  and  that  they  would  not  make  a  defense  without 
receiving medical treatment. 

Ferhan Özmen and Necdet Yüksel  underwent  a medical examination at Eskişehir 
State Hospital on 6 October. The board of physicians concluded that Özmen and 
Yüksel were not mentally ill and did not suffer from any psychological disorder that 
would prevent them from making their defenses. 

Lawyer Ceyhan Mumcu, the brother of journalist-writer Uğur Mumcu, requested an 
investigation  against  Prof.  Dr.  Şebnem  Korur  Fincancı,  the  Chairwoman  of  the 
Forensic Medicine Department of İstanbul Faculty of Medicine, in connection with the 
“commentary  report”  she  had  prepared  for  Ferhan  Özmen  and  Necdet  Yüksel. 
Lawyer Mumcu sent his application to the Prime Minister, Ministries of Justice and 
Health, Higher Education Institution (YÖK), İstanbul Governor, İstanbul Public Chief 
Prosecution Office, Forensic Medicine Institute, İstanbul University Rector, İstanbul 
University Faculty of Medicine Dean’s Office, Forensic Medicine Department, Turkish 
Medical  Association (TTB) and İstanbul Medical  Association. Mumcu claimed that 
Prof. Fincancı had issued the report “which asserted that the defendants had been 
tortured”  and  which  had  been  submitted  to  the  court  during  the  hearing  on  8 
September,  without  a  medical  examination  of  the  defendants.  Lawyer  Ceyhan 
Mumcu alleged that Fincancı had taken sides while preparing the report. 

Prof. Dr. Şebnem Korur Fincancı reacted with a statement. Concerning the allegation 
that she had issued a report without having seen the defendants Fincancı said, “This 
is not a report on having seen or examined them. It  is a report,  prepared on the 
defender’s request, related to the treatment and the laboratory tests that would be 
required in case of the methods of torture the persons allegedly were subjected to 
and the complaints they described.” She added that the standard examination form 
introduced by a decree of the Ministry of  Health the necessary examinations and 
tests were mentioned. Fincancı said that for her “interpreting report”  the standard 
examination and tests had not been done and that it had only been noted what kind 
of treatment they needed according to the torture allegations.

During the hearing on 27 the lawyer of Ferhan Özmen and Necdet Yüksel repeated 
his allegation that his clients had been tortured. The report of the State Hospital in 
Eskişehir certified for Özmen that he was suffering from "anxiety disorder" (restricted 
range of affects) and for Yüksel  that he was suffering from anti-social  personality 
disorder,  but  also  stated  that  this  did  not  pose any obstacle  for  them to  defend 
themselves in court and that they did not need medical treatment. Lawyer Ceylan 
said that his clients had only been examined by their appearance and that Özmen 
still  had  a  headache  and  that  his  right  arm  still  felt  numb.  He  added  that  the 
physicians who had signed the report had told him that they only tried to establish 
whether they could be held accountable in penal terms. They had added that they 
were  not  in  a position to  establish torture and that  this  needed to  be done at  a 
hospital of a university. 
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Özmen and Yüksel repeated that they were in a poor health condition and asked for 
medical  treatment.  The  court  rejected  the  demand  for  a  medical  report  from  a 
hospital at university und reminded the lawyer that he could apply to the Ministry of 
Justice to have his clients treated for the anxiety disorder. Özmen who rejected his 
statement to the police said during the hearing that he told the prosecutor and the 
judge everything that he had been taught, because he was afraid of being taken back 
to be tortured. He said, "I was forced under torture to accept more than 20 acts." The 
court  decided that  samples of  Ferhan Özmen's handwriting should be taken and 
send  to  the  ballistic  expertise  department  of  the  Forensics  to  compare  it  to  the 
writings in the file and the words written on the bomb package that had been sent to 
Dr. Bahriye Üçok. 

On 27 October Ankara SSC started a separate case against Rüştü Aytufan. He was 
accused of involvement in the bomb attack on Prof. Dr. Ahmet Kışlalı on 21 October 
1999 and indicted with the demand of the death penalty. During the hearing Rüştü 
Aytufan said that he felt not ready for his defense and answered all questions to this 
effect.  The co-defendants Derviş  Polat  and Yüksel  Pekdemir  did not  accept their 
statements to the police saying that it had been taken under force. Yüksel Pekdemir 
said that the police officers had said "look at your children for a last time. May be you 
won't see them again" when he was detained, that he had been interrogated with 
blindfolds and that words he had never said were included in the testimony.  This 
case was later combined with the Umut case. 

The Umut case continued on 21 December.  In the hearing,  the court  decided to 
combine another case launched against  Yusuf  Karakuş at  İstanbul  SSC with  this 
one.  The  SSC  decided  to  release  defendants  Arif  Tarı,  Derviş  Polat,  Yüksel 
Pekdemir and İsmail Koçhan. 

Abdi İpekçi Murder

Mehmet  Ali  Ağca,  who  was  sentenced  to  life  imprisonment  on  charges  of  an 
assassination attempt against the Pope II. Jean Paul, was extradited to Turkey on 12 
June after the amnesty the Italian President. He was to be imprisoned for 9 years 6 
months in connection with the “Abdi İpekçi assassination” and “robbery.” Mehmet Ali 
Ağca had been detained on 25 June 1979 in connection with the killing of Abdi İpekçi 
and remanded on 11 July 1979. Ağca had escaped from Maltepe Military Prison on 
25 November 1979 and had later been sentenced to death by the Military Court on 
12  March  1982.  The  death  sentence  was  commuted  to  10  years’  imprisonment 
according to  the anti-terror law of April  1991. The case against  Ağca at İstanbul 
Kadıköy Criminal Court No. 2 on the charge of “robbery” was still pending. The lapse 
of time of this trial was reportedly 3 October 2001. 

In October İstanbul Public Prosecution Office opened a case against Yalçın Özbey, 
who had been wanted for 17 years, and Yusuf Çelikkaya, imprisoned in Ünye Closed 
Prison, in connection with the killing of Abdi İpekçi. The prosecutor demanded prison 
sentence up to 20 years for Özbey and Çelikkaya on charges of “involvement in an 
intentional  killing.”  The indictment  stated that  both defendants helped Mehmet Ali 
Ağca before he committed the crime. Yusuf Çelikkaya had stated in his petition dated 
4 January that he was involved in the assassination of Abdi İpekçi. Çelikkaya also 
told that the assassination was planned by Abdullah Çatlı, Mehmet Ali Ağca, Mehmet 
Şener, Yavuz Çaylan, Oral Çelik and himself in 1978. 

Page 94



HRFT Annual Report 2000

The trial  of Mehmet Ali  Ağca on charges of robbery concluded on 18 December. 
Kadıköy Criminal  Court  No. 1 sentenced Ağca to  36 years  of  imprisonment.  The 
sentence was later commuted to 7 years 2 months considering his good conduct 
during the prosecution.

The Massacre in Bahçelievler 

On 14 July the Court of Cassation disclosed its decision referring to the trial launched 
in connection with the killing of 7 members of the Turkish Workers’ Party (TİP) in 
Bahçelievler  quarter,  Ankara, on 8 October 1978. The 9th Chamber quashed the 
death penalty given to Ünal Osmanağaoğlu and Bünyamin Adanalı 7 times by the 
Ankara Criminal Court No. 3. 

The re-trial started at Ankara Criminal Court No. 3 on 6 October and continued on 22 
December. No verdict was passed in 2000.

The Killing of Kemal Türkler 

The  trial  against  Ünal  Osmanağaoğlu  in  connection  with  the  trade  union  leader 
Kemal Türkler on 22 July 1980 continued at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 2 throughout 
the year. The trial had started after Ünal Osmanağaoğlu had been apprehended in 
Kuşadası in 1999. No important development was recorded in 2000. 

The Killing of Çetin Emeç

The  trial  launched  against  44  people  on  charges  of  “being  Islamic  Movement 
members, killing Çetin Emeç, an executive with the daily Hürriyet, Aydın Ercan, his 
driver,  Turan Dursun,  a  researcher  on  religion,  and an Iranian Ali  Akbar  Gorani, 
continued at İstanbul SSC on 22 May. 

The  trial  continued  21  June  and  concluded  on  24  July.  İrfan  Çağrıcı,  Cengiz 
Sarıkaya, Ekrem Baytap, Tamer Aslan and Mehmet Ali Şeker were given the death 
penalty under Article 146 TPC. The SSC did not reduce the sentence given to İrfan 
Çağrıcı,  whereas  it  commuted  the  sentence  of  the  other  four  defendants  to  life 
imprisonment.  Rıdvan  Çağrıcı,  Ziver  Kartal,  Mehmet  Okatan,  Gül  Aslan,  Lawyer 
Hüsnü Yazgan, Mehmet Kaya, Kutbettin Gök, Mehmet Zeki Yıldırım, İhsan Deniz and 
Mehmet Zeki  Deniz  were  each sentenced to  12 years  6 months in  prison under 
Article  168  TPC  and  Abdülkerim  Yağmur  and  Mehmet  Salih  Yıldız  were  each 
sentenced to 3 years 9 months in prison under Article 169 TPC. 20 defendants were 
acquitted and one case file was separated.

The Sıvas Massacre

The trial launched against 50 people in connection with the killing of 37 people in 
Sıvas on 2 July 1993, concluded at Ankara SSC on 16 June. In the hearing, 33 
people were sentenced to death, whereas 17 were given imprisonment terms. The 
files of Mustafa Dürer and Muhammet Nuh Kılıç, who could not yet be arrested, were 
separated. The death penalty received: Muhsin Erbaş, Harun Gülbaş, Bekir Çınar, 
Erol  Sarıkaya, Mevlüt Atalay,  Ahmet Turan Kılıç, Kenan Kale, Harun Yıldız,  Zafer 
Yelok, Yunis Karataş, Halil İbrahim Düzbiçer, Ömer Faruk Gez, Ali Kurt, Ahmet Oflaz, 
Ekrem Kurt, Erkan Çetintaş, Faruk Sarıkaya, Hayrettin Gül, Harun Kavak, Süleyman 
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Toksun, Hayrettin Yeğin, Mehmet Yılmaz, Adem Kozu, Mustafa Uğur Yaraş, Faruk 
Belkavli, Ömer Demir, Alim Özhan, İbrahim Duran, Etem Ceylan, Vahit Kaynar, Turan 
Kaya and Cafer Tayyar Soykök. 

The court reduced the penalties of Temel Toy, Sedat Yıldırım, Ali Teke and Durmuş 
Tufan to 20 years of imprisonment, as they were minors on the date of the incident, 
whereas the penalty of Yusuf Şimşek was commuted to 15 years of imprisonment on 
the grounds that “he was mentally ill.” Defendants Yalçın Kepenek, Yusuf Ziya Eliş, 
Engin Durna, Metin Yokuş, Ahmet Kaşkaya, İlhami Çalışkan, Bünyamin Eliş, Özkan 
Doğan and Çetin Asamaka were sentenced to 7 years 6 months in prison on the 
charges of “intending to change the constitutional order” under Article 146/3 TPC and 
Bülent Güldü was sentenced to 5 years’ imprisonment. The trial had commenced on 
21 October 1993 at Ankara SSC and concluded on 26 December 1994. 124 people 
were prosecuted in the trial. The Court of Cassation had quashed the majority of the 
decisions given in the original trial on 3 October 1996 and the trial had re-started on 
19 November 1996. 

The Killing of Şemsi Denizer

Cengiz Balik, who killed Confederation of Workers’ Trade Unions (Türk-Iş) Secretary 
General Şemsi Denizer in Zonguldak on 6 August 1999, was sentenced to 27 years 6 
months 1 day in prison and fined to TL 50 million. In the hearing held at Burdur 
Criminal  Court  on  22  June,  Engin  Girgin,  prosecuted  on  the  charges  of  “aiding 
Cengiz Balik”, was acquitted.

The 16 March Massacre

During the year İstanbul Criminal Court No. 6 heard the case of Latif Aktı, Özgün Koç 
and Mustafa Doğan, charged in connection with the killing of 7 students, when on 16 
March 1978 they left İstanbul University. The prosecution asked for the death penalty 
seven times for each defendant. 

Cem Alptekin, defense lawyer in the “16 March massacre” trial, was prosecuted on 
charges  of  “insulting  MİT  and  disclosing  the  identity  of  a  MİT  officer”.  İstanbul 
Criminal Court No. 6 acquitted him on 16 October. 

The case of the Idealists’ Union in Adana 

In July the case against the Idealists’ Union in Adana concluded after 20 years. The 
trial had started at a military court and continued at Ankara Criminal Court No. 3. The 
Court agreed that Kadir Akgöllü from Adana Idealists’ Union had pulled the trigger in 
the  murder  of  Adana  Chief  of  Police  Cevat  Yurdakul  before  1980.  The  other 
defendants  were  found guilty of  assisting him. The Court  sentenced the idealists 
Kadir  Akgöllü,  Sezai  Durmaz,  Halil  İbrahim Altınışık  and  Yücel  İrik  to  death,  but 
commuted the sentences of Akgöllü and İrik to 20, the penalties for Durmaz and 
Altınışık  to 12 years’  imprisonment.  The charges on forming a gang to commit a 
crime was not considered, since the time limit had exceeded after 5 years.
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3. Internal Displacement (Enforced 
Migration) and Refugees

During the 90’ies many people were forced to leave their settlement, because they 
feared for their lives. Evacuation of villages became a systematic policy and as a 
result of military and administrative measure about 3 million people were internally 
displaced. At least 3,500 villages and hamlets were evacuated in the OHAL region 
and  provinces,  where  not  state  of  emergency  had  been  declared.  The  3  million 
displaced people (IDP) faced a large number of problems including accommodation, 
nutrition, health and education.

After the PKK declared a ceasefire in 1999 the armed clashed in the region came 
almost to a standstill. At the same time cases of evacuation decreased enormously. 
But security operations of the State continued.

Since the political attitude that led to enforced migration had not changed concrete 
steps to solve the problems arising from this practice were not taken. The projects 
termed  “village-town”  and  “central  villages”  that  had  been  developed  without  the 
participation of the victims remained on the agenda.

The decrease of armed clashes and the lifting of measures such as the bans on 
using pasture land or food embargos raised hopes among the IDPs for a return to 
their settlements. Thousands of villagers asked organizations such as Göç-Der and 
HADEP for help or approached the governors directly asking for permission to return. 
Yet  the  conditions  for  a  safe  return,  an  end to  OHAL and the  system of  village 
guards, evaluation of the damages and compensation for it and the cleaning of mines 
were not created.

On  27  June  Interior  Minister  Saadettin  Tantan  held  a  meeting  with  the  OHAL 
governor,  the  governors  for  Diyarbakır,  Hakkari,  Şırnak,  Tunceli,  Van,  Batman, 
Bingöl, Bitlis, Mardin, Muş, and Siirt and General Osman Özbek, representing the 
Gendarmerie with the aim of finding a solution for the problems in the region. In the 
opening speech Sadettin Tantan said that the government intended to correct the 
negative aspect, which the terror of the PKK had caused, to develop the region in 
terms of economy, education and culture and called on the participants to develop a 
plan for the return of the people to their villages. He said that a budget of TL 2.8 
trillion had been allocated for measures in the provinces of Bingöl, Bitlis, Hakkari, 
Muş,  Tunceli  and  Van  for  the  year.  The  administration  of  the  Southeast  Project 
(GAP) intended to invest in Diyarbakır, Batman and Şırnak.

Minister Tantan stated that the intention was to bring 3 or 4 villages together in one 
and install the necessary infrastructure. He also promised education of the villagers 
in areas of their activities. Animal farming had already started in secure regions and 
according to the decision by the provincial or district governors other region might be 
opened for it. He warned that the activities of the terror organization were not over, 
but continued mostly in neighboring countries.

Some deputies and HADEP pointed at the low budget for the return to villages and 
stressed that  the  infrastructure  had to  be  established before  the  return.  Ali  Rıza 
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Yurtsever,  deputy secretary general of HADEP said that villagers might get loans 
from Ziraat Bank and Halk Bank for low or no interest, but criticized that the State 
had no allocated more money for the project. He demanded that the $ 8 to 10 billion, 
which the State had spend in time of clashes every year should now be used to 
accommodate the villagers in their own places.

ANAP deputy for Diyarbakır, Sebgetullah Seydaoğlu, maintained that there was no 
need for new settlements. The IDPs could live in their old places, but more money 
was needed for rebuilding the houses. Algan Hacaloğlu, member of the parliament of 
the CHP, stated that the project for a return to the villages had started in 1995, when 
he was State Minister. He said that the most important condition for the return was 
the question of voluntary returns. To this end security had to be guaranteed. Usually 
the people should return to their own villages and only in hamlets it might be difficult 
to guarantee security. 

In September Salih Yıldırım, deputy chairman of ANAP, said that it would take 36 
years for the people to return to their villages of the policy and financial resources 
remained unchanged. He presented the figure of 6,153 settlements (4,374 hamlet 
and 1,779 villages), which the inhabitants had been forced to abandon against their 
will and added that 55,000 families had been affected. The official figures on internal 
displacement were 401,000, but “if I say that more than 1.5 million people had to 
change their  places of  living, it  won’t  be an exaggeration,”  he added. So far 286 
settlements were ready for accommodation and 34,219 persons from 4,871 families 
had got a chance for return. About TL 90 trillion was needed for it, but all  official 
institution had only TL 7.5 trillion to spend for the project. Of the one billion dollar that 
was needed only one 35th had been raised.

Also in September Deputy Prime Minister Devlet Bahçeli presented figures on the 8th 
Five-Year Development Plan. He accepted that the return to the villages would not 
materialize in a short time. In Diyarbakır alone 38,666 people had been forced to 
migrate  and  2,157  of  them had  actually  returned.  The  amount  of  returnees  had 
remained at 5.5%. On the details of returns Devlet Bahçeli said:

“60 people returned Aşağıbeyan hamlet of Buçuktepe village in the central district; 50 
people to Koğuk village in Bismil district, to Başköy village 33, to Yasince village 30; 
to Üçkardeş village in Ergani district 150, to Karşıbağlar village 220; to Çiftlibahçe 
village in Hazro district 148; to Kaynak village in Çüngüş district 10, to Üçpınar village 
20; to Tepecik village in Kocaköy district 100, to Şaklat village 20; to Duru village in 
Lice district 34, to Çeper village 421, to Ecemiş village 56, to Birlik village 21, to 
Kıralan village 173, to Şenlik village 120; to Kelekçi village in Dicle district 100 and 
110 persons had returned to Değirmenli village.”

The report stated that 233 hamlets and 78 villages were ready for return, while 69 
hamlets and 9 villages were not ready for return. According to the district the figure 
were:

“Not ready: in Bismil 2 hamlets, in Dicle 1 village and 6 hamlets, in Kulp 2 villages 
and 41 hamlets, in Lice 6 villages and 20 hamlets. Ready for return: in the central 
district 2 villages and 4 hamlets, in Bismil 8 villages and 7 hamlets, in Çınar 3 villages 
and 7 hamlets, in Çüngüş 2 villages and 4 hamlets, in Dicle 3 villages and 2 hamlets, 
in Ergani 4 villages and 3 hamlets,  in Hani 2 villages and 5 hamlets, in Hazro 6 
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villages and 11 hamlets, in Kocaköy 3 villages, in Kulp 16 villages and 95 hamlets, in 
Lice 26 villages and 76 hamlets and in Silvan 3 villages and 19 hamlets.”

3.1. Attacks on Settlements, Raids of Villages
Hanefi  Işık,  HRA  representative  for  the  region,  made  a  statement  in  February 
pointing at the decrease of tension but noted a continuation of military operations 
although clashes would not occur. He said: 

“A softer situation is obvious in the region. But this softening does not seem to have 
affected the wing of the State. People are detained, villages are raided. Villagers in 
areas without  PKK militants are accused of  providing food to  them and they are 
restricted to a food embargo. There are circles profiting from the war. They do not 
want peace to come. This has come to an end and the region must become a place 
to live in. Everybody knows that there are no forces in the mountains to fight and 
there is no explanation, why the people in the region should be oppressed under 
such a pretext. We hope that this kind of violations comes to an end and peace is 
installed in the region.”

Gürağaç (Gerduk) village in Mardin province was allegedly set on fire for a second 
time on 22 February.  After the funeral of a woman, who died in Mardin,  but was 
buried in the village on 21 February, soldiers raided the village. The soldiers removed 
four families, who had returned to the village and reportedly set the houses on fire. 
The families had to move to relatives in neighboring villages. Other reports said that 
inhabitants of that village, who had asked for permission to return, were told by the 
command of the gendarmerie that they might to do so.

Inhabitants of Akçapınar hamlet of Şenlikköy village in Diyarbakır district alleged that 
they had been asked to leave their settlement. Their hamlet had been evacuated in 
1993 and four months ago they had got permission for return from the gendarmerie 
station in Lice. Now they had been told that they might not live there, because they 
did not cooperate with the State.

The reports said that the raid on the hamlet happened on 3 October. The inhabitants 
were given two days to leave the settlement. Headman Fikriye Ertaş, Veysi Nazlıer 
and Ahmet Budak went to the gendarmerie station in Lice trying to get more time for 
the evacuation, but were reportedly detained. The time for evacuation was reduced 
to 10 hours and at the end of the limit the fields and houses were set on fire. The 
villager came to Diyarbakır but did not succeed in getting a positive response from 
the governor.

On  11  and  12  February  soldiers  raided  Hisarkapı  village  in  Beytüşşebap  district 
(Şırnak).  The inhabitants  had to  gather  in  the  village square  and were  allegedly 
insulted and beaten. The villagers were asked to abandon their houses, but were not 
informed of the reasons for the raid.

On 9 November soldiers raided Aşalan (Melkawa) village in Başkale district (Van) on 
suspicion that there was smuggled fuel oil. The soldiers did not find anything, but 
reportedly beat some women and children. The women Perişan Yerli  and Cemile 
Kadir  were  injured  and  had  to  be  treated  in  Başkale  State  Hospital.  Reportedly 
Perişan Yerli had a broken arm and received a report certifying 25 days’ inability to 
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work. The villagers wanted to protest to the governor and prosecutor in Başkale, but 
soldiers prevented them from going there.

On 14 November soldiers raided Yarbaşı (Hespist) village in İdil district (Şırnak). The 
houses were searched and the villagers Celal Şabuk, Melaim Şabuk (15), Hüseyin 
Ersoy, Murat Ersoy and Ahmet Oruç were detained.

Reports from Varto stated that on 11 and 12 November soldiers raided the villages 
Çayçatı,  Yeşildal,  Teknedüzü,  Beşikkaya,  Eryurdu,  Güzeldere,  Gölyayla  and 
Sırasöğütler and detained about 80 people.

3.2. Lifting of Food Embargo and Restrictions on 
Travel

In  October  the  food  embargo  and  restrictions  on  travel  that  existed  in  Tunceli 
province since 1988 were officially lifted. The governor stated that the restrictions had 
been in  force  since  1994,  but  because of  the  positive  developments  in  the  fight 
against terrorism the control on food provision was lifted as of 2 October. The roads 
could now be used 24 hours a day and the control  posts at  entries and exits  of 
provinces and districts had been handed from the gendarmerie to the police.

The unofficial embargo on food that existed since 1988 had been made an official 
order  under  Governor  Atıl  Uzelgün  in  1994.  Most  mills  in  the  villages  had been 
closed down. In particular tea, sugar, wheat, rice, noodles, potatoes and onions had 
only been allowed in certain amounts. Anyone, who wanted to take these goods to 
the village had to present an ID, fill in a form on the members of the families and 
obtain permission from the police or the gendarmerie.

On 29 October Bitlis Governor Uğur Boran declared that the practice of traveling in 
convoys between Bitlis-Baykan, Bitlis-Mutki and Bitlis-Hizan had been abandoned. 
Access  to  pastureland  and  plateaus  had  been  granted  without  restriction  and 
anyone, who wanted, could return to the villages. The roads were now open 24 hours 
a day.

3.3. Discrimination Measures for IDPs
Bans on seasonal workers, who would come from the Southeast to Ordu province to 
collect hazelnuts, continued in 2000. Like in the previous years many of them erected 
tents near Melet River, but were asked by the security forces to go o other places. 
Some of them went to villages nearby, some tried to stay under bridges and others 
tried to stay on an area of waste.

Reports stated that the gendarmerie confiscated the IDs of the seasonal workers. 
After protests the A. Selim Parlar, governor in Ordu made a statement on 5 August. 
He stated  that  he  did  not  discriminate  among the  worker  and promised that  the 
seasonal workers would be given bread and healthy water to drink. His office had 
appointed a physician to examine the workers.

Similar things happened in Adapazarı. The security forces collected the IDs of the 
workers, who had come to Adapazarı to collect hazelnuts, for “security reasons”.

Page 100



HRFT Annual Report 2000

In Köfetli village in Kacaali district of Adapazarı a group of workers was accused by 
the landowner  Mustafa  Kanbur  of  being  terrorist.  The workers  protested  and the 
landowner ordered them to break down their tents and leave the village. The dispute 
developed into a fight and the gendarmerie had to intervene. 150 workers had to 
move to another camp and were unable to get their wages for 10 days. 

3.4. Return to Villages
3.4.1. Project of Village-Towns

The projects of village-town and central village that the IDPs did not like, because 
they had been developed under military considerations remained the only solution 
that was suggested. Although the projects did not produce the intended results the 
government did not change its attitude.

In April the Interior Commission in the GNAT accepted a draft for settlement of IDPs 
in new places. According to the draft the Council of Minister would show the IDPs, 
whose villages had been evacuated for security reasons new places for settlement 
according to suggestion by the NSC. Those, who would not accept the news places, 
could  not  claim  any  other  right.  They  would  not  be  able  to  apply  for  another 
accommodation.  Those,  who  accepted  would  be  integrated  into  the  system  of 
villages, town and district capitals.

Mahmut Özgür, chairman of Göç-Der, stated that the draft was an attempt to realize 
the system of central  villages and claimed: “This solution will  not  make the IDPs 
happy.  It  will  also  not  contribute  to  democracy,  economy  and  social  stability  in 
Turkey, because the central villages will not contribute to production. The system of 
central villages should be abandoned.

Various  NGOs  in  Diyarbakır  also  issued  declarations  that  the  system  of  central 
villages could not solve the problem, although many villagers wanted to return. The 
population of Diyarbakır had increased by a multitude only because of the IDPs who 
had come there.

Eşref Tanrıverdi, chairman of the Chamber of Tradesmen and Handicraft stated that 
the return to the villages would relax the whole society.  He said that the migrants 
should  return  to  their  places  and  start  to  be  productive  again.  Tradesmen  and 
handicraft depended on this production as much as the villagers themselves.”

Bahri Karhan, chairman of the Chamber of Engineers in Diyarbakır stated that the 
village-town project that Ecevit had promoted for the last 20 years had not shown the 
necessary  result.  Had  the  infrastructure  been established  there  would  not  be  so 
much opposition against the project. “In 15 years almost 3,000 villages have been 
evacuated. The people from these villages should be able to go where they want. 
This does not comply with the village-town project. If I have not lost my relation to my 
village I want to go back to the fields where I can harvest my crops. If I am put in a 
place far away from my home this cannot be called ‘return home’.”

In January the commanders of gendarmerie units in Hani, Lice, Hazro and Kocaköy 
districts of Diyarbakır called the headmen from several villages and announced that 
they  would  gather  the  population  of  three  to  four  villages  in  one  village.  The 
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construction work  for  the new villages would start  at  the end of  2000.  The daily 
“Özgür Bakış” of  17 January quoted a participant of the meeting as saying:  “The 
commander promised that the State will build these villages. He said that each village 
will have a gendarmerie station, a health center and a school. He wanted us to get 
together from four villages and identify a place for such a village. He also wanted us 
to make a list of people, who would leave in the central village.”

Reportedly the headmen rejected the offer and stated that wanted to return back to 
their own villages. One headman said: “If the State builds houses for us they should 
repair our own houses. When we informed the commander of our wish,  he grew 
angry and said that we either had to settle in central villages or would never see our 
villages again.”

In October Serdar Talay, board member of Göç-Der said that the main aim of the 
village-town  project  was  a  control  mechanism  and  added:  “This  project  was 
developed without the acknowledgement of a Kurdish problem, as if the language, 
the culture and the lifestyle of the people did not exist. There is no change in the 
policy of denial that exists since 70 years.”

Talay regretted that  no form of organization existed that  would allow the IDPs in 
Diyarbakır to voice their demands in front of the authorities and criticized that trade 
unions, NGOs and political parties did not deal with the problem sufficiently. It was 
difficult  for  the  IDPs to  organize,  because Göç-Der  had not  opened a branch in 
Diyarbakır. Serdar Talay promised that the association would soon open a branch 
there.

Şeyhmus  Diken,  advisor  for  the  mayor  in  Diyarbakır,  stated  in  October  that  the 
project of village-town and central village should not be mixed up with the return to 
the villages. He also argued that the pragmatic solutions all focused on control. “But 
resettlement  and  return  to  the  villages  has  to  mean  that  those  people,  who  for 
various reasons have been torn away from their homes, are enabled to return to their 
old settlement under better economic, social and psychological conditions. This must 
be done without too much of centralization and bureaucracy.”

Diken  added  that  the  views  of  the  persons  in  question  should  be  taken  into 
consideration and the officials would have to consider,  how the people in village-
towns could contribute to the production and had to make investments without asking 
for money back. “The farmers should be given a cow or sheep for free. In areas that 
are suitable for bees or knitting of carpets supportive measures must be taken. As a 
precondition the ban on pastureland has to be lifted. Roads to the villages have to be 
repaired. Electricity and water supply has to be guaranteed.”

Villages opened for settlement in 2000 with the village-town project

Konalga

This  village-town  in  Çatak  district  (Van)  was  erected  near  Konalga  village.  The 
construction work started in 1998 and the village with 383 houses was opened for 
settlement in August. The village-town was built on 500 acres in a distance of 47 
kilometers to Çatak and should accommodate 5,000 people from 13 villages and 
hamlets. Each house of 85 square meters had a garden of 500 square meters. The 
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village-town had a gendarmerie station, primary school, post office, health center and 
dormitories for civil servants.

Reportedly  the  families,  who  wanted  to  settle  in  Konalga  had  to  sign  contracts 
promising that they would not leave within the next 20 years. They were obliged to 
report to the gendarmerie, when they wanted to go to town. Further reports stated 
that 80 families from the Ezdinan tribe (village guards) settled in Konalga.

The families in Konalga should get 15 sheep, 10 trees for walnuts and 5 boxes for 
bees in October. They would have to pay for it starting in 2001 in 3 equal installments 
each year. The families would get TL 600 million in material aid to build of sheds for 
sheep.

Kaymakamçeşme

In February 68 families were reported to have returned to Kaymakamçeşme village, 3 
kilometers outside Şırnak. Şırnak Governor Hüseyin Başkaya declared that his office, 
the Foundation for Development in the Southeast and the GAP administration jointly 
build Kaymakamçeşme village. He continued:

“We tried to meet all the needs in the village. The only thing missing is electricity. We started a project  
on raising sheep in the village. All we ask for 10 sheep per family is that the labs are given to us in two 
years time to give them to newly build villages. There are many, you want to return, of the situation is 
secure, but the new generation does not want to return. We want to create the conditions that would  
keep them there. At the moment Taşdelen and İnceler village in Uludere district have been newly built.  
In the coming days people will  start to return to Başağaç and Güneyçam villages and Güneyyaka 
village in Beytüşşebap district.  With this project  we want to show that  we have not  forgotten our  
farmers that were forced to leave their homes.”

Başağaç

In December 13 families were reported to have settled in the second village-town in 
the Southeast,  in Başağaç in Şırnak province. Şırnak Governor Hüseyin Başkaya 
stated that 56 of 106 houses had been built. 700 people would settle in them. “But 
there are some deficiencies that will  be closed in the future. In the first place we 
accommodated 13 families that were living in tents. The others will settle in 2001.”

Başkaya added that 108 villages had been evacuated in Şırnak and its districts. Four 
of them were ready for settlement. Other reports said that the 56 houses were given 
to village guards, who had left their homes in 1989, while another 44 families, who 
had been forced to leave their homes and move to Kumçatı, because they rejected to 
become  village  guards,  did  not  get  a  positive  response  to  their  application  for 
settlement.

Further information on village-towns

In  Hakkari  infrastructural  measures  for  village-towns  started  in  July.  In  Çukurca 
district  the  construction  work  for  120  houses  started  near  Üzümlü  a  village  with 
village guards. Hakkari Governor Orhan Işın spoke at the laying of the foundation 
stone and said that a new period had started in the region. The intention was to 
gather  those,  who  had  been  forced  to  leave  their  homes.  “In  the  village-towns 
inhabitants  of  several  village  will  come together  and  we  shall  secure  education, 
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health and transport. The State will  also make economic investments. About TL 2 
trillion will be spent for the 120 houses.”

In April Bitlis Governor Keramettin Köksal gathered the headmen of İçmeli, Akçalı, 
Çalıdüzü and Gümüşkanat villages and told them that infrastructural measures had 
been taken to bring the inhabitants together. He claimed that stockbreeding would 
become alive and declared that the State would assist the villagers in their aim to 
return.

3.4.2. Villages Opened for Return

In August OHAL Governor Gökhan Aydıner stated that 2,250 people had returned to 
24 villages and 30 hamlets in June alone. He claimed that much had been achieved 
in the project of “return to the villages”. 

Reports from Hakkari stated that the inhabitants of Şımanıs, Kutranıs, Sevin and İlik 
village, who had gone to Van in 1994, after their villages had been evacuated, were 
allowed to return in July. The governor had given permission. Reportedly some of the 
villagers stayed in tents,  while others started to repair their houses. The villagers 
stated that this was only a temporary return.

In June Bitlis Governor Keramettin Köksal stated that the return to 19 villages and 24 
hamlets had started. He added that in Bitlis and its surrounding the population of 84 
villages and 126 hamlets had left  since 1992. For the rebuilding in İçmeli,  Akçalı, 
Çalıdüzü, Gümüşkanat and İçgeçit villages TL 87 billion had been spent in 1999. In 
2000 another  TL 500 billion  had been allocated  and the  houses would  soon be 
handed over. The office of the governor paid for the material, while the owners had to 
take care of craftsmanship.

Mardin Governor Temel Koçaklar stated that 3 pilot villages had been identified in 3 
districts. In this context returns were possible to Çankaya village in Mazıdağ district, 
Çayırlı village in Midyat district and Akyürek village in Savur district. 

Diyarbakır  Governor  Cemil  Serhadlı  stated  in  December  that  3,813  people  had 
returned during the year. He added: 

“Besides financial  aid  we provide  material  such as concrete,  iron and sand.  The 
people concerned may also use vehicles of official  institutions. In Kulp district 50 
modern houses were built in İslam village. As soon as they are ready, they will be 
handed over.”

In  November  Serhadlı  visited  20  families,  who  had  returned  to  Şaklat  village  in 
Kocaköy district (Diyarbakır). He said that with material help from the Urgent Support 
Funds about 300 people were living in the village and added that aid would continue 
for families in need, but agreed that the State was not be able to meet all the needs.

Tunceli Governor Mehmet Ali Türker said in May that the return to Sağman village in Pertek 
district and Ulukale village in Çemişgezek province had started. He stated that new houses 
had been built  for  all  those,  who  returned.  They had also been given a loan for  buying 
animals. The governor asserted that the conditions for a return to Dereova and Büyükyurt 
village in Nazımiye district would be created until the end of the year. Mehmet Ali Türker said 
further: 
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“Last year a total of 145 houses were built in two village in Pertek and Çemişkezek district. 
This year we want to build secure central villages in 7 districts. The first project is on 234 
houses in Dereova village in Nazımiye district.  The same applies  to Büyükyurt  village in 
Nazımiye district,  where the infrastructural  measures have started. We want  to build 200 
houses in this village. The Ministry for the Interior has allocated TL 430 billion for the return 
to the villages in our province and rehabilitation measures.” He added that many farmers, 
who returned, had been given calves and cows.

In June, Hıdır Aytaç, chairman of HADEP for Tunceli province, made a written statement. He 
acknowledged that a partial return to the villages had started but added that the people in the 
region expected a permanent solution. Many had applied to the governor or other authorities 
asking for the possibility to return. They wanted to look after their fields, repair their homes 
and  settle  in  them.  The farmers  needed  help  and  the  governor  was  very  active  in  this 
respect.

3.4.3. Initiatives of IDPs to Return

Applications to Governor

On 7 April  inhabitants of Ballıca, Bostancık,  Demirkaya, Gaziler, Güneşli,  Kelekçi, 
Konakçı,  Meşelidere,  Sağlarca  (Bloris),  Yazlıca,  Yerlibahçe  (Kutmis)  and 
Yokuşbağlar (Suske) in the central district of Siirt applied to the office of the governor 
asking for permission to return. The demanded that their houses should be prepared 
and the area should be cleaned from mines. They hoped that they would not be 
forced to become village guards, would be given loans for stockbreeding and the 
schools  and  roads would  be  prepared.  Hayrettin  Ay,  headman of  Kelekçi  village 
stated that they had been forced to leave the village with 70 families in 1995. All 
houses had been destroyed, after they left the village. Even if they were told that they 
could go back,  they had no place to live in.  They needed permission during this 
month,  because  they  had  not  planted  anything  yet.  If  they  could  go  during  the 
months, they could distribute the seed in their gardens. If permission was given in 2 
or 3 months, they could do nothing for the harvest.

In April 112 inhabitants from Karataş and Kozluca village in Ovacık district (Tunceli) 
and Boydaş village in Hozat district presented petitions about their wishes to return to 
the governor in İstanbul asking him to forward them to the governor in Tunceli. 

On 19 June some 83 families from Kebapçı, Arısu and Kışlak village in Mazıdağı 
district (Mardin), who had been forced to migrate in 1993, approached the governor’s 
office in Mardin asking for permission to return.

In August villagers from Dalkorur (Kanılca), Payandı (Derevat) and Akdiken village in 
Eruh district and Yazlıca village in the central district applied to the governor’s office 
in Siirt aiming at a return to their village. Later they stated that the governor had told 
him that it was still too early, because the situation was not suitable. They added that 
they had been forced to leave their villages in 1997, because of the pressure from 
the gendarmerie.

In August Bingöl Governor Tamer Gürsoy stated that 17,499 people had asked for 
permission to return to their villages in Bingöl province. A total of 557 families with 
3,806 members had been given permission and they had returned to 14 villages. The 
governor added that all of them would be provided with the necessary infrastructure 
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and  families,  who  did  not  have  the  opportunity  to  build  their  houses  would  get 
material help.

Applications to the Social Aid and Culture Association with Migrants (Göç-Der)

In 1999 Göç-Der had forwarded 3,500 applications of villagers wishing to return to 
the GNAT. The reply from special secretary Fatih Ören came in January stating that 
the subject would be put on the agenda of parliament. Göç-Der chairman Mahmut 
Özgür  stated  that  his  association  had  forwarded  4,000  applications  earlier.  They 
should have been put on the agenda of parliament, but that had not happened so far. 

During migration week between 10 and 16 June board members of Göç-Der and 
IDPs went to the post office in Galatasaray (İstanbul) and sent letters to the Prime 
Minister concerning problems of internal displacement and conditions needed for a 
return. During the week a delegation of 4 people visited the President of the GNAT 
and presented 10,539 applications  for  a  return  to  the villages.  After  the  meeting 
GNAT deputy chairman Vecdi Gönül stated that the petitions were rightful, because 
the problem of migration was important and needed an urgent solution. He stated 
that special funds might be allocated at the office of the Prime Minister. However, the 
problem could only be taken up in October since the GNAT would go on holiday in 
July. The delegation also visited the Minister of Justice, the Minister responsible for 
human right and the Minister for Building and Housing.

From the accompanying letter  to the petitions,  which Göç-Der presented to the  
President of the GNAT:

Re: Petitions from IDPs on the solution of internal displacement

Migration  and  internal  displacement  has  become  a  basic,  dramatic  question  
affecting our country in terms of economy, social and politically. Many victims have  
approached our association that is in solidarity with IDPs and tries to research and 
develop  solutions  to  the  problem.  We would  like  to  present  the  results  of  our  
activities and observations and present our recommendations for a solution to the 
relevant authorities.

In the 1990s million of people from some four thousand villages and hamlets in the 
East and Southeast (OHAL region) were forced to leave their homes, because of  
the  system  of  village  guards,  bans  on  pastureland,  food  control  and  security 
reasons. The village guards’ system and the ban on pastureland as reason for  
internal displacement continue until today.

As  a  result  of  the  mass  exodus  slums  developed  in  big  cities  without  any 

infrastructure,  where  no  waste  is  being  collected  many  IDPs  use  wet  cellars,  

inhabitable  houses  in  the  city  centers.  Because  of  unhealthy  living  conditions,  

poverty and psychological problems the health condition of the IDPs is critical. A  

contemporary democratic state of law cannot leave internally displaced people to  

their fate in the slums.
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While the IDPs are accommodated badly, hungry and in poverty, their crops and  
fields at home is left unused. This affects the economy of the country negatively.

Official statements confirm that clashes in the OHAL region have come to an end 
and security has been installed. There are almost no political killings compared to  
previous years. It is possible to travel in the region by day and night. The state of  
emergency and the system of village guards have become superfluous.

Positive developments in recent years have led to a return to the village. Many  
people fled the way back after the earthquake of 17 August. But since the farmers  
are not allowed to go back to their villages the migration back has stranded in the  
towns. There unemployment, hunger and infrastructural problems have increased  
dramatically. Let us not lose another year for the sake of the IDPs and our country.  
It is a positive step that five villages in Tunceli province were opened for return, but 
this is not enough.

The Housing Law that passed the Interior Commission in April is not sufficient for a  
solution. In contemporary, democratic countries the right to settlement and travel is  
a basic right. The right to accommodation and possession is also under protection.  
That is also true for Turkey. Thousands of IDPs, who applied to our association,  
stated that they wanted to return to their own villages and not place far away from  
them.

DEMANDS:

The state of emergency, the control on food and the ban of pastureland have to be  
lifted. All kinds of need must be met freely. Necessary legal measures have to be  
taken to secure the right to settlement and travel. Equality between the regions has  
to be secured in particular concerning the infrastructure.

The damages of the IDPs must be established. Material aid must be provided so  
that the IDPs and village guards can contribute to a productive life.

In  villages  with  150  families  or  more  schools  for  professional  skills  must  be  
established. Villages that can address neighboring villages must get culture houses  
that can provide professional education. Opportunities must be given professional  
organizations like cooperatives and the youth must be equipped with the possibility  
for social and cultural activities. Professional and cultural services will contribute to  
the development of our villages in economic and social terms and secure stability.

Göç-Der takes the question of IDPs and evacuated villages as an urgent matter  
and  believes  that  the  place  for  a  solution  is  the  GNAT.  Therefore,  we  are 
forwarding the applications of 10,539 families to the Presidency.

Respectfully, 13.06.2000

Mahmut Özgür, chairman, in the name of the board of Göç-Der 

The  new  chairwoman  of  Göç-Der,  Şefika  Gürbüz,  stated  in  December  that  her 
association had presented another 17,914 petitions to the GNAT.
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Applications to HADEP and the “IDP Report 2000”

According to the “IDP Report 2000” a total of 23,378 petitions of people, who wanted 
to return to their villages, had been forwarded to HADEP until August 2000. Most of 
the  petitions  had  come  from  Adana  (9,742),  followed  by  Mersin  (4,692)  and 
Diyarbakır (2,009).

The report stated that most people had been forced to leave their villages between 
1985 and 1995. The majority of the IDPs spoke Kurdish as their mother tongue. The 
main reasons for migration were listed as follows:

“OHAL practices amounting to oppression from time to time;

Negative effects and damages created by special teams and the system of village 
guards;

The bans on pastureland that had made stockbreeding almost impossible;

Life security was not secured;

Families were uncertain about the future of their children

Tension and uneasy feelings because of military clashes;

The tension and uneasiness as a result  of  armed clashes affected the economic  
structure and destroyed the infrastructure;

Pressure to become village guards

The fact that the security forces treated people in the region as potential criminals,  
because of their identities;

The existence of ‘disappearance’s and political killings in the region.”

The report stated that most IDPs had gone to the provinces of Adana, Mersin, Aydın, 
Antalya, Hatay, İzmir, Manisa, İstanbul, Bursa, Denizli, Tekirdağ, Kocaeli, Eskişehir, 
Sakarya, Bilecik, Muğla and Kütahya. The following suggestions were made for a 
project “return to the villages”:

“1- There should be no pressure on the return to the villages; the individuals have to  
take such a decision voluntarily, in a democratic environment and conditions.

2- The State is obliged to secure the life of all citizens in all parts of the country.  
There cannot be a luxury of depopulating a whole area because of security reasons.  
The State  has to  trust  its  citizens  and has no right  to  look at  them as potential  
criminals.  Therefore,  the  inhabitants  of  the  villages  have  to  decide  on  which 
settlement is safe, not the security forces. The security forces are obliged to secure  
the villages to where the people return. Another obligation is to create the conditions 
for humane life conditions and compensate the losses.
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3- The return should not be prevented by an evaluation of suitable or not suitable and 
for security reasons.

4- It is difficult to secure the infrastructure in hamlets of five to ten houses. Under the 
condition of voluntary participation hamlets that are close to each other should come 
together. Villagers, who want to return to the hamlets, must be compensated for their  
losses.

5- The system of village guards must be abandoned. Village guards that are involved 
in criminal acts must be brought to justice. Village guards that have been affected by  
violence and clashes must be rehabilitated.

6-  Within  “The  Return  to  the  Villages”  project  Supervisory  Boards  on  Migrations 
should be established in cooperation of official institutions with civilian organizations  
such as TMMOB, TTB, the HRA, HRFT, mayors and headmen. Such boards should  
exist in provinces as well as in districts.”

The report also included detailed recommendations on measures for rehabilitation, 
compensation  and  the  financial  aspect  of  the  return  to  the  villages  project.  The 
demands of the villagers were summarized as:

“We want to return to our villages;

Material losses have to be compensated;

A secure atmosphere has to be created in the region;

The fields must be cleared of mines;

OHAL and the system of village guards have to be lifted;

The region must be given priority for development;

The region has to get more social and economic life;

Loans without interest and jobs should be provided.”

HADEP deputy chairman and chair of the IDP Commission Eyyüp Karageçi declared in April 
that the root of the migration from the region was the Kurdish problem. No decisive step had 
been taken for  a solution.  The region needed  peace and democracy.  A socio-economic 
attack was also needed for a solution. Karageçi pointed at the landmines in the regions and 
said:

“Even if you say ‘let’s go’ that is not possible. You cannot make a living, raise sheep or cattle 
or look after your fields. The government has to work on this. The state of emergency is a 
serious obstacle for a return to the villages. OHAL and the village guard system have to be 
lifted. The State has to take precautions against village guards and their bosses that have 
been involved in  criminal  activities.  Projects  for  social  life  must  be developed.  A secure 
environment is necessary for a return.”

Karageçi stated that the population did not favor the village-town project and looked 
at it as a kind of open prison. He complained that the secure environment had not 
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been installed. In the big cities the IDPs had formed villages within the cities and 
social life had been turned upside down. The government needed to develop a policy 
on this and HADEP was ready to participate. That would also increase the trust of the 
people in the region. Karageçi claimed that some deputies were turning a blind eye 
on the problem. They should fulfill their moral duty. As representatives of the people 
they  should  take  an  active  role  in  the  project  of  return  to  life.  Karageçi  finally 
demanded that the military posts and control points should be lifted so that life could 
turn to normal. 

“Difficult” to return to empty villages (Güngör Uras/10.05.2000-Milliyet)

On the road to Siirt you can see abandoned sheds and henhouses to the left and 
right.  Really  big  ones that  are  deserted  now.  Many of  them have  barracks  for 
guards around them. Half of them remained empty,  because there are no more 
animals  in  the  mountains.  The  other  half  is  hensheds  that  were  built,  when 
incentives were given, but they were never finished. Some of them hen farms may 
have been built, in order to get a piece of the cake, but many were not finished, 
because of the change of conditions. There were many well-intended farmers in the 
region,  who  sold  their  lorry  or  house in  order  to  start  stockbreeding.  Later  the 
imported cows became their problem. The reports of the veterinarian forced them to 
bring their cattle to the slaughterhouse.

Because of terror the mountains, meadows are still closed for owners of animals. 
Only some pasturelands may be used on permission. For that region stockbreeding 
has come to an end in the South and the Southeast. 

Travel between Eruh and Siirt is only possible at daylight and under control. On the 
way you can many abandoned villages. Many have been emptied or evacuated 15 
years ago. At the time 99% of these villages had electricity, 97% had phone lines 
and 57% of  them were  supplied with  water  through pipelines.  In  83% of  these 
villages schools existed and many had health centers. 

All that is left are the walls of stone houses. They are without doors and windows... 
How can the inhabitants return to these villages? In 15 years their structure has 
changed. Their expectations have changed. Their lifestyle has changed. The young 
ones have either found a job or gone a different direction. What will the old ones do, 
if  they  return  to  the  villages?  How  can  they  live  without  electricity,  water,  a 
telephone and a health center? Which gendarmerie station will protect a village with 
3 or 5 people?

Billoris (Sağlarca) village is 20 kilometer away from Siirt, built on a small mountain. 
This village had roads, water, electricity,  phone line, health center, school and a 
gendarmerie station watching over 60 families, before it was evacuated 15 years 
ago. Since the road between Siirt and Eruh is closed at night the people cannot 
return to the village that is along the road. Yet, the villagers are allowed to look after 
their fields, for the last two years. Sabri Başyiğit goes to the fields during the day 
and returns with his family to town in the evening. He is growing vegetable.

It  appears that the terror in the region has stopped, but the security forces are 
controlling the area with all their troops. It is uncertain, whether the terrorist beyond 
the border will enter Turkey again. One should wait until autumn. The villages have 
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no infrastructure. Life has changed during the 15 years of absence. It is impossible 
that whole families return and start life at the point, where they left the village.

3.5. Obstacles for Return
During  the  year  2000 the  authorities  continued to  deny responsibility  for  internal 
displacement  and tried  to  avoid  payment  of  compensation.  This  attitude became 
most obvious by the demand from people,  who wanted to return,  to sign papers 
stating that the PKK set their villages on fire and/or confirming that they would return 
on their own means.

Kulp Governor İbrahim Akın called on inhabitants of Alaca (Naderan) village in Kulp 
district  (Diyarbakır)  that  had been evacuated in  1993 to  return.  The members of 
some 450 families that had been living in the village were asked to apply directly to 
the governor via the headman Vehbi Başer. Local sources later declared that the 
return was only possible if the applicants signed papers that they would return on 
their own means. Those, who did not sign the paper, were not allowed back.

Reports from Çukurca district (Hakkari) stated that the petitions of many villagers, 
who approached the governor in August with their wish to return, were not accepted, 
because  they  had  claimed  compensation.  Headman  of  Kurudere  village,  Salih 
Demirel, headman of Çağlayan village, Kerim Dalga, headman of Kavuşak village, 
Mehmet Tan, headman of Uzundere village, Hacı Gültekin, headman of Işıklı village, 
Salih Çetinkaya,  headman of Kazandere village, İsmail  Kara, headman of Kavaklı 
village,  Şeho  Aslan  and  headman  of  Çınralı  village,  Farıs  Tunç  (all  villages 
evacuated between 1993 and 1996) had asked the governor for permission to return 
from Van and Hakkari.

The governor Avni Kula did not accept petitions of villagers, who claimed that their 
villages had been burnt down. He prepared petitions stating, “we want to return to our 
villages that  were  burnt  down by the  PKK”.  Kerim Dalga,  headman of  Çağlayan 
villages stated  that  Avni  Kula  blamed him for  preparing  such petitions:  “You  are 
asking for compensation. According to the petitions the State is wrong. Nobody can 
ask the State to compensate damage. Go to the lawyer, who prepared the petition 
and ask him to take you to the village.”

Villagers in Ömerli district (Mardin) complained that they had been confronted with 
the  condition  of  becoming village guards,  if  they  wanted  to  return.  Families  with 
relatives among the PKK militants had not been allowed back to their villages. In 
June inhabitants of Sivritepe, Çimenli, Güzelağaç and Taşgedik village had asked the 
commander of the gendarmerie station in Ömerli to go back to their villages. Officials 
of the military had informed them that families, who had no relatives among PKK 
members, might go back, but they had to accept arms to protect themselves. Cemil 
Aydoğan, chairman of the Mardin branch of the HRA, commented the incident stating 
that the return to the villages could not be healthy, if the condition of becoming village 
guards was put forward. 

Local (civilian) authorities allowed some villagers to return, but many of them were 
hindered by the gendarmerie. In Şırnak province 15 families from Şewe hamlet of 
Şekrıka village in Güçlükonak district,  who had been forced to  migrate to  Siirt  in 
1995,  were  hindered by the gendarmerie.  Reportedly  military  authority  had given 
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them permission in December 1999 and they hired lorries to take their belongings 
back. At the bridge over a river gendarmes stopped them. Allegedly the villagers, 
who did  not  accept  to  become village guards,  were  sent  back.  Osman Gök (50) 
reported:

“The village guards under the command of Baho Ağa permanently complained about 
us in Güçlükonak. They killed my uncle Mehmet Gök in broad daylight. One year my 
family and me stayed in Kaiyaheci and one year in Şehrıka village. Since we came to 
Siirt we are poor. The village guards cut the trees for free in the village and sold the 
wood… We asked the military authorities to take our animals on foot back to the 
village, but they forced us to rent lorries. We had to sell animals in order to pay the 
rent and are now living in sheds instead of houses.”

A major obstacle for people, who wanted to return to their villages, was the fact, that 
village guards  had occupied their  fields.  Şefika  Gürbüz,  chairwoman of  Göç-Der, 
pointed at the difficulties for a return to the villages. She said in December that the 
state  of  emergency (OHAL) constituted the greatest  obstacle.  The village guards 
were  the  second  obstacle,  since  they  had  occupied  land  that  belonged  to  the 
villagers. In order not to give back the fields the village guards tried everything to 
prevent the owners from returning.

The Kayran family applied to HADEP in Mersin stating that their fields, registered in 
Aramis hamlet of Tosuntara village in Pervari  district (Siirt) had been occupied by 
Mustafa Pervari, headman of Palamut village and the village guards working under 
his command.

On 23 November the daily “Yeni  Gündem” reported that Selman Keskin,  chief  of 
village guards in Çizmeli village had asked nomads from the Kırivan tribe to pay TL 
20 billion as rent for the fields of Payamlı,  Çimenbaşı (Merge), Awanas (Avanos), 
Bölüklü, Kasırcelo, Şıdada, Kuşdalı and Bilgili  village in Eruh district (Siirt).  These 
villages had been evacuated in 1994.

Muhittin Polat,  headman of Payamlı  village, stated that since 1994 village guards 
would cut their trees and sell the wood. There was almost no tree for fruit left and 
now they had started to occupy their fields and were letting their houses. He added 
that he would file an official complaint against the village guards.

Bedri Polat, also from Payamlı village, stated that they had been forced to leave the 
village, because they did not accept to become village guards. They were living in 
Siirt  under  great  difficulties.  “We have  approached  the  authorities  several  times, 
asking them for permission to return, but have not received a reply. While we were 
waiting to go back the village guards have sold our houses. We talked to the nomads 
and they told us that they paid TL 2 billion in advance to Selman Keskin. The nomads 
told us ‘give us the money and we won’t stay in your village’. We are expecting the 
governor to intervene. 

İzzettin Dündar from Bölüklü village and Abdullah and Kardi Akın from Çimenbaşı 
(Merge) village also said that they would file an official complaint against the village 
guards, who occupied their land.
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In March 19 families from Merge village filed an official  complaint  with  the public 
prosecutor in Siirt complaining that village guards had cut the trees in their gardens. 
They accused the village guards Ahmet Keskin, Tahir Keskin, Selman Keskin, Kemal 
Keskin and Hüseyin Keskin.

Alican Önlü, chairman for HADEP in Tunceli province, stated on 30 September that 
the inhabitants of Büyükyurt  and Ballıca village in Nazımiye district  had been put 
under pressure to leave their villages. The villagers had been given permission to 
return for four month, but the permission was not prolonged. 

3.6. Civilian Initiatives
In Diyarbakır  representatives of  35 institutions including the governor’s office,  the 
municipality, Dicle University, Health Directorate and the medical association came 
together.  In  July  they  presented  a  report  on  the  effects  of  migration  on  the 
environment, health etc. The report stated that unemployment, lack of education and 
poverty were the greatest problems for towns in the Southeast that had to cope with 
large numbers of migrants. The report also stated that the exodus slowed down after 
1995, but the problems in the cities continued. In particular children were at risk of 
serious  diseases.  The  municipalities,  the  health  offices  and  the  directorates  for 
education continued to lack personnel as well as financial means. The report also 
mentioned: “Food is sold in the open air. There is no sufficient control. In several 
parts of the towns wastewater is used for watering. Subsequent diseases are not 
reported properly.”

On 26 August the HADEP organization in Siirt held a conference on “The Problem of 
Migration and the village-town Project”. Ali Rıza Yurtsever, deputy secretary general 
of  HADEP  stated  that  in  Siirt  alone  5,486  people  had  applied  to  the  migration 
commission of HADEP asking for help so that they can return to their villages. He 
demanded that the damage had to be reported and compensated.

The Faculty for Sociology at the Aegean University and the Foundation for Scientific 
Education, Arts and Culture in İzmir conducted a survey among people living in the 
slums of İzmir. Prof. Dr. İbrahim Armağan announced the result and said that 37% of 
the people living in slums had come from eastern and southeastern provinces. The 
question “do you consider yourselves to be from İzmir?” had been answered with 
“no” by 82% of the interviewed people and 54% had said that they were not happy to 
be living in İzmir. Most of the interviewed people had complained that their children 
could not grow up in their own culture and that the families were “falling apart”. 

90% of the consulted people had demanded that the state of emergency and the 
system of village guards should be lifted. About 48% of the people above 35 years of 
age had said that they wanted to return to their villages under the conditions that the 
State cared for their security. Only the people below the age of 35 had no great wish 
to return to their places of origin.

3.7. Enforced Migration and the Right to Asylum
In Turkey, which is an important crossing point (transit) for asylum seekers from Asia 
and Africa trying to get to Europe, tens of thousands of migrants are caught every 
year and send back to their home countries, without their claims for asylum being 
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investigated. That was no different in 2000. Many persons died in the attempt to get 
to Europe. This shows the high risk asylum seekers are taking, when leaving their 
countries. 

Turkey does not grant the status of refugee to people from outside Europe on the 
basis of the reservation it put to the Geneva Convention of 1951. The implementation 
of the 1994 Regulation of Asylum Seeking, which grants temporary right of asylum to 
non-European  refugees  until  they  are  located  in  a  third  country,  excludes  many 
asylum  seekers  from  the  procedures  of  asylum  seeking.  Unless  they  apply  for 
asylum within  5  days  after  arrival,  they have  no chance of  remaining  in  Turkey. 
Therefore, it appears that people coming from eastern or southern borders of Turkey 
have no choice but seek for a way out from the western and northern borders mostly. 

According to official figures a total of 94,514 “illegal migrants” were captured in the 
area under police (towns) and gendarmerie control (rural areas). The UNHCR stated 
that 5,777 people had applied for refugee status. The General Directory for Security 
stated  that  most  people,  who  had entered  Turkey illegally,  came from Moldavia. 
During the first six months of the year 3,860 people from Moldavia were caught in 
Turkey,  This  group  was  followed  by  people  from  Iran  (3,443),  Iraq  (3,089), 
Afghanistan (1,907),  Romania (1,786),  Pakistan (1,637),  Ukraine (1,517),  Russian 
Federation (1,481) and Georgia (1,330). In the same period 78 Turkish citizens were 
captured, when they tried to leave the country illegally. 

Measures against the traffic of refugees and migrants were confined to extraditing 
the people. In the province of Van operations were carried out in villages of Başkale, 
Özalp and Çaldıran district,  close to  the border.  During one year  5,785 Iranians, 
1,236 Afghani were among the 7,600 people detained for having crossed the border 
illegally. In addition, 165 Turkish citizens were detained on charges of organizing the 
acts.  Among the 7,600 illegal  migrants 33 were  arrested and 7,567 people were 
extradited. 

From İstanbul 12,921 foreigners were extradited during the first 10 months of the 
year. More than 3,000 had come from Iran and Iraq. 

In October a conference on the “Fight against Human Trafficking” was held in Rome. 
For Turkey the Justice Minister Hikmet Sami Türk participated. He made a statement, 
before  he  went  to  the  conference  and  said  that  some  criminal  and  terrorist 
organization exploited the hope of the people telling them to find jobs, stay permits or 
asylum in prosperous countries in Europe, North America or Australia. “Often these 
people, who had to spend all their money, are caught on the way, some lose their 
lives and others are seduced to commit crimes in order to make a living. Children and 
women are sexually exploited. Turkey is a bridge between the East and the West. 
Partly because of its geographical position and partly because of instability in the 
neighboring countries it is seen as a transit country in this traffic. Turkey has to take 
up important duties in the fight against illegal smuggling of human.”

In the conference representatives from Albanis,  Romania, China and Nigeria were among 
the participants. One report alleged that the Turkish mafia was very active on the Balkans 
and Turkey was accused of not taking sufficient measures against the trading with human. 
The report  demanded that  in  particular  Kurds should  be prevented from fleeing to other 
countries,
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The Right to Life for Refugees and Migrants

According to reports in the press at least 55 people passing Turkey lost they lives by 
drowning, bullets or by freezing to death.

On 25 March the corpses of İsmail Özgüvenlikli, owner of a boat in Bodrum (Muğla), 
and 8 people from Northern Iraq were found on Kos Island (Greece). Apparently the 
boat sank during the trip to Istanköy Island and the people drowned.

On 10 May soldiers opened fire on a group of 153 people,  ho tried to cross the 
border between Turkey and the Iran in Doğubeyazıt district (Ağrı). Having come from 
Bangladesh,  Muhammet  Cihangir,  Muhammet  Sebu,  Ahmet  Aşkaraluet,  Salim 
Rahimi  and  someone  named  Makbul,  from  Afghanistan  Necip  Nevbu,  Nur 
Muhammetağa, Nasır Ahmet and from Pakistan Ali Asker were killed. İshak Rızai, 
Mahmut Eşref, Muhammet Bilal, Ahmet Akbarni and Mehmet Ali were injured. A total 
of 139 people,  50 from Afghanistan, 37 from Pakistan, 52 from Bangladesh were 
taken to the prosecutor’s office. Ağrı Deputy Governor Yusuf Fazıl Demir stated that 
the refugees had been considered to be terrorists.

On 24 June soldiers opened fire on a group of 3 people trying to enter Turkey from 
the South near Hezil River. Cemal Muhari from Süleymaniye in Northern Iraq died 
and Mustafa Baran and Ziyan Baran were injured.

On 28 June Muhammet Arif (23) from Afghanistan stepped on a mine in Doğubeyazıt 
district (Ağrı). He was heavily wounded and taken to hospital.

On 18 July soldiers opened fire on Muhammet Feysa and another person coming 
from Syria and trying to enter Turkey in Yayladağı district (Hatay). Both men were 
killed.

On 11 August soldiers opened fire on four people from Northern Iraq, who tried to 
enter  Turkey  in  Çukurca  district  (Hakkari.  Halil  Kazım  from Erbil  was  killed  and 
Muhammed Yama, Rezayi Yama and another man were injured.

On 26  August  a  ship  sank  between  Bodrum and  Greece.  18  from Iraq,  5  from 
Afghanistan,  8  from Iran and one more passenger  drowned.  Seven people were 
rescued and the captain Tevrat Yanık was arrested.

On 13 November soldiers opened fire on a group of 17 people, allegedly because 
they did not stop when trying to cross the border in Doğubeyazıt district (Ağrı). Two 
people from Bangladesh (no names) were killed and three refugees were wounded, 
while the other 12 refugees were detained.

At  the beginning  of  December five  of  about  100 refugees coming from Iran and 
Afghanistan froze to death near Nobirin village in Başkale district  (Van). Soldiers, 
who came to the area, detained some 45 refugees, while the other 50 were able to 
escape.
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4. The Right to Personal Security
No positive steps were taken in Turkey in the year 2000 to improve personal security. 
On  the  contrary  restrictive  measures  had  to  be  reported.  During  this  time  the 
pressure in the prisons increased, preparations were made for the introduction of the 
F-type prisons and the operations in the prisons increased the tension in society. No 
decrease of torture was registered and no steps were taken for the punishment of 
torturers.

a) The Parliamentarian Research Commission

The activities of the Research Commission on Human Rights in the Grand National 
Assembly of Turkey (GNAT) occupied an important place in 2000. On 29 February 
the chairwoman Sema Pişkinsüt and the members Emre Kocaoğlu (ANAP) and Kadir 
Bozkurt (DYP) carried out an inspection of Gaziosmanpaşa Küçükköy Police Station 
according  to  information they had received from prisoners in  Bakırköy Prison for 
Women and Children. The delegations found devices used for the bastinado and the 
“hanger”. They had to discuss with the staff at the police station, because thy wanted 
to confiscate the tools. The chief of the station alleged that he had never seen the 
tools before and did not know what they were used for. In the end the deputies took 
the material to Ankara.

At the entrance to the GNAT the police officers did not want to permit the tools to be 
taken into the building, but when Pişkinsüt insisted she was allowed to bring it into 
the building as evidence of the Commission.

Repression and Torture in our Political  Culture/Taner Akçam (İletişim Publishing 
House)

The chapter on “Torture Discussions in Parliament”

“In 1910 widespread detentions were made on allegations of a plot. The suspects 
including deputies were tortured. One of them, MP Rıza Nur, managed to smuggle 
a stick, a whip and a fingernail that he lost during the torture in a mattress out of the 
garrison of Bekir Ağa. Later he raised the question in parliament and showed the 
pieces from the speaker’s box. The following discussion revealed that torture was 
widespread  in  Turkey  and  the  investigation  was  carried  out  outside  the  State 
organs.

The commander of the military unit told friends, who tried to visit Rıza Nur in prison, 
that he could not allow them to do so, because he was had no knowledge of what 
the secret interrogation team was doing...

During the discussion in parliament the torture methods were explained in detail. 
Names of the victims were given and information presented that some lost their 
minds, others lost their ability to speak, some were suffering from gangrene and 
others  had  tried  to  commit  suicide.  Besides  the  known  torture  methods  the 
prisoners in the unit of Bekir Ağa had been forced to torture each other.”
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During a press conference on 2 March Sema Pişkinsüt informed about the “hanger” 
tool, the Commission had found in İstanbul Gaziosmanpaşa Küçükköy Police Station 
(13). She said that the Commission had found the tool on information provided by 267 
children they had interviewed in Bakırköy Prison for Women and Children. Sema 
Pişkinsüt added that the children had given consistent information on time and places 
of the torture they gone through. “Except for suspects in cases of murder, all children 
alleged that they were ill-treated in detention. When they told us what had happened, 
they shivered and told us under tear how they had been stripped naked and what 
they had felt during the ill-treatment.” 

Sema Pişkinsüt  did  not  show the  torture  tool  to  journalists  stating  that  all  police 
officers might be regarded as torturers, if she did. 

On 3 March the delegation made another ad-hoc visit to four more police stations in 
İstanbul. After the inspection they said that they did not find any torture tools in the 
stations, but at the places, which the prisoners had described, holes had been found 
in the ceiling, which someone, who had climbed on a chair, had tried to cover up with 
concrete. These had been places for hooks used to suspend the prisoners.

Emre Kocaoğlu, member of the Commission, stated that they were planning to visit 
all police stations. He stressed that the problem was not just finding one stick. The 
General Director for Security,  Turan Genç, on the other hand, commented on the 
finding of a “hanger” that the so-called Palestinian hanger (suspension with the arms 
tied  on  the  back)  was  not  applied  on  İstanbul  Gaziosmanpaşa  Küçükköy  Police 
Station. Inspectors were still trying to establish, what the piece that had been found in 
the depot was about.

On 5 March chairwoman Sema Pişkinsüt and the MPs Emre Kocaoğlu and Kadir 
Bozkurt held a press conference on their findings. Sema Pişkinsüt stated that only 
10% of the prisoners in Bakırköy Prison for Women and Children had not complained 
of ill-treatment. Ten percent had remained silent, while 80% had alleged that they 
had been tortured in custody.  Sema Pişkinsüt added that according to a protocol 
signed between the Justice and the Interior Ministry,  prosecutors had to carry out 
inspections every three months, but the reports always stated that there were no 
problems  in  the  police  stations.  The  delegations  had  seen  manipulations  to  the 
registry, been informed that the suspects had not been provided with legal counsel 
and medical  reports  had been missing.  The delegation had talked to  a  group of 
children, detained for the possession of hashish:

“We asked the children whether they had been ill-treated. They said that they had 
been held in custody at that station before and each time they had been tortured. 
Only the last  time they had been treated well.  The children added: ‘We were  so 
ashamed that we informed the officers of our crimes ourselves.’ When we asked the 
children, what they thought about it, they said: ‘It seems that we have entered the 
European Union’.”

Pişkinsüt criticized the governor, who had called tortured isolated incidents and also 
objected to the definition of “old” and “new” tools, because letters they had received 
had informed them that these tools were still in use. Sema Pişkinsüt added that the 
problem could not be solved by dismissing one or two police officers. 
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In April  the Justice Ministry and the Interior Ministry started investigations into the 
allegations.  The  inspecting  commission  asked  for  the  names  of  the  in  order  to 
establish  the  time  and  the  places,  when  the  devices  had  been  used,  but  the 
Commission refused to give the names of the children, who they had promised that 
they would not be named.

The office of the public prosecutor in Gaziosmanpaşa declared in October that no 
progress  had  been  made  with  the  investigation,  since  the  names of  the  victims 
remained secret. Kıvanç Sert from the İstanbul branch of the HRA said that 7 people 
had approached them in 1999 alleging that they had been tortured. These people 
would  testify,  if  their  security  was  granted.  Sert  added:  “Neighbors  of  the  police 
station complain of the noise by the screams under torture. In such a situation we 
cannot ask people to testify.”

The report on Bakırköy Prison for Women and Children was adopted in the Human 
Rights Commission in the GNAT on 3 May. Chairwoman Sema Pişkinsüt presented 
details to the press:

“We received complaints from 32 police stations and inspected five of them: Kadıköy 
Yeldeğirmeni,  Gaziosmanpaşa  Küçükköy  Şehit  Tevfik  Aslan,  Üsküdar  Çinili, 
Ümraniye Dudullu and Maltepe Şehit Saffet Okumuş Gülsuyu. Apart from the police 
station in Çinili ill-treatment is continuing. We found the torture chambers and torture 
tools. One of the police chiefs in İstanbul maintained that the could stop torture with 
one order, but that would lead to an increase in crime.”

The Commission presented the report to the Justice Ministry in May. In connection 
with research the Commission had carried out in Urfa Central Prison in April 1998 the 
Commission  had  filed  an  official  complaint  on  the  torture  of  Suphi  Diltaş.  The 
subsequent  court  case  had  resulted  in  acquittal  of  16  police  officers  and  one 
physician. The Commission asked for a retrial of the suspects.

On  15  June  the  Commission  announced  its  reports  on  their  findings  in  Batman 
between 1998 and 2000.  Sema Pişkinsüt  alleged that  all  people,  who  had been 
detained in Batman, had been tortured. No important changes had been observed 
between 1998 and 2000. The traces of hooks at the police headquarters in Batman 
had been covered up, but the Commission had found evidence that electric shocks of 
120 Volt were applied instead. Some prisoners had alleged that the electric shocks 
aimed at making them infertile.

On  19  July  Sema  Pişkinsüt  stated  that  the  Commission  had  spoken  to  8,500 
prisoners. The reports contained sufficient evidence for people, who wanted to file 
official complaints. Pişkinsüt stated that the prisoners were afraid of filing complaints 
and she protested the public prosecutor in İstanbul-Şişli,  Turgay Evsen, who had 
asked the Commission for the names of the victims. 

Because of the uneasiness about the reports in the ranks of the MHP the chair of the 
Commission was handed over from the DSP to this party in October. Deputies from 
the FP protested this decision and did not participate in the vote on 9 November, 
when MHP deputy Hüseyin Akgül was elected the new chair of the Commission.

b) The Forensic Institute
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Pressure  on  the  Forensic  Institute,  which  prepared  official  expertise  reports, 
continued  in  2000.  In  the  same  period  incidents  of  pressure  on  physicians,  the 
presence of security officers during examinations and destructions of medical reports 
were observed.

The trade union for employees in the health sector SES drew attention to the fact that 
the number of experts in the Forensic Institute was too low. In the “Health Report on 
Diyarbakır” SES also complained that police officers or gendarmerie soldiers did not 
leave prisoners alone with the physicians, who were put under pressure to prepare 
reports that did not list signs of torture.

Şebnem Korur Fincancı

In  February  Prof.  Dr.  Şebnem  Korur  Fincancı  working  at  the  Forensic  Institute 
Expertise  Office  No.  1,  asked  for  material  and  moral  compensation  from  the 
governor’s office in İstanbul. 

Background: The governor’s office in İstanbul sent a letter to the Ministry of Justice 
on 19 October 1999 saying that “Fincancı had leftist views, gave decisions in favor of 
members of illegal organization and sympathizers and paid outmost efforts to show 
that  the  police  is  guilty  in  her  investigations.”  Upon  that,  Fatih  (İstanbul)  Public 
Prosecution Office launched an official investigation against Fincancı. 

In  the  framework  of  the  investigation,  İstanbul  Police  HQ  sent  a  letter  to  the 
prosecution office which read as follows: “Fincancı signed the medical report which 
certified that Süleyman Yeter had died under torture (7 March 1999); she voted in 
favor of Prof. Dr. Şahika Yüksel in the commission which investigated the case of 
Yüksel who had given a medical report certifying that Asiye Güzel Zeybek had been 
raped in detention; during a search in 1980, Fincancı was found to have a book of 
Stalin in her bag.” 

The investigation against Dr. Fincancı ended in a verdict of non-prosecution on 30 
December  1999.  Orhan  Arioğul,  chairman  of  İstanbul  Medical  Association, 
commented in the press meeting held on 4 February and said that İstanbul Governor 
Erol Çakır “did not like” the report issued for Süleyman Yeter and said, “the Governor 
cannot judge whether medical reports by the Forensic Institute Expertise Council are 
right or wrong. The Council members do not vote in line with the demands of the 
administration,  but  on  scientific  evaluations  they  make  and  their  conscious 
convictions, and they cannot be suspended from duty for such a reason.” 

The compensation trial at İstanbul Sirkeci Judicial Court No. 8 concluded on 4 April. 
In the hearing, Mehmet Bayraktar, the lawyer  of Erol Çakır,  to reject the case on 
procedural reasons, because “the crime had been committed on duty.”  The court 
refused this demand. 

In the hearing of 30 May the petition by Erol Çakır was read out. He demanded the 
refusal of the claim “regarding the security and functioning of the State.” Çakır also 
alleged  that  the  dailies  Özgür  Bakış  and  Atılım,  which  published  statements  of 
Fincancı in connection with the incident, were “illegal organs” and presented a report 
prepared by İstanbul Police HQ on these newspapers. Meryem Turan, the lawyer of 
Fincancı, stated that these interviews had been published in all newspapers and that 
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the arguments of Çakır were legally baseless. On 9 November the Court decided not 
be competent in this case.

The  Forensic  Institute  started  an  administrative  investigation  against  Prof.  Dr. 
Şebnem Korur Fincancı in connection with her interview entitled “The Report is in 
front  of  the  Barrel”  that  was  published  in  the  daily  Milliyet  on  13  April.  Lawyers 
working at İzmir Bar Human Rights Law and Legal Research Center claimed that the 
claims were not based on objective evaluations. The lawyers applied to the Ministry 
of Justice on 21 May and stated that the investigation was against the law.

In the trial launched against 17 people, accused on 22 different incidents including 
the  killings  of  journalist-columnist  Uğur  Mumcu,  Prof.  Dr.  Ahmet  Taner  Kışlalı, 
Bahriye  Üçok  and  Muammer  Aksoy,  a  hearing  was  held  at  Ankara  SSC  on  8 
September. SSC prosecutor Hamza Keleş demanded to launch an official complaint 
Prof. Dr. Şebnem Korur Fincancı, who prepared the report regarding Ferhan Özmen 
and Necdet Yüksel. 

Lawyer Ceyhan Mumcu, the brother of Uğur Mumcu, also requested an investigation 
against Prof. Dr. Şebnem Korur Fincancı. Ceyhan Mumcu claimed that Prof. Fincancı 
had issued the report “which asserted that the defendants had been tortured” and 
which had been submitted to the court at the hearing on 8 September, without an 
examination  of  the  defendants.  He  alleged  that  Fincancı  had  taken  sides  while 
preparing the report. 

Towards the end of October Prof. Dr. Şebnem Korur Fincancı made a statement in 
connection with the allegation that she had issued a report without having seen the 
defendants. She said, “This is not a report on having seen or examined them. It is a 
report,  prepared  on  the  defender’s  request,  related  to  the  treatment  and  the 
laboratory tests that would be required in case of the methods of torture the persons 
allegedly were subjected to and the complaints they described.” She added that the 
standard  examination  form introduced  by  a  decree  of  the  Ministry  of  Health  the 
necessary  examinations  and  tests  were  mentioned.  Fincancı  said  that  for  her 
“interpreting report” the standard examination and tests had not been done and that it 
had only been noted what kind of treatment they needed according to the torture 
allegations. 

Nur Birgen

The trial launched against Dr. Nur Birgen, chairwoman of the Forensic Institute 3rd 
Expertise Board, on the grounds that she reported good health for people tortured in 
detention, concluded at Beyoğlu Penal Court No. 9 on 7 December. Nur Birgen was 
prosecuted on the accusations of giving a “healthy reports” to Mahir Karaçam, Bülent 
Güzel, Barış Arslan, Gülsare Akkuş, Fikret Korkmaz, Tekin İme and Aşur Tavşan, 
who had been detained on 13 July 1995 and kept in detention for 5 days, in spite of 
the apparent traces of blows on their bodies and “neglecting her duty” under Article 
230 TPC, with the demand of imprisonment from 1 to 3 years. The Court sentenced 
her to 3 months’ imprisonment and commuted the sentence to a fine of TL 1 million 
(about 1 dollar).

In March Ankara Administrative Court No. 9 decided that the Ministry of Justice had 
to implement the penalty of suspension from profession for 6 months given to Nur 
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Birgen,  by  the  Turkish  Medical  Association  (TTB).  The  penalty  had  been  given 
because “Dr. Birgen gave good health reports to tortured people.” The Ministry of 
Justice had argued, “the penalty of suspension from profession cannot be applied to 
physicians employed by the state.”  A special  amnesty for  disciplinary punishment 
saved Nur Birgen from stopping to work in her profession for 6 months.

On the other hand, two lawyers were tried on charges of having insulted Dr. Birgen. 
The  trial  against  Dr.  Cem  Cemal  İşyapan  for  calling  Dr.  Nur  Birgen  “the  new 
Mengele” continued at İstanbul Fatih Penal Court No. 1 on 9 February.  The court 
board  decided  to  request  an  expertise  report  on  whether  the  words  “the  new 
Mengele” (a doctor under the Nazi regime) had an insulting meaning or not. The trial 
did not conclude in 2000.

Lawyer  Metin Narin was fined TL 1.5 million on the grounds that “he insulted the 
judge in the trial against Dr. Birgen.” In the first hearing he had said “she issued 
report of healthiness to persons who were tortured”. In the hearing against Metin 
Narin at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 4 on 21 February the Court first sentenced him 
to 5 months in prison and then commuted the sentence to a fine.

Another case was launched against Metin Narin in connection with a petition he had 
sent to the Forensic Institute asking to implement the decision of the Turkish Medical 
Association  (TTB).  He had alleged that  Dr.  Birgen had advised torturers.  On 19 
October İstanbul Criminal Court No. 1 acquitted Metin Narin. 

4.1. Torture and Ill-Treatment
Torture and ill-treatment notorious in Turkey as a systematic interrogation method for 
years remained on the top of  the agenda in 2000.  While maintaining that torture 
would be eradicated the statements of deputies such as Sema Pişkinsüt proved that 
torture had not decreased. 

On 11 February Interior Minister Sadettin Tantan answered a question tabled by DSP 
Bursa MP Ali Arabacı. He stated that between 1995 and 2000 a total of 10 police 
officers had been sentenced in connection with torture allegations and 84 had been 
convicted on charges of ill-treatment. The detailed figures were:

577 police officers had been charged with torture under Article 243 TPC. In 68 cases 
courts had decided to drop the charges; 195 police officers had been acquitted and 
10 officers had been sentenced. A total of 2,851 police officers had been charged 
with ill-treatment according to Article 245 TPC. The cases of 278 police officers had 
been  dropped,  480  police  had  been  acquitted  and  84  police  officers  had  been 
convicted.

The General  Directorate  for  Criminal  Records  and Statistics  announced that  568 
persons (19 of them women) had been charged under Article 243 TPC in 2000 and 
1,684 persons (29 of them women) had been charged under Article 245 TPC in the 
year 2000.

During the discussions on the so-called amnesty bill Turan Genç, General Director 
for Security, lobbied the deputies, because Article 243 TPC was not included among 
the  provisions  that  could  expect  an  early  release.  In  December  he  said:  “They 
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pardoned those, who inflicted torture, but not the police officers. We have altogether 
seen, how they killed people under torture, how they strangled citizens to death. But 
they have been pardoned. We have asked that all sides benefit equally from the law, 
but it was decided otherwise. Lets hope for a good end.”

There was a heated debate on the draft during the GNAT session of 7 December. 
Justice Minister Hikmet Sami Türk said that he would resign if pressure was exerted 
to include the offence of torture in the bill. In the end the bill was passed without 
changes. On 21 December the State President ratified the bill. Offences under Article 
243 TPC were not included in the list of offences to benefit from conditional release.

Professor Sulhi Dönmezer, one of the architects of legislation passed under military 
rule, stated during a symposium on the education of police officers on 25 October: 
“Police officers, who are tried on charges of torture, are not bad men. They are like 
doped sportsmen. Just like the athletes use drugs to come first the police officers 
work too hard on some suspects in order to present them to the judiciary as soon as 
possible. This leads to torture, which is actually the doping of the police.”

Deaths in Detention

The decrease of deaths in custody that had been observed during previous years 
continued in 2000. The Human Rights Foundation discovered three such incidents in 
2000.  At  the  same  time  some  deaths  remained  suspicious.  Özgür  Politika,  for 
instance, reported on 13 January that  Çetin Bilican had injured his friend Yılmaz 
Üstek with a knife in Çorlu district (Tekirdağ) on 10 January. Mr. Üstek had been kept 
at the police station for three hours and died in the hospital,  where he had been 
taken.

Aydın Muhammed Ali

The Somalia  citizen  Aydın  Muhammed Ali,  who was  detained on 13 January on 
claims of having sold drugs, allegedly committed suicide in same night by jumping 
from the window of the toilet in the 5th floor of İstanbul Police HQ Narcotics Branch. 
Aydın Muhammed Ali died at the place of the incident. 

Abdurrahman Özcan

Abdurrahman Özcan (37), who was detained in Denizli, allegedly committed suicide 
by jumping from the third floor of the police headquarters building on 6 September. 
Özcan had been detained in Yaka village of Başmakçı, Afyon. He was charged with 
killing Fatma Yarcı on 12 August. 

After the death Tan Sağoğlu, chief of the department on murder, was charged under 
Article 230/1 TPC with misconduct of duty. The court case at Denizli Penal Court No. 
4 did not conclude in 2000. 

Mesut Karakaş

Zekeriya Mesut Karakaş, who had been arrested on charges of “breaking the window 
of a restaurant  and stealing TL 3.5 million”  in  Güzelce district  of  Büyükçekmece, 
İstanbul, committed suicide by jumping out of the Büyükçekmece Court House while 
the legal proceedings were still continuing. 
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It was reported that the gendarmerie detained Zekeriya Mesut Karakaş on suspicion. 
When it turned out that he had broken the window of the restaurant belonging to 
Tuncay Yemiş and stolen the bag with small changes Karakaş was transferred to 
Büyükçekmece Court House and was arrested by the Penal Court. While the process 
was continuing, Karakaş jumped out of the window. 

Court Cases on Death in Custody

Metin Yurtsever

A trial was launched against 16 police officers in connection with the death of Metin 
Yurtsever on 23 November 1998, who had been detained in Kocaeli on 20 November 
1998.  The  indictment  prepared  by  Kocaeli  Public  Prosecution  Office  demanded 
imprisonment terms up to 8 years for Kocaeli Chief of Political Police Şinasi Yilgin, 
Chief Superintendent Şih Ömer Ediz, Deputy Superintendent Şaban Kurnaz and the 
police  officers  Süleyman  Başkal,  İsmail  Türkdemir,  Sadettin  Topal,  Bülent  Oral 
Tunar, Bekir Şahin, Temel Çakmak, Kadir Cenk, Onur Düzcan, Cemil Çetin, Nihal 
Yücesoy,  Mehmet  Gürcan,  Mustafa  Atik  and  Recai  Ergün on  the  accusations  of 
“killing a person while  on  duty in  a  way to  conceal  the real  assailant  and using 
excessive force.” 

On  18  January,  the  İstanbul  branch  of  the  HRA  held  a  press  conference. 
Chairwoman Eren Keskin disclosed that the Forensic Institute had issued a report for 
Metin Yurtsever, which read that “there were findings of edema and bleeding in the 
lungs,  hyperemia  in  the  kidneys,  cerebrum,  cerebellum,  spleen  and  testicles, 
hemorrhage in  connective tissue,  rib fracture and widespread ecchymosis  on the 
body.” 

The trial launched against 16 police officers in connection with the death of Metin 
Yurtsever started at Kocaeli Criminal Court No. 2 on 26 January. Metin Yurtsever’s 
wife  İsabet  Yurtsever  stated  that  her  husband  was  detained  under  beating  and 
tortured  in  detention.  Mrs.  Yurtsever  had  a  nervous  breakdown  while  giving  her 
testimony. 

The trial continued on 7 April. The police officers testified in the hearing, claiming that 
they did not beat Yurtsever. A few people were taken into the court hall as audience. 
The court board refused the demand of the intervening lawyers to remand the police 
officers. In the hearing of 4 October defendant police officers Bekir Şahin and Temel 
Çakmak were heard as “witnesses.”  Bekir  Şahin asserted that  Yurtsever  had not 
been beaten at the police station, and claimed “he might have been killed in an action 
by the people.” Before Temel Çakmak was heard, the plaintiff’s lawyers intervened 
in, and reminded the court board that the two police officers had formerly been heard 
as defendants. The police officers were invited back to the hall, and they were taken 
to  the  section  allocated  for  the  defendants  when  they  declared  that  they  were 
defendants in the trial. 

The last  hearing in  2000 took place on 18 December.  Ramazan Bilginer,  former 
chairman  of  HADEP in  Kocaeli  province,  was  heard  as  witness.  He  stated  that 
around 70 party members had initiated a hunger strike on 18 November 1998 to 
condemn the attacks carried out on the party’s  building and that during that time 
people who assembled outside started to throw stones at the building. Bilginer stated 
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that he had called Memduh Oğuz, the Governor of Kocaeli, the deputy governor and 
the chief of police in order to calm down the crowd, but he had not been able to reach 
them. Bilginer said that he had called the Governor again the next day. Oğuz had 
hung up on him saying, “Our situation resembles a traffic accident.”

Bilginer pointed out that the plainclothes police officers, who broke into the building 
during the raid carried out on 20 November 1998, beat the party members. During 
the incident Metin Yurtsever was severely beaten. Bilginer reported that Yurtsever 
was  put  in  the  same  cell  with  Eyüp  Kılıçdoğan,  a  member  of  HADEP.  When 
Yurtsever’s health deteriorated they informed the authorities and the police officers 
who entered his  cell  had kicked Yurtsever  and not  taken him to  a  hospital.  The 
hearing was adjourned to 4 April 2001. 

Meanwhile,  the Ministry of  the Interior  opened a case against 8 people from the 
HADEP with  a compensation demand of  TL 9 billion on charges of  “wounding 8 
police  officers.”  The  police  officers  allegedly  were  injured  during  the  raid  on  the 
HADEP Kocaeli office on 20 November 1998, which resulted in the death of Metin 
Yurtsever  in  detention.  The  indictment  claimed  that  HADEP  members  Ramazan 
Bilginer,  Şemsettin  Kavak,  Ferhan Yavuz,  Ahmet  Kaya,  Recep  Nergizli,  Mevlüde 
Akbaş, Zeynel Abidin Çelik and Yasemin Akkoç had caused the wounding of police 
officers Zeliha Özer, Mehmet Berk, Kamuran Günay, Aydın Üzülmez, Aydın Aslan, 
Celalettin Demir Bekir Şahin and Bülent Oral while resisting their detention.

Yücel Özen

The trial  launched against 7 police officers in connection with  the death of Yücel 
Özen under torture in detention in November 1991, continued at Beyoğlu Criminal 
Court  No.  1  on 13  April.  In  the hearing,  İlhami  Yelekçi,  the  lawyer  of  the  police 
officers,  presented  their  defense.  Yelekçi  stated  that  Yücel  Özen  had  not  been 
interrogated by the police officers of the political  branch, but by police officers of 
Beyoğlu Police HQ. Yelekçi claimed that the rupture of the pancreas, which was the 
reason of Yeter’s death, had occurred as the result of falling. 

In the trial, police officers Ahmet Güngör, Abdullah Süzer, Hasan Kirman, Yavuzhan 
Boran, Nafiz Aktaş, Ünal Canlı and Veysel Atasu are prosecuted. Yücel Özen, who 
had been detained on accusations of “theft” in İstanbul on 12 November 1991, had 
been interrogated first at Beyoğlu Police HQ and then at İstanbul Police HQ Political 
Branch. Özen had died on 24 November 1991.

The trial continued on 22 June. The court board decided to look at the files of an 
investigation against  Süleyman Ulusoy,  alias “hose Süleyman”,  and Bekir,  whose 
surname is not known.  Lawyer  Ercan Kanar  stated that they launched an official 
complaint against the two police officers. The prosecution office had given a decision 
of non-prosecution for them. Kanar said that their objection against the decision of 
non-prosecution had been rejected.

In July the Court decided against the prosecution of “hose Süleyman”. In the hearing 
of 6 November the decision of not to bring charges against Süleyman Ulusoy, Bekir 
Yerköy, which Beyoğlu Prosecutor’s Office had taken on 17 December 1992, was 
introduced. The hearing was adjourned to 2001 to decide on additional prosecution 
of police officers. 
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Süleyman Yeter

The trial  launched against the police officers Ahmet Okuducu, Mehmet Yutar  and 
Erol Erşan in connection with the death of Limter Iş Trade Union Education Expert 
Süleyman Yeter in detention on 7 March 1999, continued at İstanbul Criminal Court 
No. 6 on 22 February. Several people who came to attend the hearing were not let 
into the court hall. The court usher said that he was threatened by plainclothes police 
officers, whom he did not let into the court hall. Lawyer Ercan Kanar acting for the 
plaintiffs said that the police officers had not been captured, in spite of the decision of 
arrest  in  absentia  given  on  29  November  1999  and  demanded  that  an  official 
complaint be lodged against İstanbul Governor’s Office, the Security Directorate and 
Ministry of Interior. 

The police officers Mehmet Yutar  and Erol  Erşan surrendered to the prosecution 
office on 7 April and were remanded. Ahmet Okuducu did not surrender.

The trial against the police officers continued at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 6 on 27 
April. The remanded defendants Mehmet Yutar and Erol Erşan did not attend the 
hearing. Defense lawyer Ilhami Yelekçi stated that his clients had not come to the 
hearing to prevent their pictures been taken. Yelekçi demanded that the pictures of 
his  clients  should not  be taken and their  names should not  be mentioned in the 
newspapers. The presiding judge said that their pictures had not been taken in the 
court hall, but outside and what happened outside was not his concern. He rejected 
the demand of Yelekçi. 

In  the  hearing  on  5  June,  it  was  disclosed  that  Ahmet  Okuducu  had  not  been 
captured yet.  In the hearing of 11 September Erol  Elmas, who had been kept in 
detention at the same time as Yeter and 4 police officers were heard as witnesses. 
On the  night  of  the  incident  the  police  officers  stated that  they had heard  some 
noises coming from Yeter’s room and when they went to check on him they saw that 
he was not well and took him to hospital. 

On the other hand Erol Elmas, imprisoned in Ümraniye Prison stated that Yeter was 
brought to the cell  unable to stand on his feet and said; “Later they took him for 
interrogation. They left his jacket behind so I told a police officer to take his jacket. 
The police officer  said;  ‘he  will  not  need a jacket  anymore.’”  The lawyers  of  the 
plaintiffs wanted Elmas to be confronted with the police officers heard as witnesses. 
Defendant  lawyer  İlhami  Yelekci  also  wanted  Elmas  to  be  confronted  with  other 
people in the hall for recognition. Elmas recognized the police officer Fethi Vuruşkan 
among the audience and said: “Those words belong to this person.” Lawyer Keleş 
Öztürk disclosed that the police officers Şeref Bayracı and Mehmet Hallac, who were 
heard as witnesses were prosecuted at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 7 in connection 
with another torture incident. 

On 23 October the police officers Halil İbrahim Göçmen and Gökhan Oral were heard 
as witnesses. Halil İbrahim Göçmen said that Gökhan Oral had signed the book to 
register the interrogation of Yeter. Oral had not taken Yeter for interrogation. Gökhan 
Oral accepted that he had signed the book to register the interrogation and said that 
Mehmet Yutar had asked to take Yeter for interrogation. Oral also claimed that Yeter 
had shown no sign of physical illness. 
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Emin Orhan who had been detained together with Yeter said, “The 40 people of us 
were put in cells under beatings. After that we had to line up against the wall to the 
left and we were blindfolded. The rooms for interrogation were opposite to our place. 
Constantly we heard screams. For a moment I lifted the blindfold. Yeter was being 
taken out of the room for interrogation by two people who dragged him over the 
ground.” 

On 4 December Süleyman Yılmaz, a police officer from the Anti-Terror Branch of 
İstanbul  Police HQ was heard as witness.  Yılmaz stated that on the night of  the 
incident  he  had taken  3-4  people  from the  cells  upstairs  to  be  interrogated  and 
claimed that there were no visible blow traces on the bodies of these people. 

Witness  Gonca  İkmeç  said  that  she  was  detained  in  the  same  operation  as 
Süleyman Yeter and that she heard someone screaming outside the cell she was 
kept together with a friend. She continued as follows: “Through the bars at the bottom 
of the cell door we could see the corridor outside. In the corridor we saw a naked, 
blindfolded and a thin male with a dark complexion dragged along by two people. 
They were hosing water on him. Me and my friend thought he resembled Süleyman 
Yeter, however I am not sure because we could not see his face clearly.” 

The court board rejected the release demand for Mehmet Yutar and Erol Erşan and 
took the decision  of  issuing an Interpol  search warrant  for  Ahmet  Okuducu.  The 
hearing was adjourned to 2001.

In the trial the police officers are prosecuted under Articles 422/1 and 243 TPC on 
the accusations of “killing as the result of blows without the intention of killing,” and 
“ill-treatment,” with the demand of an imprisonment term of up to 13 years.

On 7 March the police intervened in a commemoration meeting for Süleyman Yeter 
and detained some 127 persons under beatings by the police. It was reported that 
the detainees were also beaten in the police buses. The journalists who wanted to 
take pictures of the incident were also beaten. The detainees were released on 9 
March.

On 22 March some detainees filed an official complaint against İstanbul Governor 
Erol  Çakır  and İstanbul  Chief  of  Police Hasan Yücesan.  The prosecutor  in  Eyüp 
decided against prosecution in June.

On  the  other  hand,  the  rector  of  İstanbul  University  started  an  administrative 
investigation  against  the  student  Yeşim  Sönmez,  Saadet  Çetin,  Serkan  Nişancı, 
Nuray Demir and Ufuk Tanbaş, because they had participated in the commemoration 
meeting. 

Baki Erdoğan

At the end of December 1999 the Panel  of  Chambers at  the Court  of  Cassation 
quashed  the  verdict  of  Aydın  Criminal  Court  No.  1  against  6  police  officers  in 
connection with the death of Baki Erdoğan on 11 August 1993 in Aydın Police HQ. 
The police officers had been sentenced to 5 years 6 months 20 days each, in the 
original  trial  that  ended on 21 April  1998.  This  verdict  had been quashed on 23 
December  1998.  The retrial  concluded on 25 June 1999.  Deputy  Chef  of  Police 
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İbrahim Türedi, Political Branch Director Necmettin Aydınkaya, and the police officers 
Abdurrahman  Çetinkaya,  Ayhan  Erdal,  Cahit  Sandıkçı  and  Ali  Kumal  had  been 
sentenced to 5 years 6 months 20 days in prison, under Article 452 of the Turkish 
Penal Code on the accusations of “unintentional murder,” as in the original trial. 

The case against the 6 police officers continued at Aydın Criminal Court No. 1 on 21 
September.  At  the  hearing  the  autopsy  report  of  the  Forensic  Institute  on  Baki 
Erdoğan was read. The report concluded that the cause of his death was torture. It 
read: “An opinion cannot be given whether the person had epilepsy or not, because 
there  were  no  findings  and  medical  documents  in  the  file  that  could  serve  as 
evidence whether he had had an epilepsy crisis before or during his death.” The trial 
did not conclude in 2000. 

Baki  Erdoğan,  who  had  been  detained  in  Aydın  on  charges  of  being  a  Dev-Sol 
(Revolutionary Left)  member on 11 August 1993, had died on 22 August 1993 in 
hospital. The first report by the Forensic Institute Expertise Office No. 1 stated that 
Erdoğan died due to  “breath  failure”  and “lung edema caused by hunger  strike.” 
However, according to an alternative report by İzmir Medical Association, the reason 
for the death of  Baki  Erdoğan was torture.  Upon that,  the court  board sent  both 
reports to the Forensic General Board for comparison. The General Board gave a 
report stating that the cause of the death was torture. 

Alpaslan Yelden

The trial launched against 10 police officers in connection with the death of Alpaslan 
Yelden under torture on 15 July 1999 continued at İzmir Criminal Court No.2 on 24 
February. Police officer Orhan Şaşmaz testified that he was on duty at Atatürk State 
Hospital on the night of 15 July. Şaşmaz stated that Yelden was taken to hospital by 
Chief  Superintendent  İbrahim Peker  and  police  officers  attached  to  the  Office  of 
Investigation of Murders by Unknown Assailants. The presiding judge reminded that 
Yelden  was  described  in  the  minutes  as  “a  male  corpse  murdered  by  unknown 
assailants”. Şaşmaz replied that the police officer who took the corpse to the hospital 
had said so. Şaşmaz said, “They first said they found the corpse on the road, the 
corpse  of  a  person  suffering  from epilepsy.  The  brain  surgeon  in  charge  at  the 
hospital said, after seeing the corpse, that he had an intra cerebrum hemorrhage.” 
The police officer Ufuk Türkbay, on duty at the same hospital, said that he searched 
the corpse and registered him as a victim of “an unknown assailant” as he could not 
find  any  identification  card  on  him.  Türkbay  also  said  that  he  corrected  the 
registration, when the police officers gave him the name. 

During the hearing of 25 May, Dr. Aytül Erol, a physician at Atatürk State Hospital, 
Brain Surgery Department, was heard as witness. She said that she wasn’t on duty 
on the day when Yelden had been hospitalized, but she attended his operation later. 
She said, “There was a swelling under his skin at the back of his head. It was about 
3x3cm, if I’m not mistaken. There were bruises on his coccyx.” 

The police officers, who testified at the hearing on 5 October, stated that they did not 
torture Yelden. The Court decided to unify this case with the case opened at İzmir 
Penal Court No. 13 against police officers on the accusations of “abuse of duty.” The 
case did not conclude in 2000. 
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In this trial, 15 years of imprisonment are sought for Chief Superintendent İbrahim 
Peker, the Director of the Examination and Investigation of Incidents by Unknown 
Assailants,  deputy  superintendents  Tarkan  Gündoğdu  and  Hakan  Ergüden  and 
police officers Muharrem Çetinkaya, Ali Aykol, Hikmet Kudu, Yusuf Oyan, Uğur Kocal 
and Nevzat Sağoğlu on charges of “causing the death of Yelden under torture in 
order to force him to confess” and an imprisonment term of between 3 months to 1 
year is sought for Superintendent Cemil Bulut for “negligence of duty.”

In the trial opened against the Ministry of Interior Affairs, at İzmir Administrative Court 
No.  4 by the family of  Alpaslan Yelden with  the compensation demand of TL 45 
billion, the lawyers of the Yelden family stated in October that torture was confirmed 
in the report prepared by inspectors of the Security General Directorate. The lawyers 
argued: “İzmir Regional Presidency of the Police Investigation Board of the Ministry 
of  the  Interior  Security  General  Directorate  sent  its  report  to  Security  General 
Directorate  Police  Investigation  Board  on  14  December  1999.  The  ‘opinion  and 
conviction’  chapter  of  the  investigation  report  read  that  Yelden  had  died  under 
torture, and asked for the punishment of Chief Superintendent İbrahim Peker Deputy 
Superintendent Hakan Ergüden and Tarkan Gündoğdu together with police officers 
Muharrem Çetinkaya, Ali  Aykol,  Hikmet Dudu, Yusuf Oyan and Uğur Kocal under 
Article  8/39  of  the  Security  Organization  Discipline  Regulations  which  provides 
‘dismissal of duty of those who inflict torture on people who come or are brought to 
the security buildings no matter what the reason is.’ This conviction was reached as a 
result  of  the  administrative  investigation  carried  out  by  the  defense  party.”  The 
defense statement sent previously to the court by the Minister of the Interior claimed 
that Yelden had died from a fall and had demanded the dismissal of the trial.

The administrative investigation opened by the Ministry of the Interior against the 10 
police officers in connection with the death of Alpaslan Yelden due to torture on 15 
July 1999 was concluded in November. The report read, “The cause of the death will 
be determined after an investigation. However the defendants who had no first aid 
experience were found faulty for keeping Yelden waiting in the office for 3 hours after 
he had fainted.” 

Welathan Gülşenoğlu

The trial launched against police officer Abdullah Bozkurt on the accusations of killing 
the  student  Welathan Gülşenoğlu  (19)  at  Kasımpaşa  Police  Station  continued  at 
İstanbul Beyoğlu Criminal Court No. 1 on 17 April. Welathan Gülşenoğlu had been 
detained during an unauthorized Newroz demonstration held in Bahariye Street of 
Kasımpaşa, İstanbul  around noon on 22 March 1994.  Her had been killed in the 
Kasımpaşa Police Station. The official explanation had claimed that Gülşenoğlu had 
produced a revolver in the police station and upon that, had been shot by a police 
officer.

Lawyer Fatma Karakaş acting for the sub-plaintiffs, stated that police officer Mehmet 
Bozar  who had been heard as witness in the previous hearing had talked about 
Gülşenoğlu “as the person we killed,” and demanded that an official investigation be 
launched against Mehmet Bozar. 

The prosecutor, disclosing his opinion as to the merits of the case, said that Abdullah 
Bozkurt  had  killed  Gülşenoğlu  with  a  single  shot.  The  prosecutor  demanded  an 
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imprisonment  term  of  45  years  for  Bozkurt  under  Article  448  TPC,  which  is  on 
“intentional  murder”,  and  Article  251  TPC,  which  foresees  an  increase  of  the 
imprisonment term by fifty percent if the crime is committed on duty. The court board 
took a decision of arrest in absentia for Bozkurt. 

The trial  continued on 12 July.  In the hearing, it  was stated that Bozkurt,  who is 
allegedly on duty in spite of the decision of remand in absentia for him, reportedly 
couldn’t be captured. Lawyer Fatma Karakaş demanded that an official complaint be 
launched against  those responsible  for  not  capturing Bozkurt.  In the hearing,  the 
court  board  decided  that  a  letter  be  sent  to  the  police  station  to  learn  the 
whereabouts of the gun used in the incident, an investigation be carried out to find 
out where Bozkurt was on duty and an official complaint be made against the officials 
who did not apply the decision of remand in absentia. 

During the hearing of 13 November it was disclosed that Abdullah Bozkurt was on 
duty at Isparta Eğirdir Police HQ. The case was not concluded in 2000. 

Birtan Altunbaş

The trial launched against 10 police officers in connection with the killing of Birtan 
Altunbaş under torture in detention, continued at Ankara Criminal Court No. 2 on 2 
May.  In  the  hearing,  a  decision of  remand in  absentia  was  taken for  two  of  the 
defendant  police officers.  The presiding judge Nuri  Yılmaz scolded the defendant 
police officer H. Cavit Orhan saying, “How come these men cannot be found? They 
are your friends. Just because of that, you should know their places. What you say is 
not an excuse.” 

In the hearing on 13 June, the lawyers Oya Ersoy Ataman and Feray Günver, who 
were in detention at the same time as Altınbaş, were heard as witnesses. Ataman 
said that she was kept in detention at Ankara Police HQ for 15 days starting on 3 
January 1991. She said, “They were torturing somebody heavily. They were hitting 
him against the wall. They were swearing at his mother. Seven or eight people forced 
this person to run continuously in the corridor and in a place called garage for 3 days. 
They weren’t asking anything related to the content of the interrogation. They kept 
saying ‘speak.’ One day a person came and said, ‘water came out of his mouth, he 
does not speak, this guy won’t speak.’ A few days later I heard roars, after a while 
the voice stopped.” Upon the question whether she had been tortured or not Ataman 
said, “That was my first detention. I was tortured. They were torturing and swearing 
everybody.” 

Feray Günver said that she heard someone in the corridor saying, “Birtan, speak, 
otherwise you will die”. The demand of the intervening lawyer Ender Büyükçulha to 
remand the defendant police officers,  after  the testimonies of  the witnesses,  was 
rejected by the court board on the grounds that “it had been decided to prosecute 
them without remand in the former trial.” It was decided to hear Fatma Esin Kulaç, 
another witness on 14 July 2000. 

On 14 July the lawyer Esin Fatma Tuncel was heard as witness. Tuncel stated that 
she had heard moaning and screaming from the cell where she guessed Altunbaş 
was  kept  and  that  someone  was  continuously  saying:  “Get  up  man”.  On  15 
September  the  Court  was  informed that  the  police  officers  Naif  Kılıç  and Ahmet 
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Baştan were not found and the hearing was adjourned to 3 November. The case did 
not conclude in 2000. 

The police  officers  İbrahim Dedeoğlu,  Sadi  Çalı,  Ahmet  Baştan,  H.  Cavit  Orhan, 
Süleyman Sinkil, Tansel Kayhan, Talip Taşdan, Mehmet Kırkıcı, Muammer Eti and 
Naif Kılıç are prosecuted under Articles 243 and 245 TPC and Article 452 TPC that 
refers to the crime of “murder.” Birtan Altuntaş had been detained in Ankara on 10 
January 1991 and died at Gülhane Military Hospital on 16 January 1991.

Celal Cankoru

The case opened against  police officer Dursun Saygılı  who allegedly caused the 
death of Celal Cankoru by hitting on his head with a walkie-talkie during the “One 
Minute  of  Darkness  for  Continuous  Light”  demonstration  held  in  Antalya  on  16 
February 1997 concluded on 12 December. Antalya Criminal Court No. 2 acquitted 
Dursun Saygılı because of lack of evidence. 

Mahmut Yıldız

The trial launched against a major and 6 non-commissioned officers in connection 
with  the  killing  of  Mahmut  Yıldız  (16)  under  torture  in  detention  in  Siirt  on  22 
November  1997,  commenced  at  Siirt  Criminal  Court  on  6  June.  The  trial  was 
postponed to hear the testimonies of Major Dursun Şenol and non-commissioned 
officers Bestami Gelebek and Cemalettin Evgi. In the trial, Dursun Şenol, Bestami 
Gelebek, Cemalettin Evgi, Yıldıray Görlek, Hıdır Küçük, Ahmet Bozkuş and Celalettin 
Demir are prosecuted with the demand of imprisonment terms of up to 17 years. 

Mahmut Yıldız, who had been interrogated at Siirt Regiment Commandership, had 
been hospitalized at Diyarbakır Military Hospital on 25 November 1997 due to torture, 
and  died  as  the  result  of  “haematoma related  to  a  fall  on  a  hard  ground”  on  5 
December  1997.  Siirt  Public  Prosecution  Office  had launched an investigation  in 
connection with the incident, and the investigation had resulted with a decision of 
non-prosecution. The trial had then been referred to the European Court of Human 
Rights, and that court had given a decision of admissibility. Upon that, the Ministry of 
Justice had re-launched the investigation.

The case was not finalized in 2000. 

Faruk Tuna

20 years after the incident an official complaint was lodged against 2 police officers in 
connection with the death of Faruk Tuna under torture at İstanbul Police HQ on 8 
August 1980. Faruk Tuna’s father Baran Tuna and lawyer Ergin Cinmen presented 
the petition to İstanbul Public Prosecution Chief Office on 9 August. They reminded 
that a trial had been launched against a police officer named Sinan Yalçın in 1988, 8 
years after the incident. Depending on Yalçın’s testimony to the court board, another 
trial had been launched against the police officers Sebahattin Tür, Necdet Göksel, 
Mustafa Soylu, Hüseyin Gök and Yusuf Tokur. (14). The complainants demanded that 
the  police  officers  Halis  Yemen  and  Mustafa  Yıldırım,  whose  names  had  been 
mentioned in Sinan Yalçın’s testimony, should be put on trial for “causing death as a 
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result of torture.” The investigation by İstanbul Public Prosecution Office resulted in a 
decision not to prosecute in December.

Sinan Yalçın had been sentenced to 5 years 4 months in prison by İstanbul Criminal 
Court No. 5 in 1991. After the Court of Cassation had confirmed his sentence he had 
been put in prison on 26 November 1997 and had been released on 16 October 
1998.

Hamit Çakar

The investigation opened in connection with the death of Hamit Çakar (18) due to 
torture in detention concluded in a decision of “non-prosecution.” Çakar had been 
detained during the hunger strike staged at HADEP Diyarbakır Office building on 16 
November  1998.  Following  his  death  an  official  complaint  had  been  lodged. 
Diyarbakır Provincial Administrative Board where the case file had been sent voted 
against prosecution for Burhan Gümüş, Diyarbakır Deputy chief of police and Anti-
Terror (TEM) Branch Director together with 130 police officers on the grounds that 
Çakar had died due to “cardiac problems.” 

Sinan  Tanrıkulu  and  Fethi  Gümüş,  lawyers  of  the  Çakar  family  applied  to  the 
Supreme  Administrative  Court  with  the  demand  to  cancel  the  decision.  In  the 
objection it was emphasized that detainees were ill-treated during the raid and that 
witnesses confirmed this. I was alleged that the police officers were prejudiced and 
went beyond their authority. The report prepared by İstanbul Forensic Institute First 
Expertise  Committee  had  been  misinterpreted  by  the  Administrative  Board:  “The 
Administrative Board drives a political aim and has acted with political inclinations. 
The decision of ‘non-prosecution’ taken on the procedural grounds doesn’t mean that 
the decision conforms with the jurisprudence.”

Bayram Duran

The case opened against Ahmet Şengül, former police station commander, together 
with  police  officers  Abdullah  Çavuşoğlu,  Halit  Ak,  Mevlut  Salgar,  Ahmet  Aşçıel, 
Ayhan Köşger and İsmail Usman in connection with the death of Bayram Duran in 
Gazi Police Station in Gaziosmanpaşa, İstanbul on 16 October 1994, continued at 
Denizli Criminal Court on 6 September. Mevlut Salgar, Ahmet Aşçıel, Ayhan Köşger 
and İsmail Usman were convicted to 2 years 9 months in prison under Article 452/2 
of the Turkish Penal Code on the grounds of “killing a person unintentionally as a 
result of blows during their duty.” Ahmet Şengül, Abdullah Çavuşoğlu and Halit Ak 
were acquitted

c) Cases of Torture and Ill-treatment

The information compiled by the Human Rights Foundation show that at least 284 
people (15) were tortured in custody or prison. During the year a total of 1,023 people 
asked for treatment at the centers of the HRFT in Ankara, İzmir, İstanbul and Adana 
and 540 of them alleged to have been tortured in the year 2000. The reports of the 
Human Rights Commission in the GNAT proved officially the existence of torture, 
while the most exiting experience were the footage of chief commissioner Süleyman 
Ulusoy, named “hose Süleyman” beating prisoners with a hose.
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Süleyman Ulusoy (Hose Süleyman)

Security General Director Turan Genç criticized the private TV channel CNN Türk for 
the broadcasting images of chief commissioner Süleyman Ulusoy, known as ‘hose 
Süleyman’, while beating detainees. Turan Genç claimed that the broadcast of 31 
May was made at a time when “the police was in its prime” and this had a “purpose.” 
Turan Genç preferred using the word “beating” instead of “torture” while answering 
questions  of  journalists.  Genç  said,  “the  police  officers  were  assaulted  by  the 
transvestites and drug addicts,  and had to defend themselves.”  Turan Genç also 
argued that the police officers were banned from the profession when they ill-treated 
the detainees. 

İstanbul Chief of Police Hasan Özdemir answered the question on whether Süleyman 
Ulusoy was suspended from duty or not. Özdemir said, “Shall we suspend whoever 
you want? You are trying to govern the country. The relationships between the police 
and the journalists are bad. You will see the distance from now on.” 

Ulusoy (Hose Süleyman) testified to the Prosecution Office on 12 June. Ulusoy said 
that the claims related to the years 1991-1992. He demanded the application of “the 
Law on Civil Servants” regarding the accusations against him. Regarding the pictures 
on TV, Süleyman Ulusoy said, “This is our detention place, but I haven’t beaten any 
one with a hose. That person is not me. This may be a photomontage.” 

The  investigation  carried  out  by  inspectors  of  the  Ministry  of  Internal  Affairs  in 
connection with  the incident.  The inspectors heard the testimony of Eren Keskin, 
HRA  İstanbul  Branch  Chairwoman,  on  22  June.  Eren  Keskin  stated  that  the 
inspectors “explained more of their concerns about the torture images being released 
to the press than collecting information about the deeds of hose Süleyman.” Keskin 
said: “They asked me ‘if I thought it was right showing such images of the security 
forces to the public to whom people entrust their lives and goods?’ My answer was 
that it was better to make such incidents known to the public.” Keskin also stated that 
they asked her if they were the ones who gave information about hose Süleyman to 
the press and asked, “was it you who recorded the images broadcasted on CNN 
Turk?”

Beyoğlu Public Prosecution Office opened a case against Süleyman Ulusoy. Ulusoy 
will  be prosecuted under Article 245 of the Turkish Penal Code, which covers the 
crime of “ill-treatment,” for having beaten 9 transvestites. The indictment seeks a total 
of  27  years’  imprisonment  for  Ulusoy,  3  years  each  for  the  9  detainees.  The 
indictment also demanded the “dismissal” of Ulusoy who continues his duty at Fatih 
District Police HQ. The trial did not commence at Beyoğlu Penal Court in 2000.

Some cases of torture that had happened before 2000 only became known in 2000. 
Some of the examples are:

Mehmet Arıca

Mehmet Arıca, charged with membership to Hezbollah, stated during a hearing at 
Diyarbakır SSC on 10 February that he had been detained with an identification card 
on the name of "Aziz Yılmaz" and tortured for about 20 days. He said that when he 
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had been detained in 1999 he had "signed all documents presented to him, in order 
not to be subjected to similar tortures." 

M. D.

M.D., who had been detained in İzmir on 12 June 1996, disclosed in April that she 
had been raped in detention. M.D. applied to lawyers of the Legal Aid Project against 
Sexual  Harassment and Rape in Detention.  She related:  “I  was suspended on a 
hanger naked many times in detention. They poured water over my body, and then 
gave electricity to my sexual organ, my nipples and fingertips. They put me in front of 
a fan. They kept me continuously naked during 15 days. They gave my clothes only 
in the cell where I stayed for a very short time.” 

M.D.  stated  that  on the second day of  detention the police forced her  to  sign  a 
testimony that did not belong to her. She said, “They called a police officer named 
‘Rambo.’ He hit me on the back of my neck and I fell on the floor. Then other police 
officers held my hands. Rambo raped me both from the vagina and anus with  a 
truncheon. I had a lot of bleeding and I fainted. I was half naked in the cell, all in 
blood, when I woke up. They had thrown my bloody clothes on me.” M.D. said that 
she had been raped once more on the fourth day of detention. She said, “They once 
more forced me to sign that testimony but I refused. Upon that, some police officers 
tied my feet to a plank, some held my hands and they started to rape. After a while I 
felt a paralysis on my body. Four or 5 police officers raped me. My bleeding started 
again. Then they held me under cold water and again gave electricity.” 

M.D. had been remanded and prosecuted at İzmir SSC on the accusations of “being 
a PKK member.” She had been sentenced to 12 years in prison. She was in Uşak 
Closed Prison. Lawyer Fatma Karakaş, associated with the Project, filed an official 
complaint against the police officers with İstanbul Public Prosecution Office.

Ö. İ.

In May Ö.İ., who had been detained in front of İstanbul Alibeyköy Cemevi in 1997 told 
the Legal Aid Project against Sexual Harassment and Rape in Detention in May that 
she had been raped in detention. During the first two days at the department to fight 
terrorism she had been stripped naked, put on a hanger, given electric shocks and 
hosed with water under high pressure. The officers had tried to persuade her, to work 
for them. About the third day she said:

“The same was applied once more. Then I was seated between two officers on a 
sofa.  I  was  stark  naked.  They  constantly  harassed  me  sexually.  One  of  them 
squeezed my breast. Then two officers held me by my arms, put me on the ground 
and one officer raped me.“

Ö.İ. stated that one of the torturers was named Bayram Kartal. (16) 

Lale Açık

Lale Açık prosecuted with the demand of the death penalty on the charges of being 
involved in the bomb attack against Çankırı Governor Ayhan Çevik on 5 March 1999, 
disclosed that she had been raped in detention. In the hearing held at Ankara SSC 
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on 8 June, Lale Açık referred to what she went through as follows: “I was detained 
together with my brother in Tokat on 7 March 1999. They put me in a cell, my eyes 
being blindfolded, at Tokat Police HQ. They asked me to tell what I knew, but I didn’t 
speak. They beat my head against the wall by gripping my hair. They took my clothes 
off under beatings. They hosed pressurized water on the back of my neck and on my 
body, and then sent me back to my cell. I asked for my clothes, but they didn’t give it. 
Later they came again to my cell. They forced me to lie on my back under kicks. 
They started to rape me. I was saying, ‘Don’t, you can’t do that.’ Tears were coming, 
I couldn’t breathe. I said, ‘Ok, leave me, I will speak.’ I was thinking what these men, 
who did this to me, could do to my family,  my brother and my father,  who were 
detained together with me. They stopped and asked me to take my clothes on. They 
gave me a blanket and medicine. I was very scared that they would do the same 
thing  again.  They said,  ‘Sign  this;  there  is  nothing  against  you.  Accept  it  at  the 
Prosecution Office. We will help you, you will be released in the first hearing.’ They 
took me to the chief of police before leaving Tokat for Ankara. The police chief said, 
‘Did our monsters treat you well?’ They untied my eyes. I thought he knew that I had 
been raped. My family didn’t know. I didn’t tell these things at the Forensic Institute, 
prosecution office and court. I can identify two of the police officers who raped me.” 

Upon the question of presiding judge Orhan Karadeniz “Did they rape you? Why 
didn’t  you  tell  this  until  now?”  Lale  Açık  answered,  “I  didn’t  tell,  because  I  was 
ashamed for my family and I thought I could get out of prison. I was scared of the 
police as well.” Lawyer Nazım Genç demanded the transfer of Açık to a hospital and 
the investigation of the rape claim. The Court rejected the demand of transfer to a 
hospital on the grounds that there were no findings related to rape in the examination 
in Tokat and decided that the lawyers and Lale Açık could lodge an official complaint 
against the police officers. The lawyers filed an official complaint on 14 July.

Şener Kökten

In the hearing of 4 July in the same case defendant Şener Kökten stated that he had 
been tortured in detention and said, “The police officers showed the picture of my 
fiancé and threatened me that they would also torture her. My eyes were blindfolded 
for 5 days and I was forced to sign testimonies that I have not read at all.”

Beşir Kasap

Beşir Kasap, who had been detained on 16 March 1999 on claims of “having been 
involved in the attack against former Çankırı Governor Ayhan Çevik as a member of 
TİKKO, disclosed that he had been forced to become an informer for the police and 
he had to accept this because of the torture he had been subjected to. The student 
Beşir Kasap made a press statement at the HRA İstanbul Branch on 2 November. 

He  talked  about  intense  torture  methods:  “They  suspended  me,  hosed  me  with 
pressurized  water,  and  beat  me.  I  could  not  bear  anymore  and  accepted  their 
proposal for becoming an informer. I met with a person named Erol who carried an ID 
card of MİT 7 or 8 times in 1,5 months. He told me, ‘you will stay at the same place 
with the staff members of the journal Özgür Gelecek. You will act with them. You will 
get actively involved in their organizational activities. Then you will inform us about 
their activities.’ They told me they would give me a great amount of money.” Kasap 
said that he had to leave Samsun because of the pressure to become an informer 
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but returned in order to attend the school. He added that police officers had come to 
the school on 20 October and abducted him. Kasap said that the police officers had 
also threatened him in order to force him to become an informer and that he had 
lodged an official complaint with Samsun Public Prosecution Office. Kasap also said 
that the police officers continuously followed him.

Torture Incidents in 2000

Salih Akgün

Salih Akgün, who was detained in Nusaybin, Mardin on 7 January and arrested on 11 
January, was reportedly tortured in detention. His wife Meyese Akgün said that she 
found  her  husband  in  Nusaybin  Prison  in  a  bad  condition  unable  to  walk.  She 
approached the HRA and lodged an official complaint against the police officers. 

Emine Demir

On 9 January the police raided the house of Hayriye  Demir in Şehitlik quarter of 
Diyarbakır. The police made a second raid on her house on 18 January and beat her 
daughter Emine Demir (16). 

Emine Demir said, “They locked me in a room during the search. They asked me 
who came to our house and where my brother was. When I said I did not know, they 
took the small camera they placed in the hall and said ‘let’s look at who came, then 
you will see.’ Then all of them beat me. They were kicking especially at my heart and 
head.  I  fainted.  The  officers  left  the  house,  when  our  neighbors  came upon  my 
screams.” 

Hayriye Demir said that two of her sons were PKK militants and her third son was 
sentenced to life imprisonment on the grounds of “being a PKK member.” She added 
that she and her daughter were detained several times and harassed.

Vahdettin Tayfur

On 7 January, the police dispersed the people, who wanted to assemble in front of 
the municipality buildings of Diyarbakır  and Siirt  in protest at the detention of the 
mayors, and detained many of them including HADEP provincial executives Cemal 
Koçer, Vahdettin Tayfur, HADEP Kayapınar Mayor Mehmet Uçar, HADEP Diyarbakır 
Central District executives Mehmet Deviren and Edip Yaşar.

Vahdettin Tayfur  later declared that he was tortured in detention. Lawyer  Mansur 
Reşitoğlu met with the detainees on 12 January after the detention period exceeded 
four days and confirmed that the health condition of Vahdettin Tayfur was bad. 

Nusret Sülük, Yusuf Çelik

A case was opened in December against four non-commissioned officers in Mardin 
on  the  grounds of  torturing  Nusret  Sülük  and Yusuf  Çelik  who  were  detained in 
January on charges of “helping the PKK.” 

According to the information received, 2 PKK militants surrendered to the security 
forces in Dargeçit  district  of  Mardin in  January,  and gave names of  people,  who 
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helped the organization. However, the militants rejected the testimonies they gave at 
the gendarmerie station, in front of the prosecutor and the court and stated that the 
information had been written without their consent. The alleged PKK militants were 
released after appearing before a court. 

Meanwhile Nusret Sülük and Yusuf Çelik whose names were allegedly mentioned in 
the testimonies were detained in Gaziantep. Sülük and Çelik were taken to Dargeçit 
and  interrogated  under  torture  between  10  and  15  January.  In  the  medical 
examination  carried  out  before  appearing  before  the  prosecutor,  traces  were 
detected on the bodies of both persons resulting from a trauma that had occurred 
within 36 hours. Upon this Ayla Akat and Cihan Sincar, the lawyers of Nusret Sülük 
and Yusuf Çelik lodged an official complaint with Mardin Public Prosecution Office. 
As  a  result  of  the  investigation  Mardin  Public  Prosecution  Office  opened a  case 
against  non-commissioned officers  Mustafa  Kıraç,  Naci  Karahisar,  Ali  Çekük and 
Ahmet İzi,  under Article 243 TPC. The case was to be heard at  Mardin Criminal 
Court. 

S.T., İ.A., E.G., M.O., Ö.A., İ.C.

S.T., İ.A. (12), E.G. (14), M.O. (16), Ö.A. and İ.C., who were detained on 15 January 
on the grounds that they killed Mazlum Aslan (17),  disclosed that they had been 
tortured at Adana Police HQ. The children said that they were continuously beaten, 
forced to  stand naked in  the  cold  and cold  water  was  poured over  them during 
detention.  E.G.  said  that  the  police  tortured  particularly  Ö.A.,  who  had  a  heart 
operation, as well as M.O. Among the children Ö.A. and İ.C. were arrested.

Zülfü Yıldız

Labor Party (EMEP) member Zülfü  Yıldız,  who had been detained by soldiers in 
Tunceli on 16 January, while collecting signatures for the campaign entitled “Don’t let 
the Süleymans (Süleyman Ekrem) die, lift the State of Emergency,” disclosed that he 
was tortured in detention. Zülfü Yıldız said that he was kept in detention for 30 hours 
in a station where a soldier beat him. He was subsequently taken to Mazgirt Health 
Center. He said that he was given a “good health” medical report, though he had 
bruises on his body.

Hükmiye Aksoy, Sindi Yüksel, Nuriye X, Songül X, Vesile X

It has been reported that relatives of Nezahat Aksoy, who was killed in İzmir, were 
tortured in order to take the responsibility for the murder. Nezahat Aksoy’s mother-in-
law Hükmiye Aksoy disclosed that she had been tortured at İzmir Police HQ, and 
said, “They also gave electricity to my son-in-law Sindi Yüksel, my daughters Nuriye, 
Songül and Vesile just like they did to me. I heard their voices. They released me and 
my grandson Vahap.”

Levent Şahin

Levent  Şahin  (19)  who  was  detained  in  mid-January  on  the  accusations  of 
“kidnapping a girl”  in İstanbul,  stated that  he was tortured in the Research Chief 
Office in Avcılar quarter, during 7 days in detention. Şahin said that he was forced to 
sign 78 separate files of crimes under torture. Levent Şahin said, “There were 12 
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persons during the torture. They first tied my hands and feet, and subjected me to 
falanga. This lasted for 5 minutes. They later stripped me naked and suspended me 
on  a  hanger.  They  poured  water  over  me,  tied  cables  to  my  forefinger  and  my 
testicles and applied electricity.” 

Şahin stated that the police attempted to insert a truncheon to the anus of a friend of 
his in detention and added that he continuously heard the screams of two young 
persons aged 16 to 17 and of other persons who were being tortured, from the next 
room. Şahin also said that the police officers had asked for TL 3 billion of bribery, to 
release  him.  Levent  Şahin  was  released  by  Küçükçekmece  Penal  Court  to  be 
prosecuted without arrest. The Forensic Institute issued a report for Şahin certifying 
his inability to work for 3 days. Şahin lodged an official complaint against the police 
officers.

Muharrem Akburak

The trail launched against the police officers Murat Tener, Haluk Gökçe and Yaşar 
Özkan  for  torturing  Muharrem  Akburak,  former  Chairperson  of  Tüm  Yargı-Sen 
Kütahya Branch, when he was detained on 20 January, started at Kütahya Criminal 
Court on 26 June. In the trial, the police officers are prosecuted under Article 243 
TPC. 

In the hearing, Muharrem Akburak stated that he had been taken to Tavşanlı Health 
Center after having been kept in detention for one day, and that Dr. Feyzullah Macit 
Öztoprak had issued a medical report which read that he had been in good health 
although  he  had  told  him,  “They  hit  my head  and  shoulder  and  hosed  me with 
pressurized water.” Akburak said that the prosecutor had released him and that he 
had been taken to Tavşanlı State Hospital the same day because his health condition 
deteriorated. He added that he had been given a medical report certifying the torture 
inflicted on him, and he had lodged an official complaint against the police officers. 
Akburak also said that the prosecutor had referred him to Bursa Forensic Institute, 
where  he  was  given  a  report  certifying  the  torture  inflicted  on  him.  Muharrem 
Akburak,  who  works  as  a  prison  warden  in  Tavşanlı  Closed  Prison,  had  been 
acquitted in the trial launched against him under Article 169 TPC. The case against 
the torturers did not conclude in 2000.

Nimet Yılmaz

Nimet Yılmaz, who was detained in Adana on 22 January on charges of “being a 
leading PKK member,” was reportedly tortured in detention. His sister Ayfer Yavaş 
stated that her brother could not use his left arm because of torture and conveyed the 
words of her brother: “My arm freezes. My whole arm is getting paralyzed starting 
from my fingers. I can’t feel my arm.” Ayfer Yavaş also said that her application to the 
prison administration for treatment of her brother remained fruitless.

Polat Aktaş, Fuat Aktaş, Orhan Aktaş

The police, who raided a house in İstanbul Halkalı on 22 January, shot Polat Aktaş 
(20), who attempted to escape while his hands were handcuffed. He was wounded. 
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Polat  Aktaş,  his  father  and  his  brother  were  reportedly  tortured.  The  incident 
developed as follows: Around 30 police officers raided the house of Polat Aktaş. The 
police found him in bed and handcuffed him there. Polat Aktaş managed to escape 
from the police by jumping from the balcony. However he was shot to his leg. Police 
officers descended and shot at his other leg. 

Polat Aktaş, his father Fuat Aktaş and his brother Orhan Aktaş were detained and 
taken to Küçükçekmece Investigation Chief Office. Orhan Aktaş, stating that he was 
tortured together  with  his  elder  brother,  said,  “They suspended me on a hanger, 
straight and reverse. They gave electricity to my breast and fingertips. They tried to 
make me confess things I  did not do.”  He said that the police have continuously 
beaten on his brother’s leg saying, “We will make your wounds bleed. I hope next 
time we come across you, I will shoot you in your head.” He said that his brother 
could not stand the torture and accepted the accusations. 

Fuat Aktaş said, “They were playing music in the police station. They increased the 
voice. I could hear my son’s voice: ‘I did not do it. How many times will you shoot 
me?’ Later they took my son out of the torture chamber. My son vomited because of 
torture. Everywhere was blood. They forced me to clean it.” Fuat Aktaş said that the 
police continuously swore at him. The police released him after a while. Orhan Aktaş 
was released on 25 January.  Fuat  Aktaş lodged an official  complaint  against  the 
police.

Ulaş Onur

The political prisoner Ulaş Onur, who was released by İstanbul SSC on 25 January, 
stated that he was beaten by soldiers while leaving Ümraniye Prison. Ulaş Onur, 
stating that he had been remanded about one and half years for “being a member of 
the MKLP”, said the following in the press meeting held on 28 January at the HRA 
İstanbul Branch: 

“I left the wing when I had completed my preparations. The soldiers took me to the 
registration office. They asked me to take my shoes off, but I did not accept. They 
took them off under beatings. Then they asked me what I would do outside prison. I 
did not  answer.  Upon that,  10 soldiers attacked me and started to beat  me with 
planks. They applied the bastinado. They extinguished cigarettes on my body. They 
said, ‘He got drugs, that’s why he doesn’t speak’, and pushed pins in my feet. They 
put a Turkish flag on my collar. When I threw it away, they beat me even harder. All 
this lasted for 45 minutes.” 

Ulaş Onur said that he got a medical treatment in hospital for two days and he would 
lodge an official complaint against the soldiers.

Ulaş Yurdakul

Ulaş Yurdakul spoke at a press meeting in the HRA İstanbul Branch on 28 January. 
He said that he had been detained in İstanbul Büyükçekmece about a month ago and 
subjected to torture methods such as “falanga, hanger,  electricity,”  for three days 
during which he was kept in detention at Büyükçekmece Gendarmerie Station. He 
said that he was later taken to Esenler District Police HQ and tortured for one day 
and the prosecutor at İstanbul SSC released him.
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Hüseyin Ayhancı

It was reported that Hüseyin Ayhancı, who was deported to Turkey from Germany on 
24  November  1999,  was  tortured  in  detention.  Hüseyin  Ayhancı  who  went  to 
Germany together with his 7 children in 1993, said that he was extradited, when his 
asylum demand was rejected. He was detained at İzmir Adnan Menderes Airport 
upon arrival. 

Hüseyin Ayhancı  said, “I  was kept in detention at the Airport Police Station for 7 
days. Several torture methods were inflicted on me, such as beatings, not allowing 
food, swearing.”

Hüseyin Ayhancı stated that he was detained again on 28 January. The plainclothes 
police officers had said that they would kill him. “They put a gun to my head and 
pulled the trigger. After having been interrogated there for a while, I was taken to a 
building that I did not know. The torture continued there as well. They asked me to 
which associations I had contacts in Germany. They tied my feet and applied the 
bastinado (falanga). They beat me on my back, legs with truncheons and clubs. Then 
they made me walk on a wet place to avoid swelling of my feet. They connected 
cables to my arms and shoulders, poured water on me and gave electricity.” Ayhancı 
stated that he lodged an official complaint against the police officers.

On 2 February Ayhancı went to the Forensic Institute in İzmir and received a report 
certifying his inability to work for 7 days. The report confirmed bruises on the left 
shoulder and left chest, on the right arm and the left knees being sized up to 5 by 5 
cm. The physicians also found grazes at the neck.

In March İzmir Medical Association prepared a report on Hüseyin Ayhancı stating 
that he was suffering from posttraumatic stress disorder. 

Aşur İşbilen

On 3 February Aşur İşbilen was released from Ümraniye Prison on allegations of 
being  a  member  of  the  MLKP.  He  alleged  that  soldiers  had  beaten  him  during 
release, when he refused to take his shoes off. 

Cafer Çiğdem, İlker Yıldız

Cafer Çiğdem (23) and İlker Yıldız (19) who were detained in İstanbul Esenyurt at the 
beginning  of  February  were  reportedly  tortured  during  the  7  days  in  detention. 
Çiğdem and Yıldız stated from Metris Prison that several torture methods such as 
being suspended on a hanger, electricity shocks and beating had been inflicted on 
them in the Public Order Branch Directorate where they had been kept. They added 
that they had received medical reports certifying the torture inflicted on them from 
Büyükçekmece Health Center on 7 February and that they had to accept 18 separate 
theft crimes because of torture.

Leyla Ayçil

Leyla Ayçil, a reporter with the journal Vatan who was remanded in December 1999 
in Antakya, was reportedly forced to serve as an agent in prison. The relatives of 
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prisoners  who  held  a press  meeting at  the HRA Antakya  Branch on 7  February 
stated that Leyla Ayçil had been taken her wing some time ago on the pretext that 
her lawyer had come and she was taken to the plainclothes police officers who had 
tortured her  in  detention.  The police officers had reportedly asked Ayçil  to  testify 
against  her  friends  in  exchange  of  being  released.  Ayçil’s  sister  had  also  been 
detained by the police.

İsa Günay

Şerif Şimdi (Şemdi) was killed in a raid on a house in Saraçoğlu quarter of Mardin in 
the night  of  24 February.  Police authorities claimed that  Şerif  Şimdi  “was a PKK 
militant, who clashed with the police.” Police officers reportedly beat İsa Günay, the 
owner of the house, so heavily that his ribs were broken. İsa Günay was taken to 
Mardin State Hospital on 25 February and later sent to Diyarbakır State Hospital. 

Gülistan Durç

On 27 February Gülistan Durç, member of the women’s commission of HADEP, was 
detained  in  Mardin-Kızıltepe.  Two  days  later  she  was  remanded  on  charges  of 
supporting the PKK and put in Mardin E-type Prison. Because of the torture inflicted 
on her, she got worse on 30 February and had to be taken to Mardin State Hospital. 
From here she was taken to Diyarbakır State Hospital. 

Ahmet Gülay

Lawyer Kenan Sidar, chairman of the Association for Solidarity with the Families of 
Prisoners and Convicts (THAY-DER), stated that the prisoner Ahmet Gülay, who was 
taken to Erzurum Prison on 28 February, was tortured while in detention. Sidar said 
that Gülay’s ribs had been broken under torture; he had been kept in a cell for one 
person and not got any treatment.

Yusuf Demir

Yusuf Demir (20) who was extradited from Germany on 10 January, alleged that he 
was detained a couple of times in Turkey and tortured. Demir said that he was first 
detained at İstanbul Atatürk Airport and taken to a place he did not know and kept 
there for two days. He said that the police beat him by saying, “This is not Europe. 
You are in Turkey now.” 

Demir stated that after release by the prosecutor he was once more detained and 
threatened. He had been detained by the political police in İzmir on 8 February, and 
kept in detention for two days during which he was beaten and insulted. Demir said 
that he was detained once more on 10 February from a taxi he took, and kept in 
detention until late at night. He said that police officers on motorbikes beat him and 
two  of  his  teeth  were  broken  due  to  torture.  Demir  lodged  an  official  complaint 
against the police on 21 February.

Beşir Aşkara
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Beşir Aşkara, HADEP executive in Siirt Province, who was kidnapped by plainclothes 
police officers in  Siirt  on 2 March,  alleged that  he was tortured.  Aşkara said  the 
following: 

“I was on my way to my house in Ulus quarter, at around 10pm. A friend was with 
me. A car with plainclothes police officers passed us while we were walking along 
Aydınlar Street. We saw that they were looking at us, but they did not stop. My friend 
left  me after a while to go to his house. I  saw the same white car with the plate 
number 56 AG 831 next to the Fatih Primary School, with his headlights off. Two 
police jumped from the car while I was passing by and dragged me into the car. In 
the car, one of the police officers pushed my head under the seat and sat on my 
back. They drove to the Kasaplar river region. They took me out of the car and forced 
me to go 50 meters. They later threw me into the mud. One of the police officers 
stepped on my head with his foot. Another one took all my clothes off. They started to 
beat me. This lasted for about half an hour. They seized my mobile phone. Then they 
went off threatening me ‘We’d shoot you if you raise your head.’ I waited because of 
fear for about half an hour.” Aşkara said that one of the police officers had threatened 
him previously to convince him to serve as an agent. Aşkara got a 5-days’ recovery 
report from the Forensic Institute and lodged an official complaint against the police 
officers.

Tamer Taylan 

The  case  opened  against  13  police  officers  for  torturing  Tamer  Taylan  in  Bursa 
continued  at  Bursa  Criminal  Court  No.  3  on  25  October.  At  the  hearing,  Tamer 
Taylan’s wife Meltem Taylan and his sisters Leyla Özbakan and Hülya Irak stated 
that Taylan had looked exhausted when the police officers had brought him home for 
an investigation. Tamer Taylan disclosed that he did not see the police officers who 
had tortured him as he had been blindfolded, but he had recognized the police officer 
Kemal N. when he heard his voice. The trial did not conclude in 2000. 

Tamer Taylan had been detained in Bursa at the beginning of March, after suspects 
in the case on killing Nesim Malki (17) had mentioned his name as someone, who 
forced people to sign drawn bills. On 14 March he appeared in front of a judge with a 
bruised eye. The accompanying police officers presented a report from a polyclinic 
stating that Tamer Taylan was in good health. Yet  the judge sent the suspect for 
another examination to Bursa Forensic Institute. The Institute found traces of electric 
shocks and the bastinado.

B. Tören (15)

B. Tören (15) who was detained in Osmaniye on 15 March disclosed that he was 
tortured. B. Tören related what he went through: “Plainclothes police took me to their 
car while I was passing through Mimar Sinan quarter on my way home, at 3am in the 
night. They heavily beat me in a deserted area near Raufbey quarter. The police 
asked me whether my brother Murat, who joined the PKK, and my father Ali, of whom 
I do not know where he is, phoned us home or not. I said I did not know and they 
beat me even more. Then they let me go.”

Murat Turhan
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Murat Turhan alleged that police officers beat him on Trabzon on 15 March. He had 
been detained, when he discussed with another drive about wrongly overtaking his 
car. A commissioner had come up to them and beaten him. Turhan went to Trabzon 
State Hospital and filed an official complaint with the report he obtained there. 

Mehmet Selman

Mehmet Selman, who was detained in Bornova-İzmir on 19 March, was reportedly 
tortured. His mother Cemile Selman stated that she and her son were detained in a 
raid on their house and were released the other day.  Cemile Selman said, “They 
squeezed my son’s testicles and strangled his throat.”

Ahmet Işık

Ahmet Işık (50), who was detained in a raid on his house in Midyat district of Mardin 
on 19 March, was reportedly tortured. His wife Aliye Işık, the wife of his son Taybet 
Işık  and  his  grandson  Ş.  Işık  (12)  who  were  detained  together  with  him,  were 
released on 25 March.  His  relatives  stated  that  Ahmet Işık  had been tortured in 
Midyat  Police  HQ.  He had damages in  his  vertebral  column due to  torture.  The 
relatives also said that Ahmet Işık was forced to sign the minutes stating that he had 
a gun in the house, although there was no element of crime in the house.

Abdullah Yandım, Refik Yılmaz, Nimet Çetin, Vahyettin Çetin

Abdullah Yandım, Refik Yılmaz, Nimet Çetin and Vahyettin Çetin, who had gone to 
Çanakkale from Soğukpınar village in Tutar district (Ağrı) to work on a construction 
site, were detained on 27 March. They stated that police officers had detained them, 
while sitting in a coffee shop. They had first been taken to Lapseki Police Station and 
then to the political police at Çanakkale Police HQ. Here they had been tortured. 

Neslihan Oruç, Günay Oruç

Neslihan Oruç, HADEP executive in Mersin, who had been detained along with her 
brother Günay Oruç on the night of 24 March during a raid on her house in Mersin, 
disclosed that she had been tortured in detention. Neslihan Oruç, said after release 
on  26  March:  “I  was  beaten  while  being  taken  to  the  police  headquarters,  they 
heavily punched on my belly. They later put me in a cell, blindfolded. They swore at 
me, insulted and threatened me.” Neslihan Oruç stated that she was in the HADEP’s 
organizing  committee  for  the  Newroz  celebrations  and  had  been  accused  of 
“disseminating PKK propaganda.”  She said that  the Forensic Institute  had issued 
reports for her and her brother Günay Oruç certifying that they had been tortured in 
detention.

Ayfer Kaptan, Meliha Yıldız, Ahmet Altıner

Ayfer Kaptan, a reporter with the newspaper Alınterimiz, actress Meliha Yıldız and 
the peddler Abdullah Altıner, who were all detained during the rally held by Kocaeli 
Unions’  Assembly  in  İzmit  on  1  April,  disclosed  that  they  had  been  tortured  in 
detention. Kaptan, Yıldız and Altıner held a press conference at the HRA İstanbul 
Branch on 6 April, and related their treatment in detention. 
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Ayfer Kaptan stated that she had been beaten and detained by police officers who 
had asked her, “Why are you shooting the police?” Ayfer Kaptan said: “They took me 
to the sports hall inside İzmit Police HQ. When I said that I was a journalist, they 
answered,  ‘So  what  if  you  are  a  journalist.’  When  they  realized  that  I  had  had 
infantine paralysis, they continuously hit me on my legs with truncheons. One of my 
toes was broken because of the blows.  Besides, I  was sexually harassed by the 
police officers.” 

Ahmet Altıner said that he had no connection with  the incident,  but he had been 
detained during the fight that arose between the police and the demonstrators. He 
added that the police had broken one of his teeth. As to Meliha Yıldız, she said that 
she suffered bleeding lips.  Kaptan,  Altıner  and Yıldız  announced that  they would 
lodge an official complaint against the police officers. 

Metin Sevindik, Ahmet Şahin, Ahmet Rençber, Adem Yıldız, Namık Kemal Taşçı

Metin Sevindik, Ahmet Şahin, Ahmet Rençber, Adem Yıldız and Namık Kemal Taşçı 
were reportedly tortured when they were detained in Samsun on 27 March. They 
were detained on claims of “being members of a radical Islamic organization.” 

Metin Sevindik’s lawyer Mustafa Remzi Toprak stated that the detainees were first 
claimed to be members of Hezbollah, but no evidence had been found to prove this 
claim, and they had been remanded only on the accusations of “membership to an 
illegal organization.” Toprak stated that his client Metin Sevindik had not talked about 
torture inflicted on him, but when he had been informed about the situation, he had 
visited Sevindik in prison and had seen the traces of  torture on Sevindik’s body, 
when he took off his clothes. Toprak said that Sevindik had shown the traces of 
torture to the physicians at the Forensic Institute, where he had been taken to before 
being remanded, but the traces had not been recorded in the report issued for him. 
Toprak stated that Sevindik “had been blindfolded, suspended on a hanger, he had 
received blows to the head, had been given electric shocks to his penis and fingers, 
beaten and his body had been cut with a rasp-like stuff.” 

Lawyer Mustafa Remzi Toprak added that Namık Kemal Taşçı, one of the detainees, 
had been unable to speak because of fear of more torture, therefore he had not been 
able to testify to the prosecutor and judge. 

Remzi Toprak filed an official complaint with the public prosecutor in Samsun. The 
prosecutor  sent  Metin  Sevindik  to  the  Forensic  Institute.  The  report  stated  that 
Sevindik had 50 traces of blows on his body. All the wounds were listed in detail and 
the report stated that Metin Sevindik had been blindfolded during the four days of 
detention. He had been beaten with a blunt device such as a stick. His arms had 
been pulled on the back, while something sharp had been under his armpits. This 
had caused different wounds. He had not been urinating blood for two days. The 
report concluded that Metin Sevindik would be unable to work for 10 days.

Metin Sevindik testified to the prosecutor in Samsun on the torture that had been 
inflicted on him. On the gendarmerie station he had been brutally beaten, cursed and 
sworn  at  and had  been forced  to  sign  many papers.  At  the  department  to  fight 
terrorism in Samsun Police HQ the torture had continued. They had threatened to 
torture him in the presence of his wife.
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Mustafa Aksu, Haydar Odabaş, Mehmet Fatih Güzel

Mazlum-Der Chairperson Yılmaz Ensaroğlu stated in a press meeting on 6 April, that 
Mustafa Aksu, Haydar Odabaş and Mehmet Fatih Güzel, who had been detained in 
Ankara on the allegations of “being members of the Hizb-Üt Tahrir organization,” had 
been tortured in detention. 

Kamuran  Kabul,  Hacı  İnan,  Mehmet  Kartal,  Derviş  Algül,  Mehmet  Ebuzeytoğlu,  
Mehmet Baysal

Kamuran Kabul, Hacı İnan, Mehmet Kartal, Derviş Algül, Mehmet Ebuzeytoğlu and 
Mehmet Baysal, who were detained in Şırnak on 31 March on the accusations of 
“being PKK members and aiding the PKK,” and remanded to Şırnak Prison, were 
reportedly tortured in  detention.  They were  transferred to Midyat  (Mardin) Closed 
Prison three days after  the arrest and were not  accepted to the prison upon the 
identification of torture traces on them. They were subsequently sent to Şırnak Public 
Prosecution Office. The HRA Diyarbakır Branch lodged an official complaint against 
the police officers, who tortured these 6 people.

Ahmet Bozan

Ahmet Bozan disclosed that he had been detained by the gendarmerie in Sarıgazi, 
İstanbul on 5 April for “keeping copies of the journal Özgür Halk in his car” and that 
he had been beaten and threatened with death in detention. Ahmet Bozan said that 
the  gendarmerie  had  later  delivered  him to  plainclothes  soldiers,  and  added  the 
following: 

“These people took me to a deserted area and beat me with clubs. A plainclothes 
non-commissioned officer inserted a gun into my mouth and threatened me saying, 
‘You have 10 seconds; then you will die.’ Later I was taken to the police station. The 
non-commissioned officer was most probably drunk. He continuously beat me and 
threatened me with  death. He delivered me to uniformed gendarmerie soldiers at 
about 2am. They put me in a car, and attempted to leave me at a deserted place. I 
put my feet on the door of the car and did not get out. Upon this, they hit me on the 
feet  and arms with  clubs.  When I  began to  shout,  the non-commissioned officer 
panicked and swore at the soldiers in the car. They gave up to throw me out. The car 
stopped  at  about  4am.  I  threw  myself  out  of  the  car  when  I  saw  that  a  taxi 
approached. The gendarmes instructed the driver of the taxi to take me anywhere, 
and not to speak about the incident.” Ahmet Bozan added that the taxi driver had left 
him in Sarıgazi, and that his friends had taken him to hospital.

Sibel Akkaya

Sibel Akkaya, a member of the “Initiative against Sexual Harassment and Rape in 
Detention” and a staff member of the Women Labor Association, who was detained 
during demonstrations against the IMF in İstanbul on 17 April, disclosed that she had 
been  tortured  in  detention.  Sibel  Akkaya  stated  that  she  had  been  beaten  and 
subjected to insults and sexual harassment in the police vehicle she had been put in.

Süleyman Fındıkoğlu
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Süleyman Fındıkoğlu, who was detained by the gendarmerie in Küçükköy İstanbul on 
4 May, disclosed that he had been tortured at the gendarmerie station. Fındıkoğlu 
made a press statement at the HRA İstanbul Branch on 8 May and said, “They asked 
for my ID card that night. I showed them and I wanted to ask that person to show his 
ID  card,  as  he  didn’t  wear  a  uniform.  Later,  I  learned  that  he  was  a  non-
commissioned officer and his name was Hüseyin Uçar. Upon that, Uçar said, ‘You 
will see now,’ and detained me.” 

Fındıkoğlu said  that  he had been taken to  Küçükköy Gendarmerie  Station under 
beatings, was beaten there by the non-commissioned officers Hüseyin Uçar and Ali 
Tekin, as well as 30 soldiers and was threatened with death. Fındıkoğlu also said 
that a false report was written accusing him of attacking Hüseyin Uçar, while Uçar 
had himself  cut his hand at the station. Fındıkoğlu said that a trial  was launched 
against him on charges of “attacking an officer on duty” based on this false report. 
Fındıkoğlu stated that he would lodge an official complaint against Hüseyin Uçar and 
Ali Tekin.

Neriman Şaşmaz, Şahin Şeker

Neriman Şaşmaz and Şahin Şeker, distributors of the newspaper Atılım, who were 
detained  while  distributing  the  paper  in  Gümüşsuyu,  İstanbul,  on  10  May,  were 
reportedly tortured in detention. Neriman Şaşmaz stated that they had been beaten 
at Esenkent  Police Station where they had been taken.  She said that  she got  a 
medical report from the Forensic Institute proving that she had been tortured. A trial 
was launched against Şaşmaz and Şeker, who were released the following day, on 
the accusations of “resisting the police.”

Yusuf Karakuş, Abdülhamit Çelik, Mehmet Ali Tekin, Mehmet Şahin, Talip Özçelik,  
Arif Tarı, Fatih Aydın, Muzaffer Dağdeviren 

Lawyer Mustafa Akçay who met with Yusuf Karakuş, Abdülhamit Çelik, Mehmet Ali 
Tekin, Mehmet Şahin, Talip Özçelik, Arif Tarı, Fatih Aydın and Muzaffer Dağdeviren, 
who had been remanded on the accusations of being involved in the bomb attack on 
Uğur  Mumcu,  a  columnist  with  the  daily  Cumhuriyet,  and  referred  to  Eskişehir 
Special Type Prison on 15 May, stated that these people were tortured in detention. 
Akçay said that blood was detected in the urine of Abdülhamit Çelik and that he was 
receiving medical treatment in prison.

N. Akın

N. Akın (15), who was detained in Eskişehir on the accusations of “theft” on 30 May, 
was reportedly tortured. He was released on 31 May. His father İbrahim Akın lodged 
an official complaint at the prosecution office. In the complaint it was stated that N. 
Akın was beaten with  an iron rod and fists,  his eyes were bruised, he had been 
forced to clean the dishes and the police station. It was also said that N. Akın got a 
medical report stating 7 days’ inability to work. On the other hand, Eskişehir Police 
HQ officials  stated that  N.  Akın had passed a medical  examination before being 
transferred  to  the prosecution  office and claimed that  the child  might  have  been 
beaten by his father or some other persons after having been released.

Mehmet Nuri Gökhaner, Abdurrahman Gökhaner, Alaaddin Gökhaner
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Mehmet  Nuri  Gökhaner,  Abdurrahman  Gökhaner  and  Alaaddin  Gökhaner  were 
reportedly tortured by soldiers in Kozluk, Batman on 31 May. Mehmet Nuri Gökhaner 
lodged an official complaint with Diyarbakır Public Prosecution Office. 

He said that they were stopped by soldiers in the vicinity of Yanıkkaya Station, while 
taking tobacco they took from Dilimalan village of Silvan, Diyarbakır, to Silvan. He 
said that a dispute broke out between them and the soldiers and that the soldiers 
forced them to lie on the ground and passed over their legs with a heavy military 
vehicle. Mehmet Nuri Gökhaner said that the soldiers had later taken them to the 
station,  offered  them to  take  them to  a  doctor  and  that  they  refused  this  offer. 
Gökhaner said that the military authority, who listened to them at the station, didn’t 
believe in what they said and beat them. Gökhaner added that they had to say that 
they had fallen from the tractor, as they were scared.

Erhan Günsaçtı, Engin Börü

Erhan Günsaçtı (21) and Engin Börü (21) detained in İstanbul at the beginning of 
June on accusations of theft, were reportedly tortured. Günsatçı and Börü, who were 
taken to Karaköy Police Station, were hospitalized due to torture. They were taken to 
hospital in handcuffs. There were reportedly torture traces on their bodies. On the 
other hand, police officers claimed that Günsaçtı and Börü hit themselves against the 
wall.  Günsaçtı and Börü were later referred to Beyoğlu Public Prosecution Office, 
then remanded and sent to Bayrampaşa Prison.

Kenan Ak, Serkan Aksoy

A  trial  was  launched  in  August  against  Chief  Superintendent  Nevzat  Ayar, 
Küçükçekmece  Public  Peace  Bureau  Chief  and  police  officer  Feridun  Koç,  who 
tortured Kenan Ak and Serkan Aksoy. Ak and Aksoy had been detained in İstanbul 
on  the  accusations  of  theft  on  5  June.  Bakırköy  State  Hospital  issued  a  report 
documenting the torture inflicted on them. Ak and Aksoy were remanded and put in 
Metris Prison. Their lawyer Murat Salman stated that the trial launched against the 
police officers would be held at Bakırköy Criminal Court No. 1. The trial against the 
police officers under Article 243 TPC did not conclude in 2000.

Şerif Aytaç

Şerif  Aytaş,  who was  detained by persons who presented themselves  as JITEM 
members in Adana on 14 June, disclosed that he was tortured in detention. Aytaş 
stated: “The persons who came to my house said, ‘We have two men, they will go to 
the  mountains,  they  will  stay  in  your  house.’  I  refused.  Then  they  took  me  to 
Büyükdikili Gendarmerie Station. They set me free three hours later. The other day, 
the same persons took me again from home to the station. They tried all kinds of 
torture in detention. I fainted three times during the torture. Two of my teeth were 
broken.” 

Bilgin Akkoyun, Cevher Ay, Yasin İşleme, Burhan Yücel

Burhan Yücel,  Yasin  İşleme,  Cevher  Ay and Bilgin  Akkoyun,  who  were  detained 
while leaving the HADEP offices in Üsküdar (İstanbul) on 10 June, disclosed that 
they were tortured in detention. Yasin İşleme stated that he was threatened to act as 
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an informant and said that: “They took us to İstanbul Police HQ and suspended us on 
a hanger after hosing us with pressurized water. They tied a weight to my genitals 
and said ‘If you work for us in HADEP we will set you free.’” 

Bilgin Akkoyun pointed out that his detention was not recorded in a register and said: 
“They took me to the forest and wanted me to admit involvement in illegal activities 
and that I was working in the HADEP illegally.” Burhan Yücel and Cevher Ay also 
stated that they were tortured in detention and were threatened with death.

Yeter Güzel, Murat Güzel

Yeter  Güzel and Murat Güzel, brothers who were detained in Kocaeli  on 8 June, 
were  reportedly  tortured.  Yeter  Güzel,  who  was  remanded  and  put  into  Gebze 
Prison, stated that he had been severely tortured in detention and said that he was 
put under pressure to become a repentant in prison. If not, he and his brother would 
“disappear” in detention.

Bahattin Selçuk (19) Serkan Gurbet 

Bahattin Selçuk, who was detained together with his relative Serkan Gurbet on 17 
June on charges of car theft while they were collecting papers from the garbage in 
Avcılar, İstanbul, disclosed that the police officers at Ambarlı  Police Station raped 
them with a truncheon. 

Bahattin  Selçuk  narrated:  “They  took  me  and  my  brother-in-law  downstairs  and 
blindfolded us. There were 5 to 6 police officers. One of them said that he knew 
karate and started to beat us. One of them jumped on my chest so that I was out of 
breath. For a while they opened our eyes. That police officer said: ‘Check my biceps, 
I am a boxer.’ I was afraid so I looked at him and he hit me in the face with his fist. 
He then gave electric shocks to our testicles saying ‘Now I am a psycho.’ Later we 
fainted. When I opened my eyes they were hitting on my genitals with a truncheon. I 
fainted again. They hosed me with pressurized water. I regained consciousness. The 
same officer  said,  ‘Now I  am a psycho sexual’  and covering a truncheon with  a 
condom he  raped  me  and  my brother-in-law  with  the  help  of  his  friends.  I  was 
bleeding and thought that I would die. This time the same police officer abused me 
by making me sit on his lap. I said: ‘don’t do this to me I am a married man and have 
two children.’ He replied: ‘I will make you a homosexual and take your wife.’” 

When their health conditions deteriorated they were taken to a health center and 
from there transferred to Silivri State Hospital and received a medical report certifying 
that they had been tortured. Bahattin Selçuk disclosed that four days after detention 
Küçükçekmece Penal  Court  remanded them.  Bahattin  Selçuk  said,  “I  was  put  in 
Silivri Prison and my brother-in-law was sent to the Antep Prison on the grounds that 
he was a draft evader. I stayed in prison for 21 days and at the first hearing I was 
released.” After release Bahattin Selçuk lodged an official complaint with Silivri Public 
Prosecution Office with the help of his lawyer  Ersin Dere. The Prosecution Office 
opened a case against the police officers Murat Çakıcı, Müjdat Arayan, Bircan Ballı, 
Rıza Köklü, İbrahim Murat Gazi and Ömer Yiğit from Ambarlı Police Station.

64 Students
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Several students detained in mid-June while making a press statement in Cağaloğlu, 
İstanbul stated that they were tortured in detention. Esin Dalkılıç said in the press 
meeting held at the HRA İstanbul Branch on 22 June that her arm was broken due to 
torture and she got a report showing her inability to work for 45 days. Student Münir 
Solhasan,  who read the press statement of  the İstanbul  Democratic  High School 
Students Union, stated that 64 students who were detained under beatings, were not 
let to go to the toilet for 36 hours, were forced to listen to arabesque music, and were 
insulted and threatened.

Medeni Koçağa, Muhterem Alsaç, Hüsnü Demir, Sosın Ak, Saliha Demir

At  the  end  of  June  Hanifi  Işık,  HRA  representative  for  the  Diyarbakır  region 
announced that during the last 10 days many houses in Diyarbakır and Batman had 
been raided. Gönül Kalır,  Nusret Bakır,  Reşat Hayman and Selahattin Doğru had 
been detained. During the raid on villages in Kulp, Silvan and Sason districts the 
villagers Medeni Koçağa, Muhterem Alsaç, Hüsnü Demir, Sosın Ak and Saliha Demir 
had been tortured.

Ercan Şahin, M.A. (17), M.Ö. (17)

Ercan Şahin, M.A. (17) and M.Ö. (17), construction workers, who were detained in 
Kıraç town of Büyükçekmece,  İstanbul  on 26 June, disclosed that they had been 
tortured in detention. Ercan Şahin stated that they had been beaten by soldiers at 
Kıraç Gendarmerie  Station.  They had been detained on the grounds of  “shaking 
prayer-beads in front of a soldier.” 

Şahin stated the following: “A non-commissioned officer named Murat, I don’t know 
his surname, asked us: ‘Why are you showing off?’  When I  answered him that I 
wasn’t showing off he said shouting: “you have to stand at attention when you see a 
soldier,”  and  then  he  started  beating  me.  The  beating  continued  at  Kıraç 
Gendarmerie Station.” M.Ö and M.A stated that they had been detained on 26 June 
and had also been beaten by the same non-commissioned officer.

İbrahim Yalçınkaya, Mahmut Yoktur, Cuma Yoktur, Halaf Aydın 

İbrahim Yalçınkaya, who was detained in July on the grounds that he was involved 
with drugs found in the vicinity of Akçakale, Urfa, was reportedly tortured in detention. 
Dr.  Halil  Sakar,  a physician at  Urfa State Hospital,  issued a report  to Yalçınkaya 
stating that “there were no traces of blow on his body.” İbrahim Yalçınkaya then was 
transferred to Akçakale Health Center on initiative of his cousin Mehmet Yalçınkaya, 
Urfa MP for the DYP, and was given a report stating that “there were traces of blows 
on his body, that these traces might be the result of electric shocks applied to his 
body and there were traces of blows on his testicles as well.” Lawyer Saniye Karakaş 
stated  that  Mahmut  Yoktur,  Cuma  Yoktur  and  Halaf  Aydın,  who  were  detained 
together with İbrahim Yalçınkaya, were also tortured.

At the end of July a trial was launched against the police officers Şendağ Kurtoğlu 
and Salih Korkmaz, who tortured İbrahim Yalçınkaya, Cuma Yoktur and Halaf Aydın 
in detention in Akçakale district of Urfa. The case brought against the police officers 
Şendağ Kurtoğlu and Salih Korkmaz continued to be heard at Urfa Criminal Court 
No.  2  on  13  September.  Cuma Yoktur  testified:  “We were  beaten  by  the  police 
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officers with our eyes being blindfolded. I could not identify the police officers who 
beat us. We were forced to sign a testimony. While we were beaten, the prosecutor 
was also present at the police headquarters.” The case did not conclude in 2000. 

The trial  launched against İbrahim Yalçınkaya,  Mahmut Yoktur,  Cuma Yoktur and 
Ahmet Emin Coşkun on charges of “drug smuggling” commenced at Urfa Criminal 
Court No.1 on 11 August. Defendant Ahmet Emin Coşkun stated in the hearing that 
on the date of  the incident  in  question,  he had been under  remand at  Akçakale 
Prison  and  that  he  had  had  no  connection  with  the  incident.  Coşkun  said  the 
following: “They made it look as if my brother’s car belonged to me.” 

Cuma Yoktur pleaded not guilty stating that the police had recorded the testimony as 
if he had accepted the charges. The prosecutor had come to the prison together with 
two police officers asking for Yalçınkaya.  He wanted him to testify against Ahmet 
Emin Coşkun. İbrahim had not accepted. “We were hearing everything clearly as our 
wing  was  right  below  the  administration  office.  Then  they  started  torturing  him, 
beating him with sticks and truncheons. İbrahim’s cries were heard everywhere in the 
prison.”

Erdal Süsem

Erdal  Süsem,  who  had  been  detained  in  Kartal,  İstanbul  on  21  March  on  the 
accusations of “being a member of the Turkey Workers’ Peasants’ Liberation Army 
(TİKKO)”,  was  allegedly  tortured  on  order  of  İlhami  Yelekçi,  the  lawyer  of  police 
officers  prosecuted  in  extra-judicial  execution  and  torture  trials.  Halil  Süsem,  the 
father of Erdal Süsem, stated in July that they applied to İlhami Yelekçi for help so 
that his son would not be tortured in detention. 

Halil Süsem said, “I went to his office in Cağaloğlu. He said he would help me if I’d 
give him TL 500 million. I gave him TL 450 million. Later we went to İstanbul Police 
HQ, Anti-Terror Branch, together. When we entered the branch, all  police officers 
welcomed him by calling him ‘father.’ They were respecting him as if he was a police 
chief. They got my son and we could talk. İlhami Yelekçi advised my son to be a 
repentant. He said, ‘If you tell everything, if you give the names of your friends, I help 
you.’ My son answered, ‘I don’t know anybody. I have been detained unfairly.’ İlhami 
Yelekçi insisted for a while. When my son didn’t accept, he said to the police officers, 
‘Take him away! Beat him a bit, then he will confess his crime.’ Later when I saw my 
son, his condition was very serious. They suspended him saying, ‘How come you 
object  our  father?’  They  applied  electric  shocks  on  him,  they  hosed  him  with 
pressurized water and subjected him to the bastinado.” 

Erdal Süsem later was taken to the Forensic Institute and given a report documenting 
“torture traces on various parts of his body.” His lawyer Eren Keskin stated that she 
filed  an  official  complaint  against  the  police  officers  and  applied  to  İstanbul  Bar 
Association for a disciplinary investigation against Yelekçi. Halil Süsem stated that 
İbrahim Alkış, the person who introduced him to İlhami Yelekçi, and two other people 
came to his house and threatened him, just after the publication of this incident in the 
daily Yeni Gündem.

The trial launched against Erdal Süsem and Ramazan Aydın on charges of being 
TİKKO  members  commenced  at  İstanbul  SSC on  10  July.  In  the  hearing  Erdal 
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Süsem stated that  he was tortured in  detention with  instructions of  lawyer  İlhami 
Yelekçi who forced him to be a repentant. Süsen said: “When I told them that I didn’t 
know anything he swore at me saying ‘take this bastard away’. Later I was tortured 
even more heavily.” No information on the outcome of any of the proceedings was 
available.

Yaşar Buhan, Cihat Buhan

The police reportedly beat Mayor Yaşar Buhan from the FP, who intervened in the 
dispute that broke out during the wrestling games in Tatvan, Bitlis on 22 July. Yaşar 
Buhan’s son Cihat Buhan was also beaten by the police in the same incident. The 
district governor Yener Erçin reportedly saved Buhan and his son from the police.

E. Türkmen (14)

E. Türkmen (14),  who was detained in  Küçükçekmece,  İstanbul  on 28 July,  was 
reportedly tortured. His father Sait Türkmen said that his house was raided by police 
officers, who did not have a search warrant, on 28 July at around 4am to look for his 
elder  son  aged  16,  who  was  wanted  in  connection  with  an  ordinary  crime.  Sait 
Türkmen said that the police officers, having not found his elder son, detained his 
younger son E. Türkmen. One of the police officers had said, “You will not take your 
son in the house. Your house is under our observation. Otherwise, next time we will 
detain  all  family  members,  even people around.  I  would kill  your  son;  make him 
disabled, when I see him. I  made few people disabled like that in the past.”  Sait 
Türkmen said that his son was kept in detention at Küçükçekmece Public Peace 
Chief Office for two hours and added, “They asked him where my elder son was and 
beat and swore at him, when he could not answer.”

Azime Torun

An inspector assigned by the Ministry of Justice heard the testimony of Azime Arzu 
Torun, a woman raped by soldiers and guardians with a fluorescent lamp during the 
incidents that had broken out at Burdur Prison on 5 July. In the press meeting held at 
the HRA İstanbul  Branch on 7 August  it  was reported that  the female inspector, 
whose name could not be learned, reportedly insulted Azime Arzu Torun by asking 
her  “How many centimeters was it  inserted?”  while  hearing her  testimony.  Torun 
reportedly also informed the physician who examined her at Burdur State Hospital 
about the rape. Torun objected the physician when he intended to check her virginity. 
HRA İstanbul Branch Chairwoman Eren Keskin stated that they lodged an official 
complaint at Burdur Public Prosecution Office against the ones who raped Torun. In 
the  complaint,  the  prosecution  of  the  soldiers  under  Burdur  Gendarmerie 
Commandership, police officers working at Burdur Police HQ and Ali Coşar, a prison 
execution security officer, was demanded under Article 243 TPC.

In the press conference Eren Keskin related what Azime Torun had told her:

“In the night of 5 July the security forces broke the barricades we had erected in 
order to protect us. Police officers, guardians and soldiers came inside. They took me 
to the second floor. First they thought of throwing me down, but pushed me down the 
chairs. The buttons of my trousers had broken and my underwear could be seen. The 
soldiers and police officers constantly threatened me with rape. The hit me on my 
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vagina. The guardian Ali Coşar took a fluorescent lamp and tried to insert it, but since 
my underwear was intact it did not enter. Later they tried to insert a truncheon having 
taken down my trousers and my underwear.”

Ali Altuntaş

Ali Altuntaş, who was detained in the hamlet of Kardeşler, Diyarbakır on 7 July in 
connection with his son being a deserter from the military, disclosed that he had been 
tortured in detention. Ali  Altuntaş stated that he had been tortured for  3 hours in 
Mermer  Gendarmerie  Station  and  said:  “The  station  commander  answered  me 
scornfully saying: ‘Whatever you do, wherever you apply, I’m not afraid of anyone. I 
have the power. After I was released I didn’t have the strength to walk. I walked for a 
little  while but then felt  exhausted in Mermer village so I  spent  the night there.  I 
returned to my village the following day.” Altuntaş applied to the HRA and launched 
an official complaint against the soldiers in charge at Mermer Gendarmerie Station.

Çetin Dölek

The construction worker Çetin Dölek (21) was detained in Kemer district (Antalya) at 
the beginning of July. He alleged that gendarmerie soldiers tortured him resulting in a 
medical  report  certifying  two  days’  inability  to  work.  Çetin  Dölek  asked  the 
rehabilitation center of the HRFT in İzmir for treatment. His lawyer Lokman Acar filed 
an official complaint with the public prosecutor in Kemer.

İbrahim Öztürker

İbrahim Öztürker, who was detained after separating two arguing people in Avcılar, 
İstanbul on 23 July, was tortured in detention. It was reported that İbrahim Öztürker, 
who was taken to Firuzköy Police Station, was beaten by a commissioner for about 
two  hours  and then taken to  Özel  Anadolu  Hospital  by the  same commissioner. 
İbrahim  Öztürker  underwent  an  operation  due  to  intra  abdominal  bleedings,  his 
spleen was removed and his intestines were injured. İbrahim Öztürker launched an 
official complaint against the police officers who tortured him.

İlhan Erzik

İlhan Erzik (23), who was detained on the grounds that he got involved in a fight that 
broke out in Esenyurt Fatih quarter of İstanbul on 24 July, stated that he had been 
tortured for three days “in order to accept incidents of burglary that occurred in the 
area.”  İlhan  Erzik  was  detained  by  the  gendarmerie  and  taken  to  Esenyurt 
Gendarmerie Station. 

He said about his custody: “At the station a non-commissioned officer named Sinan 
told me that I was the thief nicknamed ‘çakır’  (grayish blue) whom they had been 
trying to catch for 4 years. Because of the color of my eyes people close to me call 
me ‘çakır.’ For the 3 days I was kept in detention, I was accused with lot incidents of 
burglary. Because I did not accept the accusations I was constantly beaten. They hit 
my  head  against  the  wall,  as  I  did  not  accept  the  accusations.  The  non-
commissioned  officer  pointed  his  gun  to  my  head  and  mouth  demanding  me  to 
accept the crimes.” 
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Necati Erzik, brother of İlhan Erzik, stated that the statements received under torture 
were  corrected  on  intervention  of  the  lawyer  Ersin  Dere.  His  brother  had  been 
released after he testified to the prosecutor.

Emrullah Atamış and 14 people 

30 people, who were detained in the protest against cell  (F) type prisons, held in 
Bakırköy, İstanbul on 29 July were transferred to Bakırköy Court House on 30 July. 
15  out  of  the  30  people  who  were  examined  by  the  Forensic  Institute  received 
medical report certifying their inability to work for 2 to 10 days. 29 of the detainees 
were released. Emrullah Atamış (20) was arrested by Bakırköy Penal Court No. 8 on 
the grounds that he “injured a police officer at his finger.” Atamış was certified 3 days’ 
inability to work. His lawyer Barış Topuk stated that the police officer whose finger 
had been allegedly injured went to testify against his client with his whole arm in 
plaster.

26 Relatives of Prisoners

Some 26 people, who were detained in the demonstration held in front of the İstanbul 
Galatasaray High School on 29 July,  disclosed that they were beaten both in the 
police vehicles and in detention.  Gülşen Aslan,  who gave a speech at  the press 
conference at the İstanbul Branch of the HRA on behalf of the relatives of prisoners, 
stated that they were constantly beaten and insulted until they reached the station. 
Mine  Demirkaya,  another  relative  of  a  prisoner,  stated  that  the  police  officers 
especially hit the ribs of the detainees.

Abdülmelik Becermen

Abdülmelik  Becermen  was  beaten  by  three  plainclothes  police  officers  with  no 
apparent reason while sitting at a street in Muş on 3 August. He launched an official 
complaint  against  the  police  officers.  The  police  officers  reportedly  prevented 
Becermen from receiving a medical report from the hospital to where he was sent by 
the prosecution office.

Yeliz Saygınar, Bedri Vatansever, Melek Altıntaş, Semiha Kırkaç

Relatives  of  prisoners,  who  had  been  detained  on  6  August  because  of  the 
demonstration  they held  before  the Galatasaray High  School,  İstanbul,  in  protest 
against cell (F) type prisons, made a press statement at the HRA İstanbul Branch on 
9 August. They stated that they had been tortured in detention. Yeliz Saygıner, one 
of those detained, said that she had been harassed in the police vehicle: “When they 
took me into the police vehicle one police officer put my head between his legs, thus I 
was sexually harassed. They squeezed my breast and in the meantime they were 
hitting me. They handcuffed me at the back and lifted up my arms that way.” 

Bedri Vatansever said that police officer had sprayed pepper gas to their eyes at 
Karaköy Police Station and at the hospital doctors had not dealt with them properly. 
The relatives of prisoners stated that because of the attack of the police, the nose of 
Melek Altıntaş had been broken and Semiha Kırkaç had been wounded to her head.

Özcan Sarıtop
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Özcan Sarıtop, an executive of HADEP in Bismil district (Diyarbakır) alleged to have 
been detained and beaten at the beginning of August. He had been asked for the 
names of the members of the youth commission. When he was released he had told 
the commissioner that he would complain about the beatings and the commissioner 
had answered that this would be honored.

Mahmut Bayram

Mahmut Bayram was reportedly beaten by soldiers on patrol with the butts of rifles, 
till he lost consciousness. The soldiers had been angry that he raised dust with his 
truck  carrying  ready-made  concrete  in  Diyarbakır.  Bayram  stated  that  he  was 
stopped, while he was turning back to the factory after having deposited concrete to 
a construction site of Diyarbakır Metropolitan Municipality on 19 August. Bayram said 
that he was hospitalized by a colleague, who found him lying on the ground. HRA 
Deputy Chairman Osman Baydemir alleged that the physicians abstained from giving 
a medical report when they heard that soldiers were involved in the incident.

Mustafa Alkayış

Mustafa Alkayış, a lawyer with Adıyaman Bar Association was reportedly beaten by 
police officers at Adıyaman Police HQ, when he asked if his client in detention had 
been tortured or not. Yusuf Yetiş, chairman of Adıyaman Bar Association, stated that 
Mustafa Alkayış had been beaten and his cellular phone had been broken. He also 
stated that they would not provide legal aid at the police headquarters, until the police 
officers who beat Alkayış were dismissed.

Ferhan Özmen, Hakkı Selçuk Şanlı, Necdet Yüksel

The trial launched against 17 people are accused of having committed 22 different 
incidents including the killings of journalist-columnist Uğur Mumcu, Prof. Dr. Ahmet 
Taner Kışlalı, Bahriye Üçok and Muammer Aksoy, commenced at Ankara SSC on 14 
August.  After  SSC  prosecutor  Hamza  Keleş  read  the  indictment,  the  defendant 
Ferhan Özmen allegedly responsible for the killings of Uğur Mumcu, Prof. Dr. Ahmet 
Taner Kışlalı, Bahriye Üçok and Muammer Aksoy, testified. 

Ferhan Özmen stated that  he was  kept  in  detention for  8  days  and was heavily 
tortured.  Ferhan Özmen also stated that he suffered mentally and physically and 
couldn’t prepare his defense as the indictment reached him late. 

Another defendant,  Hakkı Selçuk Şanlı  stated that following his detention his first 
interrogation at the police headquarters started with a “humane interview” but later he 
was blindfolded and asked to take all his clothes off. Hakkı Selçuk Şanlı stated that 
he was taken to a cold room and made to sit on the cold concrete. Pressurized water 
was poured on his  genitals  and head and he was suspended.  Şanlı  stated,  “the 
officials who carried out the interrogation said: ‘lets find an organization name for 
you.’ ‘They found the name ‘Kudüs Ordusu’ (Jerusalem Army).” 

Another defendant stated that they could not prepare their defense, as the indictment 
did not reach them. On 8 September defendants Ferhan Özmen and Necdet Yüksel 
stated that their mental state was not normal due to the torture inflicted on them. 
Özmen and Yüksel also stated that they could not make a defense without receiving 
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medical treatment and disclosed they did not demand to benefit from the Repentance 
Law. 

During the hearing of 27 October the lawyer of Ferhan Özmen and Necdet Yüksel 
repeated his allegation that his clients had been tortured. The report of the health 
board at  the State Hospital  in Eskisehir,  read out during the hearing, certified for 
Özmen that he was suffering from "anxiety disorder" (restricted range of affects) and 
for Yüksel that he was suffering from anti-social personality disorder, but also stated 
that this did not pose any obstacle for them to defend themselves in court and that 
they did not need medical treatment. Lawyer Ceylan said that his clients had only 
been examined by their appearance and that Özmen still had a headache and that 
his right arm still felt numb. He added that the physicians who had signed the report 
had told him that they only tried to establish whether they could be held accountable 
in penal terms. They had added that they were not in a position to establish torture 
and that this needed to be done at a hospital of a university. 

The court decided that there was no harm in taking the testimony of the defendants. 
The court  further  rejected  the  demand for  a  medical  report  from a  hospital  at  a 
university and reminded the lawyer that he could apply to the Ministry of Justice to 
have his clients treated for the anxiety disorder. Özmen rejected his statement to the 
police and said that he told the prosecutor and the judge everything that he had been 
taught, because he was afraid of being taken back to be tortured. He said, "I was 
forced to accept  more than 20 events,  when I  was under torture."  (See also the 
chapter on Prof. Dr. Şebnem Korur Fincancı)

Nuran Doğan, Neriman Şaşmaz

Nuran Doğan, a reporter with the journal Yaşamda Atılım, who was detained during 
the press meeting held by Kartal and Maltepe Democracy Platform in protest at F 
(cell) type prisons at Kartal Square on 20 August, disclosed that she was tortured in 
detention. Doğan stated on 24 August,  that they were put into cells at the police 
station. 

Doğan said, “My friend Neriman Şaşmaz and I,  lost consciousness during torture. 
Upon  that,  they  took  us  to  Kartal  State  Hospital.  A  physician  from  the  surgery 
department woke me up by squeezing my breast. Beside that, the physicians pulled 
our hair. I reacted and said, ‘You can’t do that.’ Pressures continued at the hospital 
too.  They were  hitting  the  stretcher  to  the  walls.”  Nuran Doğan stated  that  they 
lodged an official complaint against the physician who sexually harassed her. 

Neriman Şaşmaz, a staff with the journal Atılım, also stated that they were insulted 
by the police officers in the cell  at Yakacık Police Station. Şaşmaz said that they 
were  later  released  by  the  prosecution  office.  Tufan  Serttek,  Kartal  Democracy 
Platform Spokesman and Head of the People’s House, also stated that prisoners’ 
relatives were beaten by police officers in the police bus and added that  several 
people were wounded.

Talha Erkan, Mehmet Kırşehirli, Hacı Muhacır

The police officers Talha Erkan, Mehmet Kırşehirli and Hacı Muhacır, employed at 
the political police in Diyarbakır,  prosecuted on charges of robbery,  disclosed that 
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they had been tortured in detention. At the hearing held at Diyarbakır Criminal Court 
No. 1 in September Talha Erkan was released to be prosecuted without remand. He 
stated that he was forced to sign a letter and said: “They said to me that otherwise I 
would  go  through  the  same  procedure  as  Cemal  Tutar  and  Edip  Gümüş  from 
Hezbollah. They tortured me. I don’t accept the testimony.” At the hearing, Mehmet 
Kırşehirli and Hacı Muhacır stated that they testified under pressure. 

Meral Tatar

Meral  Tatar,  who had been detained in  demonstrations organized by students in 
Mersin on 13 June, with the demand of Free Education, disclosed that she had been 
subjected to torture in detention. Meral Tatar was held at Mersin Police HQ. She 
said: “They continually hit my head against the walls. Whenever I objected they hit 
worse.  I  was taken upstairs  in order to  testify.  I  told them that  I  wouldn’t  testify. 
Thereupon, one of the civil police officers started to swear at me and told me to turn 
my back and lean against the wall. Then, they hit my waist with fists. They continually 
dragged me over the ground for 3-4 hours.” 

Tatar said that she was abused by the police verbally: “The police told me that they 
would have had an affair with me if I was older. They said that instead of being at the 
police station I should have been at the beach with boys.” Tatar added that she was 
threatened in detention and for a long while after she was released she couldn’t walk. 
Her psychological state was disturbed due to the torture inflicted on her and she had 
received a report from the Forensic Institute for three days of rest.

Nimet Aslan

Birgül Sönmez, lawyer with the Code of Penal Proceedings Service at İstanbul Bar 
stated that a prisoner’s relative, Nimet Aslan was beaten by the police officers in the 
presence of lawyers and her head was hit  against a wall.  Nimet Aslan had been 
detained during a demonstration by prisoners’ relatives in Beyoğlu on 9 September. 
Sönmez added:  “an  x-ray  of  Aslan’s  skull  was  taken  and  she  received  a  report 
certifying that trauma existed.” 

Mehmet Teomete

Mehmet Teomete who was detained in Gürçeşme, İzmir on 25 September alleged 
that he had been tortured in detention. Teomete stated that he was detained when he 
asked police officers why they had detained his brother Murat Teomete. He had been 
taken into a police car, but had been thrown out of it while it was moving. Mehmet 
Teomete went on saying that he was taken in the police car again and taken to a 
police station where he was beaten heavily. When his condition deteriorated he was 
taken  to  Atatürk  Hospital  and  there  the  police  officers  told  the  doctors  “he  had 
tumbled and fallen.” 

Mehmet Teomete said: “The doctor told me that my hand was broken and put it in 
plaster. There were traces of blows on my right knee, hands and back. They took me 
back to the station and were very kind in order that I did not complain. When my 
brother and I told them that we would demand our rights they started to threaten us. 
They  said,  ‘If  you  make  complaints  against  us,  we  will  lodge  official  complaints 
against you and say they punched the police car. We will break the car’s window and 
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say you did it.  Everyone will  believe us because we are police officers’.”  Mehmet 
Teomete stated that they lodged official complaints against the police officers named 
Cem, Bahattin and three other police officers whose names they didn’t know working 
at Gürçeşme Police Station.

Kayhan Yıldız

Kayhan Yıldız, HADEP member in Kıraç (İstanbul), was detained outside Ümraniye 
Prison on 3 October. Kayhan’s brother İshak Yıldız stated that his brother looked 
exhausted as  a  result  of  torture,  when  the  police  officers  brought  him home for 
search.

Yusuf Dindar, Kaya Giray, Vahit Dilsiz

Yusuf Dindar, Kaya Giray and Vahit Dilsiz were detained on 5 October, when they 
returned from a wedding in Hazro (Diyarbakır).  They were released the same day 
and said that they had been tortured by the police officers Serdar Gerdan and Murat 
Miftioğlu at Hazro Police HQ. 

Şekernaz Çakar, Müesser Güneş, Rahime İnci, Azize Yıldız, Fahriye Bıkkın, Murat  
Batgi

Şekernaz  Çakal  (59),  Müesser  Güneş  (48),  Rahime  İnci  (65),  Azize  Yıldız  (39), 
Fahriye  Bıkkın (65) and Murat  Batgi,  the translator,  who were  detained at  Habur 
border  gate  on  4  October  and  later  remanded,  on  returning  from  their  visit  to 
Northern Iraq as an initiative to stop clashes between the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan 
(PUK) and the PKK on behalf of the Initiative of Mothers of Peace, were reportedly 
tortured in detention. 

Lawyer Muharrem Erbey stated that he visited his clients in Mardin Prison and they 
told him that they had been blindfolded, insulted and beaten. Moreover they were 
forced to wait standing despite their health problems, deprived of sleep, strangled 
with the muslins they covered their head with. They had vomited and their noses had 
bled due to spray squeezed to their face. Lawyer Erbey pointed out that his clients 
were forced to testify against Murat Batgi, the translator.

On 26 October Eren Keskin gave more information on the case. Sergeant Hüseyin at 
Silopi Gendarmerie Station had given the order to torture the “Mothers of Peace.” 
Keskin  stressed  that  the  women  were  blindfolded  and  stripped  naked  and  said: 
“Fahriye Bıkkın had informed the soldiers that she had underwent an operation and 
had high blood pressure, but was kept waiting on her feet all  night in the cell.  In 
addition she had been sexually abused. Rahime İnce (65) was strangled, her hair 
was pulled and they hit her shoulders with a heavy object. They were all  verbally 
abused with sentences such as ‘you bitch, did you go there to sleep with Talabani? 
Your daughter is having sex with men in the forest for money.” Keskin stated that 
Azize Yıldız, the wife of the owner of daily Yeni Gündem was subjected to excessive 
torture. The soldiers squeezed her breasts and naked photos were taken from her. 
Keskin said, “The soldiers threatened Azize Yıldız saying ‘we shall send your photos 
to the daily Tan with the news ‘The wife of the owner of Yeni Gündem was caught as 
a prostitute.’”
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At the end of October an official  complaint was lodged against the staff  at  Silopi 
Gendarmerie Station. The lawyers of the Mothers of Peace demanded the soldiers to 
be  convicted  under  Article  243 of  the  Turkish  Penal  Code regarding  torture  and 
requested their  clients to be transferred from Mardin Prison to İstanbul  University 
Çapa Medical Faculty Psychiatry Department. Until the end of 2000 no progress was 
made with the investigation.

Mustafa Ocak

Mustafa  Ocak  set  himself  on  fire  at  İstanbul  Police  HQ after  being  detained  on 
charges of “aiding members of the PKK in Bayrampaşa Prison to establish a private 
telephone exchange”. He explained what he had gone through at a press meeting 
held at the HRA İstanbul Branch on 19 October. He said that he was detained on 3 
October and was released by the İstanbul SSC on 10 October, pending trial.  He 
continued saying  he  was  later  detained again  on  charges of  “drawing  an invalid 
cheque.” Ocak said he had set himself on fire in the cell he had been kept because 
during  both  detentions he  had been tortured  psychologically  and threatened with 
death.

Yusuf Bayrak

Turkish Telekom Elmadağ Network Office workers were detained on 18 October in 
connection with the Ankara Elmadağ Police HQ’s telephones being cut off  due to 
debts. Officials from Turkish Telekom stated that the Telekom workers were beaten 
and Yusuf Bayrak had been ill-treated. The detainees were released after 3 hours. 

Sabahat Demir

Sabahat Demir, a distributor of the journal Azadiye Welat, was detained in Tarsus 
district  of  Mersin  on  25  October.  She  alleged  that  she  had  been  tortured  and 
threatened with rape in detention. Demir stated that she had been detained by three 
plainclothes police officers and toured in a police car for about an hour blindfolded. 

She continued saying: “They kept on insulting me and punching my head. Later they 
took me to the police station and put me in a cell. Under the pretext of a body search 
male police officers sexually abused me. They wouldn’t let female officers make the 
search. They beat me constantly.” Demir stated that later on she was taken to the 
Forensic  Institute  where  police  officers  forced  her  to  have  a  virginity  test.  She 
disclosed that the police officers kept swearing at her in Kurdish while the physician 
was with them. 

She said: “The physician was also a Kurd. He asked the police officers: ‘Why are you 
insulting her? She is old enough to be your daughter.’ The police officers replied ‘she 
deserves  it.’  I  told  the  physician  that  I  had  been  beaten,  but  the  police  officers 
threatened him not to issue a report. Demir further reported that she was taken back 
to the cell and stripped naked, sexually harassed and threatened with rape. Demir 
added that  she was  beaten by a  policewomen and forced to  drink a liquid.  The 
following  night  she  had  been  taken  back  to  the  Forensic  Institution,  but  did  not 
receive a report certifying that she had been subjected to torture. She was released 
without appearing before the prosecutor.
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Kalender Has

Kalender Has alleged that 3 people, he believed to be plainclothes detectives had 
kidnapped him in İstanbul-Güngören on 31 October. They had driven him around for 
3 hours and threatened him that his end had come. The same people had once again 
kidnapped him on 3 November on his way to work. He had been driven to an open 
field,  his  hands had been tied and burning synthetics  had been poured over  his 
hands. The men had told him that he should neither go to HADEP nor EMEP, if he 
did not want to see them again.

Veli Han

The student Veli Han from the 18 March University in Çanakkale alleged that he was 
detained and tortured on 31 October. He had been insulted, beaten and threatened 
at the police headquarters. In addition he had been stripped stark naked, kicked at 
and  his  testicles  had  been  squeezed.  The  police  officers  wanted  him  to  sign  a 
confession on offences he had not committed. On 4 November Veli  Han filed an 
official complaint.

X.X. (Gökşin)

The transvestite  “Gökşin”  alleged that  she was severely  beaten on 8 November, 
when police officers had stopped her on the highway near Merter (İstanbul).  The 
officers had used baseball sticks. 

Perişan Yerli, Cemile Kadir

On 9 November soldiers raided Melkawa (Aşalan) village in Başkale district (Van) in 
search for smuggled fuel oil. Mothers intervened, when their children were beaten. In 
return soldiers beat them with the butts of their rifles. Perişan Yerli and Cemile Kadir 
had to be taken to hospital. Reportedly an arm of Mrs. Yerli  was broken and she 
received a report of 25 days’ inability to work. 

Cemal Kavak, Yıldız Aktaş

Halil  Salık,  executive  of  HADEP  in  İstanbul  made  a  press  statement  on  15 
November. He stated that Cemal Kavak and Yıldız Aktaş, also board members had 
been tortured.  Salık  pointed out  that  in  November  many HADEP executives  and 
members in Sultanbeyli,  Tuzla,  Ümraniye,  Gaziosmanpaşa districts were detained 
and that they were tortured and forced to testify against HADEP. 

Mahmut Eminoğlu, Zülküf Yüce

The case opened against 10 alleged Hezbollah members responsible of killing 24 
people including Mehmet Sincar MP from the HEP and Konca Kuriş, a pro-Islamic 
writer  abducted  in  Mersin  on  16  July  1998,  continued  at  Adana  SSC  on  13 
November. At the hearing Mahmut Eminoğlu and Zülküf Yüce disclosed that they 
were tortured in detention. 

Kazım Uysal
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During a hearing at Diyarbakır SSC No. 1 on 24 November the alleged Hezbollah 
member Kazım Uysal alleged to have been tortured in detention. The court decided 
to forward his complaint to the prosecutor’s office.

Mehmet Sait Dönmüş, Mehmet Ali Kaplan

In  November  Diyarbakır  Public  Prosecution  Office  opened  a  case  against  İdris 
Yıldırım and Tuncay Beden, soldiers at Silvan Gendarmerie Headquarters and Dr. 
Emirhan Yardan, deputy director of the health department in Diyarbakır province, in 
connection with allegations of torture inflicted on two people who were detained on 
30 June. 

Mehmet Sait  Dönmüş and Mehmet Ali  Kaplan were  detained in Silvan district  of 
Diyarbakır  province on accusations of “supporting the PKK”. They wee tortured at 
Silvan  Gendarmerie  Headquarters  by  beatings,  squeezing  of  their  testicles  and 
electric shocks.  They were medically examined at  Diyarbakır  State Hospital  on 7 
July. Two physicians whose names were not disclosed issued the report certifying 
that Mr. Dönmüş and Mr. Kaplan had been tortured. The soldiers accompanying the 
detainees did not accept the report and reportedly Dr. Emirhan Yardan came to their 
rescue.  Allegedly  he  threatened  the  physicians  by  saying  that  they  would  be 
appointed elsewhere and had to face an investigation if they did not change their 
report.  When the physicians insisted on their  report  Mr.  Dönmüş and Mr. Kaplan 
were taken back to the gendarmerie station. 

Diyarbakır Medical Association filed a complaint against the deputy director of the 
health  department  in  Diyarbakır,  Dr.  Yardan  at  the  prosecution’s  office.  But  the 
administrative  council  of  Diyarbakır  province  did  not  approve  of  an  investigation 
against him. Diyarbakır  Prosecution’s Office appealed against this decision at  the 
Regional Administrative Court, which quashed the decision. Only after that the court 
case against the two soldiers was launched on charges of having violated Article 243 
TPC. Dr. Emirhan Yardan was charged with “misusing his authority”  under Article 
240 TPC.

D.G. (16)

D.G.  (16)  from a  middle  school  in  Nurhak  district  of  Maraş  reported  that  police 
officers beat him, hit him on the head with a walkie-talkie and squeezed his testicles 
in the head master’s room, on the grounds of starting a fight at school. D.G. also 
informed that  he had been subjected to  the same treatment at  the police station 
where he was later taken to and that had been released without appearing before a 
prosecutor.

Kaze Özlü

In March Minister of Internal Affairs Sadettin Tantan stated that the case of Kaze 
Özlü, who was allegedly raped by police officers in Adana, on 19 November 1999, 
was being investigated. Tantan, answering a question tabled by Mehmet Bekaroğlu, 
an MP from the FP, pointed out that Kezer Özlü disclosed the rape three months 
after the incident, although she had formerly disclosed torture inflicted on her. Tantan 
said that the case was investigated by Adana Chief Public Prosecution Office. 
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The police had raided the house of Kaze Özlü at Gülbahçe quarter of Adana on 19 
November 1999 and squeezed her throat with the cable of the iron. Özlü had applied 
to the HRFT and launched an official complaint for the police officers on 7 December 
1999. Özlü stated that, upon her official complaint, the police once more raided her 
house on 27 December 1999 and asked for the report of the HRFT. She said, “I told 
them I gave the report to the prosecutor. Upon that, they took my son and me to the 
security directorate. They showed me some pictures and asked which one raped me 
with a truncheon. He was not among the persons shown to me.”

Kaze Özlü revealed that the police raided her house again on 1 April. Özlü stated 
that this was the third time and added that the police threatened her with death if she 
did not give up her case. On 31 March Kaze Özlü had been taken to Adana Police 
HQ and confronted with 108 police officers, she was asked to identify.

The house of Kaze Özlü was raided again on 24 June. Kaze Özlü stated that the 
police officers with snow masks raided her house and threatened her with death. 
Kaze Özlü said: “These people were the ones who raped me in the previous raid. 
They told me that they were sorry and forced me to sign a copy, which suggested 
that ‘the incident was organized by the PKK in order to blame the State.’ When I 
didn’t sign the copy they beat me. They threatened me with death putting a gun to my 
throat.  Later  they searched my house and took 5 small  gold  pieces.”  Kaze Özlü 
stated that after the incident she made an official complaint to the prosecution office. 
Meanwhile, Kaze Özlü’s lawyer Yasemin Dora Şeker stated that they objected to the 
decision of non-prosecution in connection with the rape incident on 19 November 
1999.

Rüştü Aytufan

In the trial launched against 17 people, accused on 22 different incidents including 
the  killings  of  journalist-columnist  Uğur  Mumcu,  Prof.  Dr.  Ahmet  Taner  Kışlalı, 
Bahriye  Üçok  and  Muammer  Aksoy,  a  hearing  was  held  at  Ankara  SSC on  24 
November.  The  defendant  Rüştü  Aytufan  alleged  that  he  had  been  tortured  in 
detention and forced to sign a confession. 

Fersende Ak

Fersende Ak (37) who was involved in a traffic  accident that occurred in Akhisar 
district of Manisa disclosed that he had been tortured at the Şehit Ilgaz Police Station 
where he was taken. Fersende Ak reported that on the day of the incident he had 
collided with a car. He had been detained when the driver of the car called a police 
officer who was a friend of his. Ak stated that around 3am two police officers came to 
the  cell  where  he  was  kept  and  beat  him  seriously  adding  that  a  police  officer 
pressed on his chest with a chair and crushed his fingers. Fersende Ak who had two 
fingers broken and a split lip reported that he had lodged an official complaint against 
the police officers.

Mehmet Buğur

Mehmet  Buğur,  HADEP  chairman  in  İstanbul  Sarıgazi,  was  detained  on  13 
December.  He  alleged  to  have  been  tortured  in  detention.  Mehmet  Buğur  was 
detained with five brothers and two visitors and released on 14 December. They had 
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been apprehended during a raid on his house following demonstrations by members 
of TAYAD in Sarıgazi. Buğur maintained that he had been severely tortured and said, 
“They punched and kicked me on the head and all parts of my body. I fainted as a 
result of the blows I received. They took me to Haydarpaşa Numune Hospital, where 
I received a report certifying my inability to work for 15 days. My left ribs were broken 
and I had bruises on my body.” Buğur stated that he would lodge an official complaint 
against the soldiers.

Sıtkı Yüce

Sıtkı Yüce, HRA member in Bursa alleged that he was kidnapped on 26 December. 
He believed the kidnappers to be police officers. They had taken him to a forest, had 
extinguished cigarettes on his body and threatened him to become an informer. Mr. 
Yüce filed an official complaint based on a medical report certifying 10 days’ inability 
to work.

Ercüment Öztürk

Ercüment Öztürk,  who had been active in various associations, alleged that plain 
clothes detective detained him in Eskişehir on 26 December and tortured him. He 
had been taking relatives of prisoners to the special type prison in Eskişehir. In the 
morning hours of 26 December three people abducted him, tied his hands and feet 
and left him at the cemetery, after making him drink fertilizer. Mr. Öztürk managed to 
get to the road and a car brought him to hospital. 

FP deputy Mehmet Bekaroğlu tabled a question on this incident stating:

“I was told that the person had been picked up at the bus station by a civilian police 
team.  His  mobile  and  bag  were  confiscated.  His  wife  tried  to  find  out  his 
whereabouts, but after hours neither the prosecutor nor officials at Eskişehir Police 
HQ accepted the petition. She went to Mazlum-Der and the police informed the SG 
Ömer Ekşi that the person was not in custody.  Only at midnight Mazlum Der got 
information that the Ercüment Öztürk was held at Eskişehir Police HQ. Mazlum Der 
informed the wife and half an hour later the wife received a phone call from police 
officials telling her that her husband had been taken to the hospital of the medical 
faculty. Officials in hospital said that the man was found at a street with his hands 
and legs tied.”

d) Incidents of Kidnapping and Pressure to become an Informer

Vedat Demir

Following his release from prison Vedat Demir went to the HRA in İzmir and stated 
that he had been interrogated by the political police as soon as he had come out of 
prison. The police officers had taken him to Eski İzmir Police Station on 20 January 
and threatened him with death, if he did not work for them. 

Adnan Akdeniz

Adnan Akdeniz, who was detained at Bursa Prison where he went to visit a relative 
on 1 February, was reportedly threatened with death in order to accept to work as an 
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agent. Adnan Akdeniz said that he was detained by JİTEM staff and threatened with 
death at Bursa Provincial Gendarmerie Headquarters. 

Aytekin Cintamür

Aytekin  Cintamür,  who  was  detained  in  Samsun,  was  reportedly  threatened  to 
become an informer.  The Socialist  Power  Party  (SİP)  in  Samsun stated  that  the 
police threatened the student Aytekin Cintamür with dismissing him from university. 
The statement pointed out that  an official  complaint  would be lodged against the 
police officers. 

İdris Atak

İdris Atak told the HRA in İHD that he plain clothes detectives had taken him to an 
empty  field  on  23  February.  They  had  asked  him  questions  about  HADEP  and 
offered him to become an informer for the police. 

F.A.

F.A. (17) was detained on 7 March on her way to the commemoration of Süleyman 
Yeter,  who  died in  custody.  Reportedly  she was  interrogated at  Esentepe Police 
Station and offered to become an informer for the police. 

Yener Yardımcıel

HADEP in Ankara issued a statement on 11 March informing on the abduction of 
board member Yener Yardımcıel by 3 people with walkie-talkies, who had introduced 
themselves as lieutenants. He had been taken outside town and put under pressure 
to become an informer for the police. 

Haydar Sümbül

Haydar  Sümbül  approached the  HRA in  Diyarbakır  in  March and stated that  the 
police  had  threatened  him  with  death,  if  he  would  not  work  for  them  at  Dicle 
University. 

Şerife Korkmaz, İsmail Kaya

Şerife Korkmaz, working for the weekly “Vatan” was kidnapped in İstanbul-Cağaloğlu 
on 27 April. Three people forced her into a car, blindfolded her and took her to a 4 to 
5 storage building. Mrs. Korkmaz said that she had been held there for one day and 
threatened not to work for the journal any longer. 

Another staff member İsmail Kaya was kidnapped in Beşiktaş-Ortaköy on 1 May. He 
said: “They took me to a field, while my eyes were blindfolded. They fired six shots 
and threatened me with death.” Korkmaz and Kaya filed official complaints on 9 May. 

Bülent Özçakmak

Bülent Özçakmak alleged that 3 civilian dressed people kidnapped him from a bus 
stop on 12 July. He had been forced into a car and put under pressure to become an 
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informer for the police. He had been asked question on the first of May and readers 
of the journal “Politikada Atılım”.

Muzaffer Yetim

In Elazığ Muzaffer Yetim alleged that a police officer with the first name of Orhan 
threatened him with death in August. He told the HRA in Elazığ that the person had 
come to his kiosk and when he refused to become an informer for the police he had 
been threatened with death.

Haydar Polat

Haydar Polat, member of the teachers’ union Eğitim-Sen alleged to have been held 
in detention for 40 hours starting on 19 September. He had been offered to become 
an informer for the police. 

Ahmet Pekyen

On 2 October Ahmet Pekyen spoke at a press conference of the HRA in Adana. He 
said that he had been kidnapped in front of the State Hospital. Three police officers 
had  driven  him  around  in  a  car;  they  had  strangled  his  throat  and  asked  for 
information about HADEP. He had been given a date for the next meeting and, in 
case he would not show up, he and his family might get killed. 

Tayyip Yıldırım

HADEP member Tayyip Yıldırım was kidnapped on 16 October. He spoke at a press 
conference of the HRA in İstanbul and said that he had been threatened with death, 
when he did not accept to work for the police. The police officers had maintained that 
HADEP and PKK were in close contact. On 24 October Tayyip Yıldırım was called to 
testify at Güngören Police Station. On 27 October İstanbul  SSC issued an arrest 
warrant against him. 

Alihan Alhan

HRA member Alihan Alhan had been kidnapped on 22 February. On 30 November 
he was approached by police officers, who warned him not to complain to the HRA. 

Trials against Torturers

Nurgül Doğan

The police officers İsmail Kaya and Güngör Yaman were tried at İstanbul Criminal 
Court  No.  5  for  having  tortured  Nurgül  Doğan  in  1999.  Their  trial  started  at  the 
beginning of 2000 and ended in November. Both police officers were acquitted. 

Nurgül Doğan had been detained in Kadıköy on 22 February 1999. During the three 
days of  her detention she had been tortured in order to confess to being a PKK 
member and name other people. 

Abdullah Halas, Ekmel Uzunkaya, Olcay Kapan
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In July a trial was launched against 21 police officers on duty at the Political Branch 
of  Ankara  Police  HQ  on  the  grounds  that  they  tortured  Abdullah  Halas,  Ekmel 
Uzunkaya and Olcay Kapan, (18) who had been detained in Ankara on the accusations 
of being member of the radical Islamic Selefi Organization. The indictment wanted 
the police officers Mustafa Kemal Erdoğan, Mehmet Halil Kaya, Ali Osman Yıldırım, 
Abdurrahman  Yılmaz,  Tufan  Demirel,  Serkan  Karataş,  Alim  Temür,  Aziz  Ercan, 
Doğan Çelik, Mutlu Samut, Nejdet Yılmaz,  Cafer Şimşek, Neriman Gümüş, Hamit 
Demircan, Yılmaz Ekmez, Mehmet Ünal, Ercan Çiftçi, Kemal Kandemir, Yaşar Uçar, 
Bahadır Aydın and Orhan Coşkun to be sentenced according to Article 243 TPC.

Erol Evcil

Bursa  Public  Prosecution  Office  launched  a  trial  against  11  police  officers  for 
torturing businessman Erol Evcil, who had been prosecuted on charges of inciting the 
murder of usurer Nesim Malki. The then security chiefs Sırrı Tuğ, Candemir Özdemir, 
chief  superintendents  Ahmet  Yıldız,  Metin  Soner  Şentürk,  superintendent  Ragıp 
Doğandemir and police officers Harun Özkay, Kemal Nair, Mehmet Kaçmaz, Yaşar 
Usta, Mustafa Ak and Hakan Ünsal Yalçın were charged under Article 243 TPC. Evcil 
had been detained in Mudanya in October 1999, interrogated at Bursa Police HQ for 
7 days and given a medical report documenting his inability to work for 5 days by the 
İstanbul Forensic Institute.

On 9 October, businessman Erol Evcil testified before Kartal (İstanbul) Criminal Court 
No.  2.  He stated that a sack had been put over  his head on the second day of 
detention; he had been suspended, given electric shock, been beaten and hosed 
with  pressurized water.  In  response to the judge’s question, “Why did they apply 
electricity?”  Evcil  said,  “They tortured and suspended me in order to force me to 
accept the responsibility of a certain crime. The team was led by Bülent Eliaçık and 
Ahmet Yıldız.  One shouted ‘Kemal,  it  is enough.’  This was Bursa Chief  of  Police 
Aydın Genç, the boss of them all.” Evcil added “They called a doctor after the torture. 
But  they  did  not  let  him come near  me;  he  carried  out  the  examination  from a 
distance.” 

Fatma Deniz Polattaş, Nazime Ceren Samanoğlu

In February İskenderun District Administrative Board decided that there was no place 
for an investigation launched in connection with the torture inflicted on Fatma Deniz 
Polattaş  and  N.C.  Samanoğlu  (15)  who  were  detained  on  6  March  1999.  The 
prosecutor had asked the board, because the suspects were civil servants. The file 
had been sent to the Board on 14 December 1999. The Board had reportedly given 
its decision just the day after, on 15 December 1999. The girls' lawyer Bülent Akbay 
was notified about the decision on 10 February.

Yet a trial was launched later against 3 police officers. The lawyers of the girls had 
applied to Hatay Criminal Court with the demand of cancellation of the decision not to 
prosecute the police officers. Hatay Criminal Court decided on 26 January to cancel 
the decision of non-prosecution on the grounds that the “good health” reports given 
to the girls were deficient and invalid. İskenderun Public Prosecution Office prepared 
an indictment and demanded the punishment of  Murat Çıkar,  Halil  Özkan, Aysun 
Yüksel and Political Police Chief Gürkan İlhan, employed at İskenderun Police HQ, 
under Article 243 TPC. 
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The trial started at İskenderun Criminal Court on 14 April. The hearing started in a 
tense atmosphere as many police officers and the Nationalist Action Party (MHP) 
adherents  filled  the  court  hall.  The  hearing  was  held  closed  to  the  audience on 
demand of the defendant police officers and the lawyers of the girls. MHP adherents 
prevented Temim Samanoğlu and Hüseyin  Polattaş,  the fathers of  the girls,  from 
entering the court hall for a while. In the hearing, N.C. Samanoğlu said that she saw 
the police officers Aysun Yüksel and Gürkan İlhan when her blindfold slipped. She 
said that Aysun Yüksel stripped her naked and Gürkan İlhan beat her. Fatma Deniz 
Polattaş said that she recognized the voice of Aysun Yüksel.

The  court  board  decided  to  refer  the  girls  to  İstanbul  Çapa  Medical  Faculty  to 
determine whether they were tortured or not.  Meanwhile,  the tension in the court 
house garden turned into a fight, as the relatives of the police officers and the MHP 
adherents  attacked the relatives  of  the  girls.  Eight  persons,  including  İskenderun 
Municipality Assembly Member İbrahim Doğan, were wounded during the fight. The 
police detained 10 persons, including HADEP District Chairman Nurettin Yağmur.

In June Fatma Deniz Polattaş and N.C. Samanoğlu (15), who had been detained in 
Iskenderun  in  March  1999,  were  transferred  to  İstanbul  Çapa  Medical  Faculty, 
Psychotrauma Center, for the determination of the torture inflicted on them. Polattaş 
and Samanoğlu were transferred from Sivas Prison to Bakırköy Women and Juvenile 
Prison for 3 weeks for the examination of their health condition at the Psychotrauma 
Center.

On  12  September  journalists  were  not  allowed  to  attend  the  hearing,  at  which 
Nurettin Yağmur and Fatma Aydıncı, who were in detention at the same time as the 
young girls, were heard as witnesses. Fatma Aydıncı stated that she witnessed the 
girls’ condition in prison, and said: “They were in a terrible state. They could not sleep 
at nights and screamed in their sleep.” Nurettin Yağmur stated that he was in the 
same cell  with  the girls  in  detention,  and said:  “There were  continuous screams. 
Screams of women. We were prevented from speaking to them.” The trial did not 
conclude in 2000 and the report of İstanbul Çapa Medical Faculty Psycho-trauma 
Center which will determine whether the girls were tortured or not, were not received 
until the end of the year.

In  June  the  Court  of  Cassation  confirmed  the  sentences  given  to  a  number  of 
defendants including Fatma Deniz Polattaş and N.C. Samanoğlu.  They had been 
tried at Adana SCC on charges of “being PKK members, aiding and abetting the PKK 
and conducting an attack with Molotov cocktails”. Only the sentence of Özgür Yaşar 
amounting to 12 years and 6 months’ imprisonment was quashed. Özgür Yaşar had 
been in hospital due to torture in detention. In the original trial that had concluded at 
Adana SSC on 4 November 1999, N.C.Samanoğlu had been sentenced to 12 years 
13 days, Fatma Deniz Polattaş to 12 years 6 months in prison. Abdulcabbar Karabey 
and Özgür Yaşar had been sentenced to 12 years 6 months and Yusuf Öntaş to 16 
years 8 months’ imprisonment. Mehmet Şirin Kaplan and Müslüm Doğan had been 
sentenced to 45 months’ imprisonment. 

Cevat Soysal

A decision against prosecution was given in January as a result of the investigation 
launched in  connection with  the torture inflicted on Cevat  Soysal,  who has been 
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prosecuted on the accusations of being an executive of the PKK and who had been 
taken to Turkey on 13 July 1999. Ankara Public Prosecution Office decided, “that 
legal proceedings were unnecessary” for the MİT officials and “that an investigation 
was unnecessary” for the police officers. 

Cevat Soysal had disclosed that he had been subjected to several torture methods 
such as “giving electricity to various parts of his body; hanging; forcing to lie naked 
on ice; hosing with pressurized water; forcing to take medicines that he did not know; 
Chinese torture (i.e. putting the person into a very small cell, so that only one person 
can stand and dropping  water  on  his/her  head)  and beating,”  during  11  days  of 
detention. Cevat Soysal  received medical treatment for a long time, as his health 
condition was bad. He had fainted in the hearing on 16 September 1999.

The Juveniles from Manisa 

The re-trial of the 10 police officers, prosecuted for torturing 10 youths in Manisa in 
late 1995, started on 28 December 1999, after Panel of Chambers at the Court of 
Cassation had quashed the verdict of the original trial. One of the defendants, police 
officer Halil Emir said, “I did not torture anybody. Nor did I order torture.” Upon this, 
one  of  the  tortured  youths,  Jale  Kurt,  objected:  “Halil  Emir  ordered  other  police 
officers to strip me naked and to torture me. He is lying.” Police officer Turgut Demirel 
said, “I was accused although I am innocent and I have been prosecuted for 4 years. 
Victim Jale Kurt is here. Ask her,  I  did not even touch her.”  Upon this, Jale Kurt 
shouted, “You did not but Levent Özvez touched me.” 

The lawyers of the youths reminded of the fact that Court of Cassation ruled that the 
defendants had inflicted torture, and they demanded from the court board to abide by 
the decision. 

Before the hearing on 17 February the defendants Ramazan Kolak, Levent Özvez, 
Musa  Geçer  and  Halil  Emir  spoke  to  journalists  and  claimed  that  they  had  not 
inflicted torture on the juveniles.  One police officer threatened Prof.  Dr.  Veli  Lök, 
HRFT İzmir Representative who intervened in a dispute that broke out, by saying, 
“we will settle accounts with you later.” 

During the hearing of 22 May it was stated that the defendants Mehmet Emin Dal and 
Atilla Gürbüz had been assigned to Eskişehir Police HQ. On 19 July it was disclosed 
that Mehmet Emin Dal was on duty in İskenderun. He had testified at İskenderun 
Criminal Court, whereas Atilla Gürbüz, currently on duty in Van, had not appeared to 
testify before Van Criminal Court

Minister of Internal Affairs Saadettin Tantan alleged in August that Atilla Gürbüz had 
several justifications for not attending the hearings. Tantan answered the question of 
İsmail Aydınlı, MP for İstanbul for DSP on “why the testimony of Gürbüz could not be 
taken for 7 months.” Tantan said that Gürbüz “had no time.” Tantan said: “He could 
not attend the hearing on 23 December 1999 as he was on duty in operations against 
the  Hezbollah  that  had  started  on  22  December  1999.  He  could  not  attend  the 
hearing on 21 January 2000 as he was on annual leave since 19 January 2000. He 
could not attend the hearing on 7 March 2000 as he was on annual leave. He could 
not attend the hearing on 30 March 2000 as he was on duty in operations against 
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Hezbollah that started on 24 March 2000. He could not attend the hearing on 1 June 
2000 as he was on annual leave on 31 May 2000.”

On 25 September lawyer Pelin Erda introduced the reply of Sadettin Tantan into the 
trial and stated that the reasonable period had been exceeded and Gürbüz should be 
apprehended. 

On 15 November the prosecutor demanded the conviction of the police officers under 
Article 243/1 TPC in line with  the decision of  the 8th Chamber and the Panel  of 
Chambers of the Court of Cassation. The Court ruled that the defendants should be 
given  sentences  of  12  months’  imprisonment  for  each  victim  they  tortured,  but 
because of good conduct the period should be reduced to 10 months. Accordingly 
Turgut Demirel was sentenced to 5 years, Turgut Özcan to 5 years 10 months, Atilla 
Gürbüz to 8 years 4 months, Halil Emir to 10 years 10 months, Levent Özvez to 10 
years, Engin Erdoğan, Fevzi Aydoğ, Musa Gecer, Mehmet Emin Dal and Ramazan 
Kolak to 9 years 2 months’ imprisonment. 

The police officers claimed that there was political pressure on the court and stated 
that they would apply to the European Court of the Human Rights. In the first trial 
concluded on 12 March 1998 Chief  Superintendent  Halil  Emir  and police officers 
Ramazan Kolak, Turgut Demirel, Musa Gecer, Fevzi Aydoğ, Levent Özvez, Engin 
Erdoğan, Mehmet Emin Dal, Turgut Özcan and Atilla Gürbüz had been acquitted. 
The 8th Chamber of the Court of Cassation had quashed the verdict on 12 October 
1998 on the grounds that “the defendants played an active role in the torturing” and 
had also stated what penalty the defendants should receive. 

The first retrial concluded on 27 January 1999. Manisa Criminal Court once again 
acquitted the defendants so that the Panel of Chambers at the Court of Cassation 
had to deal with it. Here the verdict was quashed on 15 June 1999. 

Meanwhile  the  case  opened  against  Sema  Pektaş,  one  of  the  lawyers  of  the 
juveniles, on charges of having given photos of the police officers to members of the 
media and thus “abused her duty”, started on 4 October. In the hearing at Manisa 
Criminal Court, the court board requested to withdraw from the trial on the grounds 
that “they were not impartial as they also heard the case brought against the police 
officers.” The nearest criminal court, İzmir Heavy Penal Court had to decide on this 
request. Pektaş’s lawyer Pelin Erda disclosed that the cameraman of a TV channel 
had taken images from the “case file that had been open,” and these images had 
constituted the evidence against lawyer  Pektaş.  Lawyer  Erda added that the trial 
against Pektaş aimed at prolongation of the trial against the police officers.

The case against Sema Pektaş continued on 15 November. Sema Pektaş confirmed 
that  she  had  taken  photocopies  of  the  photos  of  the  police  officers  before  the 
identification. The case against Mrs. Pektaş did not conclude in 2000.

The juveniles themselves were also subjected to a retrial at İzmir SSC. The verdict 
was delivered on 28 November. The prosecutor demanded acquittal of the juveniles 
on the grounds of “insufficient evidence to indicate their membership to an illegal 
organization.” The Court followed this argument. In the original trial that concluded at 
İzmir SSC on 16 January 1997 Ali Göktaş, Faruk Deniz, Levent Kılıç, Emrah Sait 
Erda and Aşkın Yeğin had been sentenced to 12 years 6 months in prison, Jale Kurt 
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to 3 years 9 months, Ayşe Mine Balkanlı, Münire Apaydın, Sema Taşar and Özgur 
Zeybek to 2 years 6 months in prison. Hüseyin Korkut, Erdoğan Kılıç, Boran Şenol, 
Abdullah Yücel Karakaş and Fulya Apaydın had been acquitted. The decision was 
quashed on 28 January 1998, on the grounds that “the court did not wait  for the 
verdict of the torture trial against the police officers that continued at Manisa Criminal 
Court.” 

Neytullah Getiren 

A trial  was launched against two police officers on the grounds that they inflicted 
torture on Neytullah Getiren, who was remanded on charges of participating in the 
attack against the Mavi Shopping Center in Göztepe, İstanbul, on 13 March 1999. 
Lawyer Gülizar Tuncer declared that Neytullah Getiren, who is confined at Ümraniye 
Prison, was not informed about the trial and she had herself learned about the third 
hearing, which was held on 24 January, by coincidence. Lawyer Tuncer stated that 
commissioner Hüseyin Gelener and police officer Mustafa Kara were prosecuted in 
the trial at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 7 and she added that Neytullah Getiren’s right 
ear was not functioning.

The trial  against  commissioner  Hüseyin  Gelener  and  police  officer  Mustafa  Kara 
continued at İstanbul Criminal Court on 27 November. During the hearing Neytullah 
Getiren said he had been detained on 13 March 1999 and tortured in custody. The 
court decided to send the medical documents concerning the victim to the Forensic 
Institute to establish whether the discovered traces could be traces of torture and the 
result  of  ill-treatment.  İlhami  Yelekçi,  lawyer  for  the  defendants,  objected  to  the 
formulation “traces of torture” and said: “that is just what they want to achieve, please 
remove the word torture”. When the presiding judge reminded the lawyer of the fact 
that the word torture was used in law Mr. Yelekçi said “torture is the use of force in 
order to obtain a testimony, but in this case no testimony was taken and, therefore, 
you can’t term it torture”. But the decision was registered in its original form. The trial 
did not conclude in 2000.

Süleyman Yeter and 15 people

The trial  launched against 8 police officers for torturing 15 persons, including the 
trade unionist Süleyman Yeter and some journalists, in 1997, continued at İstanbul 
Criminal  Court  No.  7  on  31  January.  Ercan  Kanar,  lawyer  for  the  sub-plaintiffs, 
demanded the arrest of the police officers. Lawyer Keleş Öztürk reminded that the 
police officer Şahin Kaplan, who attended the hearing of 17 June 1999 had been 
identified by the victims and asked whether a trial had been launched against him or 
not. In the trial, chief superintendent Bayram Kartal, superintendents Yusuf Öz and 
Sedat  Semih  Ay  and  police  officers  Erdoğan  Oğuz,  Zülfikar  Özdemir,  Necip 
Tükenmez, Şaban Toz and Bülent Duramanoğlu are prosecuted under Article 243 
TPC.

In the hearing on 5 April the demand of lawyer Ercan Kanar for the remand of the 
defendant police officers was refused. The same happened on 22 June, when lawyer 
Keleş Öztürk asked for the arrest of the police officers.

On  25  October  the  court  disclosed  that  they  did  not  receive  the  result  of  the 
investigation opened into the claims of rape Asiye Güzel  Zeybek had raised and 
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whether she had been able to identify the police officer who raped her in detention. 
No further development was reported in 2000.

Asiye Güzel Zeybek

The  investigation  opened  in  connection  with  the  rape  of  journalist  Asiye  Güzel 
Zeybek  resulted  in  a  decision  not  to  prosecute  anyone.  Zeybek  had  received  a 
medical  report  issued by the İstanbul  University Çapa Medical  Faculty Psychiatry 
Department which stated that “She had frequent thoughts related to the traumatic 
experience (rape) she had gone through, had stress disorder due to a trauma and 
from what she told, there was a strong possibility that the patient had lived through a 
traumatic experience.” The report mentioned findings that could be related to rape in 
detention  as  well  as  the  incidents  she  had  experienced  in  prison  and  detention 
process and that from a medical point of view a distinction was not possible. Lawyer 
Ercan Kanar stated that they would apply to the European Court of Human Rights 
(ECHR), since they objected to the decision not to prosecute anyone. 

Behzat Örs

The trial  launched against the police officers Hayati  Akça, Osman Menteşe, Rıza 
Temir, Fikri Vidinli, Kadri Tuncel, Ali Tosun and Remzi Ekçi on the grounds that they 
inflicted torture on Behzat Örs in detention detained in Ankara in 1996, continued at 
Ankara Criminal Court No. 9 on 2 February. In the hearing, the video recordings of 
Örs taken in detention at Ankara Police HQ were watched. The court board recorded 
that it was understood from the video recordings that there were traces of pain and 
exhaustion on the body of Örs. The court board decided to request the photographs 
of the defendant police officers from Ankara Police HQ to show them to Behzat Örs 
for identification. The police officers are charged under Article 243 TPC. No further 
important developments were recorded in 2000. 

Orhan Kur

The trial launched against the police officers Bülent Tezek and Mustafa Yurdakul on 
the grounds that they tortured Orhan Kur who was detained in İzmir on 28 July 1997, 
continued at İzmir Penal Court No. 7 on 10 February. The court decided to write a 
letter  to İzmir Police HQ to determine the place of duty of the police officers. No 
further important development was recorded in 2000.

Yüksel Sırtı, Ender Bayram, Tolga Kanat, Umut Özçalık, Recep Işık

The trial launched against Hacı Murat Dursun, former Chief of İzmir Police, Public 
Order Branch, Capital Crimes Office, on the grounds that he tortured Yüksel Sırtı, 
Ender Bayram, Tolga Kanat, Umut Özçalık and Recep Işık, who had been detained 
on 26 January 1998 in connection with the killing of a person in İzmir, concluded on 5 
July. Dursun was acquitted on the grounds of inadequate evidence.

Yunus Atalay

The  trial  launched  against  commissioner  Müslüm  Ayan  and  the  police  officers 
Mehmet Aksaç and Müjdat Pamuk in charge at Beyoğlu Police HQ, in connection 
with  torture  inflicted  on  Yunus  Atalay  who  was  detained  on  24  August  1995  at 
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Okmeydanı  Square,  İstanbul,  concluded  on  29  February.  Beyoğlu  Penal  Court 
sentenced  the  police  officers  to  3  years  in  prison  under  Article  243  TPC.  The 
sentence was later reduced to 2 months 7 days and then suspended. The police 
officers had beaten and detained Yunus Atalay because of political slogans written 
on the wall of the kiosk he had been running. The Forensic Institute had issued a 
report for Atalay, who had remained in detention for 2 days, and certified 10-days’ 
inability to work.

Gülderen Baran

The  trial  launched  against  the  police  officers  Mustafa  Sağra,  Mustafa  Taner 
Paylaşan, İbrahim Batur, Metin Şenol and Yakup Doğan, on the grounds that they 
tortured Gülderen Baran (19) in detention, continued at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 6 
on 11 April. Gülderen Baran reportedly lost one arm due to torture. 

Another hearing was held on 27 September. Gülderen Baran identified police officer 
Mustafa Taner Paylaşan who was taken in the hearing hall together with other people 
who had nothing to do with the trial. Baran stated that Paylaşan was one of the police 
officers, who tortured her. She continued saying: “At the time he had moustache. 
Now he has cut it.” Baran stated that she remembered Yakup Doğan but she could 
not identify Metin Şenol. Defense lawyer İlhami Yelekçi said that they wouldn’t accept 
the identification on the grounds that  it  was not reliable.  Yelekçi  requested some 
extension to prepare their demand of deepening the investigation. Baran’s lawyer 
Ergin  Cinmen stated  that  the  case had been going  on  for  5  years  and that  the 
request should not be accepted. The court  gave 10 days to Yelekçi  to detail  his 
demand.

On  23  November  İlhami  Yelekçi  asked  for  a  report  from  the  Forensic  Institute, 
because the loss of a part of the body could have occurred earlier, since Gülderen 
Baran had been educated in the Cudi mountains. The court declared that it would 
inspect the demand and adjourned the hearing to 2001 for a confrontation of the 
victim with the police officers Mustafa Sara and İbrahim Batur.

Şükrü Töre, Ali Akkurt

On 30 March İstanbul Criminal Court No. 4 passed its verdict on chief commissioner 
Mustafa Sara and police officer Mustafa Kaya in connection with torturing Şükrü Töre 
and Ali Akkurt in February 1994. The court accepted that the defendants had tortured 
Şükrü Töre by stripping him naked and putting him on the concrete floor. They had 
hosed him with pressurized water, applied the bastinado and put him on a hanger. 
The victims had been injured and needed 7 days for recovery. The court sentenced 
the defendants to 10 months’ imprisonment, but suspended the sentences under the 
impression that the defendants would not commit the same offence again. 

The first verdict had been passed on 17 June 1997, when İstanbul Criminal Court No. 
4 acquitted the defendants. The 8th Chamber of the Court of Cassation had quashed 
this sentence. 

G.Y.
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The police officers Necdet Yeniay and Mehmet Aşkın, who had raped G.Y. whom 
they had picked up drunk in İzmir, were each sentenced to 11 years 8 months in 
prison. The trial  that had been launched at İzmir  Criminal  Court  No. 2 had been 
stopped under the Law of Prosecution of Civil Servants and the police officers who 
remained remanded for 4,5 months had been released. The prosecution of the police 
officers had re-started when the İzmir Regional Administrative Court overturned the 
decision of non-prosecution by Buca District Administrative Board.

Suphi Diltaş

The trial launched against 16 police officers and a physician in connection with the 
torture inflicted on Suphi Diltaş concluded in acquittal. The Court of Cassation had 
upheld this decision. Sema Pişkinsüt, chairwoman of the human rights commission in 
the GNAT, said on 26 April that Diltaş had been taken to the police station instead of 
prison, although there had been an arrest warrant against him. He had been tortured 
in the police station. (See introductory part on the work of the commission)

Nesrin Ekmekçi

In May the Court of Cassation quashed the verdict against NOC İsmail Uysal, who 
had been sentenced to 10 months’ imprisonment for having raped Nesrin Emekçi in 
Siirt, Kurtalan district. 

Remziye Dinç

The trial launched against the village guard Nevzat Altuner on the grounds that he 
raped  Remziye  Dinç  in  Güllüce  village  of  Batman,  Kozluk  in  December  1994, 
concluded at Batman Criminal Court No. 3 on 19 May. The court board insisted on 
the decision of 18 months of imprisonment formerly given to Nevzat Altuner. In the 
original trial that had concluded on 16 June 1998, Ekrem Altuner and Ceyhan Altuner 
had been acquitted due to “inadequate evidence,” whereas Nevzat Altuner had been 
sentenced to 1 year 6 months in prison. In the decision of the court  it  had been 
claimed, “the rape had taken place with the consent of Dinç.” The Court of Cassation 
had quashed the penalty given to Nevzat Altuner on 3 November 1998, and upheld 
the acquittals of Ekrem Altuner and Ceyhan Altuner. 

Kamile Çiğci

Mardin Public Prosecution Office indicted 7 police officers on the grounds that they 
tortured  and  raped  Kamile  Çiğci  (45)  in  detention  in  Mardin,  Nusaybin  in  1992. 
Kamile  Çiğci  said  that  she  was  stripped  naked,  hosed  with  pressurized  water, 
subjected to the bastinado (falanga) and hanger during 33 days of detention. She 
said: 

“My membrane was torn. Some police officers held me and one of them raped me. 
Then  they  inserted  a  rough  object  into  my  vagina.  I  suffered  a  bleeding.  They 
hospitalized me as the bleeding lasted very long. They took me back to the police 
station after a short medical treatment. During the first 20 days of detention, many 
police  officers  raped  me  several  times.  They  used  their  hands,  shoes  and 
truncheons. I don’t remember which day, but after the last rape I had again a serious 

Page 171



HRFT Annual Report 2000

bleeding. They again hospitalized me. The doctor said, ‘Her gall bladder is damaged, 
this women is at the edge of death. Don’t touch her any more.’” 

Kamile Çiğci said that she wanted to lodge an official complaint at the prosecutor's 
office, however the women prosecutor who took her testimony said to her, “If I write 
what you said and accept your complaint, they would do the same to me as what 
they’ve done to you.” Çiğci stated that she had received medical treatment from the 
HRFT in 1999 and she had lodged an official complaint against the police officers at 
Mardin Public Prosecution Office.

Mardin Public Prosecution Office accepted the report given by the HRFT to Kamile 
Çiğci as evidence and indicted commissioner İbrahim Hakerler and the police officers 
Yılmaz Papakçı, Nezih Karukuş, Kamil  Vedat Karaman, Muhammet Özcan, Taner 
Tamişgün and Elmas Erzincan on duty at Mardin Police HQ under Articles 243 TPC, 
416 TPC that refers to rape and 418 TPC (increase of the penalty in cases where the 
health of the victim deteriorates as a result of rape). 

The trial started at Mardin Criminal Court No. 2 on 31 May. In the hearing, it was 
decided to hear the testimonies of the defendant police officers in Erdemli (Mersin), 
Niğde, İstanbul, İzmir and Adana where they were on duty. 

On 12 July written testimony from the defendant Kamil Vedat Karaman was received. 
He stated that he did not remember the incident and claimed that Çiğci had launched 
an official complaint with the manipulation of the HRA. In the hearing, Kamile Çiğci 
stated that she had been detained in 1991, 1992 and 1993 and raped and tortured 
each time. She said, “Three police officers raped me in detention.” 

Çiğci related her detention in 1991 as follows: “The police officers raided my house 
and detained me. They took me to a hall at the police headquarters and ordered me 
‘to  take  my  clothes  off.’  There  were  7  PKK  militants  there.  The  police  officers 
suspended me and then laid me down for falanga. Three police officers raped me in 
detention. I remained 17 days in detention.” Çiğci stated that she had been detained 
similarly in 1992 and 1993, and tortured and raped. Çiğci said that she could identify 
the police officers who had raped her. Lawyer Eren Keskin demanded that the police 
officers be remanded in order for her client to identify them. 

On 12 October the court decided to hear the testimonies of Adnan Karakaş, Orhan 
Karakaş and Hüseyin Karakaş, who had been kept in detention with Çiğci, and Dr. 
Mehmet Ekmen, who had operated Çiğci in Diyarbakır. No further development was 
reported in 2000.

Emrullah Duman

Three police officers prosecuted for torturing Emrullah Duman, who was detained on 
the accusations of “theft” in İstanbul, Zeytinburnu, were remanded in the hearing held 
at Bakırköy Criminal Court No. 3 on 31 May. Defendant police officers Ali Rıza Kurt, 
İbrahim  Özen  and  Tayfun  Çetin  Sav,  who  testified  in  the  hearing,  refused  the 
accusations, whereas Emrullah Duman presented the report given by the Forensic 
Institute documenting his inability to work for 7 days to the court and stated that the 
police officers tortured him. The court board took the torture report into consideration 
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and decided on the remand of the police officers. The remanded police officers were 
sent to Metris Prison after the hearing.

Unfortunately,  no further  information on this  exceptional  case of  alleged torturers 
being remanded was available.

Enver Gündüz,  Şehabettin Alp,  Hanifi  Turan, Hüseyin Avcu,  Menşure Avcu,  Şirin  
Ağahatun

Diyarbakır Public Prosecution Office launched a trial against 18 police officers on the 
grounds that  they  tortured  Enver  Gündüz,  Şehabettin  Alp,  Hanifi  Turan,  Hüseyin 
Avcu, Şirin Ağahatun and Menşure Avcu in detention. The torture survivors had been 
detained on 12 May 1995 on accusations  of  being members to  the  organization 
called “Yekbun”. The indicted police officers were: Ramazan Sürücü, Haluk Bayram 
Deniz,  Hasan  Koçak,  Nebih  Alpaslan,  Gıyasettin  Özturan,  Mustafa  Bölük,  Cafer 
Ongün, Şevki Taşçı, Yusuf Ziya Evran, İlhan Kara, Recep Kaplan, Tevfik Işık, Ömer 
Uslu, İbrahim Uçar, Numan Çakır, Ekrem Korkmaz, Mahmut Yılmaz and Orhan Çerçi. 
Lawyer Sezgin Tanrıkulu stated that the trial was referred to the ECHR and declared 
admissible. The trial was launched in Turkey when the ECHR sent the case file to 
Turkey.

The prosecution of the 18 police officers continued at Diyarbakır Criminal Court No. 3 
on 28 September. Hanifi Turan still under the influence of the torture inflicted on him 
said: “Late at night my door bell rang and 4-5 people came in. They took me with 
them after they searched my house. They forced me to sign some statement but I 
didn’t  sign  them.  Thereupon  one  of  the  police  officers  who  carried  out  the 
interrogation  said  ‘put  him  in  a  state  where  he  is  left  without  strength.’  I  was 
suspended  for  5  days,  they  squeezed  my  testicles,  applied  electric  shocks, 
handcuffed me to the door. Most of the 5 days I was not allowed to sit down. At the 
end of the 5 days when I still resisted signing the testimony they detained my wife 
and  children.  They  made  my  children  hold  hands  and  made  them  practice  the 
Anatolian folk-dance. When they were holding hands they applied electric shock on 
them and while the children were shaking the police officers were laughing. They told 
me that they would also torture my wife if I didn’t sign the testimony. I told them that I 
was not guilty. Having removed the blindfold by half they brought my wife into the 
room and stripped her stark naked. They suspended her and applied electric shocks 
to her public places in a way that I had to see it. I saw two of those men who did it 
and remember one of them very well. He had curly hair and dark skin and I believe I 
would recognize him if I saw him. Then they said that they would rape my wife if I did 
not sign. One of them said, "go and get the aubergine" when I was taken out of the 
room. At this moment I heard my wife scream and then she went silent. They came 
back to me and said that they would rape my child G.T. I said that I would sign if they 
released my family. In the morning they said that they had set my family free. Later I 
learnt that my wife had been threatened not to tell anybody what had been done to 
her. Following their release the torture continued for another 24 hours.” 

The wife of Hüseyin Avcu, M. Avcu, declared that she, too, had been threatened with 
rape,  sexually  assaulted  and  given  electric  shocks.  M.  Avcu  said  that  she  had 
overheard when police officers had said to two women held in another cell "if you 
have ever been together with men be together with us several times and we shall 
immediately release you". 
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Sezgin Tanrıkulu, lawyer of the sub-plaintiffs demanded an official complaint to be 
filed  against  Bekir  Selçuk,  persecutor  at  the  SSC at  the  time,  because  he  was 
responsible for the length of detention of his clients and, thereby, had misconducted 
his duty. 

At the hearing on 21 November the defense lawyers stated that they rejected the 
testimonies of the witnesses heard in the previous hearing and requested Dr. Pakize 
Küçük to be heard as witness. No further developments were reported in 2000. 

Fatma Tokmak, Azat Tokmak

In the investigation launched in connection with the torture inflicted on Fatma Tokmak 
and her son Azat Tokmak (2,5) the Forensic Institute, 3rd Expertise Committee (20) 
gave  a report  in  June stating,  “the date  of  the traces could  not  be  established.” 
Subsequently  the  prosecutor  once again  decided against  prosecution.  Tokmak is 
prosecuted at İstanbul SSC on charges of “being a PKK member”. (21)

Şükran Aydın

In June the Court of Cassation overturned the acquittal  decision of Captain Musa 
Çitil, Derik former Gendarmerie Regiment Commander, who had been prosecuted on 
charges of raping Şükran Aydın in detention. Aydın had been detained on 29 June 
1993 in Derik, Mardin. It was stated that Musa Çitil was the commander on the date 
of the crime, and thus the trial had to be held at a military court. Mardin Criminal 
Court will decide, whether the trial should be held at a military court. Musa Çitil had 
been acquitted in the hearing held at Mardin Criminal Court No. 1 on 8 October 1998 
on the grounds of “inadequate evidence.” Şükran Aydın had applied to the ECHR 
and the ECHR had decided that the Turkish Government should pay a compensation 
of 25thousand pounds to Aydın and 9 thousand pounds to her lawyers.

The re-trial  commenced  at  Mardin  Criminal  Court  No.  1  on  22  June.  No further 
development was reported in 2000.

Cafer Cangöz, Nurettin Kılıçaslan, Durmuş Kurt, Selma Turgut 

The trial  launched against  the  police  officers  Kadir  Demirci,  Metin  Öztürk,  Mahir 
Katırcı and Fatih Harputlu on charges of torturing Cafer Cangöz, Nurettin Kılıçaslan, 
Durmuş Kurt and Selma Turgut in detention in İstanbul after 22 June 1995 continued 
at  İstanbul  Criminal  Court  No.  6  on  12  June.  Cafer  Cangöz,  Nurettin  Kılıçaslan, 
Durmuş Kurt and Selma Turgut, who had been detained in operations in İstanbul on 
22 June 1995,  have been prosecuted under remand on charges of  being TİKKO 
members.

On 26 September defense lawyer İlhami Yelekçi stated that his client Ayhan Bektaş 
had come to attend the hearing but he had to return to his office when the previous 
hearing  lasted  too  long.  Metin  Öztürk  couldn’t  attend the  hearing  as  he  was  on 
annual leave. Mahir Katırcı couldn’t do so either as he was designated to another 
place and Fatih Harputlu couldn’t attend as he was on duty in Tunceli. 

The  police  officers  Ayhan  Bektaş,  Kadir  Demirci  and  Metin  Öztürk  attended  the 
hearing  on  9  November.  Nurettin  Kılıçaslan  stated  that  the  police  officers  put 
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ointment on his body to cover  the marks of  torture and continued: “They applied 
electricity to my face and genitals, beat me and squeezed my testicles. They tried to 
choke me by hosing pressurized water on my face.” Zübeyde Kayar stated that all 
three police officers had inflicted torture on her and that she was sexually abused 
and was threatened with death. The defendants on the other hand would not accept 
the accusations and asserted that the complainant acted on order of an organization. 
The trial did not conclude in 2000. 

Cevahir Temel

Adana Public Prosecution Office launched a trial  against the police officers Sami 
Çelik, Osman Soyuer and Murat Esertürk, who tortured Cevahir Temel, on charges of 
ill-treatment and abuse of duty. The police had raided Temel’s house in Adana on 17 
January  1997  and  cut  his  hair.  Temel  had  launched  an  official  complaint  on  7 
February 1997 to the prosecution office, but this had been rejected. The trial had 
been referred to the European Human Rights Court and subsequently trial had been 
launched on order of the Ministry of Justice. The case did not conclude in 2000.

Garip Aygün, Sultan Aygün

The trial launched against Turan Binali on the grounds of torturing the couple Garip 
Aygün and Sultan Aygün, who were detained in connection with a traffic accident that 
took place in İstanbul, Ümraniye on 18 January 1995, concluded at Üsküdar Criminal 
Court  No.  2  on  10  July.  Turan  Binali  was  acquitted  in  the  trial  where  he  was 
prosecuted under Articles 243 and 245 TPC. Turan Binali had also been acquitted in 
the original trial, however the Court of Cassation had quashed the decision. Derya 
Bayır, lawyer of the Aygün couple, disclosed that he would take the decision to the 
Panel of Chambers at the Court of Cassation.

Müslüm Turfan, Ahmet Turan, Dinçer Erduvan

In  October  İstanbul  Chief  Prosecution  Office  opened  a  case  against  the  police 
officers Mehmet Hallaç, Şeref Bayrakçı, Ahmet Okuducu and Mahmut Yıldız on the 
grounds that they tortured Müslüm Turfan, Ahmet Turan and Dinçer Erduvan when 
they had been detained on 11 November 1998. Müslüm Turfan, Ahmet Turan and 
Dinçer Erduvan had received medical reports certifying their inability to work between 
3 and 5 days because of the torture inflicted on them. The trial was to be heard at 
İstanbul Criminal Court No. 7. 

Ahmet Okuducu is also being prosecuted in the case opened in connection with the 
death of trade unionist Süleyman Yeter, while he was kept in detention on 7 March 
1999. Mehmet Hallaç and Şeref Bayrakçı had been heard as witnesses in this trial. 
The case file of Okuducu, against whom an arrest warrant in absentia exists, was 
separated for not testifying in this trial.

Tamer Taylan

The  case  opened  against  13  police  officers  (Mehmet  Varol,  Ragıp  Doğandemir, 
Koray Keskin,  Mustafa  Kalaycıoğlu,  Mehmet  Kaçmaz,  Kemal  Nair,  Mehmet  Emin 
Güven,  Nakşi  Duran  Seven,  Yaşar  Usta,  Muammer  Duran,  Mustafa  Yurtoğlu, 
Muzaffer Ak and Yahya İlhan) for torturing Tamer Taylan in Bursa continued at Bursa 
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Criminal Court No. 3 on 25 October. At the hearing, Tamer Taylan’s wife Meltem 
Taylan and his sisters Leyla Özbakan and Hülya Irak stated that Taylan had seemed 
exhausted when the police officers had brought him home for an investigation in 
detention. Tamer Taylan disclosed that he did not see the police officers, who had 
tortured him as he had been blindfolded, but he had recognized the police officer 
Kemal N. when he heard his voice. The trial did not conclude in 2000. 

Mustafa Tosun, Nazım Mercan, Özcan Kumuz, Nazım Özcan, Alev Yıldız, Ali Şahin  
Bütün

The case opened against superintendents Fethi Vuruşkan, Dursun Ali Öztürk, Savaş 
Akın, deputy superintendent Erkan Kabakçılı  together with  the police officers Nuh 
Çelik, Erhan Mamikoğlu, Halil Melengeç and Talip Kaya on the grounds of torturing 
Ali Şahin Pütün, Alev Yıldız, Mustafa Tosun, Nazım Mercan and Özcan Kumuz who 
were detained on charges of being DHKP-C members, concluded on 14 December. 
İstanbul Criminal Court No. 1 sentenced the police officers first to one year in prison 
sentence and 3 months suspension from official duty. The Court later commuted their 
sentence to 10 months imprisonment and 2 months 15 day suspension under Article 
59/1 of the Turkish Penal Code. This sentence was suspended on the grounds that 
the  court  board  was  convinced  that  “the  defendants  would  not  commit  another 
crime.”

4.2. Human Rights in the Prisons
The pressure and attacks on prisoners increased in a year with a major discussion 
the  so-called  F-type  prisons.  While  the  pressure  on  political  prisoners  increased 
members of Mafia like gangs were able to possess mobiles and even arms in prison. 
On 17 January the Ministries of Justice, Interior and Health signed a protocol  on 
visits of prisoners. This increased the tension as well as the discrimination included in 
the so-called amnesty bill that was introduced at the end of the year. 

Years
Convicts Remanded
Ordinary “Terror” Total Ordinary “Terror” Total General total

1990 27731 1642 29373 14488 1745 16233 45,606
1991 10652 395 11047 14760 1044 15804 26,851
1992 12301 522 12823 15597 3062 18659 31,482
1993 14300 847 15147 14681 4977 19658 34,805
1994 15787 1094 16881 15638 6412 22050 38,931
1995 20371 1637 22008 17058 7025 24083 46,091
1996 24651 2328 26979 17697 6207 23904 50,883
1997 32155 4179 36334 19346 4926 24272 60,606
1998 31647 4239 35886 19670 4835 24505 60,391
1999 37986 6145 44131 19953 3497 23450 67,581
2000 20378 4467 24855 20467 4190 24657 49,512

4.2.1. Death Fasts in Prison

The Protocol between the Ministries of Justice, Interior and Health 
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On 17 January the protocol that the Ministries of Justice, Interior and Health had 
signed on 6 January entered into force. In a joint statement the İstanbul branches of 
the  ÇHD,  HRA and  TOHAV pointed  at  the  80  articles  and emphasized that  the 
protocol was against the contemporary execution of law and human rights, it was 
said that the authorization of searching the clothes and bags of the lawyers twice and 
controlling the documents found on the lawyers, were obvious assaults against the 
right  to  defense.  In  the  press statement  it  was  said  that  ÇHD, İHD and TOHAV 
member lawyers would not enter the prisons until the protocol was annulled. 

In February lawyers of the ÇHD filed a case against the protocol with the Supreme 
Administrative Court. The Union of Turkish Bars (TBB) also filed a case calling the 
double body search on lawyers an attack against  the profession and the right of 
defense.  The  objection  of  the  Turkish  Medical  Association  particularly  pointed  at 
Article 66 and 74.

The full title of is “The Protocol on the Effective Operation of Administration, External  
Protection and Health Care Services in Penal Institutions and Detention Centers”. 
The HRFT has not made a full translation of the text, but here are some important 
provisions: 

“Article 1: The Protocol deals with the administration, outside control and health 
services prisons...

Article  4:  All  prisons that  accommodate dangerous criminals  (that  include terror 
crimes, organized criminals and other ordinary criminals) will be equipped with x-
rays at the entrance and everyone, regardless of the position, who enters or leaves 
prisons will have to pass through the x-rays...

Article  5:  Except  for  local  authorities  (governors)  and  people  from the  class  of 
prosecutor and judges everybody will  be subjected to a second physical  (hand) 
search  between  the  entrance  and  the  administration  building.  The  bags  and 
belongings have also to be searched by a civil servant... 

Article 6: (the same applies) to educational and health personnel from outside and 
the lawyers of the prisoners...

Article 7: Visitors will first be search physically before the entrance with the x-ray, 
then go through the x-ray and then be physically searched a second time...

Article 11: Prisoner will  be searched before they meet their lawyers and will  be 
searched by different civil servants on their return to the wards... 

Hunger Strikes

Article 19: 

A 1. In case of actions such as hunger strikes or death fast, which are organized in 
the prisons by terrorist organizations sufficient medical personnel and material has 
to be kept ready on demand of the prosecutor or the director of the institution.
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A  2:  If  the  health  of  the  hunger  strikers  deteriorates  medical  intervention  will 
immediately be applied on decision of an expert physician. These prisoners will be 
held in separate rooms...

B 1: Legal measures will  be taken against participants and organizers of hunger 
strikes that have cause the death...

B 2: The media will not be given the opportunity for propaganda via interviews and 
pictures...

B 3: No permission will  be given to read out statements,  demonstration or hold 
press conferences in  the protective  area of  the prisons in  order  to  prevent  the 
exploitation of hunger strikes by groups from outside...

Article 40: Transfers that are carried out on the prisoners own wish the prisoner will 
pay for the costs including the costs for the accompanying personnel...

Article  44:  The outside protection  of  the prisons and the transport  to  and from 
hospitals and courts will be secured by the gendarmerie (see relevant laws)...

Article  48:  The  legal  institutions,  the  police  and  the  gendarmerie  will  take  the 
necessary  precautions  to  prevent  defendants  from  shouting  slogans,  stand  to 
attention, swearing and insulting during hearings...

Article 50: The Ministry of the Interior will  provide the necessary personnel  and 
equipment  to  prevent  actions  such  as  hunger  strikes,  the  taking  of  hostages, 
digging of tunnels, uprisings etc...

Article 66: During the medical examinations of prisoners imprisoned on connection 
with the fight against terrorism and the fight against organized crime the gendarmes 
stay inside the physician’s room behind a dividing shield in a distance, where they 
cannot hear the conversation between the physician and the prisoners. During the 
examination of all other prisoners they stay outside the room...

Article  72:  Sufficient  personnel  will  accompany  prisoners  to  examinations  and 
treatment in health institutions. They will care for the administrative procedures in 
hospital...

Article 74: In case of escape of prisoners from health institutions the local authority 
(governor) will establish, whether the health personnel was responsible and initiate 
the necessary penal and administrative punishment of those, found guilty...

Article 79: This protocol enters into force on 17 January 2000."

4.2.2. F-type Prisons

The legal basis for the cell-type (F-type) prisons was laid in the Law 3713 to Fight 
Terrorism, passed in 1991. Article 16 of this law provided: “The sentences of those 
convicted  under  the  provisions  of  this  Law  will  be  executed  in  special  penal  
institutions built on a system of rooms for one or three people. In these institutions,  
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open visits shall not be permitted. Contact and communication between convicted 
prisoners will be prevented.” 

The first step taken for the implementation of the F-type prisons in 2000 was the 
above mentioned protocol between the three ministries. Justice Minister Hikmet Sami 
Türk  claimed,  “with  the  new  prisons  the  dominance  of  terror  and  mafia-like 
organizations will stop. Therefore, certain circles are running a campaign against it.”

Campaigns against the F-type prisons were run by human rights defenders as well 
as other  NGOs. In  particular  the relatives of  prisoners were  very much active  in 
explaining that the new prisons would mean new and increased pressure. Against 
these campaigns the Ministry of Justice started a campaign of “information on F-type 
prisons” in the second half of the year using columnists and other means to speed up 
the introduction of the cell-type prisons.

On 28 July representatives of the HRA, TİYAD, the HRFT and Mazlum Der inspected 
Sincan F-type Prison with the permission of the Justice Minister. After the visit they 
issued a joined report stating inter alias:

“The place of the prison is difficult to reach and already this creates the impression 
that the main purpose of the new prisons is isolation. With the intended number of 
368 prisoners the waiting room for lawyers and visitors can only accommodate 40 to 
50 people. There will  be x-rays at the entrance of the visitors’ room. It  is hard to 
understand, why two different spaces have been allocated in this room for the search 
of men and search of women. This can only mean a second body search. 

Before  the  actual  cells  are  reached there  are  three  halls  without  natural  light  in 
various  sizes  marked  as  prayers’  room,  depot,  waste  exit  etc.  There  was  no 
satisfactory explanation on the intention to use these halls that are far away from the 
places, where the prisoners are held. In the administration part of the building rooms 
for a social service expert and psychologist could be seen. To separate them from 
the health personnel and put them next to the administration shows the real purpose 
for an employment of people from this profession. 

The prisoners cannot reach the place of the canteen in the middle of the prison. The 
rooms designed for 3 prisoners are isolated against sound and heat. This increases 
the danger of isolation. The cells for single person have only one door to the outdoor 
area. It was officially acknowledged that the use of the outdoor space is left to the 
discretion of the prison administration.

The so-called football ground is completely outside the prison and even prisoners in 
ordinary prisons would not be taken there...”

The Union of Turkish Bars and the Turkish Medical Association also pointed at the 
danger of social isolation in the high-security prisons. The tabloid press, however, 
meant  to  have  discovered  that  the  new  system  was  supported  by  international 
standards. Such an article appeared in Hürriyet of 14 December under the title of 
“European Support for F-type”. (22) It was based on a report by the CPT on its visit to 
Turkey in July 2000. The report was made public in November 2001. (23) 

F-type Protests
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Kutup Yıldızı music band member Mehtap Kuruçay, theatre actress Meliha Yıldız and 
Tülay  Nalbant  were  detained  while  hanging  posters  against  cell  type  prisons  at 
Okmeydanı Square in İstanbul on 29 February.

Members of the HRA İstanbul Branch and prisoner relatives, who attempted to make 
a press statement at İstanbul Sultanahmet Square against cell (F) type prisons on 22 
April, were prevented by force. A dispute broke out between the police, who said that 
they would not permit the press statement, and HRA executives. Thirty-nine persons 
including HRA İstanbul Branch Chairwoman lawyer Eren Keskin were detained under 
beatings. Pepper gas was reportedly squirted on the detainees in the police vehicle 
they were put in. The detainees were later released. 

On the same day it  was reported that the governor in Mardin did not permit  the 
signature campaign protesting cell-type prisons.

The  police  intervened  and  detained  15  persons,  when  journalists  made  a  press 
statement in İstanbul on 23 April against the cell type prisons. Among the detainees 
were Alınterimiz reporters Manolya Gültekin and Ekrem Erdem. 

In May the governor for the OHAL region banned the signature campaign against the 
F (cell) type prisons organized by the HRA all around Turkey. The Governor showed 
Article 11 of the OHAL Law as the justification of its decision.

On or around 20 May the governor in Van closed the HRA Van Branch for 3 months. 
The Branch was reportedly closed because of the campaign against the cell  type 
prisons.

Police  officers  prevented  human  rights  defenders,  who  wanted  to  march  from 
İstanbul to Ankara on 23 June in protest at the continuation of building of cell type 
prisons. The police officers detained Ayhan Sağcan (painter), Cezmi Ersöz (writer), 
Suavi (artist), Suna Aras (poet), Şaban Dayanan (HRA member, photograph), Şanar 
Yurdatapan and lawyer Göksel Aslan after they made a press statement.

In Sirkeci,  İstanbul,  Esmeray Özdemir,  Meliha Yıldız,  and staff  members with  the 
daily Alınterimiz, Manolya Gültekin, Şerife Avcı and Ümit Galik, who wanted to make 
a press statement to protest the cell type prisons on 29 June, were detained.

Ruken  Kılıç,  Akın  Kılıç,  Ali  Basın,  Derya  Duman,  Yeşide  Yalçınkaya,  Türkan 
Yalçınkaya and Ekil, Menal and Serpil, whose surnames could not be identified, were 
detained on 4 July while they were collecting signatures for the campaign initiated by 
TAYAD against the cell type prisons.

The police prevented the press statement to be held in Kadıköy on 6 July by TAYAD 
as part of their campaign against the cell type prisons. Nine people were detained. 
The police also prevented the exhibition on “F-Type Prisons” planned by the TAYAD 
and detained one person.

The police prevented the press statement by prisoners’ relatives, a group of about 
50, in protest at cell type prisons at İnönü Park, Adana, on 21 July. The police used 
spray  gas  and  detained  10  people  under  beatings.  One  wounded  person  was 
hospitalized. In Galatasaray, İstanbul, the police intervened in a group who wanted to 
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hold a demonstration with the same aim, and detained 19 people. The detainees 
were taken to İstanbul Police HQ Political Branch.

In mid-July Ali İlhan burnt himself in Antep Prison. He was reportedly subjected to 
pressure  by soldiers  at  the  hospital  where  he  had been taken.  Ali  İlhan refused 
receiving medical treatment and staged a hunger strike for 5 days, because of this 
pressure.

The police intervened in the press meeting held in front of the HRA İstanbul Branch 
on 27 July in protest at cell type prisons, and detained 15 people. Eren Keskin read 
out  the press statement  in  front  of  the offices.  Subsequently HRA members and 
prisoners’ relatives, who wore black clothes symbolizing “the darkness of the cell,” 
wanted to hold a symbolic sit-in of 5 minutes. The police intervened and detained 15 
people, including Eren Keskin. The detainees were released in the night. The police 
also intervened in a march of university and high school students in İstiklal Street 
with  the  same  aim  and  detained  40  people  under  beatings.  Thirty  eight  of  the 
detainees were later released. Some of the beaten students in detention reportedly 
had broken arms and noses. 

The  police  intervened  in  two  separate  gatherings  in  İstanbul  protesting  cell  type 
prisons and detained 48 people under beatings on 29 July. The police dispersed the 
group that made a press statement in front of the Galatasaray High School at İstiklal 
Street  and detained 26 people.  In  Bakırköy,  22 people were  detained during the 
press  statement  by  İstanbul  youth  organization  of  HADEP.  People  who  were 
detained in  Galatasaray later  disclosed that  they  were  beaten both  in  the  police 
vehicles and in detention. Gülşen Aslan spoke on behalf of the relatives of prisoners 
and  stated  that  they  were  constantly  beaten and  insulted  until  they  reached the 
station. Mine Demirkaya, another relative of a prisoner, stated that the police officers 
especially hit the ribs of the detainees.

They were transferred to Bakırköy Court House on 30 July. 15 out of the 30 people 
who were examined by the Forensic Institute received medical report certifying their 
inability to work for 2 to 10 days. 29 of the detainees were released. Emrullah Atamış 
(20) was arrested (see torture incidents). 

In  order  to  protest  the  F  Type  prisons,  a  group  of  scientists,  writers  and  artists 
including  Fikret  Başkaya,  Aydın  Çubukçu,  Ali  Balkiz  and  Oktay  Etiman  held  a 
symbolic one-day hunger strike in Ankara on 29 July. 

On 30 July the police officers dispersed a group, who gathered at Güvenpark Ankara 
to  make  a  press  statement  and  detained  24  people  including  Fikret  Başkaya, 
Mahmut Temizyürek,  Esma Seviş,  Leyla  Uğraş,  Alaaddin Uğraş,  Abdullah Soner, 
Zeynep Şeker, Nazmiye Karakaya, Fatma Özçelik, Songül Ergül, Halil Çelik, Sabriye 
Güler, Ömer Leventoğlu, Kazım Savcı, Hilal Alar, Hikmet Gökçe and Emre and Sinan 
whose surnames could not be identified. The detainees were later released without 
charges being brought against them.

Members of TAYAD and various NGOs departed from Kadıköy to Ankara on 30 July, 
to present a petition to the GNAT with the demand to stop the construction of F-type 
prisons.  The  prisoners’  relatives  were  not  permitted  to  make  press  statement  in 
Kadıköy. Arriving at Adapazarı, the group wanted to walk to the city center. However 
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the  busses  were  stopped  by  the  security  officials  on  the  motorway.  The  group 
blocked the road in protest.  The police intervened and detained 25 people under 
beatings.  Fifteen  relatives  of  prisoners,  who  were  beaten  heavily  by  the  police 
officers, were hospitalized. The rest of the group continued on their way with a police 
escort.

The group reached Ankara on 1 August after the ones detained in Adapazarı had 
been released. The group was stopped at the entrance of Ankara and not let in the 
city.  Only  15  representatives  were  allowed  to  go  to  the  Ministry  of  Justice.  The 
representatives arrived at the Ministry of Justice at around 3.30pm. The Minister of 
Justice Hikmet Sami Türk came turned back to the ministry at 4.40pm. The meeting 
of  HRA chairman Hüsnü Öndül,  the  representatives  and Minister  Türk  lasted  for 
about 2.5 hours.  On 2 August  30 members of  TAYAD visited the Sincan F-Type 
Prison. 

Prisoners’ relatives, who had been beaten by the police in Düzce, Bolu while going to 
Ankara lodged an official  complaint.  They intended to make a press statement in 
front  of  İstanbul  Court  House  on  3  August,  but  the  police  prevented  them  and 
detained 40 people. Şükran Ağdaş, relative of a prisoner, was almost been run over 
by a police bus and hospitalized.

Police  officers  intervened in  the  demonstration  held  in  front  of  Galatasaray  High 
School, İstanbul, in protest at cell type prisons on 5 August and detained 35 people. 
Police officers also prevented the demonstration to be held on the Bosphorus Bridge 
and detained 19 people on 6 August.

The police hindered relatives of prisoners to go to the premises of the private TV 
channel, CNN Türk, in order to meet journalist Mehmet Ali Birand for a programme 
on cell type prisons. The police detained Şükran Ağdaş, Nadire Çelik, Eylem Göktaş 
and Ali Rıza Eroğlu. Ali Rıza Eroğlu was reportedly wounded to his foot. 

The  relatives  of  prisoners,  who  had  been  detained  on  6  August,  made  a  press 
statement at the HRA İstanbul Branch on 9 August. They stated that they had been 
tortured in detention. (See the chapter on cases of torture)

The police intervened in  the demonstration held  in  front  of  the Galatasaray High 
School on 10 August, and detained 9 people. The detainees were taken to Karaköy 
Police Station.

Zekeriya  Gürsöz,  Özlem  Yılmaz  and  Barış  Yılmaz,  staff  members  of  the  Emek 
Cultural Center (EMK), were detained at the exit of Gebze Prison where they went to 
see an affiliate on 9 August. Reportedly they were found in possession of leaflets 
protesting cell type prisons.

The police intervened in the demonstration of relatives of prisoners held in protest to 
cell type prisons on İstiklal Street, İstanbul, on 12 August, and detained around 50 
people under beatings. The protesters to shout slogans in the police vehicle and 
were sprayed with pepper gas. Nadire Çelik deteriorated during the incident and was 
taken to hospital. 
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The Security General Directorate defined initiatives against cell type prison as “acts 
of supporters of illegal organization and organized criminal groups, disrupting social 
peace.”

The HRA Diyarbakır Branch, which had been closed down by the OHAL Governor 
Region on 12 May for 3 months, was closed down half an hour after it was reopened 
on 12 August. HRA executives broke the seal under police surveillance when the 3-
month period ended,  however  half  an hour later  a new decision of  closure for  3 
months was notified to them. The decision of closure was reportedly taken under 
Article 11/o of the Law on State of Emergency Region concerning “public order and 
security.” The HRA Diyarbakır Branch had been closed down in 1997. It could only 
be opened on 6 May.  However,  after that opening, the governor had banned the 
signature campaign against cell type prisons. 

Fifteen people who shouted slogans in protest at  cell  type  prisons on 16 August 
during  the  semah  (a  religious  ceremony  of  Alevite  people)  ceremony  held  in 
commemoration of Hacı Bektaş-ı Veli in Hacıbektaş, Nevşehir, were detained under 
beatings.  Jülide  Kalıç,  a  reporter  with  the  daily  Evrensel,  was  also  beaten.  The 
detainees were released after the ceremony. 

Police  prevented  a  group  of  TAYAD  members,  who  wanted  to  demonstrate  on 
Unkapanı Bridge to protest cell type prisons on 17 August, and detained 14 people. 
The names of the detainees were: Huriye Tavuk, Hamiyet Bayram, Yeter Özarslan, 
Hatice Nevruz, Kerime Eroğlu, Hülya Şimşek, Fadik Adıyaman, Mukaddes Özdemir, 
Jale  Çelik,  Serap  Bozoğlu,  Eylem  Göktaş,  Özlem  Çakır,  Derya  Karahan,  Özgür 
Toğaçak.

Members of TAYAD staged a hunger strike in the İstanbul offices of  the ÖDP in 
protest at cell type prisons. The hunger strike that started on 19 August lasted for 2 
days. 

The  police  hindered  TAYAD  members,  who  held  a  demonstration  in  Beyoğlu, 
İstanbul on 19 August, and detained about 30 people under beatings. The police also 
hindered a gathering in the park at Kartal  Square and detained about 30 people. 
Nuran Doğan, a reporter with the journal Yaşamda Atılım, was reportedly among the 
detainees.

Prisoners’ relatives, who departed from İstanbul to convey their opinions on cell type 
prisons to the Ministry of Justice on 20 August, were not let into Ankara. They were 
stopped at the tolls of the Ankara-İstanbul motorway. Cemile Atmaca, relative of a 
prisoner, was detained. The police suggested that only 15 representatives could be 
accepted to the Ministry. Not satisfied with this the prisoners’ relatives turned back to 
İstanbul in the night hours. 

The police prevented the demonstration to be held by HRA İzmir Branch in protest to 
cell type prisons in front of the DSP İzmir offices on 23 August. The police permitted 
5 people to make a press statement. No detentions were made.

The police prevented the press meeting to be held by TAYAD in İstiklal Street on 26 
August.  Fifty  people  were  detained.  Barış  Açıkel  and  Sema  Gül,  staff  with  the 
newspaper Özgür Gelecek, were among the detainees. In Ümraniye, İstanbul, the 
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police hindered the press statement to be held by the EMEP, HADEP, ÖDP, SİP and 
the People’s House and detained 15 people. Hikmet Akçiçek, ÖDP Ümraniye District 
Chairman, was among the detainees.

A group of students held a demonstration as the “Student Platform Against the Cell-
Type Prisons” in front of the Human Rights Monument at Ankara Yüksel Street on 26 
August. They were hindered by police officers, who beat 10 students and detained 
them. 

Police  officers  intervened  when  prisoners’  relatives  wanted  to  make  a  press 
statement in Samsun in protest to the cell type prisons on 6 September. Around 40 
people who escaped the police officers’ attack reportedly took shelter in the Eğitim 
Sen Union building. The police detained 13 demonstrators.

On 9 September police officers intervened when physicians and prisoners’ relatives 
wanted to make a press statement in protest to the cell  type prisons in Beyoğlu, 
İstanbul  and  detained  62  people.  On  11  September  40  of  them  were  released 
whereas 12 of them were sent to İstanbul SSC on charges under Article 169 TPC. All 
12 people were released to be tried without remand. Gülşen Dinler, correspondent 
with the weekly Özgür Gelecek and Mehtap Kuruçay, member of the Kutup Yıldızı 
music group were detained again, on the grounds of being on a list of wanted people. 
Birgül Sönmez, lawyer with the Code of Penal Proceedings Service at İstanbul Bar 
stated that a prisoner’s relative, Nimet Aslan was beaten by the police officers in the 
presence of lawyers and her head was hit against a wall. Sönmez also said: “an x-ray 
of Arslan’s skull  has been taken and she received a report certifying that trauma 
existed.”

The prosecutor objected to the decision of release. The objection was accepted, and 
on 16 September a decision of arrest in absentia was taken for 11 out of the 12 
people, whereas Hüseyin Çakıroğlu had already been remanded. The names of the 
other 11 people were: Mehtap Kuruçay, Mediha Yıldız, Taylan Felek Düzgün, Cumali 
Dışkaya, Nuray Özdemir, Nursel Beşli, Sevilay Samay, Gülay Samay, Erdinç Özbay, 
Kemal Aydemir and Doğu Cem Gümüş.

On 12 September 25 people were detained in the demonstration held by in Taksim.

In İstanbul, the press statement that lawyers and the prisoners’ relatives wanted to 
make  in  protest  to  the  cell  type  prisons  and  the  searching  of  the  lawyers  while 
entering  the  prisons  under  the  tripartite  protocol  was  prevented.  Police  officers 
intervened  in  front  of  Galatasaray  High  School  on  16  September,  dragged  and 
detained 49 people, 27 of them being lawyers. The detained 27 lawyers were later 
released and the other 22 were transferred to İstanbul SSC. İstanbul SSC released 
them to be prosecuted without remand. The lawyers who had been beaten while 
being detained and in the police vehicles launched official  complaints against the 
police officers.

On 21 September, seven prisoner relatives, who hanged banners at İstanbul Galata 
Tower in protest at cell type prisons, were detained. 

On 23 September, 15 prisoner relatives, who intended to hold a demonstration in 
İstanbul Galata Tower, were detained. 
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On 24 September 60 people from TAYAD started a two day hunger strike in protest 
to F-type prisons and the Ulucanlar Prison Massacre at the offices of ÖDP in Şişli. 

The İstanbul Branch of the HRA disclosed that in July and August 2000, a total of 
1,934 people had been detained in demonstrations held against cell type prisons. In 
July 54 of 714 detainees had been subjected to torture and ill  treatment, while in 
August,  1,120 people had been detained and 49 of them had been subjected to 
torture.

The police prevented the prisoners’ relatives who wanted to make a press statement 
in front  of  Ceyhan Prison (near Adana) in protest  at  the cell  type  prisons, on 27 
September. The police detained 6 people.

Nine relatives of prisoners, who protested Galata Tower against F-type prisons on 30 
September, were detained. A journalist with the daily Milliyet who wanted to take an 
image of the incident was beaten by police officers and got wounded on the head. 
The  detainees  were  brought  to  the  prosecution  office  and  while  6  people  were 
released  after  testifying,  the  others,  Gülşen  Arslan  and  Yılmaz  Kılıç,  prisoners’ 
relatives, together with Derya Binay, journalist with the daily Özgür Gelecek, were 
arrested. 

Fifty people who wanted to carry out a protest act in Gaziosmanpaşa, İstanbul on 1 
October were detained under beatings. 

Thirty  relatives  of  prisoners  were  detained  when  they  wanted  to  stage  a 
demonstration  at  İstanbul  Galata  Tower  in  protest  at  the  cell  type  prisons  on  7 
October.

Ten relatives of prisoners, who wanted to protest the F-type prisons outside İstanbul 
Galatasaray  High  School  on  14  October,  were  detained  under  beatings.  On  28 
October the same happened again. The police detained 4 relatives of prisoners. On 4 
November 15 protesters were detained. On 11 November the police detained 10 
people. The following week 15 demonstrators were detained.

At the end of November İstanbul SSC Prosecution Office opened a case against 51 
relatives of prisoners, who have been demonstrating outside Galatasary High School 
for 20 weeks to protest the cell type prisons, on charges under Article 169 TPC. The 
relatives of prisoners were previously indicted under the Law 2911 on Meetings and 
Demonstrations.

The  convicts  and  remanded  prisoners  prosecuted  in  trials  against  DHKP-C  and 
TİKKO disclosed that they would stage a hunger strike in protest at the cell  type 
prisons  starting  from  26  October.  The  prisoners  and  convicts  in  Çankırı  and 
Ümraniye Prisons started a hunger strike on 20 October. It  was reported that the 
hunger  strikes would  be staged in  13 more prisons.  Among the demands of  the 
prisoners were the lifting of the joint protocol by the Ministers of Justice, Health and 
the Interior and the supervision of prison by NGOs.

The Ministry of Justice reported on 24 November that 57 prisoners were on a death 
fast  and  805  were  staging  a  hunger  strike.  The  statement  pointed  out  that  the 
prisoners demanded the closure of cell  type prisons, annulment of the Anti-Terror 
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Law (numbered 3713) and all convictions because of this law, the canceling of the 
protocol signed by the Ministries of Justice, Interior and Health, and the closure of the 
State Security Courts (SSC). 

In Çanakkale, the police intervened when a group wanted to make a press statement 
in Cumhuriyet Square on 6 December and detained 16 people. 

In Mersin, the police intervened in demonstration in front of the ÖDP on 7 December 
and detained 10 people. 

10 December Human Rights Day turned into demonstrations in protest of cell type 
prisons all over the country. Most of them being in İstanbul, hundreds of people were 
detained due to  the protest  activities.  The police intervened in  demonstrations in 
Beyoğlu, İstanbul and detained over a hundred people under beatings. The police 
attacked relatives of prisoners, who gathered outside Ümraniye Prison in İstanbul, 
and detained 9 people. 43 people were detained during the demonstrations in İzmir 
Konak Square, 44 students during the demonstrations in Eskişehir, 12 people during 
the demonstrations in Adana and 5 people in Diyarbakır were detained. 

On 12 December,  prisoners’  relatives gathered on Sakarya  Street  in Ankara and 
made a press release in support of the death fasts in the prisons. They started to 
walk to Atatürk Avenue towards the Ministry of Justice. The group was stopped by 
police officers at Güvenpark and ruthlessly beaten. After the group was dispersed the 
people first fled to the back streets, then some passed on to Ziya Gökalp Street and 
stoned  the  police.  Other  protesters  stoned  vehicles  parked  in  front  of  the  DYP 
Headquarter.  The  police  in  front  of  the  party  building  opened  fire  into  the  air. 
Meanwhile, the police blocked the Kızılay Square. The group re-gathered and started 
to throw stones at the police. The police in return squeezed water over the protesters 
from an armored vehicle and used gas bombs. Finally the group was attacked by 
MHP members who were backed by the police. The MHP members occasionally 
drew back  behind  the  police  panzer  during  the  act  of  stoning  which  took  place 
between the two groups. 

After the attack, the relatives of prisoners took shelter in the building on Ziya Gökalp 
Street in which the ÖDP, TSİP and the Pir Sultan Abdal Association have offices. 
MHP members  stoned  this  building;  tried  to  enter  the  building  but  they  couldn’t 
manage to do so since they couldn’t break the iron gate. Later, the police broke the 
gate of the building where the party offices were located and detained 15 people 
including prisoners’ relatives, who staged a hunger strike at the office of the ÖDP 
since 21 days.

During the clashes, 66 people were detained and many buildings and vehicles were 
destroyed. None of the MHP members was detained. Among the detainees, 58 of 
them were taken to the Forensic Institution and were examined. Twenty of them who 
were in a bad condition were hospitalized. Several detainees were released in the 
evening hours. Ankara Public Prosecution Office launched a case against 58 people 
on charges of breaching the Law on Meetings and Demonstrations No 2911. 

Following the “Return to Life” operation that started in 20 prisons on 19 December 
and resulted in the death of 30 prisoners and 2 soldiers many more demonstrations 
were held and the police intervened with more brutality than before.
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4.2.3. The so-called “amnesty bill”

After State President Süleyman Demirel had vetoed the first draft on an amnesty bill 
in November 1999 the subject was taken up again in 2000. While the prisoners were 
anxiously waiting for a possible release, much discussion was spent on the kind of 
offences that could be “pardoned” (by a conditional release) and which could not. 

Protests

Ordinary  prisoner  Mehmet  Dinçer  hanged  himself  on  23  January  in  İstanbul 
Bayrampaşa Prison. It was claimed that Mehmet Dinçer committed suicide to protest 
the fact that the amnesty bill had not been issued.

Twenty  four  ordinary  prisoners  in  Çanakkale  Prison  launched  a  hunger  strike  in 
March in protest at the delay of the amnesty bill. Ordinary prisoners and convicts in 
Bilecik, Sıvas, Bursa and Adapazarı prisons also launched a hunger strike in support 
of the one in Çanakkale Prison.

In June 40 prisoners in  Kütahya E Type Prison held a  prison warder  hostage in 
protest at the delay of the amnesty bill. 

The protest  act  of  a  group of  prisoners in  Afyon Prison,  who took 8 warders  as 
hostages on 29 June in protest at the delay of the amnesty bill, ended on 30 June 
after negotiations between the prisoners and the governor of Afyon.

In Düzce Closed Prison two ordinary prisoners started a fire in the prison on 6 July in 
protest of the delay of the amnesty bill. 

Prisoners in  Adana Kürkçüler  Prisons took 19 warders  as hostages in  protest  to 
intended transfers. The incidents broke out on 23 October, when prisoners set their 
wings  on  fire  hearing  that  4  members  of  the  “Şirinler  Gang”  in  Adana Kürkçüler 
Prison  wanted  to  be  transferred  to  Antep  Prison.  The  riot  later  changed  to  the 
demand of the amnesty bill being passed. The prisoners released 6 wardens at noon 
on 24 October.

The  rebellion  in  Adana  Kürkçüler  Prison  ended  on  26  October.  At  noon  the 
authorities decided to stage a military operation in order to end the rebellion. In return 
the prisoners ended the act and released 15 warders who were held as hostages.

10 prisoners in Antep E Type Prison attempted suicide with an overdose of pills on 
11  November  to  protest  the  delay  in  enacting  the  amnesty  bill.  The  prisoners 
reportedly took pain relievers and antibiotics. 

“The Law on Conditional Release and the Suspension of Trials and Sentences”

After the GNAT opened on 1 October the efforts for an amnesty bill intensified. Ali 
Suat Ertosun, the General Director for Prison in the Ministry of Justice announced 
that  72,841 prisoners  were  held  in  556 prisons designed to  hold  a  maximum of 
72,535 prisoners. Thus, a kind of amnesty was necessary.
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The  leaders  of  the  coalition  parties  that  formed  the  government  agreed  on  5 
December to call the law “Law on Conditional Release”. The draft was sent to the 
GNAT.  The  Constitutional  Commission  dealt  with  the  draft  on  6  December  and 
passed it without any changes. 

In a separate meeting deputies from the MHP told Justice Minister Hikmet Sami Türk 
and  the  chairman  of  the  Judicial  Commission,  Emin  Karaa,  that  they  were  not 
pleased with the fact that Haluk Kırcı, imprisoned in connection with the “Bahçelievler 
Massacre”  would  not  benefit  from the  amnesty  bill.  At  the  same time they  were 
concerned  that  in  case  the  Constitutional  Court  would  change  parts  of  the  law 
Abdullah Öcalan might also benefit from the bill. The MHP deputies also objected to 
the inclusion of Article 169 TPC in the amnesty bill. Devlet Bahçeli, the chairman of 
the MHP, suggested that the deputies should prepare their own draft to be introduced 
in parliament. 

During the debate on 7 December the Judicial Commission mainly discussed about 
the inclusion of the offence of torture (Article 243 TPC) and the “amnesty” for Haluk 
Kırcı. (24) Yet the Commission accepted the bill in the form it had been prepared by the 
government.  The law passed  the  GNAT on 8  December  and was  sent  to  State 
President Ahmet Necdet Sezer for ratification. 

State President Sezer vetoed the bill and sent it back to the GNAT on 15 December. 
He mainly argued that it  was against the principle of equality.  He feared that the 
conscience of society would be harmed. Society would not gain confidence just by 
reducing the number of prisoners. Sezer reminded that the Constitutional Court had 
made  changes  to  the  law  on  conditional  release  that  was  passed  in  1991  and 
predicted that the same would happen to the current law on conditional release. The 
State President also presented details on the violation of the principle of equality in 
certain provisions. 

The GNAT dealt with the law again on 21 December. After intense discussion the law 
was passed unchanged and the State President had no other choice than to approve 
of it. According to the law it was expected that some 35,000 prisoners might benefit 
from the “amnesty bill”. Among the 64 prisoners on death row, 35 benefited from the 
law in that their death sentences were commuted to life imprisonment.

The No. 4616 had the title “Law about the Conditional Release and Suspension of 
Trials and Sentences for Offences Committed until 23 April 1999”. Article 1 provided 
that relevant provisions from other laws should be applied for death sentences that 
would  not  be  executed.  The  following  Articles  provided  10  years  reduction  from 
prison sentences. The reduction will  be applied to the total sentence not for each 
sentence received. The trials on crimes conducted until 23 April 1999 and of crimes 
for which the upper limit of the sentences do not exceed 10 years will be postponed. 
If the same offence (or an offence that is as severe as the previous one) is committed 
within 1 to 5 years a case will be opened considering the previous crime that had 
been postponed or the previous case will  continue according to the status of  the 
crime. 

The following crimes were not included in the scope of the law: Articles between 125 
of the Turkish Penal Code and 157 (crimes committed against the State), Articles 
161 and 162 (war crimes), Articles 168, 171 and 313 (forming gangs), Article 172 
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(inciting people), Article 188 (forcing, threat), Articles 191 and 192 (threat), Articles 
202,  205,  208,  209,  211,  214,  216  and  219  (debt,  corruption  in  adjudication, 
dishonesty,  bribery),  Article  240 (abuse of  duty),  Article  243 (torture),  Article  264 
(unauthorized  bomb  production),  Articles  298,  301,  303  and  305  (desertion  and 
helping desertion), Article 312 (inciting to hatred and enmity among people), Article 
314  (helping  and  abetting  gangs),  Articles  339  and  349  (forgery  in  documents), 
Articles  366  and  367  (corruption  and  threat  in  public  bids),  Article  383  (killing  a 
person incautiously and carelessly), Article 394 (poisoning food and drink), Articles 
403 and 408 (drug offenses),  Articles 414 and 418 (rape),  Articles  503 and 506 
(fraudulent bankruptcy).  In addition, fugitives for whom arrest warrants in absentia 
were issued would benefit from the amnesty if they surrendered within one month 
after the law entered in force. 
4.2.4. The Operation in Burdur Prison

The first incident in connection with the protests against the F-type prisons happened 
in Burdur Prison. Alleged members of DHKP-C, TİKB and TİKKO had started an 
action of not attending their trial. On 5 July soldiers raided the ward with 11 such 
prisoners. 

The 11 prisoners barricaded the doors when the soldiers wanted to take them to hearings in 
İzmir.  The prisoner Veli  Saçılık’s  arm was cut off  when the doors were broken with bull-
dozers. (25) The prisoners Yusuf Timur, Asiye Güden, Kadir Ağbaba, Tuncay Yıldırım, Osman 
Özarslan, Neriman Saylı, Kazım Ceylan, Nuray Özçelik, Hülya Tuna, Mehmet Leylek, Ahmet 
Gün,  Ali  Arslan,  Barış  Gönülşen,  Özgür  Şahin  and  Birsen  Dumanlı  were  wounded  and 
treated at İsparta State Hospital. 

Seventy prisoners started a hunger strike after the incident. Lawyer Zeki Rüzgar stated that 
prisoner Sadık Türk, who was hit by a gas bomb on his head, was taken to Antalya State 
Hospital. 6 prisoners were reportedly transferred to Bergama, 12 to Aydın, 2 to Gebze, 8 to 
Uşak and 13 to Bursa, whereas 18 were kept in isolation. In a statement the prisoners said 
that the incident of 5 July was provoked by the gendarmerie. “We saw soldiers every where 
around 8am on 5 July. We constructed barricades, thinking that we would go through similar 
things as in Ulucanlar Prison. Gas, sound and smoke bombs were thrown at around 8.30am. 
We ran back to our ward. They were hosing us with pressurized water. There was a sticking 
material in the water. We did not burn the barricades. They burnt them to choke us in the 
smoke. They had a gun squirting fire. Yunus Aydemir’s and Cemil Aksu’s faces were burnt 
with this fire. The guardians raped Azime Arzu Torun with a fluorescent lamp. She is still 
bleeding. Convicts Tuncay and Yusuf Timur were thrown down from a height of 3 meters. 
İnayet Kandemir and Makbule Akdeniz were put into a bulldozer and evacuated to the cells. 
They were beaten on the floor with truncheons and kicked. Halil  Tiryaki  was beaten with 
truncheons  and planks,  kicked  while  lying  on the  floor.  Kazım Ceylan  has  a  respiratory 
problem in his lungs due to the plunk blows he had. The feet of Ali Mitil and Hüseyin Kilit are 
broken due to plank blows and dressed with plaster. Yusuf Demir has deep wounds on his 
head and face. There are 7 sutures on Asiye Güden’s chin. There are traces of blows and 
wounds on Hüseyin Bulut’s neck. Şahin Geçit’s hand was cut when a smoke bomb hit his 
hand. Veli Saçilik’s arm was broken off. Sadik Türk’s head was cracked when a bomb hit his 
head. Özgür Kilinç’s arm was broken by hitting with iron rods and Hülya Tulunç’s ribs are 
broken. The health condition of Birsen Dermanli, suffering from asthma, is very serious due 
to the blows she had”.

In the report prepared by the lawyers members of İzmir Bar, in connection with the incidents 
at Burdur Prison on 5 July, it was stated that the prisoners were raped. The report prepared 
by the lawyers Seray Topal, Gül Kireçkaya, Hacer Çekiç, Bahattin Özdemir and Zeynel Kaya 
following an investigation  at  the prison on 8 July,  emphasized that  Prison Director  Katip 
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Özen,  Deputy Directors Naci  Çan,  Yavuz Erdemir,  Mustafa Atlıhan  and Mehmet  Öztürk, 
head guardians Ali  Coşar,  Adil  Akgün and Bayram Özen,  guardians Mehmet Ceylan,  Ali 
Özmen,  Murat  Yılmaz  and  Abdurrahman and  Süleyman,  whose  surnames  could  not  be 
identified, inflicted torture on the prisoners. The report which stated that head guardians Ali 
Özmen and Adil Akgün raped some of the prisoners and convicts, pointed out that the attack 
was planned a week before. The report stressed the participation of special team officers 
from 3 provinces in the attack, and claimed that Director Katip Özen, said: “There are people 
here who want to repeat the Ulucanlar massacre, I advice you to come out without causing 
any tension, otherwise I will not interfere.” 

Medical reports were issued by Burdur State Hospital for the wounded prisoners certifying 
“traces of blows, gas intoxication, amputation, sexual abuse and rape, trauma to the head.” 
According to the reports, prisoners Sadık Türk, Asiye Güden, Veli Saçılık, Osman Özarslan, 
Kadir  Ağbaba,  Neriman  Sayılı,  Birsen  Dermanlı,  Yusuf  Timur,  Kazım  Ceylan,  Barış 
Gönülşen, Ahmet Gün, Mehmet Leylek,  Tuncay Yıldırım, Hülya  Turuş, Nuray Özçelik,  Ali 
Aycan and Özgür Şahin were  in a vital  situation.  Thirty two of  the prisoners were  given 
medical reports showing the inability to work for 2 days to 1 month. 

The prisoners H. Ali  Günay, M. Devrim Şenöz, Osman Ali Çöpel, Yaşar Çavuş and Emre 
Güneş, who were transferred to Aydın E Type Prison after the incident, were taken to Aydın 
State Hospital on 10 July.  Prisoners transferred to Bergama Prison from Burdur said that 
during the incident the security forces had used sound and smoke bombs, poured diesel oil 
to the floor and set it  on fire,  demolished the walls with bulldozers and hosed them with 
pressurized water. 

The Ministry of Justice launched a disciplinary investigation against wounded prisoners who 
had been  taken to  Bergama Prison and prisoners  who  took  their  pictures  there.  (26)  The 
Ministry of Justice also launched an investigation against Bergama Prison Director Nedim 
Elbistan. Six prisoners were given a penalty of cell imprisonment for 15 days on the grounds 
that they took and gave the pictures of the prisoners tortured during the incidents in Burdur 
Prison to the press. Kemal Benli, a convict sentenced to life imprisonment, who was sent to 
Bergama Special  Type Prison after  the  incidents;  Özgür  Kılıç,  Ali  Mitil,  Tuncay Yıldırım, 
convicts sentenced to 12 years 6 months of imprisonment each and Yılmaz Babatümgöz, a 
convict sentenced to 8 years 4 months of imprisonment, and prisoner Ali Aycen were given a 
penalty of cell imprisonment as the result of the official investigation carried out by the prison 
administration.

The Ministry of Interior made a written statement after torture photographs of the prisoners 
had appeared in the press. The statement alleged that the arm of Veli Saçılık “was broken off 
because he had attacked the construction vehicles used during the incident.” The statement 
claimed that the prisoners resisted the security forces using “drilling and cutting tools.” It was 
said, “out of 61 prisoners and convicts, who resisted the security forces when they entered 
the wards, 15 with effects from gas bombs and 1 with wounded to his arm were transferred 
to  Burdur  State  Hospital  at  11.30pm.  Forty-five  prisoners  and  convicts  involved  in  the 
incident were neutralized as the result of the incident and put in controlled wards with the 
order of the Chief Public Prosecutor. The arm of a prisoner, who attacked the construction 
vehicle used to drill the wall, for preventing its operation, was caught by the vehicle and the 
prisoner was wounded. The prisoner could not be stopped from doing so due to the gas in 
the room and poor illumination.” 

At the end of August Veli Saçılık was reportedly sent back to prison from Ankara Numune 
Hospital without receiving a medical treatment. In the press statement by the HRA Ankara 
Branch and prisoners’ relatives at Yüksel Street on 7 September, it was said that Veli Saçılık 
had been taken from Haymana Prison to Ankara Central  Closed  Prison,  and beaten by 
gendarmes on the way and by guardians in prison. 
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Following the operation some wounded prisoners had been transferred to Ceyhan Prison, 
where reportedly they did not receive any medical treatment. On 17 September prisoners; 
relatives stated that among the prisoners, the stitches on Mustafa Candan’s head were not 
removed, Halil Tiryaki was suffering from his eyes and his ribs were broken, Yusuf Demirtaş 
couldn’t move his arms, Hüseyin Tiryaki’s body was numb, Kazım Ceylan was suffering from 
his back, Mehmet Leylek had pains in his joints, İbrahim Bozay who was suffering from high 
blood pressure also had visual problem and Cem Ţahin who had lost a lot of blood during the 
operation, did not receive medical treatment. Ali Mitil, who was heavily wounded during the 
attack and had his left leg in plaster, was reportedly facing with the risk of gangrene. 

Meanwhile,  the lawyers  of  62 prisoners filed an official  complaint  against  54 gendarmes, 
special  team  members  and  execution  security  officers,  including  Konya  Gendarmerie 
Regional Commander Tahsin Baltacı, Burdur Provincial Gendarmerie Regiment Commander 
Ali Sait Erduran, Prison Director Katip Özen on charges of “torture, threat, insult, rape, sexual 
abuse, seizure, plunder,  abuse and negligence of duty.”  In the official  complaint  made to 
Ankara Public Prosecution Office to be referred to Burdur Public Prosecution Office, it was 
demanded that the “Law on Prosecution of Civil Servants” would not be applied.

Burdur Chief Public Prosecution Office opened a case against 61 prisoners including 
Azime Arzu Torun, who was raped and Veli Saçılık, who lost one arm during the 
operations in Burdur Prison on 5 July.  The indictment  claimed that  the prisoners 
“revolted  against  the  prison administration.”  The indictment  also  claimed that  the 
operation was carried out when 11 prisoners rejected to appear before court even 
though a letter had been sent to them to testify at Burdur Criminal Court regarding an 
investigation carried out at İzmir SSC. The indictment read that before the operation 
the gendarmerie in Burdur Prison was reinforced with an additional gendarmerie unit 
from Isparta, Konya and Antalya and that during the operation some prison staff was 
reportedly injured and a damage of TL 30 billion occurred.

The trial  commenced at  Burdur  Penal  Court  on 20 December.  The sub-plaintiffs; 
lawyer had not been informed and did not attend the hearing that was adjourned to 
2001. The investigation against the security personnel did not conclude in 2000. 
4.2.5. Bergama Prison

An operation was conducted at Bergama Prison (27) on 26 July on the claim that a tunnel was 
found in the ward of prisoners prosecuted in trials of DHKP-C. In the morning of 27 July 
security  forces threw gas bombs into  the  wards  C-2,  C-3 and C-4 where  prisoners had 
constructed barricades, and used pressurized water from the roof of the prison. İzmir Bar 
Association Chairman Çetin Turan who met with Bergama Chief Public Prosecutor Ahmet 
Berke and the prisoners on 27 July, said, “The prisoners have a request: They demand that 
the doors be locked at night, but left open during the day. We conveyed this demand to the 
prison administration and the Ministry of Justice, but both refused. We couldn’t get any result 
in  meetings  between  the prisoners,  lawyers  and  authorities  that  lasted  until  4am in  the 
morning of 28 July. 

Minister of Justice Hikmet Sami Türk answered questions of journalists related to 
prisons in a TV channel, TRT-1 on 28 July. Türk, in response to a question on the 
incidents in Bergama Prison, said, “These incidents show how weak the state is in 
establishing control over those criminals defined as terror criminals. We do want to 
establish this control. If general periodic searches are to be made in wards of these 
groups, we might frequently come across such incidents. In any case we try not to 
shed blood. On the other hand, such an incident displays the weakness of control. 
The tunnel found recently in that prison is bitter evidence to that. Who was negligent 
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in this event? How come such a tunnel could be concealed for such a long time? We 
will assign an inspector for the investigation of this matter.” 

The tension that arose in Bergama E Type Prison ended on 29 July. As the result of 
the negotiations between the prisoners and prison authorities, it was decided that 75 
political prisoners, excluding the ones prosecuted in PKK trials, would be transferred 
to Buca Prison. Meanwhile, journalists were let to see the tunnel dug by prisoners in 
Bergama Prison. Ahmet Berke, Bergama Chief Public Prosecutor,  stated that the 
tunnel was 3mx80cm in depth and 35x40cm in width. Berke said that the tunnel was 
discovered just 15 to 20 meters before the prison exit. Berke also said that a riot had 
broken out in the DHKP/C ward, 4 wards were completely and 2 wards were partially 
burnt down. Berke alleged that the prisoners had burnt them in order to assemble in 
one  ward.  Berke  added  that  an  official  investigation  was  launched  against  the 
prisoners on the accusations of “attempt to escape,” “starting a riot” and “damaging 
public goods.” 

On 2 August Meral Ünal from the İzmir Branch of the HRA disclosed that prisoners who were 
transferred from Bergama to Buca Prison had not received any medical treatment and they 
had breathing difficulties due to the gas bombs and suffered from cracks, dislocations and 
gastric hemorrhage. Mesut Avcı whose chin had been broken, could only eat baby food, 
Tamer Çadırcı (Çıdırcı) had an injured arm, Mesut Taşdemir had a dislocated arm and Veli 
Aktan had gastric hemorrhage. 

The report concerning the investigations carried out by lawyers of İzmir Bar Association in 
connection with the operations in Bergama Prison stated that the prisoners had not opposed 
the search that the administration wanted to carry out but opposed to be put in cell  type 
prisons.  The  report  read:  “The  following  day,  during  the  operation  of  gendarmes  and 
guardians, the roof of the prison building was torn down and gas bombs were thrown inside, 
the gendarmerie opened fire to the cells and sprayed pressurized water. Upon the attempts 
on 29 July, an agreement was reached for the transfer of 77 prisoners and convicts to Buca 
Prison -prisoners and convicts other than the prisoners and convicts prosecuted on the PKK 
trials- and so the incidents came to an end. Prisoners stated that during the transfer and in 
Buca Prison they were subjected to ill  treatment and beaten.” The report  stated that the 
convicts  Mesut  Avcı,  Turan Ustabaş and  Ali  Çamyar  were  separated from the rest  and 
beaten more heavily. “During the beating Mesut Avcı’s chin broke and he had to go through 
an operation, handcuffed. Barış Yıldırım, Ulaş Göktaş, Gürsel Akmaz, Sinan Akbayır, Mesut 
Taştemur, Veli Akdağ, Taşkın Türkmen, Veli Velidedeoğlu, Ali Aslan, Alican Kaya and Ümit 
Kanlı had traces of blows on their heads and bodies, they were poisoned by the gas, and 
some suffered from gastric hemorrhage and had breathing difficulties.” 

The report prepared by the lawyers Gül Kireçkaya, Eylem Yıldız, Ercan Demir, Zeynel Kaya, 
Ali  Rıza  Kılıç,  Bahattin  Özdemir  and  Erdal  Yağçeken,  concerning  the  condition  of  the 
prisoners  who  had  been  transferred  to  Buca  Prison  following  the  incidents  at  Bergama 
Prison, was disclosed on 12 August. The report stated that Bergama Chief Public Prosecutor 
called lawyer Ercan Demir, chairperson of the HRA İzmir branch, and lawyer Murat Çelik, 
chair of the ÇHD İstanbul Branch, who offered to negotiate during the incidents, as “lawyers 
of terror.” The reports indicated that the lawyers, who wanted to meet prisoners transferred to 
Buca Prison, had encountered threats and insults of Buca Prison Director Ali Koç. Prisoner 
Ali  Mitil,  whose  both  legs  had  been  broken  during  the  operation  at  Burdur  Prison,  was 
reportedly taken down from the stretcher and forced to walk through the control door in Buca 
Prison. The report pointed out that the prisoners had not gone through a medical check. 
4.2.6. The Start of the Death Fast Actions
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The convicts and prisoners in Bayrampaşa, Bartın, Çankırı, Çanakkale, Aydın, Bursa, Uşak, 
Malatya,  Niğde,  Buca,  Ankara  Central  Closed,  Konya-Ermenek,  Nevşehir,  Gebze  and 
Ceyhan  prosecuted  in  trials  of  DHKP-C  and  TİKKO,  disclosed  that  they  would  stage  a 
hunger strike in protest to the cell type prisons starting from 26 October. The prisoners and 
convicts  in  Çankırı  and  Ümraniye  Prisons  already  started  on  20  October.  Among  the 
demands of the prisoners were the lifting of the joint protocol by the Ministers of Justice, 
Health and the Interior and the supervision of prison by NGOs. 

By 19 November the number of hunger strikers had reached 816 in 18 prisons. On 
that day the prisoners announced that they would turn their action into a fasten to 
death (death fast). (28) 

In Aydın E-type Prison 36 prisoners protested on 18 November by tearing down the 
windows. The action was stopped the next day, when an agreement with the prison 
administration was reached. 

The Ministry of Justice reported on 24 November that 57 prisoners were on a death 
fast action and 805 prisoners were staging a hunger strike. The statement mentioned 
that the prisoners demanded the closure of cell type prisons, annulment of the Anti-
Terror Law (numbered 3713) and all convictions because of this law, the cancellation 
of the protocol signed by the Ministries of Justice, Interior and Health, and the closure 
of the State Security Courts.” The statement continued: “The place, food, airing and 
lighting system of the cell type prisons are above the fixed standards of the United 
Nations and the  Committee  of  Ministers in  the European Council.  They are also 
convenient in relation to education, health, sport, psycho-social aid service as well as 
the work conditions. The high security cell type prisons will not be implemented in the 
near future due to some deficiencies and missing staff. It should be known that the 
hunger  strikes and death fasts  will  not  stop the construction of  the high security 
prisons that are also supported by the public. It is clear that the demands do not only 
cover  the  prisons.  According  to  the  information  received  by  our  Ministry  some 
prisoners and convicts who are staging the hunger strike and the death fast have 
been forced to do so because of organizational pressures. They were forced to sign 
petitions which read that they participated in the act on their own initiatives.” 

On 28 November Minister of Justice Hikmet Sami Türk told journalists that there were 
terror organizations behind the act and he claimed that these organizations exploited 
the sense of pity in people and lead the prisoners to commit suicide. Türk continued: 
“We are expecting the hunger strikes to come to an end. We will try to stop the death 
fasts by intervention of physicians.” Türk defended that there was duality in the prison 
administration  and  this  caused  problems.  He  pointed  out  that  to  solve  the 
administration problem in the prisons they were reviewing the protocol signed with 
the Ministries of Interior and Health. He stated that the problem could be overcome 
with the implementation of “judicial police.” 

On  the  same  day,  four  members  of  the  Parliamentary  Human  Rights  Inquiry 
Commission from the FP visited female prisoners on hunger strike in Ankara Central 
Closed Prison. A delegation consisting of FP Deputy Chairman Mehmet Bekaroğlu, 
MP from Adana Yakup Budak, MP from Ordu Eyüp Fatsa and MP from Diyarbakır 
Ömer Vehbi Hatipoğlu interviewed the 7 prisoners on hunger strike for one hour. In 
his later statement to the journalists Bekaroğlu who is a physician pointed out that 2 
out of 7 women prisoners were on a death fast. He said: “When the hunger strike 
enters its 3rd week it causes serious problems for which nothing can be done. Our 
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aim is to draw the attention of the public to these acts before there are any deaths as 
it were in 1996. Some 800 prisoners within Turkey are on hunger strike; according to 
the  latest  information  received  and  110  people  are  on  a  death  fast.  We  shall 
negotiate with the authorities at the Ministry of Justice. First  we want the Human 
Rights Commission to interfere.” Bekaroğlu emphasized that once the deaths started 
it was meaningless to discuss anything and said: “The Ministry always acted saying 
‘we will not bargain.’ The government will not be humiliated. Here lives are at stake.” 

The Council of Ministers discussed the hunger strike at the meeting held on 30 November. 
State Minister and Government spokesperson Tunca Toskay said afterwards, “We wish the 
strikes to end without any intervention. We declare that despite all our good intentions if the 
acts are not ended no doubt that the authorities will take the necessary measures.” Toskay 
stated that the Council  of Ministers decided on the urgent implementation of the cell type 
prisons.  Upon  a  journalist’s  question,  “What  do  you  mean  by  taking  the  necessary 
measures? Do you mean the physicians will  intervene?” Toskay replied,  “Our Ministry of 
Health will take the necessary measures concerning physicians' intervention.” 

On  2  December  the  Turkish  Medical  Association  (TTB)  Central  Council  published  an 
“Emergency Act Text,” which opposed the Council of Ministers’ decision on the intervention 
to the death fasts. TTB Central Council pointed out that if the reasons of the hunger strikes 
were  not  eliminated  “it  was  going  to  be  too  late.”  The  Emergency  Act  Text  asked  for 
permission  to  be  granted  for  the  prison  watch  boards  for  the  medical  treatment  of  the 
prisoners and convicts upon the request of the prisoners and emphasized that the death fast 
should not be intervened unless the prisoners wanted so. 

The text made reference to declarations by the World Medical Association (WMA) that clearly 
forbid  “forcible  feeding”.  The  declaration  from  Malta  be  found  at: 
http://www.wma.net/e/policy/h31.htm 

On  5  December,  Prime  Minister  Bülent  Ecevit  stated  that  the  prisoners  were 
engaging in suicide acts, and thus physicians should intervene and treat them. Ecevit 
said that the F type prisons were not cell type and that the Government was insistent 
to put the model into practice. Ecevit  also reacted against artists and intellectuals 
who  attempted  to  end  the  death  fasts.  He  said:  “it  is  something  impossible  to 
understand the decision of some men of literature and some writers to participate in 
death fasts. And some doctors say that they could not treat a person on death fast 
without taking his/her consent. However, when a person attempts suicide by jumping 
from a roof, everybody, doctor or not, tries to save him/her. Death fast is a kind of 
suicide.”

The Parliamentary Commission on Human Rights held a meeting to discuss the death fast 
on  5  December.  In  the  meeting,  MHP  Deputy  Mehmet  Aslan  said,  in  referring  to  the 
protesters on death fast:  “Let  them peg out,  let  them die,  this is what  they wanted”.  His 
statement led to reactions by Commission member FP Deputy Mehmet Bekaroğlu, who said: 
“How dare you say this? It is our responsibility to prevent their death.” Bekaroğlu referred to 
international documents on medical ethics and stated that the doctors’ interference with the 
protestors could not even be questioned. Another MHP member of the Commission accused 
Bekaroğlu for  receiving “information from the organization”.  Then,  a sub-commission was 
formed to undertake attempts to end the death fast. The sub-commission was composed of 
FP Deputy Mehmet Bekaroğlu, ANAP Deputy Miraç Akdoğan, MHP Deputy Ali Keskin, DYP 
Deputy Kamer Genç and DSP Deputy Tuncay Akman. 

On 9 December Justice Minister Türk declared that the implementation of cell type prisons 
had been postponed. Türk pointed out that the prisons would be reviewed in every aspect 
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and thus achieve a public  agreement.  This review would  be carried out  by not  only  the 
Ministry but also by Turkish Medical Association (TTB), Union of Bar Associations of Turkey 
(TBB) and the Union of Chambers of Engineers and Architects (TMMOB). 

Türk stated that they would change Article 16, which provides for heavy prison conditions 
and isolation. The Minister did not reply to the demands of the strikers to annul the protocol 
signed by the three Ministries, the closing down of State Security Courts and prosecution of 
those who are responsible for prison attacks and of security staff who inflict torture. 

A delegation consisting of Yaşar Kemal, Zülfü Livaneli, Orhan Pamuk, Oral Çalişlar and Can 
Dündar met with prisoners and convicts in Bayrampaşa Prison on 9 December to end the 
death  fast  while  Hikmet  Sami  Türk  was  making  his  statements.  Following  the  second 
meeting on 10 December with the delegations the strikers reported that they found Türk’s 
statements unsatisfactory and that they decided to continue their death fast. Can Dündar, a 
delegate stated outside the prison: “The prisoners decided to continue their action, because 
they do not find the government convincing. They say, ‘In the isolation cells we will anyway 
die sooner or later. We shall let the public know this by dying.’” 

On 14 December, Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit and Minister of Justice Hikmet Sami Türk 
made statements asserting “they had done their bests as a government and could not be 
held responsible for the deaths.” In the statement he made after his weekly meeting with 
President  Ahmet  Necdet  Sezer,  Prime Minister  Ecevit  said:  “The  parliamentarians,  non-
governmental organizations, writers and artists have spent considerable efforts on this issue. 
All kinds of doubts on the F Type prisons have been removed. Despite this fact, the people 
who put the death fast on stage go on insisting on conditions, which would not be admitted 
by any state. Under these conditions, if death incidents take place, people who pushed the 
protesters to death will be responsible.”

On the same day İstanbul State Security Court banned publication or broadcast of news on 
the death fast and F-type prisons “that would be regarded as the statements and propaganda 
of  illegal  organizations.”  The decision  that  was  taken upon the request  of  İstanbul  SSC 
Prosecution  Office  asserted  that  the  news  about  the  death  fast  and  the  F-type  prisons 
“extensively  included actions  that  had been planned and implemented by illegal  terrorist 
organizations which aimed at destruction the public authority and to show that the prisons 
were not controlled by officials but by them. In response to questions on the decision Minister 
of Justice Hikmet Sami Türk said, “The news will be examined to find out if the publications 
have weakened the state or not.” (See Freedom of Expression for more details)
4.2.6. The 19 December Operation

While efforts for a solution to the death fast continued the so-called “Return to Life” 
operation started at 4.30am on 19 December. This operation did not stop the death 
fast  action  (did  not  return  prisoners  to  life)  and  instead caused the  death  of  32 
persons, including two soldiers. 

Minister of Justice Hikmet Sami Türk made a statement in the morning, when the operation 
had started: “As you know, hunger strikes and death fasts have been maintained in some of 
our  prisons with  the enforcement  of  specific  organizations.  By yesterday,  the number  of 
death fast protesters reached 284, the number of people on hunger strike reached 1,139. 
Yesterday (18 December) was the 60th day of some actions. Up to the last minute, initiatives 
were taken in order to end the hunger strike. But, unfortunately, common sense could not win 
and these strikes could not be ended on their own accord. The State cannot turn a blind eye 
to those who incite people to death. For this reason an intervention had become inevitable in 
20 prisons. The intervention aims to save people’s life. The hunger strike has ended in 4 
prisoners by now. These are Ankara, Kırşehir, Niğde and Elbistan Prisons. The operation is 
about to be concluded in Buca, Aydın and Uşak Prisons. The operation has been carried out 
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with  a full  success up to now.  There have not  been any losses, I  hope this  is  so.  The 
operation has been initiated after all kinds of precautions had been taken, and everybody 
should help the state now.”

Prime Minister  Bülent  Ecevit  made a statement at noon,  and referred to the operation in 
prisons as “an initiative to rescue and protect the terrorists from their own terrorism”. Ecevit 
said:  “We have  been  paying  efforts  for  weeks  in  order  not  to  resort  to  such  an  armed 
intervention. All of our security forces are performing their duties in harmony and patience. 
They do whatever they can in order to maintain that lives are saved. For this reason, it may 
take  some  time  in  certain  prisons,  especially  in  Bayrampaşa  and  Ümraniye,  since  the 
problem is dealt  with peacefully as much as it  can be, without resorting to violence.  The 
problem has been solved in  many prisons.  The patients  have started to accept  medical 
treatment. 

Minister of Justice Hikmet Sami Türk said in the evening that operations in 18 of the 20 
prisons had been concluded and 15 prisoners had died in the operations. He said that 12 
prisoners had died in Bayrampaşa Prison, 1 prisoner in Ümraniye Prison, and 2 prisoners in 
Bursa, and 36 prisoners had been wounded in Bayrampaşa. One non-commissioned officer 
and one gendarmerie soldier died in Ümraniye and Çanakkale prisons. Türk disclosed at 
7.30pm that  141  prisoners  on  death  fast  and 434  prisoners  on  hunger  strike  had  been 
hospitalized.

In the  immediate  aftermath  of  the  intervention  transfers  to  the F  Typed Prisons  started. 
Minister of Justice Hikmet Sami Türk made a statement at noon and disclosed that a total of 
490 prisoners and convicts had been transferred to the Kocaeli, Sincan and Edirne F-Type 
Prisons,  despite  Türk’s  earlier  promise  of  postponing  the  opening  of  these  prisons  until 
necessary arrangements including the architectural project were made in accordance with 
the compromise with the NGOs. 

The  first  statement  concerning  the  transfers  was  made  by  Minister  of  Interior  Sadettin 
Tantan,  instead  of  Minister  Türk:  “24  inmates  in  Bartın  Special  Type  Prisons  are  being 
transferred  to  Sincan,”  said  Minister  of  Interior  Sadettin  Tantan  in  the  morning  of  19 
December. Tantan gave a statement to the newspaper Milliyet, asserting that “It has been 
understood from the medical examination of the prisoners who have been taken from prisons 
to hospitals that most of them have not been staging death fasts.” 

Tantan also asserted that the prisoners had burnt themselves “in line with the instruction 
received by the organization’s leaders,” and went on saying, “The special teams of gendarme 
forces who have participated in the operation have been given practical training for one year 
on models of the prisons they would operate. They have been trained for one year about how 
they would enter in the prison and behave during the operation.” 

In  the  official  statement  made  on  21  December  it  was  reported  that  524  prisoners  and 
convicts were transferred to F-type prisons in Edirne, Kocaeli and Sincan. It was pointed out 
that around 344 prisoners and convicts would be accepted to Sincan F-type Prison. 

Testimonies:

While official statements alleged that “some prisoners were set on fire by executives of the 
organizations” prisoners, who were transferred to Bakırköy Women and Juvenile Prison in 
the  aftermath  of  the  operation  said  that  soldiers  and  special  team  members  set  the 
prisoners on fire. Suna Sökmen told her mother within 15 minutes visit  time: “We were 
sleeping. We heard some noise. A friend from the PKK (Ali Ekber Düzova) hit the ward 
doors and shouted, ‘An operation has started’. Meanwhile, soldiers opened fire on him. He 
was shot  at  his feet.  They entered the women’s ward from the roof.  The special  team 
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members and soldiers ordered, ‘Surrender, we will take you out.’ We said that we would 
not surrender. They attacked us. Our friends took the death fasting ones to the yard. They 
fired some liquid at our friends, and then set them on fire. We saw them burning alive. Six 
friends burnt that way.”

Fatma Acunbay Öztutan, who was transferred to Bakırköy Women and Juvenile Prison 
although burnt, noted that the prisoners had not set themselves on fire and said, “They 
pelted us with pepper gas, gas and smoke grenades. They set everywhere on fire. They 
burnt us. They prevented us from putting out the fire.” Birsen Kars, Gülizar Kesici, Hacer 
Arıkan and Ebru Dinçer who were taken to the Haseki Hospital at the second day of the 
operation, also said the doctors that they had burnt due to a liquid substance fired at them 
by the security officials.

Filiz Gencer said, “...We attempted to protect ourselves with wet towels. At one moment 
they threw a different grenade... Respiration stops, then contraction. It gives a pain such as 
all your organs are blasting. This bomb led us to lose consciousness. Later we stood up. 
As they knew we were by the window, if I’m not mistaken, 7 or 8 holes were opened. On 
the other hand, they were continuously speaking to beat  us and swearing at  us...  The 
shower of bombs started again... I fell down. When I turned my head to the other side, I 
saw a friend shouting while pulling out her hair... They started to throw gas grenades with 
yellow smoke and fire grenades inside. Everywhere was smoke, and most of us had lost 
consciousness... Later, screams came out from the upper side, ‘They are burning, they are 
burning.’ Birsen Kars and Gülizar Kesici were taken downstairs, as their heads were burnt. 
We took them to the fountain and put them in water... The upper floor was completely on 
fire, and it was impossible to reach the upper side of the stairs. Many of our friends suffered 
burnings on various parts of their bodies, especially on their heads. Gülser had fallen in 
front of the door, but it was impossible to drag her out. She was trapped and fainted. She 
was at the front. I didn’t see the other friends who were burnt...’’

Ayla Özcan (among the first participants of the death fast): “...When they started firing, we 
did not have day clothes, and we threw ourselves on the ground. We took all towels we 
could find and made them wet. Later they opened holes in the ceiling and dropped gas 
grenades through them. We were almost suffocating, and could not breathe. We went to 
the nearby windows to breathe easily. Some of our friends lost consciousness because of 
the gas inside.  The effects of nerve gas continued until  12am. Between 700 and 1000 
grenades were thrown on us. Some grenades started to burn. The ward started to burn. 
The fire was getting all around. We were surrounded by fire on two sides. Most of us had 
been burnt by their hands and on their backs... 

They started to get in at about 2pm. Our resistance was continuing for 7 hours. While the 
wounded friends were trying to get out of the ward, fire was opened on them with rifles from 
the roof...”

End of Testimonies

Meanwhile İstanbul Forensic Institute issued temporary autopsy reports on 21 December on 
12  corpses  from  Bayrampaşa  and  one  corpse  from  Ümraniye  Prison.  According  to  the 
reports 5 prisoners were killed by firearms; 7 prisoners burnt to death and one person lost his 
life because of poisoning by gas. 

The list of people killed during the 19 December Operation 

Bayrampaşa: Cengiz Çalıkoparan, Ali Ateş, Mustafa Yılmaz, Murat Ördekçi, Nilüfer 
Alcan, Fırat  Tavuk, Aşur Korkmaz, Şefinur Tezgel,  Yazgülü Güder Öztürk,  Gülser 
Tuzcu, Seyhan Doğan, Özlem Ercan. 
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Ümraniye: Ahmet İbili,  Ercan Polat,  Umut Gedik,  Alp Ata Akçagöz, Rıza Poyraz, 
Haydar Akbaba, Muharrem Buldukoğlu. (It was alleged that Akbaba and Buldukoğlu 
were killed because they were believed to be agents) 

Çanakkale: Fidan Kalşen, Fahri Sarı, Sultan Sarı, İlker Babacan. 

Bursa: Murat Özdemir. 

Çankırı: İrfan Ortakçı, Hasan Güngörmez, Ali İhsan Özkan. 

Uşak: Berrin Bıçkılar, Yasemin Cancı. 

Ceyhan: Halil Önder. 

In Ümraniye the soldier Nurettin Kurt and in Çanakkale the soldiers Mustafa Mutlu 
were killed. 

On 31 December Hüseyin Akgül, chairman of the Human Rights Commission in the 
GNAT and the member Mehmet Bekaroğlu inspected Sincan F-type Prison. They 
made a statement after the visit:

“There are no medical reports for injured prisoners. Only those, who were taken to 
hospital,  got reports. The prisoners were transferred to this prison under beatings 
and pushing. The physician only had a brief look at them and accepted them to the 
prison. There is no report, although some of the prisoners have fractures and some 
have their legs in plaster. It seems that there is an effort in letting the wounds heal 
and an attempt to have prison inspection from Europe delayed. We are certain that 
all this could have been prevented, if we had had closer contacts via the Ministry.” 

Bekaroğlu also stated that there was no prisoner, who had not been beaten during 
transport. Some had serious burn marks, but nobody accepted medication that had 
to be taken in orally. He feared that terrible results could be observed soon.

According  to  the  Justice  Ministry  the  situation  of  hunger  strikers  and  death  fast 
actions was at the end of 2000:

395 prisoners continued the death fast action in 41 prison and 1,118 prisoners were 
on hunger strike.  The figures on F-type prisons were:  103 death fasters and 165 
hunger strikers in Sincan, 99 death fasters and 192 hunger strikers in Edirne and 28 
death fasters and 159 hunger strikers in Kocaeli F-type Prison. 

A total of 91 prisoners were reported to be in a critical situation. Their names were:

Vicdan Şahin, Semra Askeri, Gönül Aslan, Zehra Kurtay, Ergül Acer, Ayşe Baştimur, 
Ayşe Eren, Nazan Yılmaz, Kemal Altıngül, Tuncay Berber, Muharrem Güzel, Daimi 
Ateş, Berna Ünsal, Esma Aslanboğan, Murat Özten, Hakkı Alphan, Mahmut Mete, Ali 
Ekber  Doğan,  Havva Doğan, Mustafa Erkan Çetin,  Ali  Koç,  Sevgi  Erdoğan,  Ümit 
Kanlı,  Barış  Yıldırım,  Suna  Ökmen,  Ayla  Özcan,  Mesut  Avcı,  Abdullah  Bozdağ, 
Serhat Karadumanlı, Celal Alpay, Hatice Yürekli, Recep Cingitaş, Kadir Kaya, İsmet 
Ünver, Mehmet Kan, Murat Kırsay, Orhan Gül, Hıdır Açıkel, Haydar Demir, Fatma 
Hülya  Tümgan,  Murat  Targay,  Hüseyin  Aslan,  Ökkeş Karaoğlu,  Hamit  Süren,  Ali 
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Çolak,  Cengiz Soydaş,  Tayyar  Bektaş,  Özgür  Saltık,  Resul  Ayaz,  Nebahat  Polat, 
Yadigar Bayar, Ali Rıza Dermanlı, Çetin Can, Düzgün Zengin, Ahmet Yılmaz, Yıldız 
Gemicioğlu,  Ümüş Şahingöz,  Mehmet  Zincir,  Gülay Kavak,  Muharrem Genç,  Veli 
Güneş, Hasan Pınar, Osman Osmanağaoğlu, Alişan Şanlı, Ali Rıza Demir, Durmuş 
Kurt,  Mehmet Kerem, Cem Yıldız,  Özgür Ayrılmaz,  Yaşar  Yağan,  Servet  Paksoy, 
Cihan  Şeker,  Temel  Çağırtekin,  Özgür  Soner,  Muharrem  Kurşun,  Erdal  Arıkan, 
Mesut Örs, Orhan Budak, Erdal Çetinkaya, Ali Köçmen, Adil Kaplan, Özgür Koçak, 
Yusuf  Karaca,  Sinan Eren,  Suat  Karabulut,  Burhan Gardaş,  Fatma Ersoy,  Erkan 
Kaya, Ali Karataş and Hasan Hüseyin Mert.

On Tayyar Sürül, Bülent Özdemir, Serdar Karaçelik and Çetin Dönmez it was said 
that they did not receive medical treatment, although they were injured by bullets.
4.2.7. Deaths in Prison (excluding death fast action)

During  2000  a  total  of  at  least  56 prisoners  died.  This  figure  includes  the  19 
December  operation  and  clashes  between  mafia  type  gangs,  although  both 
categories  have  been  explained  in  separate  sections.  The  remaining  deaths  are 
mainly suicides and death from diseases. 

Ali Er

A dispute broke out between ordinary prisoners Ali  Er and Levent Kulaberoğlu in 
Bayrampaşa Prison on 16 January. Ali Er was shot dead during the incident. 

Mehmet Dinçer

Ordinary  prisoner  Mehmet  Dinçer  hanged  himself  on  23  January  in  İstanbul 
Bayrampaşa Prison. It was claimed that Mehmet Dinçer committed suicide to protest 
that the amnesty bill had not been issued.

Yaser Kurtoğlu

Ordinary prisoner Yılmaz Çağlayan shot dead ordinary prisoner Yaser Kurtoğlu in İstanbul 
Bayrampaşa Prison in the night of 1 March. Çağlayan allegedly killed Kurtoğlu because he 
beat him.

Ioan Ventuneac

Romanian citizen Ioan Ventuneac, who was remanded on charges of raping and killing the 
child named C.A. (2), in Avcılar, İstanbul, reportedly committed suicide in Metris Prison on 1 
June. Ventuneac, who had been kept in a cell together with another prisoner remanded also 
on charges of rape, for protecting him from possible attacks of other prisoners, reportedly 
hanged himself using strips he tore off from his blanket.

Ahmet Yıldız

Ordinary prisoner Nihat Pehlivan knifed to death ordinary prisoner Ahmet Yıldız in Adana 
Kürkçüler Prison on 3 June. The reason of the fight between Yıldız and Pehlivan could not be 
learned.

Orhan Pala, Mahmut Boyacıoğlu
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Prisoners Orhan Pala and Mahmut Boyacıoğlu, the latter being prosecuted on charges of 
drug smuggling,  were  killed  in  the  armed clash  that  broke out  during  the  visit  hours  at 
Bayrampaşa Prison on 16 June. In the clash, prisoners Cenk Kocaali, Bülent Elmacı, Fatih 
Eşne, İsmet Karaman, Şenol Uran and Osman Duran, and execution security officer Savaş 
Turan and prison staff member Dursun Atalay were wounded. The incident reportedly broke 
out between the men of the two mafia leaders Alaattin Çakıcı and Sedat Peker. 

Firuz Fethizade

Şaban Saruhan burnt himself in Bartin Prison on 31 May, and Firuz Fethizade and Reşat 
Durgaz in  Ümraniye  Prison  on 24 May,  with  the  demand of  the  release  of  PKK leader 
Abdullah Öcalan. Firuz Fethizade died in the hospital he was taken to. 

Erdal Asal

Convict  Erdal Asal  died with a knitting needle in a fight  that  broke out  between ordinary 
convicts and prisoners in Nevşehir E -type Prison on 23 July,  whereas the convicts Kadir 
Yılmaz  and Sacit  Çakı  were  heavily  wounded.  Prisoners  and  convicts  reportedly  took  5 
convicts hostage after the incident. 

Murat Aslanhan

Murat  Aslanhan,  an ordinary prisoner  in  Zonguldak  Beycuma Prison allegedly  committed 
suicide on 20 July. It was stated that for Aslanhan who allegedly suspended himself from a 
staircase bar, a decision of release was taken the day after his death in the trial he was 
prosecuted. Yılmaz Gülşen, lawyer of Aslanhan stated that he had met his client a month 
ago and that his suicide was not convincing. On the other hand Aslanhan’s brother Savaş 
Aslanhan stated that his brother had told him that soldiers had beat him in the ring vehicle, 
for hanging a poster of Abdullah Öcalan on the wall of his cell, while they were taking him to 
Beycuma Prison from Bayrampaşa Prison for psychological treatment. 

Cuma Aktar

An ordinary convict named Cuma Aktar was found dead in his cell in Urfa Closed Prison on 
22 July. It was stated that there were traces of blows on Aktar’s body. His corpse was sent to 
Adana Forensic Institute for an autopsy. 

Ali Kazan, Yıldıray Kırda

Ordinary prisoners Ali Kazan (18) and Yıldıray Kırda (16) who were kept under observation in 
Bakırköy Women and Juvenile Prison in order to find out whether their mental states were 
normal or not, were found dead in their beds on 25 July. The corpses of Kazan and Kırda 
who were allegedly strangled with a piece of sheet by other prisoners were taken to the 
Forensic Institute. The prisoners, who killed them, were later named as Fatih Oktay and Fatih 
Rençber.  Oktay and Rençber  were  remanded by Bakırköy  Penal  Court  No.  1  after  they 
confessed to the crime. They reportedly stated that they killed Kazan and Kırda because they 
had sex with each other. 

Durdu Meriç

Durdu Meriç,  imprisoned  in  Bayrampaşa  Prison  died  as  a  result  of  an  armed attack  by 
another  ordinary prisoner  named Serkan Demir.  The reason for  the attack could  not  be 
revealed.
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Bilal Gülçeltik

Bilal Gülçeltik (19) who was wounded in the fight that broke out among ordinary prisoners in 
Gümüşhane E-Type Prison on 7 October, died on 13 October. Gürçelik was sent back to 
prison  after  being  discharged  from  Gümüşhane  State  Hospital.  His  corpse  was  sent  to 
Trabzon Forensic Institute.

Nizamettin Dal

Nizamettin Dal, an ordinary prisoner in Uşak E type Prison was killed by other prisoners in a 
fight that broke out on 16 October. The prisoners tried to treat Dal, who went in to coma but 
Dal died reportedly on 20 October.

Prisoners, who died from health problems

Murat Dil

Murat Dil (30), imprisoned in Gebze for his alleged membership to the TİKB Prison did not 
receive medical treatment for a long time, although he had lever cancer. The journal Atılım 
stated in May that Murat Dil was only given pain killers in Bayrampaşa State Hospital where 
he was hospitalized. He had been diagnosed hepatitis B and gall bladder infection about 6 
months ago, and then an ulcer developed in his liver.

Murat  Dil  applied  to  the  Ministry  of  Justice  and  prosecution  office  in  June  to  receive  a 
medical treatment under Article 399 of the Code of Criminal Proceedings. Lawyer Mihriban 
Kırdök stated that they demanded the treatment at İstanbul Çapa Medical Faculty Hospital. 
Murat Dil’s elder brother Niyazi Dil stated that his brother lost extreme weight and started to 
loose  his  consciousness.  Meanwhile,  Minister  of  Justice  Hikmet  Sami  Türk  said  that 
prisoners Murat Dil  and Sevgi İnce (18), who has two bullets in her chest, would receive 
medical treatments. 

Lawyer  Sevim Arat said on 5 June that the medical  examination of Murat Dil  at  İstanbul 
University Çapa Medical Faculty Hospital had established “cells with malignant tumor”, yet 
the Prosecution Office had not started the release procedures of Murat Dil, on the grounds 
that documents were missing in his health report. Murat Dil was released on 9 June after he 
had been examined at the Forensic Institute on 8 June. The execution of his sentence was 
suspended for 1 year under Article 399 of the Code of Criminal Proceedings. 

Murat Dil died on 6 July, although he had started treatment immediately after release. 

Halef Özer

Political prisoner Halef Özer (70) died in Aydın E-Type Prison on 30 January. He had heart 
problems  and  was  suffering  from  prostate,  diabetes  and  hyper  tension.  The  HRA  had 
launched  a  campaign  for  the  treatment  of  Halef  Özer  in  August  1998.  He  had  been 
hospitalized  several  times  and  got  reports  that  “he  could  not  be  treated  in  the  prison.” 
However the reports of the Forensic Institute remained fruitless. 

Cases on Deaths in Prison

Mustafa Duyar

In 2000 Ankara SSC continued to hear the case against 3 defendants related to the 
killing of Mustafa Duyar in Afyon Closed Prison on 15 February 1999. In May one of 

Page 201



HRFT Annual Report 2000

the  defendants,  Ahmet  Yargüder,  claimed  that  Mahmut  Yıldırım,  nickname  Yeşil 
(Green) and Afyon Prison Director Osman Sert had given him the order to kill. Upon 
this claim the Ministry of Justice lodged an official investigation against the authorities 
in Afyon Prison. 

The other two defendants are the brothers Nuri  Ergin and Vedat  Ergin.  The trial  did not 
conclude in  2000.  Mustafa Duyar  was being prosecuted in  connection with  the killing  of 
businessman Özdemir Sabancı (55), Haluk Görgün (43) and secretary Nilgün Hasefe (40) on 
9 January 1996. As an alleged member of DHKP/C he became a repentant confessor so that 
the organization decided to have him “punished”.

Engin Huylu

A trial was launched against 8 prison officers on the accusations of being responsible for the 
death of the prisoner Engin Huylu in “negligence of  their  duty.”  Engin Huylu  had died in 
Çankırı E Type Prison on 6 February 1999. Çankırı Public Prosecution Office concluded the 
second investigation  and indicted the Prison Director  Ali  Rıza  Yıldırım,  Deputy Directors 
Nevzat  Koraman,  Hürrem  Yazıhan,  İbrahim  Fakı,  Aziz  Gürer,  Düzgün  Çakmak,  prison 
physician Selim Engez and prison health officer Hüseyin Kaş under Article 230 TPC. 

Engin Huylu had been remanded on the accusation of being a member of DHKP/C in 1996 
and sentenced to 18 years 6 months' imprisonment. Huylu had been hospitalized with the 
complaint  of  continuous  headache  and  sent  back  to  the  prison  with  the  diagnosis  of 
“migraine.” Huylu had been taken to Ankara Numune Hospital with a prison vehicle instead of 
an ambulance, and had died 20 minutes after his arrival at the hospital. According to the 
autopsy report of the Forensic Institute he died of “respiratory failure due to pneumonia.” 

The trial  against  8  prison  officers  started  at  Çankırı  Penal  Court  on  6  April.  Defendant 
Hüseyin Kaş stated that usually doctors decided on the transfer of sick prisoners, but it could 
have been gendarmes who decided on the transfer of Huylu to Ankara in the prison’s vehicle 
for “security” reasons. Kaş said that Engin Huylu “had been in coma, lying on the stretcher 
and unable to stand up.” 

In May Çankırı Provincial Administrative Board gave permission for an investigation against 
the physicians Cüneyt Uzunlar and Soner Işık, both working in Çankırı State Hospital. The 
decision  argued,  “Prisoner  Engin  Huylu  was  taken  to  Çankırı  State  Hospital,  Neurology 
Policlinic  with  the  complaint  of  continuous  headache  on  27  January  1999.  Dr.  Cüneyt 
Uzunlar,  a  physician  at  the  Policlinic,  sent  him  back  to  the  prison,  after  giving  him  a 
prescription. Huylu got worse again on 5 February 1999 and was taken to the emergency 
service.  He  was  again  discharged  from  the  hospital  by  Dr.  Soner  Işık,  without  any 
examination  or  treatment,  but  only  having a prescription.  Huylu,  as understood from the 
report of the Forensic Group Directorate, died due to respiratory and circulatory insufficiency 
related to pneumonia at Ankara Numune Hospital where he had been finally hospitalized. 
Regarding this report, both physicians have not correctly diagnosed Huylu’s illness, have not 
cared for the patient adequately, have not performed their duties properly and have caused 
the death of the patient. Our board decided on giving a permission of investigation for Dr. 
Uzunlar and Dr. Işık under Article 3-b of the law numbered 4483 (Law on the Prosecute of 
the Civil Servants).” 

No further reports on the original trial and a possible second indictment were available in 
2000. 

Cases on Incidents in Prisons
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Ankara Central Closed Prison (Ulucanlar)

On 26 September 1999 security forces carried out an operation in Ankara Central 
Closed Prison (called Ulucanlar).  The prisoners Habib Gül  (Nevzat  Çiftçi),  Ahmet 
Savran, Ümit Altıntaş, Halil Türker, Mahir Emsalsiz, Abuzer Çat, Önder Gençarslan, 
Zafer  Kırbıyık,  Aziz  Dönmez  and  İsmet  Kavaklıoğlu  were  killed  by  shooting  or 
beating. The Human Rights Commission in the GNAT established a sub-commission 
to research the incident. 

Reports in February stated that the sub-committee could not prepare a report because they 
had no access to the necessary documents.” Chairwoman Sema Pişkinsüt disclosed that the 
sub-committee could not get hold of the photographs of the dead prisoners taken by the 
Forensic Institute and the alleged protocol between the Ministry of Justice and the prisoners. 
She also said that former reports prepared in Parliament on prisons had not been sent to 
them. 

In May the sub-commission started to investigate the photographs and video recordings of 
the killed prisoners taken by the Forensic Institute with the help of forensic experts. Sema 
Pişkinsüt (herself a physician) said on 15 May that they were certain that the autopsy reports 
were not in accordance with forensic standards. Pişkinsüt stated that the Minnesota Protocol 
describing  the  standards  had been translated into  Turkish and distributed  to the related 
institutions. Pişkinsüt added that Turkey had signed this document and had to comply with it.

On 15 June Sema Pişkinsüt informed about the sub-commission's report. Pişkinsüt said that 
the  expertise  report  stated,  “fire  was  opened  with  an  intention  to  kill”  and  “torture  was 
inflicted.”  The  report  stated,  “the  external  examination  during  the  autopsy,  extraordinary 
findings such as gun wounds,  blunt  traumatic wounds and chemical  material  burns were 
found together. Therefore, the physicians who had made the autopsy should have thought 
that a routine detailed external autopsy procedure had been necessary. We established that 
the autopsies were not in accordance with international standards.” In the report it was also 
underlined that clothes of the killed prisoners were lost. “Therefore”, it was said, “the shooting 
distance and interpretation of the gun wounds could not be identified exactly.” 

Sema  Pişkinsüt  disclosed  on  29  June  that  the  report  prepared  by  the  sub-
commission was accepted unanimously and gave further information about it. The 
report stated, “the intervention was prepared for days, a sufficient number of staff 
was transferred, moreover,  reinforcement was asked from special  operations unit. 
The  safety  of  lives  of  the  convicts  and  prisoners  are  entrusted  to  the  state, 
consequently to the security forces, and as a result, the state is responsible for the 
safety of the lives of the people who died in this operation.” In the report it was stated 
that  the  treatment  of  the  wounded  was  delayed  and  the  prisoners  who  were 
hospitalized were taken back to the prison without their treatment being completed. 
In the report attention was drawn to the fact that 3 prisoners were killed with a shot 
gun, and the question was asked: “If the prisoners killed their friends with a shot gun, 
as alleged, then why didn’t they fire at the security forces with the shot gun?” 

The Criminal Proceedings

At  the  beginning  of  2000  it  was  discovered  that  there  were  material  mistakes  in  the 
indictment prepared by Ankara Public Prosecution Office on 85 prisoners in connection with 
the incident in Ulucanlar Prison. Rahmi Eren, one of the prisoners on trial, was detained four 
days after the massacre, on 30 September 1999, and Saime Örs (the wife of Behzat Örs who 
was wounded in the massacre) was detained the day after the massacre on 27 September 
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1999.  Duygu  Mutlu  and  Deniz  Akkaş  were  listed  among  the  female  defendants  in  the 
indictment, were indeed male. The prosecutor had launched a trial against Cemal Çakmak 
with the demand of the death penalty and against the other 84 prisoners with the demand of 
various imprisonment terms ranging from 12 to 47 years. 

The trial against 85 prisoners started at Ankara Criminal Court No. 5 on 22 February. The 
Public  Prosecutor  said  at  the  beginning  of  the  hearing  “the  defendants  rioted in  prison, 
committed crimes of terrorism and their crimes have to be evaluated under the Anti-Terror 
Law.” The Prosecutor demanded a decision of “non-authorization” and that the file be sent to 
Ankara SSC. The court  board gave a decision of “non-authorization” and sent the file to 
Ankara SSC. The indictment accused the prisoners of “murder, murder in a way to conceal 
the  assailant,  intention  to  murder,  injuring,  rioting  against  the  prison  administration, 
possessing guns and damaging the prison building,”  and claims that  the prisoners were 
responsible of the death of 5 prisoners. 

Ankara SSC decided against its responsibility to hear the case. The file was sent to 
the Court of Cassation to decide whether Ankara SSC or Ankara Criminal Court will 
have to hear the case against the 85 prisoners who survived the massacre at Ankara 
Central Closed Prison on 26 September 1999. 

In June an objection was made against the decision not to prosecute 150 gendarmes in the 
trial launched in connection with the killing of 10 prisoners at Ankara Central Closed Prison 
on 26 September 1999.  In the objection prisoners’  relatives stated that  the decision was 
given  on  the  grounds  of  considering  the  soldiers  on  administrative  duty.  The  objection 
mentioned 5 more names of soldiers on duty, who should be put on trial. The soldiers Metin 
Abdurrahmanoğlu,  Şevket  Süner,  Mehmet  İşler,  Ahmet  Özkan  and  Kubilay  Uçar  were 
considered as ‘victims’ in the trial launched against the prisoners, and that was evidence that 
they had been involved in the operation. 

Ankara Regional  Administrative Court  accepted the objection so that  a new investigation 
against the soldiers had to be started. 

The case  against  85  continued  at  Ankara  Criminal  Court  No.  5  on  24  October.  Eleven 
defendants, 5 under remand, and about 50 defense lawyers and Selçuk Kozağaçlı, lawyer of 
the  intervening  persons  Hanım  Çiftçi,  Ali  Gençaslan  and  Şaban  Kavaklıoğlu,  who  are 
relatives of 3 persons killed in the massacre, attended the hearing. 

At the hearing defendant Yıldırım Doğan disclosed that he had been taken to the prison bath 
at 6am on the day of the incident. He and others had been wounded with drillers and sharp 
pointed objects, and a chemical substance had been poured on the open wounds. Doğan 
said that the prisoners, whose names had been announced, had been taken to the prison 
bath and they had been killed with firearms. Doğan added that the prisoners did not have any 
guns or any other sharp pointed objects. 

Devrim Turan,  one of the defendants under remand said, “The soldiers  who entered the 
aeration place of the wing swore at us and threw stones and gas bombs. They hit us with 
iron hooks. I was also injured during the incidents. We were unable to breathe because of 
the gas bombs. I heard gunshots. They were spraying pepper gas into our mouths and noses 
and they sexually assaulted us. Later they took us to the visit places, and then transferred us 
to other prisons.” The defendants, who testified, gave the names and descriptions of the 
security officers, who had tortured them. Some defendants said that the torture inflicted on 
Cemaat Ocak, one of the defendants had continued although she had an epilepsy attack.

The defendants added that they had been tortured throughout 25 days they had been kept in 
cells after the operation, and that the warders had celebrated the torture by “clapping hands 
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and whistling.” One of the defendants, Saime Örs stated that she had been put in Ulucanlar 
Prison one day after the incident, thus it was impossible for her to have taken part. 

Defendant Cemaat Ocak stated that the warder named Dilek, who had tortured her, was 
present in the court hall. Yet, gendarmes took the warder out of the hall secretly. The Court 
decided to comment on the complaint by Ocak at the end of the trial, and rejected all other 
requests by the lawyers. 

10 defendants (6 on remand) attended the hearing on 5 December together with a number of 
lawyers  and  the  intervening  lawyer  Selçuk  Kozağaçlı.  At  the  hearing  defendant  Hatice 
Yürekli, who was on the 41st day of her death fast, testified, frequently drinking water while 
reading her statement. In her defense she said, “We demand the closing down of the cell 
type prisons and the State Security  Courts,  lifting of  the Anti-Terror  Law,  release of  the 
prisoners who suffer from illnesses and the prosecution of the prison staff who participated in 
operations in various prisons.” Presiding judge Necdet Yaman did not allow the defendant 
Fatma Hülya  Tümgan to read her petition regarding the death fast.  Lawyer  Zeki  Rüzgar 
demanded the judge to be dismissed from the case for not being “objective and impartial.” 
After  e  break  the  Court  disclosed,  “Because  the  defense  lawyers  declared  their  lack  of 
confidence in the court we have withdrawn from the case and decided to sent the case to 
Ankara Criminal Court No. 6 to decide on the dismissal of the judge.” 

Neither  the  trial  against  the  prisoners  nor  the  investigation  against  the  soldiers  were 
terminated in 2000.

Situation of injured prisoners

The prisoners who got wounded in the incidents on 26 September 1999 in Ankara 
Central  Closed  Prison  (Ulucanlar),  in  which  10  prisoners  had  been  killed,  were 
reportedly prevented from receiving medical treatment. According to the information 
from  prisoners’  relatives  and  lawyers,  in  July  2000  the  health  situation  of  the 
prisoners was as follows: 

Cemal Çakmak: There is a bullet in his body,  he cannot walk and suffers from a 
temporary loss of memory. Cenker Aslan: He lost his left eye in the incident. His right 
arm and some of his ribs are broken. He should have an operation in order not to 
loose his ability to see totally. Enver Yanık: There are two bullet wounds in his left 
leg. He reportedly has a disorder in his brain. He is receiving medical treatment at 
Ankara Numune Hospital, however he is not transferred to the related department. 
Sevinç Şahingöz: She has intense ecchymosis on her back due to kicks and blows. 
She is still at Ulucanlar Prison and not receiving any medical treatment. Halil Doğan: 
There are still bullet pieces in his body. His hair is falling out. He is not receiving any 
medical treatment at Ceyhan Prison where he was transferred. Nihat Konak: He is 
under the risk of gangrene. He should be operated. Filiz Gül Kokuer: She suffers 
from the Mediterranean anemia and is at risk of death. Savaş Kör: He lost his fingers 
in the incident. There are blows on his head, his nose is broken and there is a crack 
in his hip. There is a bullet in his back. He did not receive any medical treatment.” 

The massacre in Diyarbakır E-type Prison

The  trial  launched  in  connection  with  the  killing  of  10  prisoners  under  beating  on  24 
September 1996 in Diyarbakır E-Type Prison continued at Diyarbakır Criminal Court No. 3 on 
16 February. Muhammed Özdil, for whom a decision of remand in absentia was given on 20 
December 1999, testified in the hearing. Özdil stated that they had been ordered to evacuate 
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the wards because of the fire in prison and that he had not had any truncheon, club, shield or 
gun while he had entered the prison with other soldiers. 

During the hearing on 5 April prisoner Mehmet Emin İzra, who had been wounded during the 
incident, was heard as witness. İzra said that the electricity had gone off on the day and they 
had been expecting an attack. İzra related the incident as follows: “The prison director came 
to us. He told us that the prosecutor would carry out an investigation. They made us wait for 
5-6 hours in the switch room. Soldiers and police had surrounded the switch room on the 
front and back sides with shields, truncheons and plunks in hands. Meanwhile, the electricity 
went off. I couldn’t see the faces of the officers, who attacked us, as the corridor was dark. I 
almost fainted due to the blows on my head, chest and back during the first attack. Next to 
me was Rıdvan Bulut who was not dead then. They took us to the visit room dragging us 
over the ground. They subsequently took us to the State Hospital. I stayed 10 days at the 
hospital, 7 days in a coma. Then I was transferred to Antep Prison.” 

The case continued on 12 October.  In  the  hearing,  intervening  lawyer  Sezgin  Tanrıkulu 
stated that the trial  made no progress, because the defendants were prosecuted without 
arrest. Lawyer Tanrıkulu said: “If the defendants had been arrested at the initial stage of the 
trial, there would have been a great progress in the case. The Court should show as much 
sensitivity to this trial as it does to the other trials.” The Court board rejected the demand to 
arrest the defendants and postponed the trial without reaching a decision in 2000.
4.2.8. Actions of Mafia-type Gangs

In the light of all the difficulties that in particular political prisoners were facing in 2000 
members of mafia-type gangs spent an almost comfortable life in prison. Tekin Yıldız, 
chairman of the trade union Tüm Yargı-Sen (staff employed in prisons) stated that 
Mafia bosses wanted to come to Turkey to spend their sentences here and said: 
“Why should they not want to come. The prison directors are at their command; they 
can use the guardians as their servants and even women are brought in to their 
disposal. They can use the latest technology.” Mr. Yıldız complained that in case they 
found mobile phones or arms on such a prisoner they would hear that they could 
easily get more of it for 3,000 dollar each. 

Some “actions” of imprisoned Mafiosi’s

Bayrampaşa and Kürkçüler Prisons

The prisoners in İstanbul  Bayrampaşa and Adana Kürkçüler  Prisons took 37 warders as 
hostages in protest to intended transfers. 

The incidents in Adana broke out on 23 October at around 9am. The prisoners set their 
wards on fire when 4 members of the so-called “Şirinler Gang” in Adana Kürkçüler Prison 
should be transferred to Antep Prison. The riot later turned into an action demanding the 
amnesty  bill  to  be  passed.  21  warders  and  a  prisoner,  Yasin  Altınbaş  had  been  taken 
hostages when soldiers entered the wards throwing smoke and gas bombs. 3 prisoners got 
wounded during the incidents. The fire was extinguished in the late afternoon. During the riot 
some prisoners and relatives called the press on their mobile phone and said: “We will hold 
this act until 29 October unless the amnesty bill is passed. We have chosen a suicide team 
consisting of 50 people.” 

The prisoners released 5 wardens at noon on 24 October. The rebellion ended on 25 
October, when the authorities threatened to stage a military operation in order to end 

Page 206



HRFT Annual Report 2000

the rebellion. The prisoners declared that they had ended the act and released 15 
warders who were still held as hostages.

The tension in Bayrampaşa Prison was created by the transfer of 225 prisoners in the three 
days. On 23 October the prisoners took 16 warders hostage with the demand of stopping the 
transfers and bringing back the ordinary prisoners and convicts. The revolt in İstanbul ended 
on 24 October after negotiations with Chief Prosecutor Ferzan Çitici.

Uşak Prison

Five  prisoners  in  Uşak  E-Type  Prison  were  killed  by  the  mafia  group  known  as  the 
Karagümrük Gang during the incidents that broke out on 1-2 November. The incident lead by 
Nuri Ergin and his brother Vedat Ergin happened as follows: “The Ergin brothers started a 
riot on 1 November at around 8pm on the grounds that newly arrived 8 prisoners (Orhan 
Cemal Yeşilkaya, Vural Özdemir, Reşat Başçı, Faik Doğan, Erol Neset, Ahmet Sinan Ossari, 
Nihat Yaği and Murat Eryılmaz) were sent by another mafia leader Alaaddin Çakıcı, in order 
to have the brothers killed. Ergin and his gang members, who were reportedly armed, took 
the 8 prisoners from their  ward.  Prison Director  Mustafa Kurt  wanted to intervene in the 
incident but was taken hostage together with his 4 deputies and 16 warders, 8 prison staff 
and  some  prisoners.  The  prison  building  where  occasional  gun  shots  were  heard  was 
blockaded  by  the  gendarmerie.  Meanwhile  Nuri  Ergin  and  his  gang  members  threw  6 
prisoners out of the window into the courtyard stating that they were dead. However it was 
later understood that two of the prisoners were dead and the others were wounded. One of 
the mentioned prisoners later died at the hospital. 

On 2 November, during the morning hours, Uşak Governor Ayhan Çevik and Gendarmerie 
Commander Colonel Canan Türkan called upon Ergin and his men to surrender. In reply the 
bodies  of  two  more prisoners  who  had been killed  were  thrown into  the  courtyard.  The 
gendarmerie decided to intervene in the riot at around 12.30pm when the riot did not end. 
The operation continued until late hours but with no result.

Lawyer  Hikmet Carboğa came to the prison during the incidents and talked to the Ergin 
brothers. He explained the reason of the riot as follows: “Nuri Ergin had reported that a week 
ago 8 out of 12 people who raided the factory named Kasarteks came as prisoners to Uşak 
Prison. These people had connection with Alaaddin Çakıcı. We had reported this previously 
but there were no reaction.” 

Uşak Governor  Ayhan  Çevik  told  the  Anatolia  Press  Agency during  the  incident:  “Other 
common criminals in the prison support the incidents started by Nuri Ergin and his friends. 
There  are 600 prisoners  in  the  prison.  The prison building  consists  of  three stores.  We 
entered the building, but thinking about the hostages we reluctant to carry out an operation. 
Nuri Ergin and his gang members hold control of the prison. They have the keys to the doors. 
We can’t determine where they are located.”

The riot ended in the morning hours on 3 November. During the incidents the prisoner Reşat 
Tasçı was shot to death and the prisoners Orhan Cemal Yeşilkaya, Erol Neşet, Nihat Yağı 
and Faik Yağı were stabbed to death. After the incident Nuri Ergin and his nine men were 
transferred to Bilecik Prison. After confirmation that Nuri Ergin and his nine men had reached 
Bilecik at 6pm, Vedat Ergin released the hostages. Later he and his six men were transferred 
to the same prison. The names of the rebels that were transferred to Bilecik Prison together 
with  Ergin brothers were:  Hasan Ataş,  Orhan Yıldırım,  Nevzat  Yıldızhan,  Mustafa Aydın, 
Ömer Mut, Salih Peker, Muammer Akar, Timur Çalışkanoğlu and Aktan Akkuş, Kadri Kalemli, 
Ercan Arıcan, Hüseyin Cambaz, Hüseyin Kandemir, Ceylan Gündüz and Salim Muslu. 
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Vedat Ergin and three of his men did not get out of the prison car, when they reached Bilecik. 
Ergin had a gun and could only be overpowered by additional soldiers, who came to the 
scene. 

Vedat Ergin who was transferred to Ödemiş Prison after the incidents testified to inspectors 
of the Ministry of the Interior on 7 November. Prison staff was suspended from duty after an 
investigation of the Ministry of Justice. Prison Director Mustafa Kurt  and deputy directors 
Ahmet  Çalışkan,  Bekir  Yeşilyurt,  Yılmaz  Ersoylu,  Rifki  Demirci,  İsmail  Tosun  and  Hıdır 
Kılıçaslan were suspended from their duties. The Ministry of Justice started an investigation 
against the lawyer  Hikmet Çarboğa and Tuncay Kutukoğlu on charges of “bringing guns, 
mobile phones and drugs into the prison.”
4.2.9. Other Incidents

Metris and Bandırma Prisons

On 5 January prisoners of the İBDA/C trial in Balıkesir-Bandırma Prison started a hunger 
strike with the demand of their transfer to İstanbul Bayrampaşa Prison. 29 prisoners started 
the hunger strike that lead to tensions in Metris and Bandırma Prison. Incidents broke out on 
7 January. A prisoner died in Bandırma Prison. 

In the morning of 7 January, security officers attacked the hunger strikers, who refused to 
give  roll-calls.  In  the  clash  that  broke  out  between  soldiers,  guardians  and  prisoners,  a 
prisoner  named Ayhan  Sönmez was  shot  dead.  Eleven prisoners,  one officer  and three 
enlisted men were wounded.  Hearing about the clash the prisoners in Metris Prison also 
started an action. They took the lawyer Ender Meriç, who had come for visit, a chief guardian 
and 16 guardians hostage. This protest resulted in agreement in the evening. Minister  of 
Justice Hikmet  Sami Türk stated that  26 prisoners had been transferred from Bandırma 
Prison to Eskişehir Special Type Prison. 

Another clash broke out in İstanbul Metris Prison between prisoners prosecuted in İBDA/C 
trials and security forces on 25 January. Prisoner Sancar Kartal (23), who was wounded in 
the incident during which security forces used guns, later died. The operation of the security 
forces had the intention to transfer the prisoners to other prisons and take their leader Salih 
Rıza Erdiş (Salih Mirzabeyoğlu) to a court hearing. İBDA/C prisoners put barricades behind 
the doors of their wards. Gendarmes entered the wards by drilling the walls and throwing gas 
bombs.  They  took  16  prisoners  out  at  around  12am and  44  more  prisoners  at  around 
3.30pm. The operation ended at around 5pm. 15 prisoners, including Salih Rıza Erdiş, were 
transferred to Kartal  F  Type Prison.  Other  prisoners  were  reportedly  placed in  separate 
wards of Metris Prison. Turan Bartın (33), Gürsel Alçı (27), Mehmet Yavuz Uçkan (23), Şükrü 
Sak, Murat Çilhan, Hayrettin Soykan,  Sebahattin Arslan, İbrahim Tatlı  and Osman Hakan 
Hira were wounded during the clash. 

At  the  end  of  March  16  political  prisoners  in  İstanbul  Kartal  F-Type  Prison,  who  are 
prosecuted  in  İBDA/C  trials  started  a  hunger  strike.  Relatives  said  on  6  April  that  the 
prisoners demanded an “end to pressures in prison, lifting of the limitations to the visits by 
lawyers, health expenditures being covered and transfer of prisoners who are kept in one-
person cells to wards where other prisoners are kept.”

Mazlum-Der İstanbul Branch reported that two of the prisoners were partially paralyzed on 
the 40th day of the hunger strike. Three prisoners were reportedly hospitalized in Eskişehir, 
some  prisoners  at  Kartal  Prison  had  loss  of  memory  and  the  health  conditions  of  the 
prisoners Mehmet Ali Bayram and Zeynel Abidin Danalıoğlu were generally bad. 
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The hunger strike ended on the 70th day. Ali Suat Ertosun, General Director of Prisons and 
Detention Houses in the Ministry of Justice, stated that the prisoners and convicts stopped 
their action and were receiving medical treatment. 

Lawyers  confirmed asserted that  Salih  Rıza Erdiş,  the  İBDA/C leader  who  attempted to 
commit suicide in his cell in Kartal F Type-Prison on 25 June, had wanted to die because he 
was held in a bad for his mental health. His lawyers Harun Yüksel and Hasan Ölçer said: 
“First  of  all,  our  client  was  awfully  tortured  by  a  special  gendarmerie  team  during  the 
operation in Metris. Secondly, Kartal Special Type Prison is used as a laboratory of the cell-
type prison, and isolation cells are in use in most parts of the prison. Our client has been kept 
in such a cell for the last 5 months.”

At a press conference in the offices of the HRA in İstanbul on 30 June Harun Yüksel and 
Hasan Ölçer added that chemicals  were added to the food of  their  client.  Lawyer  Harun 
Yüksel said that they had observed mental changes since March and the first thing that had 
come to his mind was the possibility that some drugs might have been added to the food. 

The trial launched against 52 prisoners, prosecuted in İBDA/C trials, in connection with the 
incidents that broke out at İstanbul Metris Prison at the end of 1999, continued at İstanbul 
SSC throughout the year. The 52 defendants, including İBDA/C leader Salih İzzet Erdiş, are 
prosecuted  on  charges  of  “producing  explosives  and  guns  as  a  community  in  prison,” 
“throwing explosives to create fear and panic in prison,” and “violating the Law on Firearms”. 
4.2.10. Pressure in the Prisons

Lale Açık started a hunger strike in Afyon Prison on 21 February with the demand of 
transfer to another prison. She was on trial at Ankara SSC in connection with the 
bomb attack against Çankırı Governor Ayhan Çevik (5 March 1999). She had been 
tortured in detention. Her demand was only met in mid-April. She was first taken to a 
hospital and then taken to Ankara Central Closed Prison.

On 28 February Beşir Gün started a hunger strike in Amasya Prison with the demand of 
transfer  to  another  prison.  Beşir  Gün  had  been  arrested  while  trying  to  escape  from 
Iskenderun Prison on 8 March 1997 and heavily tortured. He had a brain trauma due to 
torture and had been hospitalized.

The lawyers Gülizar Tuncer, Keleş Öztürk, Semih Akat, İbrahim Ergün, Yüksel Hoş, Göksel 
Arslan, Hüdai Berber, Gülay Erpul and Behiç Aşçı, who went to İstanbul Bayrampaşa Prison 
to meet their clients on 13 April, left the prison without meeting them, because the prison 
staff wanted to conduct body searches after the passed an x-ray door at the prison entrance. 

The prisoners at Bursa E Type prison were reportedly not allowed to meet their lawyers and 
relatives during one week in April. The prison administration reportedly closed the doors on 
14 April and the prisoners refused to give roll calls. HRA Bursa Branch Chair Deniz Aslan 
indicated  that  he  had  met  Bursa  Chief  Public  Prosecutor  Emin  Özler  on  18  April  in 
connection with the problems in prison, but the prosecutor did not listen to him. 

Relatives of prisoners alleged that on 14 May they were insulted, when they wanted 
to  visit  prisoners  in  İstanbul-Ümraniye.  One  of  them,  Jale  Çelik,  was  reportedly 
beaten.

The hunger strike staged by prisoners Selçuk Güngör, Fikret Eski, Ramazan Şevket Yılmaz 
and Turan Obay since 17 May in Kırklareli Prison, a prison where repentant prisoners are 
put,  with  the demand of  transfer  to another prison,  ended on its 65th day,  20 July.  The 
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prisoners were promised to be taken to other prisons, but first were taken to Kırklareli State 
Hospital and their treatment started.

The political  prisoners  in  Kırklareli  prison  were  reportedly  forced  to  become  repentants. 
Fatma Kaya, a prisoner who refused to be kept in the ward with repentant prisoners, was 
reportedly kept under observation in September. 

The report prepared by Diyarbakır Bar Association Prison Commission concerning practices 
in Mardin Prison was disclosed in July.  The report  was prepared by lawyer  Fehime Kaş 
Danış,  Commission  Secretary  General  and  Müzeyyen  Nergis,  Commission  member  and 
stated that the prisoners were not allowed to meet their lawyers and sick prisoners were not 
treated.  Ferhan Yavuz (75) and Halil  Acar had not  been taken to hospital  although they 
needed an operation urgently.  The report  added:  “Prisoners pointed out that  the Kurdish 
language  was  forbidden even for  those who  did  not  speak Turkish:  the  amount  of  food 
brought in was limited, there were problems with sterilization, the food was not prepared in 
clean conditions, they had shower problems due to water shortage.”

Eight political prisoners transferred from Diyarbakır E Type Prison to Midyat (Mardin) E Type 
Prison on 17 August, were reportedly beaten on entry to the new prison. Two of the prisoners 
were identified as Enver Özkartal and Ercan Aslan. The prisoners were reportedly not given 
any medical treatment. 

Gürhan Tamer, a prisoner in Aydın E Type Prison, was reportedly wounded in an attack by 
soldiers during the roll-call on 25 August. Prisoners declared that Tamer had been receiving 
medical treatment for the last 6 months as he suffered from “Burger and Hepatitis C,” and 
that his health condition was seriously bad. 

Diyarbakır Bar Association Prison Commission published a report on the problems of women 
prisoners  in  Batman  Prison  on  5  September.  Lawyer  Hatice  Deyar,  a  member  of  the 
Commission,  said  that  the  majority  of  the  female  prisoners  were  suffering  from 
“gynecological  diseases.”  The  report  pointed  at  the  problem  of  “amenorea”  as  common 
among the prisoners and stated, “15 female prisoners were suffering from ‘disorders due to 
hormonal secretion,’” and complaints such as Hirsute and pain in inner organs coupled to 
them, which emerged due to the bad prison conditions.” 

Lawyer Deyar stated that the prisoners could not receive medical treatment in Batman and 
their transfers were delayed. Deyar added that the prisoners were taken to a gynecologist 
and taken back to the prison without receiving medical treatment because the gendarmes 
would not leave the examination room. Semire Direk, a prisoner who had been captured 
wounded in a clash in Bingöl in 1996 and had been prosecuted at Diyarbakır SSC with the 
demand of the death penalty, had shrapnel pieces in her body and her left ovary had been 
taken out. It was also stated that Ayten Gülsün, a prisoner captured in a clash in 1998, was 
frequently losing her consciousness due to the shrapnel pieces in her head and her health 
condition was bad. 

Nesim Özağaçe and Cesim Özağaçe, prisoners in Ağrı Prison, were reportedly subjected to 
pressures in prison. Their father Bekir Özağaçe said that he met his children on 29 August 
and their condition was very bad. Their lawyer Mahmut Alınak said that they launched an 
official complaint against the prison staff with Ağrı Public Prosecution Office. 

It was reported that at the end of September prisoners and convicts in Elazığ E Type Prison, 
prosecuted in Hezbollah trials, were under pressure. Parcels with food and goods brought to 
the prison for them were broken up and books and newspapers were not allowed in the 
prison. The relatives of prisoners who applied to the Elazığ Branch of the HRA also reported 
that the prisoners were going to be put in (isolation) cells. 
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On the  hunger  strike  staged  by  Derviş  Orhan  in  Mersin  E  Type  Prison  in  order  to  be 
transferred to another prison was reported on its 31st day in October. Derviş Orhan’s mother 
Şerife Orhan stated that her son’s health condition deteriorated and that the prison director 
who has recently been appointed was indifferent to the situation.

In  Elazığ  Prison,  Hatice  Aldemir,  Remziye  Elgörüşmüş,  Emine  Harman  and  Yeşim  Taş 
started a hunger strike in October in protest to the pressure in the prison. 

Seyithan Akan, a prisoner in Antalya E Type Closed Prison disclosed that he had started a 
hunger strike on 9 November. Akan stated that he had been remanded about two months 
ago and said: “The hearing was going to be held on 24 October. I was informed that my 
transfer papers had arrived on 16 October. The prison administration informed me on 25 
October that my hearing was on 24 October. They wanted TL 40 million from me in order to 
transfer me to Diyarbakır Prison. When I told the head warder that I did not have the money 
he said ‘then you are here until you die.’” Akan disclosed that he would continue the hunger 
strike until his transfer to Diyarbakır Prison. 

Political prisoners in Muş Prison disclosed that the security forces had raided the wings and 
tortured Ali Karasaylı and Ethem Ölmez in ward 12, during the roll calls in the morning on 26 
November. 
4.2.12. Health Problems

Hediye Aksoy

The sentence of the political prisoner Hediye Aksoy in Ümraniye Prison was postponed on 
the grounds that “her medical treatment could not be provided in prison.” Minister of Justice 
Hikmet  Sami  Türk  stated  that  Hediye  Aksoy  was  blind,  one  of  her  kidneys  was  not 
functioning  and that  she was  released  according  to  the  “report  of  the  Forensic  Institute 
Expertise Office No. 3 dated 4 February 2000.” 

It  was reported in July that prisoner Hediye  Aksoy would re-enter the prison in case her 
treatment is not extended. Aksoy is suffering from anemia, peptic ulcer, rheumatic arthritis; 
she has shrapnel pieces in her face, eye and head; one of her kidneys is not functioning and 
she is blind. Hediye Aksoy stated that her eyes were never treated because of her other 
illnesses. She said that some of her illnesses should be treated abroad and their treatment 
was impossible in prison. Aksoy had been captured wounded on 7 July 1994 and sentenced 
to 12 years in prison by Erzurum SSC. She served 6 years in prison and 3 years 6 months 
remained for the execution of the sentence. 

Hediye Aksoy had a kidney operation on 24 July. She talked at a press conference of the 
HRA in İstanbul on 1 August and said, “The Forensic Institute says that there is no vital 
danger, but I know that I will die if I go to prison.” Lawyer Derya Bayır stated that Hediye 
Aksoy would go back to prison on 7 August due to the report by the Forensic Institute stating, 
“there was no risk for her to go back to prison.” 

Sevgi İnce

Sevgi İnce (18) confined in Bayrampaşa Prison did reportedly not receive medical treatment 
in spite of two bullet wounds in her chest. HRA İstanbul Branch Chairwoman Eren Keskin 
stated that Sevgi İnce, who had been wounded with two bullets in her chest and one in her 
feet during a clash in 1996, had respiratory problems, low blood pressure, high temperature 
and was sweating. Her health condition had deteriorated on 17 March and her friends in the 
ward thought that she had died. 
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Sevgi  İnce  was  released  on  8  June  after  testifying  to  İstanbul  SSC.  Meanwhile,  the 
prosecution of Sevgi İnce at Diyarbakır SSC with the demand of the death penalty continued. 
At the hearing held at Diyarbakır SSC on 13 October the Prosecutor changed the charges 
against  İnce to “membership to an organization”  on the grounds that  “she had not  been 
involved in any armed attack.” At the time İnce was living in İstanbul and her treatment was 
continuing. Following her release she underwent an operation and the bullets on her chest 
were removed. She was to be operated to her leg.

Sevgi İnce was detained on 11 December at Bayrampaşa Prison where she went to visit 
friends. İnce was reportedly taken to İstanbul Police HQ.

Zeyni Arap

Prisoner Zeyni Arap (Arat), who burnt himself in Antep Prison on 16 November 1998, with 
the demand of acceptance of the asylum demand of PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan in Italy, did 
reportedly not receive any medical treatment. His body got burnt 70% in the second degree. 
His mother Reşe Arat applied to the HRA Antep Branch for his treatment since he was not 
treated in hospital. Reşe Arat said, “His veins in the neck have joined and not healed. He 
cannot  eat  because  his  lips  stick  to  each other  due  to  the  burns  on his  face and lips. 
Moreover, he cannot use his hands. His teeth fell out. His prison mates feed him.” Reşe Arat 
also said that her son had been sent to hospital a couple of times, but sent back to prison 
without having his treatment completed. 

Leyla Büyükdağ Bütüner

On 7 April the Forensic Institute’s Third Expertise Board gave a negative report about Leyla 
Büyükdağ  Bütüner,  who  needed  medical  treatment  for  her  eye.  Bütüner’s  retina  was 
reportedly  harmed under  torture.  Nur  Birgen  currently  prosecuted for  giving  good health 
reports to torture victims, also signed the report on Bütüner. The report read, “The prisoner 
has congenital  degenerative myopia and that  does not  cause a vital  threat  to her life  in 
prison. Our board decides unanimously that there is no need to postpone her sentence under 
Article  399/2  of  the  Code  of  Criminal  Proceedings,  and  her  illness  is  not  a  continuous 
illnesses,  disability  and senility  as stated in Article  104/2 of  the Constitution.”  The report 
written previously by Cerrahpaşa Medical Faculty read that it was not appropriate for Leyla 
Büyükdag Bütüner to serve her sentence in prison. Bütüner stayed in Gebze Prison. 

Filiz Gülkokuer

Filiz  Gülkokuer,  imprisoned  in  Ankara  Central  Closed  Prison,  who  suffers  from 
mediterranean  anemia  and  sickle  cell  anemia,  was  reportedly  prevented  from  receiving 
medical  treatment.  Fellow  prisoners  stated  in  July  that  she  continued  her  life  with  an 
apparatus connected to her liver and that her health condition deteriorated. 

Ali Suat Ertosun, General Director of Prisons and Detention Houses in the Ministry of Justice, 
responded to news that appeared in the press about Filiz Gülkokuer. Ertosun told the daily 
Cumhuriyet  on 31 August that Gülkokuer refused to receive medical  treatment under the 
assumption  that  “the  gendarmerie  would  be  present  in  the  medical  examination  room” 
according to Article 66 of the protocol signed by Ministries of Justice, Health and Internal 
Affairs. Ertosun stated that Gülkokuer had been transferred to Gebze Special Type Prison 
upon her demand to receive medical treatment on 21 August. 

Filiz  Gülkokuer objected to the statement of Ali  Suat Ertosun and stated “the gendarmes 
were present in the medical examination room” according to the protocol by the Ministers, 
but she did not receive medical treatment on the grounds that “there were neither vehicles 
nor soldiers to transfer her.” Gülkokuer stated that for a long time she did not receive any 
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response to her transfer request and was later brought to Antep Prison and had to stay in 
one ward with ordinary prisoners. She added that Birsen Dermanlı and Pervin Kurtulmaz in 
Gebze Prison did not receive any medical treatment although their health conditions were not 
good. 

Cenker Aslan

Cenker  Aslan,  who  survived  the  massacre  that  resulted  in  the  death  of  10  prisoners  in 
Ankara Central Closed Prison on 26 September 1999, did reportedly not receive medical 
treatment. Aslan had lost one of his eyes in the massacre. He reportedly remained only one 
day in hospital after the incident and subsequently was sent to Yozgat. Only three months 
after  arrival  he was taken to Yozgat  State Hospital,  but  shortly afterwards  transferred to 
Bursa. Nothing happened here until 14 June, when he was hospitalized and his left eye was 
taken out. 

Hüsnü Erkek

Hüsnü Erkek (78), a prisoner in Kozluk Prison (Batman), suffering from heart problems and 
paralysis, was reportedly kept waiting the completion of his sentence at the prisoner’s ward 
of  Batman State  Hospital.  His  son  Abdurrahman  Erkek  stated  that  his  father  had  been 
hospitalized  on 1 June,  and said,  “The medical  treatment  of  my father  ended when  the 
doctors discharged him. As my father is now in the category of a prisoner completing his 
treatment, doctors can not intervene even when he gets worse.” Abdullah Erkek stated that 
he should be once again transferred from the prison to the hospital  to continue medical 
treatment.” 

Mahmut Yıldız

The medical treatment of the arm of Mahmut Yıldız imprisoned in Muş E Type Prison that 
was broken under torture in detention, was reportedly prevented. It was reported that the 
nerves of  his  arm were  damaged,  there was  a  loss  of  sense and his  movements were 
restricted.  Mahmut  Yıldız  had been  detained  in  Van.  Sevim Yetkiner,  HRA Muş  Branch 
Chairwoman,  stated  that  the  applications  of  Mahmut  Yıldız  to  the  Ministry  of  Justice  to 
receive  medical  treatment  had  remained  fruitless.  His  relatives  reported  in  August  that 
Mahmut Yıldız faced the danger of gangrene.

Ramazan Yıldız

It was stated that the treatment of Ramazan Yıldız, who had an operation to his throat in 
Burdur prison in 1999, was prevented. It was reported that the health condition of Ramazan 
Yıldız deteriorated in June, after he was sent back to prison, because of security reasons, 
without completing the treatment. 

Ergün Sarıtaş

It  was  disclosed that  Ergün Sarıtaş  who  was suffering from intestinal  cancer  in  Malatya 
Prison, was transferred to Turgut Özal Medical Center Research Hospital on 22 June and 
treated handcuffed. Later he was transferred to Adana Kürkçüler Prison to receive medical 
treatment. According to physicians, Sarıtaş could survive only for a few months. Sarıtaş was 
reportedly  sent  back  to  prison  from  Adana  Balcalı  Hospital  without  receiving  a  medical 
treatment. 

Memduh Kılıç
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Memduh Kılıç wrote a letter from Ankara Central Closed Prison to the HRA. He was suffering 
from tuberculosis. Kılıç related his disease as follows: “I was transferred from Çankırı Prison 
to Ankara Central  Closed Prison in 1997, as I  had tuberculosis.  I  was kept waiting for a 
couple of months as there was no place at Atatürk Chest  Diseases Hospital,  then I  was 
hospitalized at Sanatorium Hospital and my treatment started. However, 9-month medicine 
therapy  did  not  work,  as  the  prison  conditions  were  unhealthy.  The  disease  spread 
throughout this period and two third of my left lung was taken out. I was sent back to Çankırı 
Prison before the completion of my medical treatment. I was then transferred to Bursa when I 
had a crisis.” 

Kılıç was sent back to Ankara when his condition deteriorated in Bursa. Kılıç said that he had 
heavy  pain,  had  bulges  on  his  body,  and  had  from  time  to  time  bleeding  and  loss  of 
consciousness. His mother Sıdıka Kılıç said that they had applied to Ankara Chief Public 
Prosecution Office for the release of his son, but they had not yet received a positive answer. 

Kadri Gökdere

Political  prisoner Kadri Gökdere in Muş E Type Prison reportedly did not receive medical 
treatment  although  he  suffered  from  cirrhosis.  The  HRA  Muş  Branch  stated  that  Kadri 
Gökdere, who had been remanded in 1996, had a liver operation in 1998, but he was still 
kept in prison. 

Hüseyin Atıcı

Hüseyin Atıcı, a political prisoner in Bayrampaşa Prison had complaints with his lungs and 
did not  receive the necessary treatment.  He was reportedly  kept  in the same room with 
patients  with  AIDS.  Hüseyin  Atıcı,  remanded  in  1993  was  taken  to  Bayrampaşa  Prison 
Hospital 5 years ago because of his lung problems, but and was sent back to Gebze Prison 
without  treatment.  Hüseyin Atıcı was treated for chronic bronchitis for two years, and the 
doctors who examined him in prison in April had told the prison administration that Atıcı had 
to be hospitalized due to lung disease. 

Hasan Gürkan

In August prisoners in Amasya Prison stated that political convict Hasan Gürkan, who 
suffered from the disease “puva” causing loss of all hair on the body, was prevented 
from receiving medical treatment. Gürkan was taken to Ankara Hacettepe University 
Medical  Faculty  Hospital  and  reportedly  returned  back  without  receiving  any 
treatment. The prisoners said that although a number of prisoners had Hepatitis-B 
and typhoid fever, no precautions were taken. 

Cemal Çakmak

Cemal Çakmak, who had been wounded heavily in the operations both in Ankara Closed 
Prison (Ulucanlar) and in Burdur Prison, was reportedly prevented from receiving medical 
treatment in Bursa Prison. The HRA İstanbul Branch held a press conference on 9 August. 
Cemal Çakmak’s mother Zekiye  Çakmak said that her son was not  given the necessary 
treatment:  “My  son’s  leg  was  broken  during  the  attack  in  Burdur  Prison.  Then  he  was 
transferred to Bursa. At the entrance of the prison, they wanted to strip him naked and make 
a search. When he resisted they had subjected him to falanga.” Çakmak said that her son’s 
ankle and ribs were broken and he was in a semi-paralysis state. 

Emin Özkan
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Emin Özkan (64), a prisoner in Maraş Prison, was reportedly in a bad health condition due to 
torture inflicted on him in detention. In August Özkan was allegedly not treated, although he 
was wounded to his  head and frequently lot  consciousness.  Özkan was also  said to be 
suffering from hyper-tension, excessive loss of weight and had to be hospitalized. 

Veli Şimşek

In Bayrampaşa Prison, the treatment of  Veli  Şimsek suffering from “deep venous 
insufficiency.” was allegedly prevented. Veli Şimşek, whose health deteriorated due 
to torture inflicted on him in custody in 1994, reportedly suffered temporary blindness 
of 6 months as a result of wrong treatment he received in Kayseri Medical Hospital. 
After  that  he  was  sent  to  İstanbul  and  his  illness  was  diagnosed  as  “venous 
insufficiency”. In September Veli Şimşek’s health got worse as an affect of medicine 
he took. 

Hasan Kızılkaya, Kazım Yılmaz

In September the health conditions of Hasan Kızılkaya, suffering from cirrhosis and Kazım 
Yılmaz, suffering from coronary arteriosclerosis in Ümraniye Prison, reportedly deteriorated. 
The lawyers Mehmet Erbil  and Fatma Karakaş stated at the HRA İstanbul Branch on 22 
September that both prisoners should be released for treatment. Kızılkaya’s illness had been 
diagnosed three years ago and the prisoners’ release demand was rejected. 

Dr.  Abdullah Gündüz, who was convicted to 45 months in prison for supporting the PKK 
made a statement from Ümraniye Prison in October and disclosed that ill prisoners were not 
provided with the necessary medical care. On Kazım Yılmaz he said: “He had been brutally 
tortured in detention. 80 percent of the three main coronary arteries were occluded. He had 
been transferred to this prison when the medical intervention proved out to be ineffective. He 
was unable to walk when he was brought here.” Dr. Gündüz also complained about delayed 
examinations and said that the situations of Turan Volkan, who had had two heart attacks in 
prison,  as  well  as  the  situation  of  Hasan  Kızılkaya,  who  suffered  from  cirrhosis,  had 
deteriorated. 

Gülazer Akın

Gülazer Akın in Midyat (Mardin) Prison was reportedly not receiving any medical treatment 
although she was suffering from visual defect, spine injury, weight loss and gynecological 
problems. Gülazer Akın was detained in İstanbul on 10 November 1996 and was prosecuted 
with the demand of the death penalty. Her lawyer Metin Kılavuz stated that their application 
to the Ministry of Justice remained fruitless and that although Akın was taken to a hospital 
several  times before  she was  brought  back  to  the  prison  without  receiving  any  medical 
treatment because the soldiers did not leave the room during the examination. 
4.2.13. The Human Rights Investigation Commission in the GNAT

In 200 the Human Rights Investigation Commission in the GNAT issued a number of 
reports on the situation in prisons they had visited in 1998 as well as in 2000.

On 3 May the report on the situation in Bakırköy Prison for Women and Juveniles 
was discussed and adopted in the Commission. The main items in the report were:

“We did not observe improvements between 1998 and this year. In connection with 
complaints against the staff  no progress has been achieved in administrative and 
penal terms. Investigations were launched against 16 person and only 7 received a 
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protest note. All of them are on duty. The true perpetrators are not identified, only 
those on the lower level might face prosecution.”

After this report was made public the prison director, four of his deputies and the 
director for administration were appointed to other places. İzmir Bar Association filed 
an official complaint against the personnel named in the report. The complaint also 
wanted the governors of İstanbul, the prosecutors in Bakırköy and the prosecutors 
responsible for the prison to be held accountable. 

The report by the Human Rights Investigation Commission after their second visit to Urfa and 
Erzincan Prisons was accepted unanimously in the meeting held on 9 May. Their first visit 
was in 1998. Commission Chairwoman Sema Pişkinsüt informed about the report and stated 
that the torture practices continued in Erzincan and Urfa Prisons, the torture places matched 
exactly the testimonies and added that they found torture instruments. Parts of the report 
read: “The places suitable for ill-treatment and torture that we identified in 1998 were emptied 
in 2000 and the holes to install the hangers were filled with concrete. On the other hand, our 
committee  was  clearly  convinced  that  these  unwanted  practices  continued  at  newly 
constructed places, which are used by all sections of the security forces. It is very interesting 
to come across so much ill-treatment and torture claims in Erzincan, which is a city of a very 
low crime rate, in which organized crimes and terror almost do not exist. We should consider 
that  the security forces are assigned to Erzincan from regions in  which ill-treatment and 
torture are common practice and that they sustain their habits in Erzincan.” 

Sema  Pişkinsüt  disclosed  on  11  May  the  report  written  by  the  commission  after  their 
inspections at Erzurum E and A-type Prisons and Tunceli Prison. Pişkinsüt stated that the 
torture and ill-treatment claims of the prisoners at Erzurum Prison were widespread and that 
their descriptions matched the real places. Pişkinsüt said, “In Erzurum, we haven’t observed 
any considerable change in interrogation and legal proceedings since 1998.” Pişkinsüt also 
claimed that they did not observe any change in Tunceli either.

Sema Pişkinsüt disclosed the report of the commission entitled “Batman Investigation, Legal 
Proceedings,  Prosecution  and Execution  1998-2000”  that  covers  the  investigation  of  the 
commission in  Batman on 15 June.  She stated that  everybody detained in  Batman was 
tortured  and  said  that  there  was  no  significant  change  regarding  the  investigation  and 
prosecution system from 1998 to 2000.  Pişkinsüt  stated that the hanger holes in internal 
places of various sections of Batman Police HQ were filled and said, “Although we did not 
identify hangers, we came across evidence that 120 Volt electricity is given. The prisoners 
also said that they were given electricity shocks to make them infertile.” Pişkinsüt stated that 
574 prisoners in Batman Prison, which had a capacity of 350 people. Pişkinsüt also criticized 
that  there  was  no  Forensic  Institute  in  Batman,  which  is  a  city  with  many  murders  by 
unknown assailants. 
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5. Freedom of Expression
The rights listed under the headline of “Freedom of Expression” (29) continued to be 
grossly  violated  in  2000.  Dissident  voices  met  with  detention,  threats  and  trials. 
Anybody criticizing official policy, in particular human rights defenders and members 
of other NGOs, could only conduct their activities with the threat of imprisonment. 
Restrictions of the freedom of expression were particularly severe in the region under 
a state of emergency (OHAL). Books, newspapers and music cassettes were banned 
in the OHAL region. NGOs working in the region were put on trial and some of them 
were closed for longer periods of time. Many civil  servants were either dismissed 
from  duty  or  appointed  elsewhere  (“exiled”),  because  of  the  views  they  had 
expressed. 

It  was  particularly  dangerous  to  discuss  the  Kurdish  question.  Such  ideas  were 
usually seen as a threat to national interest and security. Speeches and articles on 
this issue resulted in punishment. 

Another subject for punishment were the discussion on the hunger strikes and death 
fasts  that  started on 20 October  and the establishment  of  the  F-type  prisons.  In 
December  any  comments  on  this  were  banned.  The  ban  was  issued  on  14 
December by İstanbul SSC No. 4. 

According to the General Directorate for Criminal Records and Statistics a total of 
2,231 cases involving 2,786 people were opened in the year 2000 in connection with 
offences  of  the  Press  Law.  216  cases  ended  in  acquittal,  while  610  resulted  in 
convictions. Among the cases that were opened under Article 159 TPC 105 ended in 
acquittal and 82 in convictions. Among the 334 cases terminated under Article 312 
TPC 91 ended in acquittal and 179 with sentences.

Under Article 155 TPC (alienating the people from military service) 23 trials were 
launched against 37 people. None of these cases ended in 2000. A total of 5,410 
people were tried for an offence against the Law No. 2911 on Demonstrations and 
Meetings. Among the 475 cases that were concluded in 2000 256 ended in acquittal 
and 141 in convictions. (30)

Legal Background

There are a number of legal obstacles for the realization of the freedom of expression 
in Turkey. Frequently used Articles of the Turkish Penal Code (TPC) are Articles 159 
and 312, but also Articles 155 and 311 TPC are used to punish certain opinions. The 
Law to Fight Terrorism and in particular Articles 6, 7 and 8 of this Law No. 3713 are 
used against the opposition. Law No. 5816 on Protection of Atatürk, the Press and 
the Law on Radio and TV broadcast (RTÜK) are other laws restricting freedom of 
expression. Special law on the administration of provinces, martial law and the law 
on a state of emergency provide for additional measures against critical voices.

The  primary  legal  provisions  that  form  obstacles  to  the  freedom of  thought  are 
Articles 155, 159, 311 and 312 of the TPC; Articles 6, 7 and 8 of the so-called Anti-
Terror Law with the number 3713; The Law for Protecting Atatürk which is numbered 
5816;  Press  Law  and  the  Law  on  Radio  and  Television.  Additionally,  Law  on 
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Provincial Administration, Martial Law and State of Emergency Law allow, on certain 
situations, military and administrative authorities to take prohibitive measures without 
a judicial decision. 

The Press Law numbered 5680 holds responsible not only the writer, but also the 
editor-in-chief  and owner of  publication institutions for  offences committed via  the 
press. Therefore, more than one person gets punished for just one offence. (31) Article 
31  of  the  same  law  empowers  the  Council  of  Ministers  to  “ban  the  entry  and 
distribution of printed material published in foreign countries to Turkey in cases when 
they are considered to be contrary to the integrity of the State with its country and 
nation, to national sovereignty, to the existence of the Republic, to national security, 
to public order, to general order, to public interest, general morals and to general 
health. It also empowers the Minister of Interior Affairs to “confiscate printed material 
published in Turkey.” 

Article 162 of the TPC states that “presenting a publication that is considered to be a 
crime is  an  offence by itself.”  According to  this  provision,  those who quote  from 
publications with the intention to criticize it, discussing it or inform the public may get 
punished. However,  the persons (32)  who are accused by the SSC prosecutors of 
“making propaganda for a terrorist organization” may get punished on claims of being 
the direct source of the quotation.

Article 159 of the TPC defines the offence of “openly insulting and ridiculing the fact 
of being Turkish, the Republic, the Grand National Assembly, the moral character of 
the Government, Ministries, the military or security forces of the State or the moral 
character of the Court,” and prescribes heavy imprisonment of between 1 to 6 years. 
In Turkey where the border between criticism and insult is determined arbitrarily, this 
provision makes any criticism, particularly of human rights violations or the role of the 
Turkish Armed Forces and the National Security Council an offence. 

Article 155 of the TPC provides for sentences of persons, who make oral or written 
statements  that  “endanger  the  security  of  the  country”  or  “alienate  people  from 
military service”, ranging from 2 months to 2 years’ imprisonment.

Article 312 of the TPC regulates the offence of “inciting people to hatred and enmity.” 
(33) Article 312 has frequently been used against “offenders of thought” particularly 
following the amendment made to Article 8 of the Anti-Terror Law in 1995. National 
and  international  legal  circles  and  human  rights  organizations  have  seriously 
criticized Article 312.

Article  168  of  the  TPC,  which  regulates  the  offence  of  “membership  to  and 
administration of armed gangs" is often used to prosecute human rights defenders 
and journalists for their views and actions. People, who worked for legal newspapers 
and journals defined by security authorities as “publication of an illegal organization,” 
were often put on trial on accusations of “being an executive or member of an armed 
gang” depending solely upon the files prepared by the security officers, even when 
there was no other material evidence. 

The  authorities  also  used  Article  169  of  the  TPC,  which  regulates  “aiding  and 
abetting members of an armed gang” defined within “offences committed for terrorist 
ends”, against members of oppositional media on claims that they paved the way for 
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the activities of the illegal organization through news reports. In 2001, there was an 
increase  in  the  number  of  people,  who  were  put  on  trial  under  Article  169  in 
connection with speeches they delivered or books they wrote. 

The offence defined by Article 8 of the Anti-Terror Law as “making written and oral 
propaganda and holding meeting, demonstrations and marches aiming at destroying 
the unbreakable integrity of the State of the Republic of Turkey with its country and 
nation”  has not  only  been frequently  applied against  persons having  oppositional 
opinions concerning the Kurdish problem, but also against persons, who expressed 
or cited contrasting information and views regarding the “national security”. Article 8 
prescribes a heavy prison term from 1 year to 3 years and heavy fines. The owners 
of publications convicted for such an offence can be fined heavily and their editor-in-
chiefs can be imprisoned from 6 months to 2 years and be fined as well.

Article 7 of the Anti-Terror Law regulates offences of “founding or joining terrorist 
organizations  apart  from those  defined  by  the  TPC”  or  “aiding  members  of  and 
making  propaganda  for  such  organizations.”  Expression  of  any  information  and 
opinion considered by authorities to be in favor of “terror organizations” is sentenced 
under this article.

Article 6 of the Anti-Terror Law regulates the offences of “printing and publishing 
newsletters and statements of terrorist  organizations” and “showing civil  servants, 
who took part in the struggle against terror as targets.” This article can be used as a 
shield for public officers, who are on trial for torture, rape, extra-judicial execution or 
similar human rights violations.

Paragraph (b) of Article 3 of the Martial Law numbered 1402 empowers the martial 
law commanders to “censor, record or stop broadcasting and communication by any 
kind of means such as telephone, wireless, radio and television, and to have priority 
in using these means whenever necessary.” According to line (c) of the same article, 
martial law commanders are authorized to “control any communication means such 
as  publication,  correspondence,  letters  or  telegrams  either  orally,  in  writing,  as 
pictures, videos and sound; to ban or censor the publication, distribution, keeping or 
carrying more than one copy of newspapers, journals, books and other publications, 
and their admission to the state of emergency region; to confiscate any document, 
publication or communication means such as books, journals, newspapers, leaflets, 
posters, statements, banners, LP or cassette, whose publication and distribution was 
banned by the martial law commander; to close down publishing houses that printed 
these  documents  or  the  production  places  of  cassettes  and  LPs,  and  even  if  a 
confiscation  decision  is  not  taken  for  certain  products,  the  necessary  measures 
should be taken for their destruction if the martial law commander objects to hand 
them  back  to  their  owners;  and  to  ask  for  authorization  for  release  of  new 
newspapers and journals.” 

Paragraph (e) of Article 11 of the State of Emergency numbered 2935 authorizes the 
governors to “ban or base on permission the publication, reproduction, release and 
distribution of newspapers, journals, leaflets, books, posters or fliers and admission 
and distribution of those published and reproduced outside the state of emergency 
region into the region; to confiscate books, journals, newspapers, leaflets, posters 
and similar material, whose publication had been banned. Paragraph (f) of the same 
article  authorizes  governors  to  “control  and,  if  necessary,  to  record  or  ban  any 
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statement,  article, picture, film, LP and sound and visual bands and broadcast of 
sounds”. 

Paragraph (a) of Article 1 of the Decree with the Force of Law numbered 430, which 
is known in public as the SS (Exile and Censor) Decree empowers the Governor of 
the State of Emergency Region or the provincial governors in the State of Emergency 
Region  “to  ban or  base on permission  the  publication,  reproduction,  release and 
distribution of any printed material, books, journals, newspapers, leaflets, posters and 
the  like,  which  might  cause  the  destruction  of  the  public  order  seriously  by 
misrepresenting  the  activities  in  the  region  or  producing  untrue  news  reports  or 
broadcasts  or  which  might  cause  anxiety  among  the  society  or  prevent  security 
forces to fulfill their duties properly. If such material is printed or reproduced outside 
the  State  of  Emergency  Region,  it  may  be  banned.  Their  admission  to  and 
distribution in the region is subject to permission. In accordance with this provision, 
the Minister of Interior can, upon proposal or after taking the opinion of the Governor 
of the State of Emergency Region, “send a written warning to owners or publication 
directors of these publications for stopping the publication without taking into account 
whether they were published within or outside the state of emergency region. S/he 
can ban for an indefinite or definite period the reproduction, publication or distribution 
of them”. The article also empowers the Minister of the Interior to close down the 
publishing houses that published these publications up to 10 days and in case of 
reoccurrence, up to 1 month. 

The Law on Turkish Radio and Television (TRT) numbered 2954 includes clauses 
that seriously restrict the freedom of communication and receiving information. The 
Law defines the duties of the TRT in domestic broadcast as follows:

“To contribute to 1. Atatürk’s principles and revolutions to take root and realization of 
national  objectives  that  envisage  the  rise  of  the  Republic  of  Turkey  above  the 
contemporary  civilization  level;  2.  to  protect  and  strengthen  the  existence  and 
independence of the State with its indivisible integrity of the country and the nation, 
the peace of the society and the qualities of democratic, secular and social state in 
an understanding of national solidarity and justice, respectful for human rights and 
based on Atatürk’s nationalism; 3. development of national education and national 
culture; 4. to protect national security policy and national and economic interests of 
the  State;  5.  constituting  the  public  opinion  freely  and  healthily  in  line  with  the 
Constitutional principles.” (Article 9-e)

The regulation concerning “prohibition of broadcasts with regards to national security” 
is as follows:

“The Prime Minister or a minister in his/her place is authorized to prohibit a news 
report or program in cases that national security openly requires so. The ban should 
be announced in writing. But in cases of emergency the decision of prohibition can 
be communicated orally. In that case, the prohibition decision should be repeated in 
written form at the shortest. In cases the prohibition involves programs not produced 
under  the  responsibility  of  Turkish  Radio  and  Television  Institute,  the  general 
directorate communicates the prohibition decision to the relevant persons within 24 
hours.” (Article 23)
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Article 22 of the Regulation concerning Broadcast Principles and Methods for Radio 
and Television Broadcasts brings the following arrangement: “Broadcasts cannot be 
inspected and stopped beforehand with  reservations  for  judicial  decisions.  But  in 
cases national security obviously requires so or in case of a strong possibility that the 
public order can be seriously destroyed, the Prime Minister or the Minister in his/her 
places can stop the broadcast”. In this context İstanbul SSC prohibited any broadcast 
of news about the death fasts in prison on 14 December 2000 and trials were brought 
against people who did not stick to the prohibition. The media institutions that did not 
abide by the decision were confiscated or closed down. News reports and sights 
about the hunger strike in 1996 had been prohibited for the same reason. 

The “Law on Establishment and Broadcast of Radios and Televisions” (called RTÜK 
like the High Council  for  Radio and Television) numbered 3984 and entered into 
force on 13 April  1994 also includes clauses that  restrict  freedom of  expression, 
communication and getting information. For instance, Paragraph (a) of Article 4 of the 
RTÜK  Law  sanctions  broadcasting  in  violation  of  the  principle  of  “not  allowing 
broadcast contrary to the existence and independence of the Republic of Turkey and 
the  indivisible  integrity  of  the  State  with  its  country  and  nation,  paragraph  (b) 
sanctions  broadcasting  in  contrast  to  “national  and  moral  values  of  the  society, 
paragraph (c) “the principle democratic rules and personal rights mentioned in the 
general principles section of the Constitution, paragraph (d) “general ethics, social 
peace and Turkish family structure, paragraph (e) “freedom of expression, principle 
of  pluralism  in  communication  and  broadcast”,  paragraph  (f)  “principle  of  never 
condemning  people  for  their  race,  sex,  social  class  or  religious  beliefs”  and 
paragraph (g) “not allowing broadcast that could incite people to violence, terror and 
ethnic discrimination and create feelings of  hatred in society”.  According to these 
provisions,  the RTÜK has the authority  to  determine which  programs are  “in  the 
interest of the country and people”, which are “ethical”, “in agreement with pluralist 
democratic  principles”,  and  “developing  tolerance  and  joint  life  culture  against 
differences”. The article authorizes the RTÜK to “warn” or “close down” radios and 
televisions that broadcast about Armenians and Assyrians or play Kurdish music. 

The Press Amnesty
In September the Constitutional Court decided on the case forwarded by the Virtue 
Party in relation to the expression “offences committed via the press or written and 
visual media” in the Law on the Suspension of Trials and Sentences in Connection 
with Offenses Committed via the Press or Publications. The Law had entered into 
force on 3 September 1999, when it was published in the Official Gazette. The Court 
accepted that this restriction was against the principle of equality as set out in Article 
10 of the Constitution. The legislation was given one year to correct this mistake. In 
practice the decision had no effect, since the editors-in-chief of publication, who had 
been released according to this law (about 50) will not be re-imprisoned. 

5.1. Freedom to Express Opinions
Among the people under threat of imprisonment, because of expressing their views, opinions 
and presenting  information journalists  and writers  were  leading,  followed  by members of 
NGOs, trade unionists and artists. Here are the case studies for 2000:

Akın Birdal
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HRA former Chairman Akın Birdal was taken back to prison on 28 March to complete the 2 
years' imprisonment sentence given by Ankara and Adana SSC. Akın Birdal applied to the 
Prosecution  Office  for  postponement  of  the  execution  of  his  sentence,  as  his  medical 
treatment was under way. The Prosecution Office referred Birdal to Ankara Numune Hospital 
on 24 March. The Forensic Institute furnished a report for Birdal stating that “there was no 
harm in continuing his treatment in prison.” Birdal had been put in prison on 3 June 1999 and 
released on 25 September 1999 for a period of 6 months on the grounds that he had a 
weakness of his bones. The report issued by Ankara Numune Hospital for Akın Birdal on 24 
September  1999  had  read  that  “his  treatment  should  be  carried  out  outside  the  prison 
conditions.” Akın Birdal was released on 23 September. 

The imprisonment of Akın Birdal was based on verdicts by Ankara and Adana SSC. 
He had been tried under Article 312 TPC for speeches he made on 1 September 
1995  and  on  1  September  1996.  Both  courts  had  sentenced  him  to  1  year’s 
imprisonment each. The Court of Cassation confirmed the sentence of Ankara SSC 
on 27 October 1998 and the verdict of Adana SSC on 20 April 1999.

Further cases against Akın Birdal 

A trial was launched in May under Article 312 TPC Akın Birdal, HRA Urfa former Branch 
Chairman Aziz Durmaz and Mazlum-Der Urfa Branch Chairman lawyer  Şehmus Ülek on 
charges of “insulting the security forces,” in speeches they gave in May 1999.

The  trial  launched  against  Akın  Birdal,  HADEP  Board  Member  Recep  Doğaner,  EMEP 
Ankara  Provincial  Chairman  Haydar  Kaya  and  the  journalist  Ragıp  Duran  concluded  at 
Ankara SSC on 11 July. In the hearing, all defendants were acquitted. In the original trial that 
had concluded on 30 December 1998 Haydar Kaya had been sentenced to 1 year in prison 
and fined to TL. 600 million, whereas the other defendants had been acquitted. The Court of 
Cassation had quashed this decision. 

Ahmet Kaya

In January İstanbul SSC launched a trial against singer Ahmet Kaya in connection with the 
speech he gave in his concert in Berlin, Germany, on 4 June 1999. He was charged with 
“aiding the PKK and inciting people to enmity.” At the time Ahmet Kaya was living in France. 

Three trials were heard at İstanbul SSC on 10 March. In the trial in connection with a concert 
in Frankfurt,  Germany,  on 10 September 1999, an arrest warrant  in absentia was issued 
against Ahmet Kaya. The trial in connection with the concert in Berlin resulted in 45 months 
in prison on charges under Article 169 TPC. Kaya was acquitted in connection with a speech 
he delivered in the ceremony organized by Magazine Journalists' Association on 10 February 
1999. 

İstanbul  SSC launched another trial  against  Ahmet Kaya for  a speech he had delivered 
during a concert in Hamburg, Germany. Before this and other trials could end Ahmet Kaya, 
who lived in Paris, died on 16 November due to a heart attack. 

Ahmet Turan Demir

On 24 February Ankara SSC convicted 18 HADEP executives among 47, including HADEP 
Chairman Ahmet Turan Demir and former Chairman Murat Bozlak in connection with “hunger 
strikes during the period in which the PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan was in Italy”. Ahmet Turan 
Demir, Murat Bozlak and Ankara former Provincial Chairman Kemal Bülbül, former Deputy 
Chairman  Bahattin  Günel,  Ağrı  Mayor  Hüseyin  Yılmaz,  Ankara  Keçiören  former  District 
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Chairman Ali  Akgül,  former  Party  Board  member  Emine Mısır,  former  Ankara  Provincial 
Executive Board members Rezzan Sümbül,  Mehmet Emin Aras, Sevgi  Önal,  Sultan İzra, 
Dursun Turan, Cevdet Malgaz, Safiye Akalın, Ahmet Aydın, İlhan Aydın, Hüsamettin Avşar 
and Şaziye Zoroğlu were sentenced to 45 months' imprisonment under Article 169 TPC. The 
other 29 party executives were acquitted. 

Ankara SSC Prosecution Office launched a trial against Ahmet Turan Demir in connection 
with the speech he gave during the "Peace Festival" that was held in Ankara in 1999. Esin 
Akgül, moderator during the festival, was also charged under Article 8 of the Anti-Terror Law. 
The first hearing was held on 21 March. The case concluded at Ankara SSC on 1 June. 
Demir and Akgül were sentenced to 1 year's imprisonment and fined to TL 800 million. 

İstanbul SSC launched another trial Ahmet Turan Demir on accusations of “inciting people to 
hatred and enmity”  (Article  312 TPC) in  an interview with  journalist  Fatih  Çekirge on 15 
February, by saying “It should be written in the Constitution that ‘There are Kurds’.” 

Ankara SSC Prosecution Office opened a case against 19 executive members of HADEP, 
including  Ahmet  Turan  Demir,  on  charges  of  “separatist  propaganda.”  The  indictment 
claimed  that  “separatist  propaganda  was  disseminated”  in  the  leaflet  entitled  “Freedom, 
Equality and Peace,” which was distributed by the HADEP on 1 September World Peace 
Day. In the trial, Ahmet Turan Demir, Deputy Chairmen Hamit Geylani, Niyazi Bulgan, Eyyüp 
Karageçi,  Mehmet  Tekin,  Secretary  General  Mahmut  Şakar,  Deputy  Secretary  Generals 
Cevahir Bayındır, Ali Rıza Yurtsever, Salih Özdemir, General Accountant Filiz Uğuz, Deputy 
General Accountant Veysel Turhan, and Central Executive Board members Cemal Coşgun, 
Fatma Kurtulan, M. Salih Yıldız, Aslan Türk, Murad Akıncılar and Hikmet Fidan were indicted 
under Article 8 of the Anti-Terror Law. 

The case opened against Ahmet Turan Demir in connection with the speech he gave at the 
congress of  HADEP Manisa Provincial  Organization  on 6 September  1998 concluded at 
İzmir SSC at the end of November. The Court sentenced Ahmet Turan Demir to 1 year's 
imprisonment under Article 8 of the Anti-Terror Law. The sentence was commuted to 10 
months' imprisonment and a fine of TL 666 billion fine.

Abdurrahman Dilipak

The trial launched against 10 people, including Abdurrahman Dilipak and Ahmet Taşgetiren, 
columnists with the journal Akit and the daily Yeni Şafak, respectively, in connection with the 
conference  held  in  Malatya  in  1998,  ended  at  Malatya  SSC  on  18  January.  Dilipak, 
Taşgetiren,  Sezgin Topçu Dilipak  (the bride of  Abdurrahman Dilipak)  and Adil  Akkoyunlu 
were each sentenced to 1 year in prison under Article 312 TPC, whereas 6 defendants were 
acquitted. 

The case launched against Abdurrahman Dilipak and the lawyers Raşit Alaca and Doğan 
Karaoğlu on charges of “insulting the jurisdiction” in the speech they had given at the same 
conference in Malatya, concluded at Malatya Criminal Court on 20 September. The Court 
acquitted the defendants. 

Ahmet Ünlü

Ahmet  Ünlü,  known in  public  as the “priest  with  the robe”,  was  sentenced to  31 
months' imprisonment for a speech on the earthquake of 17 August 1999 that he 
termed as a punishment of those, who did not live according to religious principles. 
İstanbul SSC convicted him under Article 312/2 TPC on 17 October. 
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Ender İmrek

In January the Court of Cassation confirmed the one year imprisonment sentence and a fine 
of TL 520,000 given to EMEP General Board Member Ender İmrek by Malatya SSC under 
Article  312  TPC.  The  sentence  was  suspended  for  five  years.  Ender  İmrek  had  been 
prosecuted in connection with a speech he gave at a meeting organized by the EMEP Elazığ 
Provincial Organization on 19 March 1998. 

Malatya  Criminal  Court  under  Article  159  TPC sentenced  Ender  İmrek  to  10  months  in 
prison. The sentence was suspended for five years.

Haydar Kaya, Sinan Turgut, Hakan Aslan and Barış Kaya

The trial  launched against  EMEP Deputy Chairman Haydar  Kaya  in  connection  with  the 
speech he gave at the festival that had been held by EMEP on 8 March 1997, and the band 
members of “Sessizliğe Çağrı”, Sinan Turgut, Hakan Aslan and Barış Kaya in connection 
with the songs they had sung at the festival, concluded on 11 May. Ankara SSC sentenced 
Haydar Kaya and the band members to 1 year in prison on charges of “insulting the State 
and security forces,” under Article 159 TPC.

Mustafa Yalçıner

In July the Court of Cassation confirmed a sentenced against EMEP board member 
Mustafa Yalçıner in connection with a speech he had held at the People's House in 
Keçiören  (Ankara)  in  1993.  Ankara  SSC  had  sentenced  him  to  13  months' 
imprisonment under Article 312 TPC.

EMEP and ÖDP Executives

In September a trial was launched against executives of EMEP and ÖDP on charges 
of “inciting people to hatred and enmity” during the Newroz festivities on 21 March 
held  in  Çorum,  under  Article  312  TPC.  The  defendants  were:  EMEP  Provincial 
Chairman  Satılmış  Türkoğlu,  ÖDP  Provincial  Chairman  Mehmet  Arslan,  EMEP 
Central  District  Chairman Cafer  Gökmen and district  executive  Erdal  Koç,  EMEP 
members  Yılmaz  Gültekin,  Hüseyin  Demirkaya,  Seher  Bola,  Muharrem  Özünel, 
Feyzullah Aygün,  Nail  Dertli,  Taner  Şimşek,  Eren Can,  Ali  İhsan Koca and ÖDP 
members Müzeyyen Zeren,  Süleyman Kamışlı,  Eğitim-Sen Union members İsmail 
Öztorun, Hikmet Aydın, Canan Çağlayan, Hüsnü Murat Aydın and Health Workers 
Union (SES) members Fikret Çağlayan and Gülcihan Öztürk . 

Necmettin Erbakan

The trial launched against Necmettin Erbakan, Chairman of the Welfare Party (RP), closed 
down by the Constitutional Court, in connection with the speech he delivered in Bingöl on 25 
March 1994, ended on 10 March. Diyarbakır SSC sentenced Necmettin Erbakan to 1 year in 
prison and a fine  of  220,000 TL on charges under  Article  312 TPC.  The sentence was 
confirmed on 8 June. Erbakan should have surrendered on 6 September, but was given a 
period up to 14 January 2001, before he should start the execution of the sentence. 

Hasan Celal Güzel

On 27 January Re-Birth Party (YDP) Chairman Hasan Celal Güzel was sentenced to 1 year's 
imprisonment and a fine of TL 160,000. Ankara SSC convicted him in connection with the 
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speech he gave at Human Rights Meeting in Kayseri on 13 June 1998. Journalist Recep 
İhsan Eliaçık, his co-defendant, was also sentenced to the same penalty under Article 312/2 
TPC. In July the Court of Cassation ratified the sentences.

Two separate trials launched against Hasan Celal Güzel, continued on 7 February. In the 
trail launched at Ankara SSC in connection with a speech he gave in Afyon, the prosecutor 
disclosed  his  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  case.  The  SSC  Prosecutor  demanded  an 
imprisonment  term  between  1  and  3  years  for  Güzel  under  Article  312  TPC  on  the 
accusations  of  “inciting  people  to  enmity.”  The  other  trial  launched  against  Güzel  in 
connection with another speech he gave continued at Kayseri Criminal Court No. 1. The trail 
was postponed in order to get the testimony of Güzel who was in Ayaş Prison.

Hasan Celal Güzel was released from (Ankara) Ayaş Prison on 10 May. Ankara SSC had 
convicted him on 23 February 1999 and sentenced under Article 312 TPC to 1 year in prison 
and a fine of TL 860,000 for a speech he had given in Kayseri in 1997. Güzel had been sent 
to prison on 16 December 1999.

Dino Frisullo

Italian  journalist  Dino  Frisullo,  who  was  detained  during  the  Newroz  celebrations  in 
Diyarbakır on 21 March 1998 and put on trial, was detained at İstanbul Atatürk Airport on 3 
April. He had come to Turkey to attend his re-trial at Diyarbakır SSC. Diyarbakır SSC had 
sentenced Frisullo to 1 year in prison and a fine of TL 6 billion under Article 312 TPC. The 
Court of Cassation had quashed the sentence. Dino Frisullo was extradited on 4 April.

He was also not  able to attend the hearing held at  Diyarbakır  SSC on 23 May.  Further 
attempts to attend the hearings remained fruitless. Diyarbakır SSC did not reach a verdict in 
2000. 

Cihan Sancar

Cihan Sincar,  Mayor  of  Kızıltepe,  Mardin from HADEP,  was charged with  “disseminating 
separatist propaganda” in a statement she made to a Swedish daily. At the hearing held at 
Diyarbakır  SSC on 22 November Sincar was acquitted. A prison sentence of 1 year had 
been was demanded for Sincar under Article 8 of the Anti-Terror Law.

Hasan Beliren

Hasan Beliren, an executive with HADEP Adana Provincial Organization, entered prison in 
May to complete the 9 months' imprisonment term delivered under Article 8 of the Anti-Terror 
Law on the grounds that  “he  disseminated  separatist  propaganda,”  in  a speech he had 
formerly given. Beliren entered Bahçe Prison of Adana. Adana SSC had sentenced Beliren 
to 1 year  in  prison and a fine of  TL 6 billion.  The Court  of  Cassation  had reduced the 
sentence to 9 months in prison and a fine of TL 800 million.

HADEP Board Members 

The trial launched against HADEP Central Executive Board members in connection with tape 
cassettes containing propaganda for elections, sent to the party organizations prior to the 
elections on 18 April 1999 concluded at Ankara SSC on 7 February. The trial was postponed 
for 3 years under the “Press Amnesty Law” numbered 4454. In the trial,  Mehmet Satan, 
Hamit Geylani,  Ali  Hıdır Doğan, Mehmet Salih Yıldız,  Osman Özçelik, Cemal Coşgun, Ali 
Özcan, Mehmet Tekin, Filiz Oğuz and Sevahir Bayındır were prosecuted under Article 169 
TPC. 
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Hamit Geylani

The trial launched against HADEP Deputy Chairman Hamit Geylani under Article 312 TPC 
ended in acquittal in the first hearing held at Van Penal Court No. 2 on 23 March. He was put 
on trial under Article 312 TPC in connection with a speech he gave in a press meeting on 
PKK Leader Abdullah Öcalan’s statement that a group of PKK members, would surrender on 
4 October 1999. 

Abdullah Akın

The case launched against Abdullah Akın, Batman Mayor from HADEP, on the charges of 
“inciting  hatred  and  enmity  among  people”  in  a  speech  he  had  given  in  Copenhagen, 
Denmark under Article 312 TPC, resulted in acquittal on 20 September. The case had been 
heard at Diyarbakır SSC.

Alaeddin Erdoğan, Hacı Ateş

The  trial  against  HADEP  Council  member  and  Mersin  Provincial  Organization  former 
Chairman Alaeddin Erdoğan and Tarsus District Organization former Chairman Hacı Ateş in 
connection with speeches they gave on the occasion of 1 September Peace Day (1999), 
concluded on 4 May. Adana SSC sentenced both men to 1 year in prison. 

Feridun Çelik

Feridun  Çelik,  Diyarbakır  Metropolitan  from  HADEP,  was  acquitted  from  charges  of 
“disseminating  separatist  propaganda”  in  a  statement  he  gave  to  the  Özgür  Politika 
published in Europe. Diyarbakır SSC ruled on 12 October that the elements of crime had not 
materialized. Çelik was tried under Article 8 of the Anti-Terror Law. 

Kamber Söylemez, Hacı Yavuz, Zeki Kılıçgedik, Mustafa Türk, Abdullah Saygın, 
Ali Çintay, Ahmet Yücedağ

The trail launched against 8 HADEP in Malatya in connection with speeches they made in 
the 1996 congress of party concluded at Malatya SSC on 6 September. The court sentenced 
Kamber Söylemez, Hacı Yavuz and Zeki Kılıçgedik to a fine of TL 3 million each, whereas it 
acquitted  Mustafa  Türk,  Abdullah  Saygın  and  Ali  Çintay.  The  SSC  further  decided  to 
separate the file of defendant Ahmet Yücedağ who could not be arrested and decided to 
launch  an  official  complaint  at  Malatya  Public  Prosecution  Office  against  lawyer  Hasan 
Doğan on charges of “belittling the authorities”.

Abdullah Akın, Şahabettin Özaslaner

The case opened against  Van Mayor  Şahabettin  Özaslaner and Batman Mayor  Abdullah 
Akin (both from HADEP),  in connection with their  statements during the Congress of the 
HADEP Ağrı Provincial Organization held on 3 September 1998, concluded at Erzurum SSC 
on 25 November. The court sentenced them to 10 months' imprisonment and a fine of TL 
1.26 billion under Article 312 of the TPC. 

Hasan Hüseyin Ceylan

Former  deputy  Hasan  Hüseyin  Ceylan  from  the  RP  that  had  been  closed  by  the 
Constitutional  Court  was  released  from  Çubuk  (Ankara)  Prison  on  31  January.  Hasan 
Hüseyin Ceylan had been prosecuted at Ankara SSC on accusations of “inciting people to 
enmity, basing on religion,” in a speech he gave in Kırıkkale on 14 March 1993 and had been 
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sentenced to 1 year in prison and fined TL 160,000. Hasan Hüseyin Ceylan served 4 months 
26 days in prison under the Law on Execution of Sentences. 

The court case launched against Hasan Hüseyin Ceylan in connection with a speech 
he gave in Konya on 14 January 1995 continued at Konya Penal Court No. 1. He 
was prosecuted there under Article 158 TPC (insulting the State President).

Mehmet Kutlular

On 9 May Ankara SSC sentenced Mehmet Kutlular,  the owner of  the newspaper 
“Yeni Asya” to 2 years and 1 day's imprisonment under Article 312 TPC. He had 
spoken about  the earthquake as a “holy warning”  and criticized the so-called 28 
February process (measures against “reactionary” religious movements).

Mehmet Özer

The trial launched against photographer Mehmet Özer on charges of “supporting the PKK” in 
a  slide  show  organized  on  4  March  1999,  within  the  8th  March  World  Women’s  Day 
activities, concluded on 19 September. Ankara SSC decided on acquittal on the grounds that 
the “elements of crime had not materialized.” 

Hasan Mezarcı

The trial launched against Hasan Mezarcı, former deputy of the defunct RP in connection 
with a speech he made in Elbistan, Maraş on 23 May 1992, concluded on 16 July. Elbistan 
Criminal Court sentenced him to 2 years 6 months in prison under Article 159 TPC.

The case at Ankara Criminal Court No. 6 on charges of insulting the armed forces and the 
judiciary did not conclude in 2000. In March Trabzon Criminal Court acquitted Hasan Mezarcı 
from charges under Article 159 TPC in connection with a speech he made on a local TV 
station on 11 November 1997.

Yılmaz Odabaşı

Poet  Yılmaz  Odabaşı  surrendered  to  the  public  prosecution  office  in  Saray  district  of 
Tekirdağ on 7 March to serve a sentence imposed on him by Ankara Penal Court No. 5. 
However, the prison administration only accepted him on 8 March, after it had been informed 
on the conviction. Yılmaz Odabaşı had been sentenced to 1 year 6 months in prison and 
fined  to  TL 933  million  by  Ankara  SSC on  the  accusations  of  “disseminating  separatist 
propaganda” in his book “Düş ve Yaşam/Dream and Life”, on 6 March 1997. Odabaşı had 
protested this decision saying “I am ashamed of living in the same age and same country as 
you” and was remanded for that. A trial had been launched against him on the grounds that 
“he insulted the court.” Odabaşı had been released on 8 March 1997, but was sentenced to 
imprisonment by Ankara Penal Court No. 5 on 14 September 1998.

In a separate case Odabaşı had been sentenced to 18 months' imprisonment by Ankara 
Penal Court No. 2 on charges of “insulting Atatürk and the national anthem” in the same 
book. He had entered the prison on 12 March 1999 and was released from Saray Prison on 
8 September 1999 in connection with the “press amnesty”.

Yılmaz Odabaşı was released on 2 June. 

Yusuf Akbulut 
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Yusuf Akbulut, the priest of Mother Mary Syriac Church in Mardin, who made a statement 
after  the  US House  of  Representatives  Committee  on International  Relations  adopted  a 
resolution  affirming  the  Armenian  genocide,  and  said  “Syriacs  were  also  subjected  to 
genocide along with the Armenians,” was detained on 5 October. The police officers also 
seized  the  video  and  photograph  cameras  of  DHA  (Doğan  News  Agency)  reporters 
Ramazan Yavuz and Özgür Cebe, who were waiting at the door of the Church during the 
detention of Yusuf Akbulut.

On 21  December,  the  first  hearing  of  the  case  against  Yusuf  Akbulut  on  allegations  of 
“inciting the people to hate and enmity” was held at the Diyarbakır SSC. Akbulut’s lawyer 
Abdülkadir  Pekdemir  stated the “press ethics and principles”  had been violated while  his 
client was talking to the journalists. The hearing was adjourned to 2001.

Murat Çelik

The trial  launched against  lawyer  Murat Çelik,  Contemporary Lawyers Association (ÇHD) 
İstanbul Branch Chairman, on the accusations of “insulting the court,” ended in acquittal at 
Beyoğlu Criminal Court No. 2 on 3 May. Çelik had been prosecuted for saying “fascist SSC” 
in the speech at the HRA on 13 December 1998. 

Mehmet Ali Özüdoğru

Two separate trials launched against İzmir Kemalpaşa district Mayor Mehmet Ali Özüdoğru 
(from FP) because of saying in a wedding ceremony, “I declare you wife-and-husband on the 
authority granted to me by the Law of Medine,” and “We should organize our lives according 
to our beliefs” at İzmir SSC, ended on 29 February. Özüdoğru was acquitted from the former 
trial, by correcting his words saying, “I mistakenly said Medine instead of Medeni (Civil) law.” 
And in the second trial, he was sentenced to 10 months in prison and fined TL 350,000. 

Ali Bayramoğlu

Ali  Bayramoğlu,  Chairman  of  Individual  Industrialists  and  Businessmen  Association 
(MÜSİAD) was sentenced to 1 year in prison and fined TL 1.5 million under Article 312/2 
TPC for a speech he gave in the inauguration ceremony of MÜSİAD Kayseri branch on 28 
June 1999. Ankara SSC suspended the sentence for 5 years in the verdict passed on 20 
March. 

Teatra Jiyana Nü

The  trial  launched  against  the  actors  of  Teatra  Jiyana  Nü  (New  Life  Theatre)  on  the 
accusations of “disseminating separatist propaganda” under Article 312 TPC concluded on 
10 April. Adana SSC sentenced Saniye Tunç, Erdal Ceviz, Turan Adıgüzel, Erhan Yıldırım, 
Ali Köroğlu, Servet Özkan, Kemal Ulusoy, Kemal Orgun, Yıldız Gültekin, Cihan Özdemir and 
Murat Batgi to 10 months in prison. The sentence was commuted to a fine. The police had 
raided the Mesopotamian Culture Center (MKM) Mersin Branch Theatre Hall,  where their 
play was staged, on 2 November 1997 and detained the actors. Actors Kemal Ulusoy and 
Servet Özkan had been remanded and the theatre hall had been closed. 

Yılmaz Çamlıbel

In June the Court of Cassation ratified the 1 year prison sentence given to Yılmaz 
Çamlıbel, Chairman of the DBP, in connection with a speech he made at the HRA 
Kütahya Branch on 14 December 1992. Adana SSC had convicted him under Article 
312 TPC.
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Tarık Algın

Tarık Algın had been tried at Ankara SSC for saying in a letter to the State President, 
the Prime Minister, the Constitutional Court and all state security courts that these 
institutions were attacking Muslims that reached the quality of insults.  In April  the 
Court of Cassation confirmed the sentence of 2 years' imprisonment against him.

Hüseyin Gazi Metin

The trial launched against the writer Hüseyin Gazi Metin on the charges of “inciting to 
hatred among people” in his book titled “Human, God, Religions and Shiism” resulted 
in acquittal in September. Ankara SSC had heard the case under Article 312 TPC.

Yalçın Küçük

The Court of Cassation upheld the imprisonment term of 4 years 6 months given to Yalçın 
Küçük under Article 169 TPC. At the time Yalçın Küçük was serving another sentence in 
Gebze  Prison.  He  had  been  imprisoned  since  October  1998  and  was  released  on  23 
December. 

Zeynel Abidin Kızılyaprak

In December İstanbul SSC sentenced journalist Zeynel Abidin Kızılyaprak to 1 year 4 months 
in prison and fined him TL 1.3 billion in connection with two articles in the book “1900’den 
2000’e Kronolojik Albüm Kürtler” (Chronological  album of Kurds from 1900 to 2000). The 
book had been distributed by the defunct daily Özgür Bakış and was confiscated in February.

Nurullah Aydın

On 27 March Ankara Criminal Court No. 2 acquitted Nurullah Aydın, lecturer at Gazi 
University, Faculty of Communication, from charges under Article 159 TPC in a book 
entitled “National Strategy Concept”. 

Fikret Başkaya

The trial launched against Dr. Fikret Başkaya in connection with his article published in the 
daily  Özgür  Bakiş  on 1 June 1999 on charges of  “disseminating  separatist  propaganda” 
under Article 8 of the Anti-Terror Law concluded on 13 June. İstanbul SSC sentenced him to 
one year in prison and fined him TL 1 billion. 

Şevki Yılmaz

In  July  the  9th Chamber  of  the  Court  of  Cassation  upheld  the  25  month  prison 
sentence given by Düzce Criminal Court to Şevki Yılmaz, a parliamentarian with the 
closed RP on the grounds of “insulting Atatürk and the State”.

Feridun Yazar

Diyarbakır Public Prosecution Chief Office indicted lawyer Feridun Yazar, a member of the 
Initiative  Group  of  the  Democratic  Movement  on  charges  of  “disseminating  separatist 
propaganda” in his speech on Medya TV on 16 January. The indictment was prepared in 
July, but the trial did not conclude in 200.
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Yıldız İmrek

The trail  launched against Yıldız İmrek, former Malatya Provincial  Chairwoman of EMEP, 
charged under Article 159 TPC for a speech she had given at a meeting on 19 December 
1998 concluded on 20 June. Malatya Criminal Court acquitted her. 

Nihat Behram

In October writer Nihat Behram won the compensation case against the Ministry of 
the Interior on the grounds that he had been detained unlawfully. Behram had been 
detained at İstanbul Atatürk Airport on 29 November 1997 on the grounds that an 
arrest warrant in absentia had been issued for him. Nihat Behram had claimed TL 
250 million from the Ministry of Interior and received TL 100 million in compensation 
for unlawful detention. Nihat Behram had been put on trial in 1984 on the charges of 
“making  communist  propaganda”  in  an  article  titled  “Three  Shots  on  a  Gallows” 
published  in  the  daily  Vatan  on  1976,  but  the  trial  had  been  dismissed  on  1 
December 1989 due lapse of time and the decision of arrest in absentia had been 
lifted. 

Feyhan Güver

The prosecutor  in Beyoğlu (İstanbul)  indicted Feyhan Güver  in connection with  a 
cartoon in the journal “Leman” on 22 July. The cartoon allegedly incited and exploited 
the sexual felling of the people. The case based on the indictment from November 
did not conclude in 2000. 

İsmail Türüt

A case was opened against Turkish Folk Music singer İsmail Türüt on the accusations of 
“praising an act which is considered a crime” in his song prepared for the election campaign 
of Şevki Yılmaz, Rize MP with the closed RP. İstanbul Public Prosecution Office prepared 
the indictment in November based on Article 312/1 TPC. İstanbul Penal Court No. 3 did not 
finish the trial in 2000. 

Ahmet Altan

The  case  opened  against  writer  Ahmet  Altan  and  Murat  Tunalı,  editor-in-chief  with  the 
Journal Aktüel on charges of “insulting the army” commenced at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 
2 on 8 December.  Ahmet Altan,  who has been prosecuted in  connection with  his  article 
published  in  Aktüel  titled  “To  be  Afraid  One  Morning”  said  in  the  hearing  that  he  was 
prosecuted  for  criticizing  the  generals  and  that  the  immunity  of  these  people  whom  he 
criticized derived from turning a blind eye on some of their attitudes and acts. Altan stated 
that  only the writers and intellectuals  were prosecuted and that prosecutors who opened 
cases against the writers for the things they wrote did not open cases against the generals 
who committed crimes. The hearing was postponed to 2001 in order to hear Murat Tunalı. 

Suzan Samancı, Ayşe Düzkan, Semra Somersan, Sevil Erol, Gülizar Tuncer

Diyarbakır  SSC  opened  a  case  against  Suzan  Samancı,  columnist  with  the  daily  Yeni 
Gündem, journalist Ayşe Düzkan, journalist Semra Somersan, Sevil Eroy, General Secretary 
of the Confederation of Public Laborers’ Trade Unions (KESK) and lawyer Gülizar Tuncer in 
connection with the panel titled “ Women in Life, Women on 8 March”, organized on 8 March 
World Women Day in Diyarbakır. The indictment stated that the speeches on problems of 
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women  around  the  world  and  in  the  area  contained  separatist  propaganda.  The  Court 
acquitted the defendants in the first hearing on 22 December. 

Songül Özkan

The  trial  launched  against  Songül  Özkan,  the  owner  of  Evrensel  Publishing  House,  in 
connection  with  the  book  entitled  “Kurdish  Problem and Democratization”  on charges of 
“inciting people to hatred and enmity” concluded on 11 July. İstanbul SSC sentenced her to 2 
years in prison and a fined of TL 182 million. 

The Congress “No to Sexual Assault and Rape”

In December Beyoğlu (İstanbul) Prosecutor Mustafa Gülsoy finished his investigation 
into speeches delivered at the conference „No to sexual assault and rape“ held in 
İstanbul on 10 and 11 June 2000. He decided to put 16 women on trial for „insulting 
the military and security forces“. Ümran Yurdakul, Özgül Han, Gülizar Tuncer, Suna 
Aras, Duygu Aydın, Tülay Çaglar and Berrin Taş from the organizing committee were 
to be charged with 5 violations of this provision and the speakers (victims) Nazlı Top, 
Fatma Karakaş, Nahide Kılıç, Fatma Kara, Safiye Top, Zeynep Ovayaoğlu, Temim 
Salmanoğlu, Cemile Güçlü and Sultan Seçik stood accused of having violated the 
provision between one and three times.

Abdurrahman Sarıoğlu

An  official  interrogation  was  lodged  in  May  against  lawyer  Abdurrahman  Sarıoğlu  who 
protested  that  the  handcuffs  of  the  defendants  prosecuted  in  the  “Islamic  Movement 
Organization” trial held at İstanbul SSC on 22 May, were not taken off while going to the 
toilet. Sarıoğlu was accused of “inciting people to hatred and enmity,” under Article 312 TPC. 
In the hearing Sarıoğlu said, “These defendants are not secular, they are Muslims. They prey 
five times a day. Their underwear must be clean. Therefore their handcuffs should have been 
taken off in the toilet. How can a person who can not go to the toilet, make a defense in the 
trial?” 

Mehmet Ali Birand

The case opened against  Mehmet Ali  Birand on charges of “aiding members of İBDA-C” 
commenced on 30 October. Birand had broadcast his telephone interview with the prisoner 
Burak Çileli in Metris Prison live on CNN during a riot carried out by the prisoners prosecuted 
in the İBDA-C trial on 7 January. İstanbul acquitted Mehmet Ali Birand from charges under 
Article 169 TPC on 13 December.

Other Journalists and Writers on Trial

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 03.01.2000 “Democracy not based on Promises” 

Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC
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Verdict: On 17.05.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.8 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 644 million

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 06.01.2000 “Warning to the Forces in the South “ 

Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 17.05.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.28 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 644 million

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 07.01.2000 “Call for Summit” and “Declaration of 
the Central Committee of the PKK”

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), Article 6/2 LFT, and 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 19.06.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.28 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 644 million

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 08.01.2000 “Liquidation is Reason for Legitimate 
Defense”, “Name it First” and “We understood you late”

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), Article 6/2 LFT, and 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 26.09.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 2.5 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 1.8 billion. The court also decided on the closure of the paper for 6 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan
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Incriminated  article: Articles  of  09.01.2000  “Execution  will  start  War”,  “Call  for 
Action from ERNK” and “Let the 11,000 not Die”

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), Article 6/2 LFT, and 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 13.09.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 2.5 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 1.19 billion. The court also decided on the closure of the paper for 7 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 10.01.2000 “KNK, ERNK, HİK, KAB: Kurds React 
against Death Penalty”

Charges: Article 6/2 LFT, additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 01.08.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.28 and Cihan Çapan TL 
644 million

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 12.01.2000 “Murat Karayılan: Öcalan is the Future 
of Turkey” and “We are waiting for Voices from Amed” 

Charges: Articles 6/2 and 8/2 LFT, additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 08.11.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 2.14 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 647 million. The court also decided on the closure of the paper for one month.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 15.01.2000 “Evaluation of Decision by the CC of the 
PKK” 

Charges: Article 6/2 LFT, additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC
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Verdict: On 02.08.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.28 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 644 million

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 18.01.2000 “I bow in Respect in Front of İmralı” and 
“The years 2000 are the Years of Freedom for the Kurdish People” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), additional Article 2/1 
of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  21.09.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.288  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 6.18 billion

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan

Incriminated  article: Articles  on  23.01.2000  “On  Hizb-i  Kontra  Operations”  and 
(S.Aydınlık):”Conditional Release and Increased Responsibility” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), additional Article 2/1 
of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 24.10.2000 the court fined Cihan Çapan TL 4.15 billion

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated  article: Article  on  25.01.2000  “Return  to  the  Country  and  March 
towards Freedom”, “From Susurluk to Hezbollah” 

Charges: Article 8/2 LFT (separatist propaganda), additional Article 2/1 of the Press 
Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 08.11.2000 the  court  fined Halis  Doğan TL 1  billion  and sentenced 
Cihan Çapan to 13 months' imprisonment and a fine of TL 111 million. The court also 
decided on the closure of the paper for one month.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan
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Incriminated article: Article on 04.02.2000 “The Kurds are the Motor of Democracy” 

Charges: Article 8/2 LFT (separatist propaganda), additional Article 2/1 of the Press 
Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 28.06.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.7 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 783 million

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 08.02.2000 “Panel on Kurdish Uprisings in Batman” 

Charges: Article 8/2 LFT (separatist propaganda), additional Article 2/1 of the Press 
Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 18.08.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.7 billion and sentenced 
Cihan Çapan to 16 months' imprisonment and a fine of TL 1.6 billion. The court also 
decided on the closure of the paper for 7 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated  article: Article  on  10.02.2000  “Decision  of  PKK’s  7th Extraordinary 
Congress” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), additional Article 2/1 
of the Press Law 

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 13.06.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.7 billion

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 11.02.2000 “From the Congress” and “O. Öcalan 
evaluates the decisions of the 7th Congress” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), Article 6/2 LFT, and 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC
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Verdict: On 28.06.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.7 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 3.459 billion

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 15.02.2000 “Great Play”, “History of Getting out of 
the Middle East”, “Kurdish Leaders on Theater Stage” 

Charges: Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  Article  6/2  LFT 
(publish announcements of an illegal organization), and additional Article 2/1 of the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 21.09.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.7 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 4.147 billion. The court also decided on the closure of the paper for 5 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 16.02.2000 “Dear Prime Minister Masimo Di Tlemo” 
(letter of A.Öcalan), “Kurdish Leaders on Theater Stage” 

Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  03.10.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.446  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 723 million. The court also decided on the closure of the paper for 5 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 17.02.2000 “Democracy should not Remain Words” 

Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  28.06.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.735  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 867 million.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan
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Incriminated article: Article on 19.02.2000 “D.Kalkan: There won't be a democratic 
society, if the plot is not uncovered” 

Charges:  Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  Article  6/2  LFT 
(publish announcements of an illegal organization), and additional Article 2/1 of the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  02.11.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.735  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 5.788 billion.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated  article: Article  on  20.02.2000  “March  to  Rome  for  Öcalan”  and 
“Answer to the questions found” 

Charges: Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  Article  6/2  LFT 
(publish announcements of an illegal organization), and additional Article 2/1 of the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 13.09.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 867 million and Cihan Çapan 
TL 5.85 billion. The court also decided to close the paper for 7 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 21.02.2000 “Presidential Council of the PKK: Take 
Possession of the Chairmen”, “This will lead to new tension” 

Charges: Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  Article  6/2  LFT 
(publish announcements of an illegal organization), and additional Article 2/1 of the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  13.06.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.446  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 723 million.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 22.02.2000 “There are Efforts to Spoil  the Peace 
Process” 
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Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 02.08.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.7 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 867 million. The court also decided to close the paper for 90 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article  on  24.02.2000 “Öcalan:  The Play  of  Profiteers“  and 
“The tension are the last moves of the Producers” 

Charges: Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  Article  6/2  LFT 
(publish announcements of an illegal organization), and additional Article 2/1 of the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  03.10.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.446  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 4.875 billion. The court also decided to close the paper for one month.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 25.02.2000 “A.Öcalan: The Play of Profiteers“ and 
“M. Karasu: Don't run away from the Solution” 

Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  06.05.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.735  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 867 million. The court also decided to close the paper for 6 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 26.02.2000 “PKK Presidential Council: The Peace 
Project is under Attack” and “Freedom for whom, solidarity with whom” 

Charges: Articles 6/2 and 8/2 LFT (publish announcements of an illegal organization, 
separatist propaganda), additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC
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Verdict: On  13.06.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.446  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 723 million.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 27.02.2000 “PKK stated to have no connection to 
HADEP” 

Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  12.07.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.735  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 867 million.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 29.02.2000 “Oppression is Lack of Solution” 

Charges: Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  Article  6/2  LFT 
(publish announcements of an illegal organization), and additional Article 2/1 of the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 26.9.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.735 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 867 million. The court also decided to close the paper for 3 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 01.03.2000 “The Problems cannot be solved by one 
side” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), additional Article 2/1 
of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 13.09.2000 the court fined Cihan Çapan TL 4.988 billion. The court also 
decided to close the paper for 7 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Page 239



HRFT Annual Report 2000

Incriminated article: Article of 07.03.2000 “PJKK Central Committee: Peace will be 
established with the Heart of a Free Woman” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), additional Article 2/1 
of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 19.10.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.42 billion and sentenced 
Cihan Çapan to 45 months' imprisonment.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated  article: Article  on  08.03.2000  “The  Women  buried  Slavery  in 
Darkness” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), additional Article 2/1 
of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: Acquittal.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated  article: Articles  on  09.03.2000  “Peace  Project  of  PKK”  and 
“Democracy is among the basics of Women” 

Charges: Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  Article  6/2  LFT 
(publish announcements of an illegal organization), and additional Article 2/1 of the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  13.06.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.183  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 591 million.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article  on  12.03.2000 “O.  Öcalan:  The True Identity  of  the 
Project” 

Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law
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Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 02.08.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.42 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 710 million. The court also decided to close the paper for 90 day.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 13.03.2000 “We Support the Peace Project” and 
“From the editor: The Peace Project and Poll among Soldiers” 

Charges:  Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  Article  6/2  LFT 
(publish announcements of an illegal organization), and additional Article 2/1 of the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  13.06.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.183  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 591 million.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated  article: Articles  on  14.03.2000  “We  Submit  the  Project  of  Lasting 
Peace to the Democratic Forces” and “Demagogy of Ethnic Reaction and Reality”

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), additional Article 2/1 
of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 01.08.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.42 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 5.68 billion.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 21.03.2000 “The Tires are Ready”, “Three matches 
that killed Death”, “An operation is no solution” and “Öcalan: The language of solution 
is Compromise and Peace” 

Charges:  Article  312  TPC  (incitement  to  hatred  and  enmity),  "separatist 
propaganda", Article 6/2 LFT (publish announcements of illegal organizations) and 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 19.10.2000 the court fined Halis Doğan TL 1.42 billion and Cihan Çapan 
TL 710 million
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Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan

Incriminated article: Article on 24.03.2000 “The Peace Project and the Question of 
Turkey to make Priorities” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), additional Article 2/1 
of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  01.11.2000  the  court  sentenced  Cihan  Çapan  to  45  months' 
imprisonment.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 02.04.2000 “The PKK is for an Alliance” 

Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  12.09.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.479  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 739 million. The court also decided to close the paper for day.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 04.04.2000 “May he represent  the Future – the 
State President” and “Celebrating the birthday of Öcalan” 

Charges: Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  Article  6/2  LFT 
(publish announcements of an illegal organization), and additional Article 2/1 of the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: The Court find Halis Doğan TL 1.48 billion on 21.12.2000. The trial against 
Cihan Çapan continued.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 11.04.2000 “He always stuck to the Aims” and “It 
should represent the whole society” 
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Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  18.08.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.479  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 739 million. The court also decided to close the paper for 6 days.

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 14.04.2000 “We shall create a free future” 

Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  19.12.2000  the  court  fined  Halis  Doğan  TL 1.479  billion  and  Cihan 
Çapan TL 739 million.

Defendants: Yeni Evrensel editor-in-chief Tuncay Seyman

Incriminated article: Article on 6 June 1999 “The Kurdish Question or the Struggle 
for Complete Equality” 

Charges: Article 312 TPC

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On  17  February  Tuncay  Seyman  was  sentenced  to  20  months' 
imprisonment. The sentence was commuted to a fine. The court also decided on the 
closure of the paper for 10 days.

Defendants: Hürriyet editor-in-chief Hasan Kılıç

Incriminated article: Comment on the NSC on 4 November 1997 under the title of 
“A historic decision” 

Charges: “publishing State secrets”

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: Acquittal on 3 May
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Defendants: Cumhuriyet editor-in-chief Fikret İlkiz, journalist Sadullah Usumi

Incriminate article: Article on 24 May 2000 “Will it be possible to charge the 12th of 
September?”

Charges: “insulting the republic and the army”

Heard at: İstanbul Criminal Court No. 2

Verdict: Acquittal on 10 November.

Defendants: Cumhuriyet editor-in-chief Fikret İlkiz, journaist Aydın Engin

Incriminated article: Article on 24 May 2000 “The Justice Minister and the Prisoner 
are Ready. Are we?” and “I declined and won't write”

Charges: “insulting the republic and the army”

Heard at: İstanbul Criminal Court No. 2

Verdict: Acquittal on 10 November

Defendants: Journal Emekçiler owner and editor-in-chief Ahmet Kaya

Incriminated article: Article in edition 11: “The period created a defacto situation” 

Charges: “separatist propaganda”

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: In December Kaya was sentenced to 5 months' imprisonment and a fine of 
TL 150 million. The sentence was commuted to a fine of 450 million TL.

Defendants: Weekly Roja Teze owner Vedat Mavlay, editor-in-chief Salih Sevinç

Incriminated article: 3 Articles on 4 October 1999 

Charges: "separatist propaganda"

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Verdict: On 26 May the court sentenced Sevinç to 1 year, 10 days' imprisonment 
and a fine of TL 800 million. Mavlay was fined TL 1 billion
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Cases that did not end in 2000 

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan

Incriminated article: Article on 08.11.1999 by Haydar Ergül from the First Peace 
Group

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization) 

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article of 12.02.2000 “Call for Freedom from the Presidential 
Council” and “New Period” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), Article 6/2 LFT, and 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article of 13.02.2000 “Huge Protest against Plot” and “Call of 
the Presidential Council of the PKK: Don't leave your houses on 15 February”

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), Article 6/2 LFT, and 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan

Incriminated article: Article on 05.03.2000 “About the Attacks on HADEP”

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), additional Article 2/1 
of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan
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Incriminated article: Article on 10.03.2000 “Öcalan Commented on the Discussions 
to Politicize: More Democracy”, “Poetic Message from Öcalan” and “FORUM on 8 
March” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC, additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 17.03.2000 “Some Specifics of  the new Kurdish 
Strategy” (Kani Yılmaz) and “Democratic Republic” (Veysi Kemal Sarısözen)

Charges: Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  "separatist 
propaganda" and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Articles on 19.03.2000 “Either all or nobody” and “Blood lead to 
Uprising” 

Charges: Article  6/2  LFT  (publish  announcements  of  an  illegal  organization), 
additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated  article: Articles  on  20.03.2000  “Proposed  Solution  parallel  to  the 
PKK”,”The  aim  is  regional  unity”,  “Only  the  gangs  are  afraid  of  a  solution”  and 
“Newroz be Peace” 

Charges:  Article  169  TPC  (support  for  an  illegal  organization),  Article  6/2  LFT 
(publish announcements of an illegal organization), and additional Article 2/1 of the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan
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Incriminated  article: Articles  on  28.03.2000  “Tension  before  Operation”  and 
“Karasu: An operation means War” 

Charges:  Article  312  TPC  (incitement  to  hatred  and  enmity),  "separatist 
propaganda", Articles 6/2 and 8/2 LFT, additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan

Incriminated article: Article on 29.03.2000 “Newroz and the Reality Behind”

Charges: Article 169 TPC (support for an illegal organization), additional Article 2/1 
of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, owner Halis Doğan

Incriminated article: Article on 05.04.2000 “We celebrate the Rising of Our Sun” 

Charges: "separatist propaganda", Article 6/2 LFT (publish announcements of illegal 
organizations) and 8/2., additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan

Incriminated article: Article on 06.04.2000 “Upcoming Contradiction: Different Kind” 

Charges: Article  169  TPC,  "separatist  propaganda",  additional  Article  2/1  of  the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Özgür Bakış editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan, journalist A.Yılmaz

Incriminated article: Article on 07.04.2000 “Sensitivity on War and Peace” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC, Articles 6/2 and 8/2 LFT,  additional  Article 2/1 of  the 
Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC
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Defendants: 2000’de  Yeni  Gündem  editor-in-chief  Erdal  Taş,  writer  Ahmet 
Kahraman

Incriminated article: Article on 04.09.2000 “Merhaba”

Charges: Article 312 TPC (incitement to hatred and enmity), additional Article 2/1 of 
the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş, owner M. Emin Yıldız

Incriminated article: Article on 26.09.2000 “PKK: Ceasefire in Danger” 

Charges: Article 6 LFT and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş, owner M. Emin Yıldız

Incriminated  article: Articles  on  10.11.2000  “PKK  Leader  Öcalan:  Call  on  the 
democratic forces to prepare a project in line with EU process”

Charges: Article 6 LFT and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş

Incriminated article: Article on 24.11.2000 “Our Age with Fear and Chaos” 

Charges: Article 312 TPC and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş, owner M. Emin Yıldız

Incriminated  article: Articles  on  27.11.2000 “There  are  not  only  Turks  in 
Parliament”,  “Regards  to  İmralı-Long Live  the  Brotherhood  of  Peoples”  and  “Our 
march is the possibility of Freedom” 
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Charges: Article 169 TPC, Article 8 LFT and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş, owner M. Emin Yıldız

Incriminated article: Article on 03.12.2000 “PKK Prisoners on Hunger Strike” 

Charges: Article 6 LFT and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş, owner M. Emin Yıldız

Incriminated article: Articles on 24.11.2000 “Kurds and Change” 

Charges: "separatist propaganda" and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş

Incriminated article: Article on 08.12.2000 “PKK Leader A.Öcalan: The steps have 
to be taken at the time, the real attack comes in spring” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş, owner M. Emin Yıldız

Incriminated  article: Article  on  13.12.2000 “Protest  at  YNK-PKK  is  ready  for 
ceasefire” 

Charges: "separatist propaganda" and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş, owner M. Emin Yıldız

Incriminated article: Article on 15.12.2000 “On the YNK Attacks” 
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Charges: "separatist propaganda" and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş, owner M. Emin Yıldız

Incriminated article: Eleven different articles on 21.12.2000, mainly on the situation 
in the prisons

Charges: Article 312 TPC, Article 6 LFT and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendant: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş

Incriminated article: Article  on  22.12.2000 “They did  not  burn  themselves”  and 
similar articles on the operation in prison. 

Charges: Articles 169 and 312 TPC and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendant: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş

Incriminated article: Article on 25.12.2000 “Karayılan: A Plan to Isolate the PKK” 

Charges: Article 169 TPC and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş, owner M. Emin Yıldız

Incriminated article: Article on 28.12.2000 “PKK Celebrate Ramadan Feast” 

Charges: Article 6 LFT and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: 2000’de Yeni Gündem editor-in-chief Erdal Taş, owner M. Emin Yıldız
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Incriminated article: Article on 30.12.2000 “PKK stretches out to the Kurds in the 
South in 2001” 

Charges: Article 6 LFT and additional Article 2/1 of the Press Law

Heard at: İstanbul SSC

Defendants: Yeni  Evrensel  editor-in-chief  Fatih  Polat,  editor-in-chief  Bülent 
Falakoğlu

Incriminated article: Article of 21 April Democracy under Orders” 

Charges: Article 159 TPC

Heard at: Bakırköy Criminal Court No. 2

Next hearing: 21 March 2001

Defendants: Yeni Evrensel editor-in-chief Bülent Falakoğlu, writer Ahmet Yaşaroğlu

Incriminated  article: Article  on  8  March  and  3  April  “Trying  to  Be  Assisting 
Enterprise” and “Amazing Logic” 

Charges: “Article 159 TPC

Heard at: Bakırköy Criminal Court No 2

Next hearing: 21 March 2001

Defendants: Yeni Evrensel editor-in-chief Bülent Falakoğlu, writer Cihan Soylu

Incriminated article: Article of 2 and 17 April “Lie of National Will” and “Democracy 
Theater”

Charges: “Article 159 TPC

Heard at: Bakırköy Criminal Court No. 2

Next hearing: 21 March 2001

Defendants: Journal  Aktüel  editor-in-chief  lawyer  Ahmet  Çoban,  lawyer  Adnan 
Ekinci
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Incriminated article: Article on a survey by İstanbul Bar Association on fraud in the 
judiciary

Charges: Article 159 TPC

Heard at: İstanbul Beyoğlu Criminal Court No. 2

Defendants: Çınar editor-in-chief Güler Yıldız

Incriminated article: Article on 15 September 1999 on the book of Nadire Mater 
“Soldier's Book”

Charges: Article 159 TPC

Heard at: Mersin Criminal Court No. 1

Next hearing: 2 April 2001

Hasan Çakkalkurt,  Eren Güvener,  Doğan Satmış,  Semra Uncu, Saffet Serdar 
Akbıyık

The case opened against the editor-in-chiefs of the dailies who published the letters of the 
Mafia leaders, Alaattin Çakıcı and Nuri Ergin sent from Kartal Prison, on charges of “helping 
the gang” commenced at İstanbul SSC on 21 November. Hasan Çakkalkurt, editor-in-chief 
with the daily Radikal, Eren Güvener, editor-in-chief with the daily Milliyet, and Doğan Satmış 
editor-in-chief with the daily Hürriyet who testified at the hearing rejected the accusations and 
emphasized that they had published the letters “with the intention of publishing a news”. The 
hearing was postponed to receive the testimonies of Semra Uncu, editor-in-chief with the 
daily Sabah and Saffet Serdar, editor-in-chief with the daily Star.

Sedat İmza

In December a case was launched against Sedat İmza, owner and editor-in-chief of 
the  journal  “Özgürlük  Dünyası”  in  connection  with  an  article  in  edition  103  of 
September  2000.  Beyoğlu  Public  Prosecution  Office  claimed  that  the  article  had 
insulted the Republic and the government. 

Ayşe Düzkan, Nur Balkanlı

The  August  edition  of  the  journal  “Pazartesi”  included  an  article  entitled  “Nazi 
Methods in  the  Prisons”.  İstanbul  SSC heard the  case against  the  editor-in-chief 
Ayşe Düzkan and the owner Nur Balkanlı. The trial started on 17 October, but did not 
conclude in 2000.
5.1.1. Confiscated Books and Trials

The HRFT  discovered  that  in  2000  bans on  24 books  from 20 publishing  houses were 
issued. Most of these books concentrated on the Kurdish question, but also human rights, 
the history of the Turkey left and sexuality. Diyarbakır SSC issued bans on seven books of 
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the author Mehmed Uzun, who is living in Sweden. Six of these books had been written in 
Kurdish. Following an objection the decision was taken back.

Answering  a  question  by İstanbul  MP Emre Kocaoğlu  the Interior  Minister  Rüştü  Kazım 
Yücelen stated on 11.02.2002 that in 2000 a total of 1,565 publications had been confiscated 
in 2000. 

“İBO-İbrahim Kaypakkaya”- Turan Feyzioğlu

The trial against writer Turan Feyzioğlu and publisher Mustafa Demir on charges of “making 
propaganda  for  an  illegal  organization  and  separatism”  in  the  book  “İBO-İbrahim 
Kaypakkaya” which is a biography of İbrahim Kaypakkaya, founder of the Turkish Workers’ 
Peasants’  Liberation  Army  (TİKKO),  commenced  at  İstanbul  SSC  on  14  August.  Turan 
Feyzioğlu  stated that  his  book was  based on the  information  and  documents  that  were 
published before and that he only gave information in the book and did not disclose his own 
thoughts. The trial did not end in 2000.

“Kod Adı Hizbullah-Türkiye Hizbullahı’nın Anatomisi”-Faik Bulut and Mehmet Faraç

In April İstanbul Penal Court No. 3 ordered the confiscation of the second edition of the book 
titled  “Nickname:  Hezbollah,  The  Story  of  the  Turkish  Branch  of  Hezbollah,”  written  by 
journalist-writer  Faik  Bulut  and  journalist  Mehmet  Faraç,  on  the  grounds  that  the  book 
“insulted the republic and security forces.”

The  case  launched  against  Faik  Bulut  and  Mehmet  Faraç  in  connection  with  the  book 
concluded at İstanbul Criminal Court on 22 September. Faik Bulut, Mehmet Faraç and the 
publisher Mustafa Demir were acquitted. 

“Kim bu Fethullah Gülen”- Faik Bulut

İstanbul Penal Court No. 2 confiscated the book entitled “Who is Fetullah Gülen” written by 
Faik Bulut, on 25 February. The book had been confiscated in 1999 and a trial had been 
launched against Mustafa Demir, director of Ozan Publishing House and writer Faik Bulut on 
accusations of “insulting Atatürk.” The trial had ended in acquittal at İstanbul Penal Court No. 
2 on 28 April 1999. Mustafa Demir stated that they could not learn the reason of the decision 
to confiscate the book for the second time. 

“Teyre Baz ya da Bir Kürt İşadamı: Hüseyin Baybaşin”- Mehmet Baksi

In  January  İstanbul  SSC  ordered  the  confiscation  of  the  book  “Kurdish  Businessman: 
Hüseyin Baybaşin” written by Mehmet Baksi and published by Peri Publishing House on the 
grounds that it incited people to hatred and enmity.  The owner of Peri Publishing House, 
Ahmet Önal, was indicted on the same charges. 

“Ben Kimin Kurbanıyım,” “Burası Cezaevi”- Emine Şenlikoğlu

In September İstanbul SSC ordered the confiscation of the books “Whose Victim am I” and 
“This is prison here” written by Emine Şenlikoğlu and published by Recep Özkan on the 
grounds that  it  incited  people  to  hatred and enmity.  The author  and the  publisher  were 
indicted under Article 312 TPC. The first hearing was held on 6 December. Recep Özkan 
stated that the book “Whose Victim am I” had been published 6 years ago and lawyers had 
asserted him that there was nothing illegal.

“Yıkılan/Boşaltılan Köyler ve Göç”- Vedat Çetin, Şükrü Erbaş
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In July the public prosecutor indicted Vedat Çetin for the book “Destroyed and Burned Down 
Villages/Migration”. Şükrü Erbaş, the author of one article was also indicted under Article 159 
TPC. 

Here is a list of some confiscated books in 2000:
Publishers Author Title

Peri Publ. House Hayri Argav “New East Offensive of the West”

Sorun Publ. House Mehmet 
Kemal Işık

“Famous  Kurdish  and  First  Generation 
Intellectuals”

İletişim Publ. House Jonathan 
Ames

“One Man too Many”

Aram Publ. House Mahmut Baksi “Each Bird flies with its own Breed”

Aram Publ. House Mahmut Baksi “March to Rome”

Aram Publ. House A. Öcalan “Speeches in Rome”

Avesta Publ. House Mehmed Uzun “Roni Mina Evine Tari Mina Mirine”

Avesta Publ. House Mehmed Uzun “Bira Qedere (Well of Fate)”

Gendaş Publ. House Mehmed Uzun “Light like Love, Darkness Like Death”

Nujen Publ. House Mehmed Uzun “Language and Novel”

Beybun Publ. House Mehmed Uzun “Introduction to Kurdish Literature”

Tüm Zamanlar  Publ. 
House

Mehmed Uzun “Antology of Kurdish Literature, Vol. 2”

Ozan Publ. House’ Nihat Behram “Biography of a Communist: İ. Kaypakkaya”

Arayış Publ. House Yaşathak 
Arslan (Ed.)

“1982 Writings”

İletişim Publ. House Wadie 
Jwaideh 

“History of Kurdish Nationalism”

Evrensel  Publ. 
House

Derleme “The Kurdish Question and Democracy”

Hades Apollanaire “One thousand and one Whip”

Hades Hurşit Dara “Being an Adult”

Court cases on books that were confiscated before 2000

“Mehmedin Kitabı”-Nadire Mater, Semih Sökmen

The trial against journalist Nadire Mater, representative of “Reporters sans Frontiers” (RSF) 
in  Turkey,  on  charges  of  “insulting  the  military  forces  of  the  state”  in  her  book  entitled 
“Mehmedin  Kitabı-Mehmet’s  Book”,  and  Semih  Sökmen,  owner  of  the  Metis  Publication 
House, who published the book, continued at Beyoğlu Criminal Court No. 2 on 7 July. In the 
hearing, expertise report prepared by Köksal Bayraktar, staff member with the Galatasaray 
University  Law Faculty,  was  heard.  The  report  of  Bayraktar  defended  that  “there  is  no 
offence in the book”. The book presents testimony of 42 soldiers and their relatives in their 
experience during their military service in the Southeast.
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The trial concluded at Beyoğlu Criminal Penal Court No. 2 on 1 October. The court board 
decided to acquit Nadire Mater and Semih Sökmen and to lift the decision to confiscate the 
book. 

“Bir Gizli Servis Mensubunun Anıları”-Yılmaz Tekin

A trial was launched against former officer of the National Intelligence Organization (MİT) 
Yılmaz Tekin and the publisher Ümit Gürtuna in connection with the book “Memoirs of a 
Secret Service Member” that Tekin wrote after being retired. The book had been confiscated 
in November 1999. Ankara Criminal Court No. 4 concluded the trial on 13 April. The court 
decided on acquittal of Yılmaz Tekin and Ümit Gürtuna, on the grounds that “the elements of 
crime were not constituted.”

“Portnoy’un Feryadı”- Philip Roth

The trial launched against Özden Arıkan, the translator of the novel "The Scream of Portnoy" 
of  US-writer  Philip  Roth  and  the  coordinator  of  Ayrıntı  Publishing  House  Ömer  Faruk 
Farsakoğlu, continued at İstanbul Penal Court No. 2 on 25 January. Farsakoğlu stated that it 
was a very big mistake to ban this novel, which was "among the best novels of the century." 
The case did not conclude in 2000.
5.1.2. Banned Plays, Music Cassettes and Other Activities

In  January the  governor's  office  in  İstanbul  banned  the concert  to  be staged  at  Tohum 
Culture Center.

On 20 February the governor's office in İstanbul banned a folkdance festival jointly organized 
by MKM, the Association of People from Tunceli and KAYY-DER.

In February the governor's office in İstanbul banned the “International Women's Conference” 
organized by Dicle Women's Culture Center and the Women's Commission of HADEP.

In February the governor's offices in Gaziantep and Urfa banned the theater play “Small 
Black Fish” and “Crazyvision” to be staged by the group “International Ekin Arts”. The group 
appealed  to  the  administrative  court.  In  May  Gaziantep  Administrative  Court  lifted  the 
decision of the governor. .

On 27 February the governor's office in Van banned the play “Migration Birds” to be staged 
by Ankara Union Theater. In Siirt the governor did not allow to use the People’s Education 
Center for the play on 28 March. 

On 8 March the governor's office in Urfa banned the meeting of the youth wing of HADEP 
under  the  title  of  “Youth,  Peace and Brotherhood”.  HADEP chairman for  Şanlıurfa,  Ziya 
Çalışkan, complained that even though the clashes had stopped they were prevented from 
organizing such events.

On 4 and 11 June the governor's office in Batman banned the concerts of “Grup Yorum” and 
“Koma Agire Jiyan”, reportedly on the grounds that the members of these groups belonged to 
illegal organizations.

The municipality  and the police headquarters in  Kozlu did not  allow a meeting of  young 
miners that wanted to gather between 15 and 22 July. 
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On 22 July the governor's office in İstanbul banned the concert in Yedikule Jail. The artists 
Fuat Saka, Nurettin Rençber, Metin Kahraman, Hakan Yeşilyurt, Enver Çelik, İsmail Özden, 
Yeninur Ada and Beyhan Aksoy wanted to perform under the title of “We sing together”.

The “Hello Cinema” project initiated by Ankara Union Theatre (ABT) in 12 cities in the East 
and Southeast with the support of the municipalities was prevented. Gül Göker, an executive 
with the ABT, stated that they asked for permission to make a film show in Bingöl at two 
places but couldn’t get permission for them “for security reasons.” Göker stated that the show 
was  not  permitted  in  Bismil  and  Ergani  on  the  ground  that  “municipalities  of  HADEP 
participated in the organization.” 

In October the governor's office in Bahçelievler (İstanbul) banned a festival organized by the 
Democracy  Platform  on  the  grounds  that  he  could  not  guarantee  security,  since  illegal 
organizations would stage demonstrations. 

In October the governor's office in Tokat banned the play “To your health”, written by Başar 
Sabuncu and performed by “Theater Amisos”. Allegedly the play used slang expressions.

Police officers intervened in the panel  titled ‘Globalization and Media’  held by Karadeniz 
Güneşi, Potkal and Serander journals in Trabzon on 30 October and detained 12 people. 
The police officers entered Hamamizade Ihsanbey Culture Center where the panel was held 
and attempted to detain Köksal Kayısı, writer with the İşçi journal on the grounds of an arrest 
warrant in absentia issued for him. The participants insisted that Kayısı should be detained at 
the end of the panel. This led to a struggle. The anti-riot forces intervened and detained 12 
people including Köksal Kayısı, Necdet Durgun, one of the founders of Social Democracy 
Foundation (SODEV) and panel executive Hüseyin Güler. The detainees were released after 
one night in detention. 

At the beginning of November the governor's office in Van and Adiyaman banned the play 
“Pir Sultan Abdal” (Sultan Abdal,  the founder of a dervish order) written by Erol Toy and 
staged by Ankara Union Theatre. The play had been performed in various countries and 
cities 1400 times. 

The governor's office in Muş banned the play on 24 November. Burhan Kaya, Serdar Aydın, 
Fırat Taylan Yılmaz and Gürkan Gülaçtı, who were selling the tickets of the play on Atatürk 
Boulevard, were detained by plainclothes police officers under beatings. 

On 17 November the police raided the Mesopotamian Culture Center (MKM) during the gala 
of the play “Ta”. The play would be staged at the International Ankara Theatre Festival. The 
raid was carried out in connection with the news that appeared in daily Hürriyet under the title 
“A play in Kurdish in Ankara”. The theatre hall was sealed and MKM General Director Türkan 
Çetin, the company owner Yemlihan Adıgüzel and Abdurrahman Çığlık, who worked for the 
Jiyane Revsen journal, were detained. 

The  theatre  company  ‘Tiyatro  Arayış’  in  Diyarbakır,  was  banned  from  staging  the  play 
“Vatandaş  Abuzer”  (Citizen  Abuzer)  adapted  from  a  book  by  Yücel  Sarpdere.  The  ban 
decision was taken on the grounds that the atmosphere was not suitable. 

On 15 October the governor's office in Hakkari banned a concert of Ferhat Tunç under the 
pretext that it would lead to chaos.

In August the governor's office in Diyarbakır banned the sale of 242 music cassettes, most of 
them in Kurdish. Ahmet Kaya, Songül Karlı, Ferhat Tunç, Group Kızılırmak and Group Yorum 
were among the musicians whose cassettes were banned. 
5.1.3. The Campaign “Freedom of Thought”
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“Freedom of Thought-38”

The  trial  launched  against  artist  Şanar  Yurdatapan  and  Contemporary  Journalists 
Association (ÇGD) İstanbul Branch Chairman Nevzat Onaran in connection with the booklet 
“Freedom of Thought-38” concluded at the General Staff Military Court on 1 February. The 
Court sentenced Yurdatapan and Onaran to two months in prison, each. Yurdatapan said 
that Article 155 TPC was against the Constitution and military courts could not prosecute 
civilians. The booklet “Freedom of Thought-9”, which included a statement of conscientious 
objector Osman Murat Ülke had been re-published with the title “Freedom to Thought-38.” 

The  Military  Court  of  Cassation  confirmed  the  verdict  on  16  May.  Nevzat  Onaran  was 
imprisoned on 23 November (Metris Prison) and Şanar Yurdatapan on 11 December (Kartal 
Prison). 

“Freedom of Thought-41”

The trial  against Şanar Yurdatapan and journalist  Ferzende Kaya,  in connection with the 
book entitled “Freedom of Thought-41”, continued at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 2, but did 
not conclude in 2000. The trial had been launched in connection with the publication of an 
article written by Abdurrahman Dilipak. 

“Freedom of Thought-42”

The  trial  launched  against  Abdülmelik  Fırat,  Hasan  Celal  Güzel  and  Cevat  Özkaya  in 
connection with the booklet “Freedom of Thought-42” continued at the General Staff Military 
Court. This booklet, too, contained an article of conscientious objector Osman Murat Ülke. 
There were several hearings in 2000, but no final decision. 

“Freedom of Thought-2000”

The booklet entitled “Freedom of Thought 2000” included a banned book and 60 articles. It 
was  published  in  April.  Twenty-three  intellectuals  and  artists  distributed  the  books  they 
signed as publishers  in front  of  İstanbul  SSC on 17 April.  They subsequently  lodged an 
official  complaint  against  themselves  with  the  SSC  Prosecution  Office.  HRFT  President 
Yavuz Önen, HRA Chairman Hüsnü Öndül, Mazlum-Der Chairman Yılmaz Ensaroğlu, DİSK 
Chairman  Vahdettin  Karabay,  Turkish  Writers  Union  Chairman  Cengiz  Bektaş,  Writers 
Association Chairman Atilla Maraş and artist Şanar Yurdatapan were among the ones who 
signed the book as publishers. 

İstanbul  SSC  launched  a  trial  against  16  of  the  23  intellectuals  and  artists,  who  had 
distributed  the  booklet  entitled  “Freedom  of  Thought  2000”.  The  charges  related  to 
“publishing banned articles,” “inciting people to hatred and enmity,”  “supporting the PKK,” 
“disseminating  separatist  propaganda”  and  “violating  the  Press  Law”.  The  artists  and 
intellectuals  on trial  were:  Vahdettin  Karabay (DİSK),  Salim Uslu (Hak-İş),  Siyami  Erdem 
(KESK),  Hüsnü Öndül (HRA), Yavuz Önen (TMMOB and HRFT), Cengiz  Bektaş (Turkey 
Writers' Union), Atilla Maraş (Writers' Association), Yılmaz Ensaroğlu (Mazlum-Der), Zuhal 
Olcay, Lale Mansur, Şanar Yurdatapan, Ali Nesin, Erdal Öz, Ömer Madra, Etyen Mahçupyan 
and Sadık Taşdoğan. A decision of non-prosecution was taken for the remaining 7 people. 

The trial commenced on 27 July. The hearing was adjourned to 17 October. In the hearing, 
defense lawyers  stated that  the offense of  “reprinting a document that  is  regarded as a 
criminal offense itself” was stipulated under Article 162 TPC, which was not in the scope of 
the SSC. The defendants stated that they did not accept the “expression” as a crime and that 
they  signed  the  book  as  publishers  aiming  to  change  anti-democratic  laws.  Şanar 
Yurdatapan stated that the number of people who signed the booklet “Freedom of Thought – 
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For Everyone” as publishers was 77.663 and said: “The capacity of the prisons in Turkey is 
71.315. Our total number is more than that.” 

A second trial was launched against 16 intellectuals and artists in connection with the booklet 
“Freedom of Thought 2000”. The case was opened by Üsküdar Public Prosecution Office 
and started at Üsküdar Penal Court on 17 November. The defendants were charged with 
“insulting the Turkish Republic, the Turkish flag, the Parliament, Atatürk, God, the Prophet 
Muhammad, the holy books and the court board.” 

The trials did not conclude in 2000.

“Freedom of Thought – For Everyone”

Until mid-2000 a total of 43 booklets with incriminated articles of various authors had been 
published.  The booklet “Freedom of Thought 2000” had included 60 such articles. At the 
beginning  of  July  the  booklet  “Freedom of  Thought  –  For  Everyone”  was  introduced.  It 
covered articles for which Necmettin Erbakan, Hasan Celal Güzel, Murat Bozlak, Akın Birdal 
and Eşber Yağmurdereli  had been punished with imprisonment.  In less than two months 
77,663 people signed this booklet as publishers. 
5.1.4. Conscientious Objection

The  case  opened  against  the  Anti-militarist  Initiative  members  Gökhan  Birdal,  Mustafa 
Şeyhoğlu and Yasin Yıldırım in connection with the press statement they had made on World 
Conscientious  Objectors Day on 15 May 1999 ended in  acquittal  at  the hearing  held  at 
General Staff Military Court on 5 December. Birdal, Şeyhoğlu and Yıldırım had also been 
acquitted  in  the  trial,  which  they  appeared  before  on  the  grounds  of  distributing  illegal 
announcements. 

5.2. Freedom of Communication
Like  in  the  years  before  the  freedom of  communication  was  restricted  in  many ways  in 
Turkey  throughout  the  year  2000.  In  particular  the  dailies  “Özgür  Bakış”,  “2000’de  Yeni 
Gündem” and “Yeni Evrensel” and the radio stations “Özgür Radyo” and “Demokrat Radyo” 
that did not follow the official line were subjected to pressure. Many offices of newspapers 
were raided arbitrarily; journalists were detained, beaten during demonstrations or even in 
court halls. The ban on dissident publication remained banned in the OHAL region in 2000. 
The High Council for Radio and TV (stations, RTÜK) issued bans on broadcasting totaling 
4,832 days.

The media performed a bad role during the operation against 20 prisons that lasted between 
19 and 22 December. Instead of criticizing the F-type prisons the mainstream press accused 
the  critics  of  isolation  in  prison.  The  media  supported  the  official  line  and  -in  a  sense- 
legitimized the operation  in  the prisons.  After  the operation  the press remained ignorant 
against human rights abuses and left the problems with the prisons and hunger strikes aside.

On 14 December İstanbul SSC put a ban on the publication or broadcast of news or visual 
scripts on the death fast and F-type prisons “that  would be regarded as statements and 
propaganda  of  illegal  organizations”.  The  media  reacted  to  the  ban  with  an  intensive 
campaign against the death fast action. The headlines covered in the press asserted that the 
state’s honor would be protected through a forced intervention. 

Summary of the letter of the prosecution's office at İstanbul SSC of 14.12.2000, numbered 
2000/2511 
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“The Prosecution's  Office  asked İstanbul  SSC to put  a ban on specific  broadcasts  and 
publications under the following consideration: It has been observed that some audio-visual 
media cover actions of terror organizations in protest against the F-type prisons in extensive 
form and a way that makes the State appear weak.

Statements and propaganda of illegal terror organizations have reached the dimension of 
increasing their potential of intimidation and in this form constitute a violation of Article 6/2 
and 7/2 of Law No. 3713 and Article 1/7 of Law No. 4422.

It was also observed that such news turned into incitement of people to hatred and enmity.

Finally on 12 December 2000 a clash with stones and sticks arose between a group who 
staged an illegal demonstration against the F-type prisons in Ankara province and a group of 
civil citizens. 

It was also established that students clashed with sticks and stones at İstanbul and Marmara 
Universities on 13 December in connection with this issue. 

It  has been understood that  publishing and broadcasting in this direction is violating the 
internal security of the country and the public order, constituting a crime.”

İstanbul SSC No. 4 summarized this demand by the prosecutor (as above) stating that it 
was well founded and in line with the law. The decision taken read as follows:

“According to Article 28 of the Constitution and additional Article 1 of Law No. 5680 a ban 
was issued for the printed and audio-visual media in connection with the death fast and F-
type prisons to give room for declarations and propaganda of illegal terror organizations that 
incite the people to hatred, enmity and to commit crimes and that are aimed at increasing 
the intimidating strength of organized criminal organizations.”

The Press Council  termed the ban of İstanbul SSC No. “the event of the month” 
(December). Investigations had started against the dailies Sabah and Radikal and 
RTÜK had threatened that further cases might follow. In Antep the newspaper “Life at 
the Euphrates” was banned for 3 days and in Çorum 5 papers were confiscated for 
reporting on the situation in the prisons. 

On 21 October the columnist  of  “Yeni  Şafak”,  Nazlı  Ilıcak, published a document 
called “Andıç”. The document was communications of the General Staff dated 15 and 
21  April  1998  concerning  an  “Effective  Action  Plan”.  On 31 October  Nazlı  Ilıcak 
tabled a question in the GNAT stating the “effective action plan” had resulted in a 
smear-campaign against  certain  persons and institutions  after  Şemdin  Sakık  had 
been captured. This had included the attack on HRA chairman Akın Birdal. Since she 
had published the document there had been no dementia. Later Ilıcak complained 
that Defense Minister Çakmakoğlu had not responded to her questions.

Only on 3 November the General Staff partly confirmed the existence of such a document 
stating that it had remained “for internal use only”. Subsequently Nazlı Ilıcak filed an official 
complaint against the then Chief of General Staff, Çevik Bir. Mazlum-Der chairman Yılmaz 
Ensaroğlu  filed  an official  complaint  on  4  November;  Akın  Birdal  on  30 November.  The 
investigations all resulted in a decision not to prosecute General Çevik.
5.2.1. The Metin Göktepe Case
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In January the First Chamber at the Court of Cassation confirmed the verdict on 10 police 
officers in connection with the killing of Metin Göktepe, a reporter with the daily Evrensel, but 
quashed the verdict on Security Chief Seydi Battal Köse. The police officers Murat Polat, 
Şuayip Mutluer, Saffet Hizarci, Fedai Korkmaz and Metin Küşat had been sentenced to 7 
years 6 months in prison. For them the following statement was given: “...Persons, including 
Metin Göktepe, who were detained on 8 January 1996, were handed over to the police at 
Eyüp Closed Sports Hall.  It  was understood that  defendant  Şuayip  Mutluer,  who  was in 
charge in the hall  started to kick Metin Göktepe. The police officers Saffet Hızarcı,  Metin 
Küşat,  Fedai  Korkmaz and  Murat  Polat  also  kicked  him.  The act  of  killing  was  realized 
collectively by all of the mentioned defendants and they caused the death of the victim as 
indicated by the autopsy and the forensic reports.”  The Court  confirmed the acquittals of 
Burhan Koç, İlhan Sarıoğlu, Selçuk Bayraktaroğlu, Tuncay Uzun and Fikret Kayacan, but the 
sentence for  Seydi  Battal  Köse was  quashed on the  grounds that  “He did  not  have an 
intention  to  murder.”  It  was  stated  that  Köse  “should  be  prosecuted  on  accusations  of 
attempting to conceal the incident and the agents though he knew about the act of killing, 
and of abusing his duty, in spite of the duty given to him by the law.” According to the Law on 
Execution of Sentences the police officers had to serve three years in prison. 

The re-trial against Security Chief Seydi Batta Köse started and ended at Afyon Criminal 
Court on 21 April. The court board reduced the 7 years 6 months of imprisonment given to 
Seydi Battal Köse to 1 year 8 months' imprisonment. According to the Law on Execution of 
Sentences, Köse had to serve 8 months in prison. Since he was remanded for 18 months, he 
already served 10 months in excess. 

A decision of non-prosecution was taken for police officer Kamil Doğdu, who threatened with 
death Ali Ekber Palabıyık, a witness of the Metin Göktepe trial, while he was entering his 
house in Gazi, İstanbul on 12 April. The official complaint launched by Ali Ekber Palabıyık 
had been  referred Gaziosmanpaşa  District  Governor  Aziz  İnci,  who  decided  against  the 
prosecution of police officer Kamil Doğdu.

On 28 February Bakırköy Penal Court No. 6 acquitted Fadime Göktepe (mother), İbrahim 
Göktepe (brother), EMEP chairman Levent Tüzel, lawyer Kamil Tekin Sürek and Evrensel 
editor-in-chief  Fatih  Polat  from  charges  under  Law  No.  2911  on  Demonstrations  and 
Meetings. On 8 March 1999 they had held a commemoration meeting at the grave of Metin 
Göktepe.
5.2.2. Pressure and Attacks in Publications

Ülkede Gündem

The  trial  launched  against  İsmet  Bakaç,  Diyarbakır  representative  of  the  daily  “Ülkede 
Gündem” (Agenda in the Country) that had been published between 7 July 1997 and 24 
October 1998 ended in acquittal.  He had been tried at Diyarbakır  Penal  Court  No. 2 on 
charges that “he brought the newspaper into the region despite the decision of prohibition by 
the Governor's Office of the State of Emergency Region”.  The verdict was passed on 23 
February. 

Özgür Bakış

The daily “Özgür Bakış” (Free View) that started publication on 19 April  1999 was closed 
down  on  22  April.  Of  the  370  editions  of  the  paper  the  prosecutor  at  İstanbul  SSC 
investigated against 125 and subsequently launched trials against the paper. In the cases 
that concluded in 2000 the owner Halis Doğan received fines totaling TL 190 billion and the 
editors-in-chief Hasan Deniz,  Zeynep Tusun and Cihan Çapan were fined TL 73 billion in 
total.
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The booklet entitled “The Chronology of the Kurds from 1900 to 2000” that was distributed by 
the daily Özgür Bakış in turn of coupons was confiscated by İstanbul SSC in February on the 
accusation that four articles contained “separatist propaganda.”

The  Ministry  of  the  Interior  and  the  General  Directorate  for  Security  filed  a  case  for 
compensation against the chief editor Ragıp Zarakolu, the editor-in-chief Cihan Çapan and 
the reporter Faruk Aktaş asking for TL 10 billion in compensation for the fact that an article 
on the torture of young girls in İskenderun had damaged the image of the security forces. 
The article had appeared on 1 November 1999. Beyoğlu Judicial Court No. 1 started to hear 
the case in December, but did not take a decision in 2000.

On 13 January Hakan Koçak, distributing “Özgür Bakış” in Siirt, was detained together with 
an unnamed person.

On 15 February Cengiz Kapmaz, reporter for Özgür Bakış, was detained, when he observed 
an action of closing shops in Gazi quarter (İstanbul) in connection with the abduction and 
transfer  of  Abdullah  Öcalan  to  Turkey.  The police  maintained  that  he  was  a  suspicious 
person and kept him in detention for one day.

Ayşe Tusun, reporter with the daily Özgür Bakıs, was detained in Adana on 18 February. 
Tusun was reportedly detained in connection with the article she wrote related to the torture 
inflicted on Kaze Özlü whose house was raided on 19 November 1999. The article had been 
published under the title “Shame on Them” on 17 February. Tusun was released after having 
testified. She said that she was insulted while in detention. 

Salih Erol, reporter of Özgür Bakış, who went to Siirt HADEP Provincial Organization for a 
press statement on 21 February, was detained and threatened by the police who said, “We 
shall not see you in Siirt again or it won’t be good for you.” Sıddık Çelik, distributor of Özgür 
Bakış in Siirt, was detained while taking the papers to the HADEP office. Both men were 
released soon afterwards, but detained again on 23 February on allegations of distributing 
papers  likely  to  be  confiscated.  The  police  officers  confiscated  the  305  copies  of  the 
newspaper the staff members were carrying.

Numan Altıntaş, reporter with Özgür Bakış, who covered the protest against the detention of 
mayors in Mersin, was detained during the raid on the office of the daily on 25 February. She 
was remanded on 26 February.

On 4  March  plain  clothes  detectives  detained  Emre  Erdem,  distributing  Özgür  Bakış  in 
Adana. He was threatened not to sell the paper any more.

In the raid on the Urfa office of Özgür Bakış on 7 March, the reporters Faysal Sarıyıldız and 
Ramazan  Peköz,  and  distributors  Mehmet  Çoban,  Mithat  Kuş  and  Kasım  Güler  were 
detained. Two distributors of Özgür Bakış, Faris Aslan in İstanbul and Abdülveysel Işık in 
Bursa, were detained on the same day. The distributors were released the following day.

İstanbul SSC decided for the confiscation of the 19 March issue of Özgür Bakış in connection 
with  a  statement  of  the  Parliamentary  Constitution  Commission  President  Ertuğrul 
Yalçınbayır related to the presidential election. It was claimed that the article entitled “All or 
None” was a “terrorist organization statement.” The news was reportedly released by ANKA 
Press  Agency  on  18  March  and  published  in  the  daily  Milliyet  on  19  March  under  the 
headline “5+5 under guarantee.” 

On 5 April Kazım Aslan, leading the office of Özgür Bakış in İzmir, was detained in front of 
the Aegean University under the pretext that he participated in Newroz celebrations.
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He was detained again on 3 May in connection with an arrest warrant issued by Malatya 
SSC. The warrant was executed. Kazım Aslan was reportedly on trial at Malatya SSC on 
charges of supporting an illegal organization. 

A trial was launched against Küçükdikili  (Adana) Mayor Mehmet Yaşık and 5 municipality 
workers from HADEP on charges of “supporting the PKK” by keeping copies of Özgür Bakış 
and the journal Özgür Halk in the municipality building. The first hearing was held at Adana 
SSC on 5 September. In the trial, Mehmet Yaşık, Abdülkerim Timur, Kutbettin Örnek, Emin 
Erin, Bekir Emen and Hasan Güneş are prosecuted under Article 169 TPC. 

2000’de Yeni Gündem

The daily “2000’de Yeni Gündem” (New Agenda in 2000) started publication on 27 May. Five 
days after the first issue the OHAL Governor banned the paper from being sold or distributed 
in Van, Diyarbakır, Siirt, Şırnak and Hakkari (at the time under a state of emergency). 

On 14 June Hayrettin Çelik, leading the office in Adana, was detained in connection with a 
trial in Batman. He was released the following day.

Police officers detained Kemal Acar and İdris Yılmaz, Adana distributors with “Yeni Gündem” 
in Barbaros Quarter on 26 August. Acar and Yılmaz were taken to Hürriyet Police Station 
and reportedly beaten and threatened not to distribute the paper. They were later released. 

M. Salih Kıran, a vendor for the “Yeni Gündem” in Derik district (Mardin), who was beaten on 
the street and detained by the police on 6 October, was arrested on charges of resisting the 
police officers. He was released after the first hearing on 1 November. 

On 10 November Doğan Dündar, distributing the paper in Malatya, was detained.

Zeriman Dağdelen photographer with the Yeni Gündem was detained by police officers, who 
raided her house in Mustafa Kemal quarter of Ümraniye, İstanbul in the night of 8 December. 
She was released on 11 December.

Ayşe Oyman, reporter of Yeni Gündem was detained on 12 December during the raid on the 
offices of HADEP Malatya Provincial Organization. The prosecutor ordered her release in 16 
December. 

Osman Tekmen, a vendor of the daily Yeni Gündem in Siirt reported that on 17 December he 
was forced into a car by police in plain clothes and was taken out of the city. He stated that 
he was beaten and was threatened to give up distributing the daily. 

Yeni Evrensel

On 6 October the daily “Evrensel” (Universal) had to close for 10 days after the Court of 
Cassation had ratified on 14 June the 10-day closure penalty given by İstanbul SSC to the 
daily “Evrensel” (Universal) in connection with A. Cihan Soylu’s article titled “Kurdish Problem 
or struggle for ‘absolute equality of  rights’”  published on 6 June 1999. İstanbul SSC had 
sentenced the editor-in-chief, Tuncay Seyman, to 1 year 8 months' imprisonment and fined 
him TL 6 million under Article 312 TPC. 

In November İstanbul SSC again ordered the closure of the paper, this time for one month. 
The reason was an article of 17 March entitled “A feast of fire: Newroz”. The author Ender 
İmrek was tried for it under Article 312 TPC.
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The officers of the municipality who had beaten Barış Erbektaş, a reporter of Evrensel, who 
was watching the demonstration of Altı Nokta Blind Association on 5 December 1997, were 
acquitted. In the trial that ended on 27 January at Ankara Penal Court No. 11, it was stated 
that Bekir Yıldırım and Macit Yurdagül, working at the company DAK giving security services 
to the Ankara underground system, were acquitted for lack of evidence. 

Reporter Muzaffer Özkurt was detained in front of İstanbul Technical University on 24 March 
together  with  another  17  people  celebrating  Newroz.  Three  days  before  he  had  been 
detained and his films had been confiscated.

The  police  beat  Muzaffer  Altıntaş,  an  executive  of  the  EMEP  Yüreğir  (Adana)  District 
Organization and distributor of the daily Yeni Evrensel, on 18 May. Altıntaş stated that the 
police officers on duty at Karşıyaka Police Station followed him while he was distributing the 
daily  with  his  motorbike,  and then caused an accident  by driving the police  car  on him. 
Altıntaş  said  that  the  police  officers  searched  his  clothes,  couldn’t  find  anything  that 
constituted a crime, and then beat him. 

Halit Keskin, owner of Yeni Evrensel, was detained on 6 July. His detention was related to a 
sentence from the time of  the defunct  “Emek” paper.  The sentence had been cancelled 
according the “press amnesty”.

Fifteen people  who  shouted slogans in  protest  to  cell  type prisons  during  the semah (a 
religious ceremony of Alewi people) demonstrations held on 17 August within the frame of 
commemoration ceremonies of Hacı Bektaş-ı Veli  in Hacıbektaş, Nevşehir, were detained 
under beatings. The police also beat Jülide Kalıç, reporter of Evrensel. The detainees were 
released after the ceremony. 

On 21 September Ahmet Çetin and Günay Ayaz, distributing Yeni Evrensel in İzmir, were 
detained. The police suspected that there might be an order of confiscation against the paper 
and  the  vendors  might  have  committed  a  crime.  Both  men  were  released  after  an 
interrogation of 2 hours. 

Edition 750 of Yeni Evrensel of 23 October was confiscated because of advertisement on 
action against the cell type prisons. The paper allegedly presented announcements of illegal 
organization. 

Erdal Kara, reporter of Evrensel, was detained on 24 October, when he followed the police's 
attack  on  prisoners'  relatives  in  front  of  Ankara  Closed  Prison.  He  was  released  in  the 
evening.

Halil  İmrek  and  Sinan  Araman,  reporters  with  the  daily  Evrensel,  were  detained  under 
beatings during an opening ceremony in Adana on 9 November. They were released after 
one hour.

Yılmaz  Ağbulut  and  Metin  Yıldırım,  distributors  of  the  daily  Evrensel  were  detained  in 
Şirinevler  quarter  of  İstanbul  on  13  December.  Ağbulut  and  Yıldırım  were  taken  to 
Bahçelievler Police HQ and were reportedly beaten and handcuffed to a radiator pipe for 7 
hours. 

The edition of 25 December was confiscated because of an article on Justice Minister Hikmet 
Sami Türk, who the paper allegedly presented as a target for illegal organizations.

Lawyer  Kamil  Tekin  Sürek,  columnist  with  Yeni  Evrensel  and  executive  of  EMEP,  was 
detained on 24 June, when he left a panel of the Youth Commission of HADEP in Ankara 
under  the  title  of  “Democratic  Constitution  and  Turkey”.  His  detention  was  based  on  a 
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suspended  sentence  from the  time,  when  he  was  responsible  for  the  journal  “Gerçek”. 
Having been held in detention for two days Kamil Tekin Sürek launched a case against the 
Ministry of the Interior asking for compensation of TL 10 billion. 

Azadiya Welat

On 4 January the police in Tarsus detained Sabahat Demir, working the Mersin office of the 
Kurdish weekly “Azadiya Welat” (Freedom of the Country). She was arrested on 7 January 
and released after 15 days in custody. On 25 October Sabahat Demir was detained again 
and  later  alleged  that  she  was  tortured  and  threatened  with  rape  (see  the  chapter  on 
personal security). 

On 6 January Elif Doyan and Gülizar Bor, working in the Mersin office of Azadiya Welat were 
detained, but released after 24 hours. On 11 January the staff members of the journal held a 
press conference in protest at  the detentions. Afterwards the police raided the office and 
detained the staff members. On 26 January soldiers from the gendarmerie made a search in 
the office.

On 15  January  Fatma Demirtaş,  responsible  for  the  Çukurova  region,  and  Necat  Ayaz, 
leading the Adana office of Azadiya Welat, were detained in Adana.

On 4 May police raided the office in Batman. They confiscated the archives and detained 
Orhan Ekinci and Ruken Ekinci.

Hakan Bozkurt  (15),  distributor  of  Azadiya  Welat,  was detained in  Adana on 2 July.  He 
alleged that he had been beaten up.

Suat Özalp, Diyarbakır representative of “Azadiya Welat”, who was detained in Diyarbakır on 
26  September,  was  released  after  3  days  in  detention  on  29  September.  Özalp  was 
reportedly threatened not to work for the paper. 

Suat Özalp, representative of the journal Azadiya Welat and manager Seyit Karabaş were 
detained during a raid to the Diyarbakır office of the journals Azadiya Welat and Pine on 9 
December.  Diyarbakır  SSC remanded  them on  13  December.  The distributor  Ali  Kemal 
Çalışkan was detained on 9 December. The court released him on 19 December.

On 21 December 5 people, who introduced themselves as police officers, raided the office of 
Azadiya Welat in Van. They forced the door open and damaged the furniture. On leaving 
they took a large amount of documents with them. Officials of the paper filed a complaint with 
the public prosecutor.

Sami  Tan,  editor-in-chief  of  Azadiya  Welat,  reported  that  Erdem  Yücedağ  who  went  to 
Diyarbakır Airport to collect some publications and books was detained on 16 December. 
Some  publications  had  been  seized,  although  there  were  no  orders  for  them  to  be 
confiscated. 

Local papers

“Fıratta Yaşam”

The weekly “Fırat’ta Yaşam” (Life at the Euphrate) is published in Gaziantep. In 2000 six 
editions were confiscated and the editor-in-chief Halil Şahin was put on trial. In one case he 
was acquitted, the others were continuing at the end of 2000.
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Edition  54  of  27  March  was  confiscated  because  of  an  article  by  Ercan Yalçın  entitled 
“Capitalism and War”. The paper was printed again, by leaving the spot for the article blank, 
but the second version was also confiscated, this time because of other articles in the paper.

On 2 April the premises of “Fırat'ta Yaşam” were raided and the distributor Serdar Yılmaz 
was detained.

On 29 May Gaziantep Penal  Court  No.  2  ordered  the  confiscation  of  the  paper  on the 
grounds that an article with the Kurdish title “Which spring, my brother?” contained the words 
“bire mın”, which mean “my brother”.

On 22 September Gaziantep Penal Court No. 2 stopped the publication temporarily on the 
grounds that the owner Hasan Buran had a conviction under Article 141 TPC that was lifted 
in 1991. Gaziantep Penal Court No. 1 revised the decision on 29 September.

On 22 December Gaziantep Penal Court No. 2 once again stopped the publication for three 
editions, this time mainly because of news on the hunger strikes and F-type prisons. The 
verdict also hinted at the ban on reporting issued by İstanbul SSC No. 4 on 14 December. 

Other Papers

Hacı Demir, Doğan Tolu, editor-in-chief of the newspaper Türkmen published in Osmaniye, 
Ferdane Tolu, staff of the same, Gülay Aslan, editor-in-chief of the newspaper Asi published 
in Osmaniye,  Gültekin Arsalan,  Süleyman Özalp and Sunay Demir,  staff  members of the 
same, and Karip Polat, who all had been detained during a picnic in the vicinity of Erzin, 
Hatay on 5 August, appeared before the prosecution office on 9 August. Ferdane Tolu and 
Sunay Demir were released, while the remaining 6 people were remanded on the allegation 
of “being members of the DHKP/C”.

The Municipality sealed the buildings and the printing house of the dailies Bolu Ekspres and 
Bolu Haber published in Bolu on 1 December. The order was reportedly taken in connection 
with news published regarding Mayor Yüksel Ceylan from DSP misusing his authority. The 
owner of the daily Bolu Haber Hüseyin Aykan stated that the Mayor had also sealed the work 
places of his relatives. Aykan pointed out that they had to leave the buildings without even 
getting their personal belongings and that he had negotiated with the other printing houses in 
Bolu however they wouldn’t publish the dailies with the fear of the Mayor. 

Ersen Korkmaz, owner of the local paper “Demokrat İskenderun” was indicted under Article 
159 TPC in connection with an article on 10 October entitled “American Fraud”.

İsmail  Kabakdere, editor-in-chief of  the paper “Dost Haber”,  published in Çorum, and the 
journalist Mahmut Tunaboylu were tried under Article 159 TPC for an article that appeared 
on 17 December about the increase in retirement wages of deputies. A local court passed 
the verdict on 24 October and sentenced both defendants to 10 months' imprisonment. The 
sentences were suspended for five years.

Erhan Palabıyık,  owner  of “Demokrat  Baykan”,  published in Siirt,  and Sönmez Palabıyık, 
editor-in-chief of the paper, were arrested on 12 October, although the sentences they had 
received for an article in 1998 under Article 159 TPC had been suspended according to the 
“press amnesty”. They were released from Hatay-Reyhanlı Prison on 19 October.

On 31 August Bekir Sıtkı Saraç, chairman of DYP for the central district in Eskişehir, went to 
the printing houses of four local newspapers and threatened them not to report anything on a 
press conference that he had held the same day.
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The local TV station “Ege TV”, broadcasting in İzmir, was raided by three unidentified armed 
men on 16 August. They claimed that the station had reported in favor of the mafia boss Nuri 
Ergin, imprisoned in Uşak. Some members of the DYP beat the cameraman Bülent Velioğlu 
and Fatih Öner, when they followed the opening ceremony of the DYP offices in İzmir.

On 16 June the police beat Mehmet Hüseyin Zorkun, writing for the local paper “Hatay”, 
when he took images of the detention of observers of the trial against police officers, who 
had tortured two young girls in İskenderun. He filed an official complaint.

In Batman the editors-in-chief of 8 local newspaper were tried, because they wrote the word 
Newroz with a -w. Feremez Doğan (Bayram), Ercan Atay (Batman), Muzaffer Işık (Batman 
Postası), Arif  Arslan (Çağdaş),  M. Şah Ayaz (Batman Expres),  Recep Okuyucu (Güncel), 
Murat Beytüt (Mücadele) and Şefik Aydın (Aydınlık Rota) were tried under Article 312 TPC. 
On 9 June Batman Criminal Court acquitted them.

On 23 December Çorum Penal Court No. 1 ordered the confiscation of 5 local newspapers, 
which  had reported on the  hunger  strikes  and presented press  statements  of  the  HRA, 
despite the ban on reporting by İstanbul SSC No. 4. The papers were: Çorum Haber, Çorum 
Gündem, Çorum Hakimiyet, Merhaba and Dost Haber.

Ban on entry to the OHAL Region

The first publications to be banned from being taken to, sold or distributed in the region under 
a state of emergency (OHAL) were the dailies Özgür Bakış that stopped publication on 22 
April and Yeni Evrensel. They were followed by the journals Pine, Roja Teze and Deng. The 
humor magazine Pine was banned entry to the OHAL region on 12 March 2000. The journals 
Zirpine, Kermeş and Sator Baz, which were released following the ban on Pine, were also 
banned from entry to the OHAL. Azadiya Welat was banned on 27 April 2000.

The journals Roja Teze, Deng, Rewşen, Özgür Halk, Yaşamda Gençlik and Özgür Kadının 
Sesi were banned on 24 April. Further banned publications included Bir Adım Daha İleri, 
Duvarların Ardındaki Özgürlük, Yaşamda Özgür Kadın, Yeni Özgür Halk, Özgürleşen 
Yurtsever Gençlik, Sator Baz, Kermeş.

The bi-weekly Zırpine was banned on 18 May. Having started publication on 27 May the daily 
“2000’de Yeni Gündem” was banned on 1 June. In an answer to a question table by DSP 
İstanbul MP İsmail Aydınlı the Minister of Interior, Sadettin Tantan stated that “Yeni Gündem” 
and “Özgür Bakış” were making propaganda for the PKK and, therefore, had been banned in 
the OHAL region. 

The Kurdish journal “Rojeva Welat” that started publication in October was banned from the 
OHAL region on 10 November. The owner M. Nuri Karakoyun stated that all publications of 
their publishing house that they issued during the last 6 months had been banned.

On 18 January the governor's office in Tunceli banned the journal “Dersim” published by the 
Association of People from Tunceli for the province of Tunceli.
5.2.3. Other Incidents

On 6 January MHP Elazığ MP Mustafa Gül attacked journalists, when they wanted to take 
pictures of him, while police officers fined him for driving in Afyon with extreme speed. During 
the incident the camera of CHA cameraman Mesut Mercan was broken.

An armed attack was carried out against the central office of the pro-Islamic daily Akit in 
İstanbul-Bağcılar on 10 January. The attackers, having shot 14 times with automatic guns, 
escaped.

Page 266



HRFT Annual Report 2000

On 12 January Muharrem Yiğitsoy, representing the journal “Yeni Demokrasi Yolunda Özgür 
Gelecek” in Malatya, was detained.

On 12 January bodyguards of the Mydonose Showland nightclub beat journalists, who tried 
to follow the rehearsal of a concert of Tarkan in İstanbul. The bodyguards beat Show TV 
cameraman Mesut Gengenç.

A bomb attack was conducted against Medya Towers building of the daily Hürriyet in İkitelli-
İstanbul  on  15  January.  Distribution  vehicles  of  the  daily  were  slightly  damaged  in  the 
explosion. The radical Islamic organization İBDA-C claimed the responsibility for the attack. 

“Özgür  Gelecek”  İzmir  representative  Betül  Kılıçaslan  was  detained  during  a  raid  of  the 
paper's office on 25 January.

İbrahim Gümüş,  editor-in-chief  of  the journal  “Kızıl  Bayrak”  was detained on 3 February, 
when police officers came to the office in İstanbul.

Leyla Arçil,  a reporter with the journal “Vatan”, who was remanded in December 1999 in 
Antakya, was reportedly forced to serve as an agent in prison. The relatives of prisoners who 
held a press meeting at the HRA Antakya Branch on 7 February stated that Leyla Ayçil was 
taken  from  her  wing  on  the  pretext  that  her  lawyer  had  come  and  she  was  taken  to 
plainclothes  police  officers,  who  had  tortured  her  in  detention.  The  police  officers  had 
reportedly asked Ayçil to testify against her friends in exchange of being released. The police 
had also detained Ayçil’s sister.

Sema  Günay,  editor-in-chief  of  the  journal  “Mücadelede  Memur  Gerçeği”,  was  detained 
during a raid on her flat in İstanbul.

Alim  Kıraç,  representing  the  daily  “Akit”  in  Bayburt  was  detained  on  28  February  in 
connection with an operation against the radical Islamic organization Hezbollah.

The office of the journal “Kaldıraç” in Kartal (İstanbul) was raided on 6 March without any 
apparent reason. The police officers damaged the equipment and seized some papers.

Yaşar Çamyar, the editor-in-chief of the newspaper “Alınterimiz”, who was detained during a 
house raid in İstanbul Şişli on 6 March, was remanded by İstanbul SSC on the accusations of 
“supporting the TİKB” on 7 March. The same day an arrest warrant against the former editor-
in-chief Gülseren Yeşiloğlu was issued and İstanbul SSC remanded her.

Mahmut Yıldırım, working for the journal Özgür Halk in Şanlıurfa was detained on 7 March. 
He was released on 9 March.

The police raided the central office of the journal “Yaşadığımız Vatan” in İstanbul-Cağaloğlu 
on 9 March and detained the staff  members Lütfiye  Aygün,  Derya Duman, Volga Cıvak, 
Şevket Dalboy, Sevilay Çalışkan, Halil Çelik, İbrahim Bozçelik, Özgül Emre, Selma Kubat, 
Özlem Kütük, Nazmi Saz and a person called Sultan. Lawyer Metin Narin stated that the 
police damaged the possessions in the office. In another raid on the office of the “Devrimci 
Gençlik” journal, the staff members Nergis Sarı and Övüç Bilgin were detained. 

During the raid on the office of the journal “Devrimci Demokrasi” on 10 March, editor-in-Chief 
Özlem Tunç,  Murat  Kahraman, Ertaç Öztürk,  Ali  Doğan,  Turabi  Yazar,  Heval  Demir  and 
Hasan Yengi were detained in İstanbul. 
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Necati Tanıyan, the owner of the closed newspaper Yeni Politika, was detained on 30 March 
by  the  police  at  İstanbul  Atatürk  Airport  while  entering  Turkey,  coming  from  Germany. 
Tanıyan was reportedly detained in connection with 6 different fines issued by İstanbul SSC. 
Although the penalties had been suspended he was held until 3 April.

The offices of the journal “Odak” in Aksaray were raided on 30 March. The police conducted 
ID checks on the staff.

Ayfer Kaptan, a reporter with the newspaper Alınterimiz, who was all detained during the rally 
held by Kocaeli Unions’ Assembly in İzmit on 1 April, disclosed that she had been tortured in 
detention. (See chapter on personal security)

Kemal Onar, working with Özgür Halk journal, was detained in Batman on 7 April.  Onar’s 
house  was  reportedly  raided  the  same  day.  In  İstanbul,  Ayça  Taşkaya,  Sakine  Yalçın, 
Manolya  Gültekin,  reporters with  Alınterimiz  newspaper,  and Seval  Uzun,  a reporter  with 
Özgür Barikat journal, were detained on the same day. Ayça Taşkaya and Manolya Gültekin 
had already been detained on 2  April,  when  they distributed leaflets  of  various  journals 
against the cell type prisons in İstanbul. On that day Şerife Tuğlu and Beyhan Yüce from the 
journal “Mücadele Birliği”, Yılmaz Özdem from “Odak” and Betül Altındal from “Barikat” had 
also been detained.

Fatih Penal Court No. 2 prevented the publication of the journal Odak in April on the grounds 
that “Aydın Kırlangıç, the owner and editor-in-chief of the journal, could not be found under 
his registered address.”

Işık Ocak Yurtçu, the editor-in-chief of the defunct newspaper Özgür Gündem, was detained 
in  Taksim,  İstanbul,  in  the night  of  5  April.  Yurtçu was  reportedly  detained because the 
certain arrest-warrants in absentia previously issued against him had not been dropped from 
police records. 

Ahmet Bozan disclosed that he had been detained by the gendarmerie in Sarıgazi, İstanbul 
on 5 April for “keeping the copies of the journal Özgür Halk in his car,” and that he had been 
beaten and threatened with death in detention. (See chapter on personal security)

Aynur Akkemik, Hüseyin Akçiçek and Kadir Bat from the staff of the journal “Dayanışma”, 
were detained while hanging 1 May posters in Zeytinburnu quarter of İstanbul on 16 April. 

The police intervened in the journalists who made a press statement in İstanbul on 23 April 
against the cell type prisons and detained 15 persons. Two of the detainees were reportedly 
Alınterimiz journal reporters Manolya Gültekin and Ekrem Erdem. 

Yavuz Gönençer and Ali Suat Güven, from Kaldıraç journal staff, were detained in Aksaray 
İstanbul on 20 April. 

Erbakan Yelderen, a reporter with the journal “Devrim İçin Mücadele Birliği” was detained in 
İstanbul on 26 April.

Servet Özdemir and Mustafa Göçmen, reporters with the daily Alınterimiz, were detained in 
Gaziantep on 28 April. 

Neriman Şaşmaz and Şahin Şeker, distributors of the journal “Atılım”, who were detained 
while distributing the paper in Gümüşsuyu, İstanbul, on 10 May, were reportedly tortured in 
detention. Neriman Şaşmaz stated that they had been beaten at Esenkent Police Station 
where they had been taken. She said that he got a medical report from the Forensic Institute 
certifying that he had been tortured. A trial was launched against Şaşmaz and Şeker, who 
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were released the following day by the prosecution office, on accusations of “resisting the 
police.” 

Ali Güleryüz, a reporter with the Doğan News Agency, was detained while he was trying to 
film  the  incident  during  which  Mustafa  Önyaş,  the  judge  of  the  Penal  Court  in  Düziçi, 
Osmaniye,  was hospitalized in  a struggle with  his  neighbors.  The police  also seized the 
cameras and rolls of film of Nazan Erdem, reporter with Sabah newspaper,  and Mehmet 
Varan,  a  reporter  with  Akşam  newspaper,  under  the  orders  of  Mustafa  Durhan,  the 
prosecutor of Düziçi. The journalists who discussed with the prosecutor were threatened with 
detention. Ali Güleryüz was released on order of Osmaniye Prosecutor and the cameras and 
the rolls of film of the journalists were returned. 

On 2 June ANAP Diyarbakır MP Sebgatullah Seydaoğlu attacked Hakkı Sargın, reporter with 
the daily Akşam and Volkan Gürak, from Doğan News Agency, when they wanted to take 
pictures from him in Antalya, where he met Nurettin Dilek. Hakkı Sargın was certified three 
days' inability to work after the attack. 

Solmaz Yılmaz, a reporter with the journal “Devrimci Demokrat” in Ankara was detained at 
the beginning of June. The journal stated that their offices had been raided twice.

The police  intervened in  demonstrations in  İstanbul,  Adana and Mersin in  protest  to the 
practices of the Student Election Examination (ÖSS) and with the demand of free education 
on 13 June. In Adana, the police detained students, who intended to make a press statement 
together with their families, and Ethem Açıkalın, a reporter with “Atılım”, under beatings. He 
was later released. 

On 15 June the 9th Chamber of the Court of Cassation confirmed the decision of İstanbul 
SSC to close the weekly “Roja Teze” for two weeks, because of separatist propaganda in an 
article in the 6th edition of the weekly.

The public prosecutor in Bağcılar (İstanbul) started an investigation against the daily “Akit” in 
connection with an article on 26 June after the death if Admiral Güven Erkaya and a similar 
article on 28 June holding the general  responsible for the closure of the theological  high 
schools. The investigation was conducted under Article 312 TPC.

In Urfa journalists, who wanted to cover the visit of Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit on 20 June, 
met with brutal hindrance of the police. Bülent Okutan and Ramazan Yavuz (from DHA) and 
Kadir Çelikcan (from Star) as well as Hikmet Tekemen (from Show TV) became the target of 
the police brutality. Reportedly the clothes of Hikmet Tekemen were torn into pieces.

The trial  launched against  the police officers Zeki Eşiyok,  Zafer Dursun and Fırat Arıkan 
under Article 228 TPC for beating prisoners’ relatives, who held a protest act in İstanbul on 
15 July 1996, and also journalists, who were covering the protest act, continued on 3 July. In 
the hearing at İstanbul Penal Court No. 12, Şaban Dayanan and Sevil Erdoğan, executives 
of the HRA İstanbul Branch who were among the victims, stated that they could not identify 
the police officers. The trial was did not conclude in 2000.

Esen  Işık,  Durul  Gür,  Celal  Çimen  and  Özgür  Gülbir,  a  team  from  the  company  Case 
Productions that was shooting a film for the French Arte TV, were among 22 detainees after 
the raid of the MKM in Beyoğlu in 3 August. The film crew was released in the evening.

In August Tuncay Sezgin, reporter with “Devrimci Demokrasi” was detained at the court hall 
in Kartal (İstanbul). He was released after testifying.

On 15 August Erdal Gümüş, from Atılım in Antep, was detained.
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On 20 August Hakan Dana, reporter for “Yaşadığımız Vatan” was detained.

Nuran Doğan, reporter with “Yaşamda Atılım”, who was detained during the press meeting 
held by Kartal and Maltepe Democracy Platform in protest to F (cell) type prisons on Kartal 
Square on 20 August,  disclosed that  she was tortured in  detention.  (See the chapter on 
personal security) Neriman Şaşmaz, from “Atılım” had been detained during the same action.

On 23 August the offices of “Alınterimiz” and “Atılım” in İstanbul were raided.

On 26 August the staff  members of the bulletin “Duvarların Ardındaki Özgürlükler”,  Ayşel 
Tırak, Fırat Demirel and Ramazan Yakut were detained, when they left the office in İstanbul-
Ümraniye. Reportedly five visitors of the office were also detained.

On 30 August the police raided the office of “Yaşadığımız Vatan” in Ankara. Reportedly five 
people were detained including the representative Esra Özkan.

On 30 September Derya Binay from “Özgür Gelecek” was detained together with 8 prisoners' 
relatives, who were staging a demonstration near Galata Tower. She was remanded on 1 
October.

Zeynel  Engin,  journalist  with  “Devrimci  Demokrasi”  who  was  detained  in  Elazığ  on  30 
September, was remanded. Engin was sent to Elazığ E Type Prison. Previously he had been 
working as the editor-in-chief of “Partizan Sesi” and “Halkın Günlüğü”. 

The office of “Özgür Halk” in Şanlıurfa was sealed on 13 October. The police officers showed 
Article 11/c of the Law No. 5442 on the Administration of Provinces as the reason.

On 31 October the police raided the office of “Yaşadığımız Vatan” in İstanbul-Cağaloğlu. The 
police broke the doors, damaged the equipment and detained some 30 people.

Rahman Çelik,  editor-in-chief  with  the Jiyana Rewşen Journal,  who was  detained on 17 
November during the raid on MKM at the gala of the Kurdish play “Ta” was remanded on 30 
November. 

During the oath taking ceremony at the Constitutional Court on 22 November, a police officer 
beat Şakir Aksu, a cameraman with TGRT TV. Aksu was detained and taken to Yıldızevler 
Police Station. The other journalists protested the beating of Aksu by leaving their cameras 
on the floor in front of President Ahmet Necdet Sezer. It was stated that the plainclothes 
police officer, who beat Aksu, was taken away by his friends. 

During the raids on HADEP Yüreğir and Seyhan district offices on 25 November a number of 
people were detained including Özgür Halk staff  member Mehmet Emin Duman. He was 
released on the same day.

On 9  December  Ziya  Nihadioğlu  and  Abdullah  Lif  from “Kızıl  Bayrak”  in  Antakya,  were 
remanded.

Police officers opened fire on four people on Fatih Sultan Mehmet main road in İstanbul on 
10 December  while  they were  hanging placards  on walls.  Özkan Tekin  (21)  died  in  the 
incident, two persons were injured and one managed to escape. The police alleged that all 
four people were members of MLKP. Journalists, who were trying to document the incident, 
were hindered by police officers. Muharrem Çağlar, Interstar TV reporter fainted due to blows 
he received on his head, BRT TV reporter Boğaçhan Kaplan was slightly wounded. 
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Police officers beat İnterstar cameraman Ertuğrul Uzunoğulları  and Milliyet  reporter Veysi 
Şahin on 12 December, when they tried to take images of a demonstration of the anti-riot 
squads. 

On 13 December prisoners' relatives tried to march from Güvenpark in Ankara to the Ministry 
of Justice. The police attacked the journalists Ali Berber, cameraman for Kanal D, Serdar 
Özsoy from Cumhuriyet and Jülide Kalıç from Yeni Evrensel with truncheons and kicked at 
them.

5.2.4. Imprisoned Journalists

According to the information the HRFT was able to gather a total  of  17 journalists  were 
imprisoned in 2000. The names and dates of arrests are:

Numan Altıntaş, Özgür Bakış (26 February 2000)

Kazım Aslan, Özgür Bakış, İzmir (3 May 2000)

Seyit Karabaş, Azadiya Welat Director (13 December 2000)

Suat Özalp, Azadiya Welat, Diyarbakır (13 December 2000)

Sönmez Palabıyık, Demokrat Baykan (12 October 2000)

Erhan Palabıyık, Demokrat Baykan (12 October 2000)

Doğan Tolu, Türkmen (9 September 2000)

Gülay Arslan, Asi (9 September 2000)

Süleyman Özalp, Asi (9 September 2000)

Gültekin Arslan, Asi (9 September 2000)

Karip Polat, owner of Türkmen and Asi (9 September 2000)

Rahman Çelik, Jiyana Rewşen (17 November 2000)

Ziya Nihadioğlu, Kızıl Bayrak, Antakya (9 December 2000)

Abdullah Lif, Kızıl Bayrak, Antakya (9 December 2000)

Zeynel Engin, Devrimci Demokrasi (2 October 2000)

Yaşar Çamyar, Alınterimiz (7 March 2000)

Derya Binay, Özgür Gelecek (30 September 2000)

Answering  a question by FP Rize MP,  Prof.  Dr.  Mehmet  Bekaroğlu,  the Minister  for  the 
Interior,  Saadettin Tantan said that between 1 January 1999 and 3 May 2000 the police 
(looking after crimes in towns) had detained 65 journalists, the gendarmerie (looking after 
crimes in rural  areas) had detained 7 journalists.  As of  May 2000 43 journalists were in 
prison, 17 of them under remand and the others serving their sentences. Saadettin Tantan 
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added that he had no figures at hand of whether or not and if “yes” journalists had been ill-
treated or tortured. 

On 24 July  Oktay Ekşi,  chairman of  the  Press  Council,  declared that  the  figures of  the 
Minister were not correct and stated that only four journalists (Ramazan Yılmaz, Muharrem 
Karademir,  Mustafa  Benli,  Tülin  Soyhan)  had  been  imprisoned  in  connection  with  their 
journalistic activities. He added that it might be possible that other journalists, who had been 
sentenced for other offences, might have been targeted for their journalistic activities. The 
cases that might fall under this category were listed as: Abdurrahman Kırmızıtoprak, Ali Rıza 
Demir,  Asiye  Güzel  Zeybek,  Aynur  Cihan  Alak,  Burhan  Gardaş,  Çetin  Aydemir,  Devrim 
Demir,  Fatma  Harman,  Fatma  Hülya  Tamgan,  Hasan  Hüseyin  Ebem  (Erdem),  Hamit 
Baldemir, İbrahim Çiçek, Kazım Albayrak, Kemal Evcimen, Mehmet Bahri Kurt, Mehmet Tari, 
Mehmet Yaman, Meral Kıdır, Nurettin Şirin, Ömer Yıldırım, Sadık Çelik, Serdar Gelir, Sezgin 
Çelik, Süleyman Altun, Şengül Akkurt, Uğur Türkmen, Veysel Eroğlu, Yalçın Küçük.

The  organization  Reporters  Sans  Frontiers  (RSF)  named  four  people  as  imprisoned 
journalists in Turkey as of December: (from “Hepileri” Yalçın Küçük, from “Özgür Gündem” 
Hasan Özgün, from “Atılım” Asiye Güzel Zeybek and from “Selam” Nureddin Şirin). The RSF 
counted another 65 imprisoned journalists, but said that it was not certain, whether they had 
been imprisoned for the journalistic activities.

The Committee for  the Protection of  Journalists  (CPJ) listed 14 imprisoned journalists  in 
Turkey in its report for 2000.
5.2.5. The High Council for Radio and TV (RTÜK) 

Throughout the year 2000 the High Council for Radio and Television (RTÜK) passed orders 
on  closure  totaling  4,832  days.  According  to  RTÜK's  statement  of  22  December,  233 
warnings were issued in the same period. A total of 118 court cases were opened according 
to the decisions by RTÜK. The majority of them ended in favor of RTÜK. It was also reported 
that RTÜK passed orders of closure totaling 11,430 days during the last 6 years and that 
8,321  days  of  closure  referred  to  “separatist”  and  2,362  days  to  “reactionary”  (Islamic) 
broadcasting.

The  decisions  in  2000  on  closing  down  radio  or  TV  stations  were  based  on  various 
provisions of the Law No. 3984 on Founding and Broadcasting of Radio and TV stations. The 
provision  that  programs should  not  be allowed,  if  they lead the  population  to terror  and 
violence and create disgust was used on closure decisions totaling 2,798 days, the provision 
on exceeding the boundaries of criticism was used for closure decisions totaling 240 days 
and the ban of separatist propaganda was given as the reason for closure decisions totaling 
418 days.

Besides  very heavy penalties  the order  to  shut  down TV station CNN Türk for  one day 
resulted in harsh criticism. The decision had been taken, after M. Ali Birand had asked in his 
program  “Day  32”  whether  Öcalan  would  become  Mandela.  After  protests  from  various 
places RTÜK stated on 24 February that it was impossible to compare a freedom fighter and 
a terrorist, who killed babies.

On 13 December RTÜK took a decision concerning the reporting on hunger strikes and other 
actions against the F-type prisons. The text of this decision was:

“It has been observed that some audio-visual media cover the actions of terror organizations 
who forced their militants into protests against the F-type prisons in extensive form and a 
way that makes the State appear in a weak state. 
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“The aim of the terror organizations is known as showing strength of their militants and find 
supporters. They also want to create an empty space of authority by showing the State as 
weak...

“In  providing  space  of  actions  such  as  'death  fasts'  serving  the  purpose  of  the  terror 
organization the media acts against the principles of Law No. 3984 on 'broadcasting has to 
serve the understanding of public service'. It is also a violation of Law No. 4422 on fighting 
criminal organizations founded for their own interest. 

“The respective broadcasts are constantly followed by our council. 

“It  is of specific importance that the audio-visual media follows the provisions of Law No. 
3984 and other legal provisions.“

Sample Cases of Closure Decisions:

“Özgür Radyo”

The reasoning for the closing down of Özgür (Free) Radio by RTÜK for one year on 25 June 
was  disclosed  on 11 July.  It  was  stated that  the  words  of  the  Austria  Workers  Anthem 
broadcast at the Gökkuşagi (Rainbow) programme on 1 May had led to the decision. The 
ban started on 31 July. 

Özgür Radyo appealed against the decision, but Ankara Administrative Court No. 3 turned 
down the appeal. On the other hand, the prosecutor at İstanbul SSC started an investigation 
against Füsun Erdoğan, the coordinator of the program and the moderator Seher Karadeniz, 
but decided in October not to bring charges.

In December  RTÜK banned  the broadcast  of  Özgür  radio  station  for  another  180 days. 
RTÜK stated  that  the  program broadcast  on  24  July  mentioned  that  Rauf  Denktaş,  the 
President  of  the Turkish Republic  of  Northern Cyprus “had shares of  big hotels,  a great 
proportion of the immovable and property on the island belonged to the Denktaş family and 
the family also received profits from prostitution.” 

Further decisions

On 5 and 6 January RTÜK decided on closing the radio channels Mesaj FM (Kocaeli) and 
Medya FM (Urfa) for one year each, on the grounds that they made broadcasts “inciting 
people to violence,  terror and ethnic discrimination”.  The ban for Medya FM related to a 
program they broadcast  on 27 October 1999,  entitled "Gündem Özel  (Agenda Special)." 
Seher FM (Van) was banned for 180 days; Marmara FM (İstanbul) for 30 days; Üsküdar FM 
(İstanbul) for 1 day, on the same grounds. RTÜK also banned Demokrat Radyo (İzmir) for 30 
days on the grounds of “separatist broadcasts,” and TV Channel Kanal 6 for one day, on the 
grounds of “not being respectful to justice, neutrality and the law”. 

Demokrat Radyo received another ban in January. The order to close the station for one day 
was  reportedly  given  for  broadcasting  a  speech  by  Ernesto  Che  Guevera  on  2  and  3 
November 1999.

In March RTÜK closed the Demokrat Radyo for 15 days on the accusations of “broadcasting 
in a way to direct people to violence, terror and ethnic discrimination.” RTÜK closed private 
TV channel Kanal 6 for one day on the grounds of “broadcasting against moral values,” and 
private TV channel Kanal D for one day, on the grounds of “not complying with the right to 
answer and correct.” 
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On 12 April RTÜK stopped the broadcast of private radio channel Radyo Umut in Antalya for 
90 days, on the grounds that they broadcasted the folk song Cemo sung by Group Yorum. 
RTÜK also closed private TV channel Güneş TV in Malatya for 7 days, and Ufuk TV for one 
day. In addition to that, the RTÜK closed private TV channel Inter Star for three days, on the 
grounds that they made broadcasts against “general morality” in three different programs. 

In September RTÜK closed down private TV channels Ufuk TV (Malatya) for 90 days, HRT 
(Hatay) for 30 days, Güneş TV (Malatya) for 7 days, CNM (Malatya) for 3 days, and private 
radio channel Radyo Ekin (Ankara) for 3 days, and private TV channels Show TV, Cine 5, 
Kanal 7, Selam TV (Izmit) and KTV (Konya) for 1 day each. Show TV was reportedly closed 
down on the grounds of  releasing naked pictures of  a  girl  aged 14 in  a news program, 
whereas CINE 5, a private TV channel making coded broadcasting, was reportedly closed 
down  due  to  the  movie  “Red  Oedipus”  about  in-family  sexual  relations.  Kanal  7  was 
reportedly  closed  dawn  due  to  elaborating  the  issue  of  “demons”  in  the  program  titled 
“Konuştukça” (as we talk) broadcasted on 28 August 2000. 

In December RTÜK banned the broadcast of 3 radio and 15 TV stations varying from one 
day to one month. RTÜK also banned the broadcast of Radio Nur (İstanbul) on the grounds 
of  broadcast  against  the  principles  of  General  Merits  of  the  Constitution,  democratic 
institutions and individual rights, and banned the broadcast of Radio Arkadaş (Adana) on the 
grounds of broadcast inciting to violence, terror and ethnic discrimination among people for 
180  days  each.  The  names  of  the  other  radio  and  TV stations  that  were  banned  from 
broadcast were:  Kanal  D twice for  one day;  Kanal 6 three times for  one day;  Show TV, 
Number One TV, Genç TV, ART TV, Samanyolu TV, İnterstar TV, Mesaj TV (Ankara), TVM 
(Malatya), TGRT TV, Kanal 7 TV and Hedef Radio (Ankara) each one day; Şanliurfa TV 30 
days; HRT TV (Hatay) 7 days; Ege TV 3 days.

Can TV

In November the Supreme Administrative Court passed its verdict in the case opened by Can 
TV, broadcasting in Diyarbakır, against the RTÜK decision of closing Can TV on the grounds 
of broadcasting a news program in Kurdish. The Court quashed the decision of the regional 
administrative court. The verdict stated that the governor’s office in Diyarbakır and the Police 
HQ had applied to RTÜK emphasizing that “necessary sanctions should be brought against 
Can TV as it frequently played Kurdish music and conducted various interviews in Kurdish 
during  live  programs...  However,  Can  TV  had  produced  the  program  in  Turkish  and 
interviews  in  a  language  other  that  Turkish  on Can  are  not  contrary  to  the  principle  of 
broadcasting in Turkish.”
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6. Freedom of Association
Restrictions on the freedom of association continued in Turkey throughout 2000. The 
pressure concentrated on political parties such as HADEP and EMEP, but also trade 
unions, associations and foundations got their share.

All kinds of political organizations in the OHAL region that did not strictly follow the 
official policy of the State were subjected to oppression. A considerable number of 
associations  were  closed  down  temporarily  or  permanently,  sometimes  without 
presenting any reason. The so-called 28 February phase (campaign against religious 
activists, termed reactionary) that had started in 1997, continued and resulted inter 
alias in the closure of 60 branches of the National Youth Foundation (MGV).

Political Parties 

The People's Democracy Party (HADEP)

The words of Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit at the beginning of the year “the PKK and 
the circles representing it want to use HADEP for their illegitimate ends and I hope 
that HADEP will  not  permit  this”  were the first  sign that the pressure on HADEP 
would continue in the year 2000.

On 5 July Ecevit  said that he had warned the President of CHP because he had 
heard of contacts between CHP and HADEP. He said:

“I  find  it  sad  for  the  past,  the  heritage  of  the  Republican  People's  Party  and 
dangerous for the regime in Turkey that a serious relation, cooperation or at least a 
dialogue  exists  between  CHP  and  HADEP.  Earlier  the  SHP  carried  HEP  into 
parliament and serious problems arose. I wish that Mr. Öymen will remember this 
experience.”

In  response Altan Öymen said  that  there was no cooperation with  his  party  and 
HADEP, but a dialogue and added that a principle of “one cannot talk to HADEP” 
would not serve the aim of internal peace. 

In  November  a  secret  report  of  the  General  Staff  adopted  in  connection  with  a 
meeting of the CHP in April was leaked to the press. The Intelligence Department of 
the General Staff commented on the meeting of the CHP under the title of “Project of 
Solution with the People” as “being in line with the peace plan, which the head of the 
terrorist had developed in prison”. Such a project was not new and earlier leaders of 
the CHP had taken similar initiatives. In an attempt not to drop below the 10% hurdle 
during the next election and to leave the votes in the region to HADEP and FP the 
party tried to win the sympathy of the local people.

Trials against HADEP

There  was  no progress  in  the  case  launched  by  the  prosecutor  at  the  Court  of 
Cassation with the demand to close HADEP. On 29 January 1999 the prosecutor had 
forwarded his claim to the Constitutional Court. Among the reasons for closure the 
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prosecutor had pointed at the so-called “calendar case” and the “flag case”, trials that 
did not conclude at Ankara SSC in 2000.

Case against 47 board members

Ankara SSC sentenced 18 HADEP executives of HADEP in connection with “hunger 
strikes conducted when the PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan was in Italy”. The trial that 
had started in December 1998 concluded on 24 February. Ankara SSC sentenced 
HADEP Chairman Ahmet Turan Demir, former Chairman Murat Bozlak and Ankara 
former Provincial Chairman Kemal Bülbül, former Deputy Chairman Bahattin Günel, 
Ağrı  Mayor  Hüseyin  Yılmaz,  Ankara Keçiören former District  Chairman Ali  Akgül, 
former Party Board member Emine Mısır, former Ankara Provincial Executive Board 
members  Rezzan  Sümbül,  Mehmet  Emin  Aras,  Sevgi  Önal,  Sultan  İzra,  Dursun 
Turan, Cevdet Malgaz, Safiye Akalın, Ahmet Aydın, İlhan Aydın, Hüsamettin Avşar 
and Şaziye Zoroğlu to 3 years 9 months' imprisonment under Article 169 TPC. The 
other 29 party executives were acquitted. 

The Court of Cassation conducted one hearing on this case on 16 November, but did 
not reach a verdict in 2000.

The “Calendar Case”

The “calendar case” continued at Ankara SSC throughout the year. The case had 
been launched in March 1998 in connection with a calendar that showed a map of 
Kurdistan. In this trial Murat Bozlak, Hamit Geylani, Ali Rıza Yurtsever and Mehmet 
Satan were charged under Article 168 TPC and the other 52 executives under Article 
169 TPC.

The “Flag Case”

The retrial  of  the so-called “flag case”  related to  the fact  that  during the second 
ordinary congress of HADEP on 23 June the Turkish flag was taken down continued 
at Ankara SSC during 2000. In the first verdict of 4 June 1997 Ankara SSC had 
sentenced  Murat  Bozlak  and  Hikmet  Fidan  (chair  of  the  congress)  to  6  years' 
imprisonment under Article 169 TPC. Another 28 executives had received sentences 
of 4.5 years' imprisonment under the same provision and 14 defendants had been 
acquitted. On 18 June 1998 the Court of Cassation had quashed the verdict for 43 
defendants including Murat Bozlak on the grounds of insufficient investigation. The 
sentence of 22.5 years'  imprisonment for Faysal Akcan, who had taken down the 
flag, and the acquittal of Sırrı Sakık and Abdurrahim Bilen had been confirmed. The 
retrial started on 1 June 1999, but did not conclude in 2000.

Other court cases

The trial  launched against  HADEP Van Provincial  Chairman Abdurrahman Doğar  on the 
grounds of  “keeping a bomb in the drawer  of  his  office in the party building”  resulted in 
acquittal. Van Criminal Court passed its verdict on 17 February on the grounds that “it could 
not be determined who put the bomb there.” The trial had been launched after the police 
found a bomb in the raid on the office on 19 November 1998. There was a hunger strike in 
the building to support the PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan who was then in Italy. Doğar had 
been tortured in detention and remanded for 4 months while the trial was continuing. 
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Abdurrahman Doğar was also charged in connection with the hunger strike at the offices of 
HADEP  in  Van,  along  with  Güllü  Fırtına,  chairwoman  of  the  women's  wing,  Selahattin 
Endakçı, former executive for the central district, the executives Fevzi Melet, Battal Basut 
and another 40 defendants. On 12 April all defendants were acquitted.

In May the 9th Chamber of the Court of Cassation confirmed the sentence of 18 executives of 
HADEP  from  Adıyaman  and  Kahta.  Malatya  SSC  had  sentenced  them  to  45  months' 
imprisonment under Article 169 TPC.

A trial was launched against Küçükdikili  (Adana) Mayor Mehmet Yaşık and 5 municipality 
workers from HADEP on charges of “supporting the PKK” by keeping defunct Özgür Bakış 
newspapers and defunct Özgür Halk journals, in the municipality building. The first hearing 
was  held  at  Adana  SSC  on  5  September.  The  prosecutor  asked  that  Mehmet  Yaşık, 
Abdülkerim Timur, Kutbettin Örnek, Emin Erin, Bekir Emen and Hasan Güneş be convicted 
under Article 169 TPC. The case did not conclude in 2000.

The  trail  launched  against  8  executives  of  HADEP  Malatya  Provincial  Organization  in 
connection with speeches they made in the 1996 congress of party concluded at Malatya 
SSC on 6 September. The court board sentenced Kamber Söylemez, Hacı Yavuz and Zeki 
Kılıçgedik to a fine of TL 3 million each, while it acquitted Mustafa Türk, Abdullah Saygın and 
Ali  Çintay.  The SSC separated the file  of  defendant  Ahmet  Yücedağ,  who  could  not  be 
heard, and decided to launch an official complaint against lawyer Hasan Doğan. 

The prosecutor at Ankara SSC and the Court of Cassation started an investigation 
into the 4th Ordinary Congress of HADEP held on 26 November. Allegedly slogans in 
favor of PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan had been shouted. Videos from the congress 
were sent to  the Constitutional  Court  as additional  evidence in the case with  the 
demand to close the party.

Mayors from HADEP on Trial

Diyarbakır Metropolitan Municipality Mayor Feridun Çelik, Siirt Mayor Selim Özalp and Bingöl 
Mayor  Feyzullah  Karaaslan  were  detained  on 19 February upon directives  of  Diyarbakır 
SSC. Feridun Çelik was detained while traveling in the car of his office. The lawyers Selim 
Kurbanoğlu and Sinan Tanrıkulu,  who were in the car with  him, were  also detained,  but 
released after a short while. Selim Özalp was detained in a raid on his house in Siirt. Özalp 
was  later  taken  to  Diyarbakır.  Feyzullah  Karaaslan,  who  returned  from  Germany,  was 
detained at Diyarbakır Airport in the evening on the same day. 

The OHAL Governor commented on the detentions and said that 25 of the 47 persons, who 
were detained during the operations in Diyarbakır  and its districts,  were remanded:  “The 
testimonies of the detainees revealed that the mayors made contributions to the works of the 
PKK within the country and abroad and helped the PKK financially.”

On 22 February Diyarbakır SSC rejected the complaint against the detention of the mayors. 
Lawyer  Sezgin  Tanrıkulu  stated  that  Selim  Özalp  had  shown  traces  of  torture  during 
detention.  He  said  that  two  physicians  from  the  state  hospital  had  been  taken  to  the 
gendarmerie station,  where Mr. Özalp was held and had had the opportunity for  a short 
checkup. The patient had shown grazes under his armpits. 

After  4  days  in  detention  the  mayors  were  remanded  on  24  February  on  charges  of 
supporting the PKK. Many HADEP members and executives had come to the court that took 
the decision of remand. The police tried to keep them away and detained some 15 people. 
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On  25  February  the  lawyers  objected  to  the  arrest  warrants  against  Çelik,  Özalp  and 
Karaaslan.  Lawyer  Sinan  Tanrıkulu  stated  that  three  people  had  been  captured  in  the 
countryside. They had named Abdülkadir Güzel as a PKK member. Yet, the testimony of 
Abdülkadir  Güzel  to  the  police  did  not  contain  any  evidence  against  the  mayors.  Sinan 
Tanrıkulu also noted that the case of the mayors had been combined with the file against the 
47 people that had been detained earlier. 

On 24 February the Minister of the Interior suspended Diyarbakır Mayor Feridun Çelik, Siirt 
Mayor Selim Özalp, Bingöl Mayor Feyzullah Karaaslan together with Ağrı Mayor Hüseyin 
Yılmaz, who had been sentenced to 45 months, from duty. 

Feridun  Çelik,  Selim  Özalp  and  Feyzullah  Karaaslan  were  released  on  28  February. 
Diyarbakır SSC ruled that the suspects had a permanent place to stay and were not likely to 
run away. Yet Çelik, Özalp and Karaaslan were prohibited from traveling abroad.

At the beginning of March Diyarbakır  SSC launched a trial against  22 persons, including 
Feridun  Çelik,  Selim  Özalp  and  Feyzullah  Karaaslan.  The  indictment  based  on  the 
testimonies of Abdülkadir Güzel, allegedly responsible person of the ERNK (political wing of 
the PKK) for Diyarbakır, and claimed that the mayors “met PKK executive Murat Karayılan in 
Germany, received orders from the PKK and donated money to the PKK.” The mayors were 
charged under Article 169 TPC, while other including Diyarbakır Metropolitan Deputy Mayor 
Ramazan Tekin were charged under Article 168/2 TPC. At the time 16 of the defendants 
were under remand. 

The trial started on 24 April. Diyarbakır Deputy Mayor Ramazan Tekin, who allegedly had a 
relationship with repentant Abdülkadir Güzel, stated that he did not accept his testimonies to 
the  police.  After  the  hearing  the  remanded  defendants  Mehmet  Maksut,  Mehmet  Aslan, 
Ömer Taş, Seyit Ahmet Öcalan, Ömer Özer, Hüseyin Utanç and İlhan Kazıkçı were released. 
Feridun Çelik,  Selim Özalp, Feyzullah Karaaslan, Mehmet Aslan, Ömer Taş, Seyit  Ahmet 
Öcalan,  Tahir  Burhankulu,  Hüseyin  Utanç,  Ömer Özer,  Hacı  Kaydı,  İlhan Kazıkçı,  Recai 
Kazıkçı, Keziban Kazıkçı and Hüseyin Akman were charged under Article 169 TPC, while 
Abdülkadir Güzel (repentant), Mustafa Yıldız,  Sadullah Özdemir, Mehmet Maksut, Medine 
Yakut,  Sabiha Zengin,  Hayrettin  Aktepe and Ramazan Tekin were  charged under  Article 
168/2 TPC. 

In the hearing of 20 June, Feridun Çelik refused the charges against  him stating that he 
signed the testimony only because he was threatened in detention. After the hearing the 
Court lifted the ban to travel abroad for Feridun Çelik, Selim Özalp and Feyzullah Karaaslan 
and released Medine Yakut.

In the hearing of 29 August the defendants Abdülkadir Güzel and Hayrettin Aktepe stated 
that they wanted to be “repentants.” The court board decided to ask the Ministry for Internal 
Affairs on whether Güzel and Aktepe could be accepted as “repentants”. In the hearing of 5 
December Abdülkadir Güzel, Mustafa Yıldız, Hayrettin Aktepe, Tahir Burhankulu and Hacı 
Kaydı were released. The trial did not end in 2000.

The Parliamentarian  Assembly of  the Council  of  Europe protested against  the detention, 
arrest  and  trial  of  the  mayors  in  a  joint  statement.  Nicole  Fontaine,  chairwoman  of  the 
European Parliament asked for an immediate release of the mayors. 

In Diyarbakır, Siirt and other places protest demonstrations were held that resulted in more 
detentions among the demonstrators. 

Reports in July stated that a trial was launched against Diyarbakır, Bingöl, Batman, Siirt and 
Dikmen (Kızıltepe, Mardin) Mayors from HADEP, on charges of “inciting to hatred and enmity 
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among people” in speeches during the 3rd Conference on Residual Cities and Residential 
Areas,  in  Hanover,  Germany.  The  trial  was  based  on  the  article  entitled  “the  HADEP 
Incident” by Emin Çölaşan, which appeared in the daily Hürriyet on 24 February. Diyarbakır 
Mayor  Feridun  Çelik,  Siirt  Mayor  M.  Selim  Özalp,  Bingöl  Mayor  Feyzullah  Karaarslan, 
Batman Mayor Abdullah Akın and Dikmen (Kızıltepe, Mardin) Mayor Selahattin Ertaş were 
charged  under  Article  312  TPC.  The  trial  was  said  to  have  been  combined  with  the 
continuing trial against the mayors at Diyarbakır SSC.

Further Measures against HADEP executives

In Diyarbakır  the offices of  HADEP,  MKM,  the HRA and all  branches of  KESK,  and the 
offices of the dailies Evrensel and Özgür Bakış and Dicle Women’ Center, were raided on 4 
January. During the raids, calendars of the year 2000 printed by MKM, HADEP and HRA and 
journals found in their archives were seized. Fourteen people were detained during the raids, 
including HADEP Diyarbakır Provincial Chairman Ali Ürküt, Central District Chairman Zeynel 
Bağır, Bismil District Chairman Nedim Biçer and Ergani District Chairman Mehmet Umutlu. 

Nedim Biçer, Rıfat Serim, Mehmet Umutlu, M. Şah Yurter, Hikmet Korkmaz, Ahmet Şahin 
and Şehmus Metin were released same night after testifying to the prosecutor. 

The HADEP offices in Ağrı and Muş were raided on 3 and 4 January on the grounds that 
Kurdish lessons were given in these offices. 

After the raids in Diyarbakır, Ağrı and Muş the HADEP offices in Ceylanpınar (Urfa) were 
raided in  the evening of  5  January.  District  Chairman Ahmet Dağtekin,  Müslüm Solmaz, 
Cuma Sürer and Hasan Dağ were detained for a while. 

HADEP Antep Provincial Secretary Vakkas Dalkılıç, Şehitkamil District Chairman Abdullah 
İnce, HRA Antep Branch Executive Ali  Şimşek, HADEP member Cengiz Özer,  who were 
detained on 10 January during the raids of the HADEP and HRA offices in Antep Branch, 
were released on 13 January. 

HADEP member Bekir Arpa and HRA Accountant Mevlüt Çiçek, who were detained in the 
raid on the HADEP offices in Bozova (Urfa) on 13 January, and accused of accusations of 
possessing banned publications, were remanded on 14 January. 

The police surrounded the HADEP Esenler,  Bahçelievler  and Güngören district  offices in 
İstanbul and detained 13 HADEP executives and members on 13 February. In Esenler the 
police detained district executives Necmi Sapan, Fatma Koçak and Tafil İnal. In Bahçelievler 
the police detained Sebahattin Çelik,  Necmettin Çeçen, Şükrü Nariç, İdris Yılmaz, Ferhan 
Aksoy, İdris Bulut and some other HADEP executives and members. In Güngören the party 
members Hasan Nargül, Şahin Ovan and Mehmet Öztekin were detained. 

HADEP  Deputy  Chairman  Niyazi  Bulgan,  board  member  Veysel  Turhan,  Siirt  Chairman 
Ahmet  Konuk  and  one  of  provincial  executives  Tahir  Can,  who  went  to  Siirt  for  the 
establishment of a provincial organization in Siirt, were detained on 15 February. They were 
released the following day.

HADEP Deputy Chairman Eyüp Karageçi was remanded in Batman on 13 March. He was 
called to Batman Police HQ on the grounds that “he disseminated PKK propaganda,” in a 
meeting held on 9 March. His lawyers accompanied Karageçi, when he testified to the public 
prosecutor.  Subsequently  he  was  referred  to  the  court.  Karageçi  was  remanded  on  the 
accusations of “inciting the people to hatred and enmity.” Karageçi was released after the 
first hearing on 24 March. 
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On 28 March HADEP chairman for Şırnak province, Resul Sadak, stated that he had 
asked for permission to open an office in Şırnak three times, but had not received an 
answer. The offices could only be opened on 5 July.

HADEP Bursa Central District Chairman Recep Kuru, former Provincial Secretary Yıldırım 
Işık, the party members Zahir Aksu and Ümit Ceylan were detained in raids on their houses 
on 17 February. Ümit Ceylan, Zahir Aksu and Sedat Işık were remanded on 20 February. 

On 21 February the police raided the offices of HADEP in Malatya, seized some documents 
and  detained  Malatya  Central  District  Chairman  Zeki  Kılıçgedik,  provincial  executive 
Fahrettin  Karagöz and Eylem Kaplan.  The detainees were released in  the evening.  Zeki 
Kılıçgedik  and  HADEP  executive  Mehmet  Yücedağ  were  detained  during  raids  on  their 
houses on 22 February. Zeki Kılıçgedik was remanded on 23 February. He was released on 
29 February.

On 26 February Sinan Sayan,  from the women's  commission of  HADEP in  Van, 
Nesrin Çıplak, from the central commission, Mehmet Akçadağ and Aliye Güven were 
detained, when they left the offices of HADEP in Erciş.

Batman Municipality deputy Cemil Çiftçi, who gave a speech in the panel on “Kurdish 
Riots in the Last Century” organized by People’s Democracy Party (HADEP) Batman 
Provincial Organization on 6 February, and former Municipality Board member Salih 
Altun, were remanded on 2 March. 

Selami Ayçiçek, an executive of HADEP Antalya Provincial Organization, who was remanded 
in Antalya on 2 February, was released on 3 March. 

The police raided the offices of HADEP in Antep and Şahinbey and Şehitkamil district on 7 
March.  In  the  raids  Antep  Provincial  Chairman  Burhanettin  Bolu,  provincial  executive 
Abdullah  Kırmızıtaş,  Provincial  Youth  Commission’s  Chairman  Ercan  Sezer,  Şehitkamil 
District Chairman Abdullah İnce, district executive Osman Kaya, Şahinbey District Chairman 
Ridvan Özer and a person named Özgür were detained. 

HADEP Urfa Provincial  Chairman Ziya  Çalışkan  and HRA Urfa Branch Secretary Bülent 
Mermer, who were detained in Urfa on 7 March, were released on 9 March. 

M. Ali Turan, Ağrı Municipality deputy from HADEP, disclosed that he had been put under 
pressure to work as an informer for the police, when they came to his office on 24 March.

HADEP Pervari (Siirt) District Chairman Temel Özer and executive Sıdık Yılmaz, who were 
detained on 24 March, were released without testifying to the prosecutor.

On 16 March the police raided the offices of HADEP in Salihli (Manisa). Pointing at 
the  journals  “Özgür  Halk”  and  “Yurtsever  Gençlik”  they  detained  Mehmet  Emin 
Gezer, chairman for the district, Alaaddin Yeşilkaya and Mehmet Özdemir.

On 21 March the police detained HADEP İstanbul Esenler district executive Sabahat 
Tuncer when she left the offices of the party.

HADEP  Narlıdere  (İzmir)  former  district  executive  Hasan  Hayri  Tekin,  Ayhan  Kaya  and 
Mehmet Aykut were remanded by İzmir SSC on 29 March under Article 169 TPC. 
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HADEP Pervari  (Siirt)  district  chairman Temel Özer and the executives Mehmet Uzunay, 
Rasi Cuci and Zahit Yücel were detained on 29 March. Mehmet Uzunay reportedly fainted in 
detention. The opening of offices was reportedly not permitted for “security” reasons. 

At the end of March Kars Public Prosecution Office launched an official investigation 
because “the letter “w” had been used in the word “Newroz” and the colors yellow, 
red and green were seen on Newroz posters prepared by HADEP.” The investigation 
is based on charges of “disseminating separatist propaganda,” and “violating Article 
81 of the Law of Political Parties.” 

Diyarbakır  SSC Prosecutor  launched  an official  investigation  against  the  HADEP 
Newroz celebrations organization committee members in Diyarbakır on charges of 
violating  Article  81  of  the  Law of  Political  Parties  by giving  speeches in  Kurdish 
during the celebrations. 

In  Mersin  a  trial  was  launched against  the  organizing  committee  for  the  Newroz 
celebrations based on charges under Article 81 of the Law on Political Parties. On 27 
October Mersin Penal Court No. 6 acquitted the defendants.

HADEP former chairman and lawyer Güven Özata, who was detained in Antalya on 1 
April, was remanded on 4 April. Özata was reportedly remanded in connection with 
the 2-year imprisonment sentence passed on him by Ankara SSC. The execution of 
his sentence ended on 24 September.

HADEP Çiğli  (İzmir)  Youth Commission former Chairman Erdem Kılıç  was remanded by 
İzmir SSC in connection with the 3 years 9 months imprisonment sentence given to him by 
İzmir SSC under Article 169 TPC. 

In  April  a  trial  was  launched  against  Abdullah  Akın,  Batman  Mayor  from  HADEP,  in 
connection with his statements during a meeting held in Denmark on 29 November 1999, on 
the accusations of “inciting people to hatred and enmity,” under Article 312 TPC.

The trial launched against Alaattin Erdoğan and Hacı Ateş, HADEP executives from Mersin 
and Tarsus, in connection with speeches they gave on the occasion of 1 September Peace 
Day (1999) concluded on 4 May. Adana SSC sentenced them under Article 312 TPC to 1 
year's imprisonment. 

The police raided the offices of HADEP in Diyarbakır on 11 May. Party executive Zübeyde 
Zümrüt and women’s commission member Elif Toktay were detained. 

Hasan  Beliren,  an  executive  of  HADEP in  Adana,  entered prison  at  the  end of  May to 
complete the 9 months imprisonment term imposed on him under Article 8 LFT connection 
with a speech he had formerly given. Beliren entered Bahçe Prison of Adana.

At the beginning of June the governor's office in Van did not permit Van Mayor Şehabettin 
Özarslaner from HADEP to travel abroad to attend a meeting of the Helsinki Commission 
working under  the American Congress and similarly  the governor's office in Urfa did not 
permit  Viranşehir  (Urfa)  Mayor  Emrullah  Cin,  from HADEP to  attend the  same meeting. 
Emrullah Cin said that they received letters stating that for mayors of municipalities in debts it 
was not found appropriate to travel abroad. 

The police  prevented women from HADEP to read out  a press statement for  a “general 
amnesty”  without  any  discrimination;  for  an  improvement  of  the prison  condition  of  PKK 
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leader Abdullah Öcalan, and for changes in the constitution. The women had gathered in 
Eminönü Square, İstanbul on 6 June. The police detained 47 people, including the chairman 
for İstanbul, Kemal Peköz. 

The detainees, 12 of them women, were referred to the prosecution office on 7 June. A trial 
was launched against them at İstanbul Penal Court No. 2 on charges of “violating the Law on 
Meetings  and  Demonstration  Marches  numbered  2911”,  “resisting  public  officers”  and 
“praising an act which is considered a crime.” The detainees were released to be prosecuted 
without remand. 

On 10 June 29 members and executives of HADEP Üsküdar (İstanbul) district organization 
were  detained.  The  detainees  were:  Bilgin  Akkoyun,  İsmail  Subaşı,  Arzu  İpek,  Kerem 
Mergen,  İrfan  Kaya,  Fatma  İpek,  Mehmet  Şerif  Mergen,  Abdulmecit  Arakkı,  Ali  Çelik 
Kasımoğulları, Burhan Öncel, Mehmet Oktay, Musa Art, Süleyman Kümek, Hüseyin Salman, 
Hasan İlhan, İbrahim Emektar, Sevda Ayazgün, Kasım Kılıç, Zafer Ay, Yusuf Demir, Binali 
Karadut,  Berhan Karabulut,  Mehmet Güreş, Mehmet Karabulut,  Hayati  Aras,  Koçer Aras, 
Erhan Avşar  and two more people who couldn’t  be identified.  Of  the detainees 23 were 
released without testifying to the prosecutor. (34)

The Ministry of Interior Affairs dismissed Salih Haktan, the headman of Özalp village of Van 
from HADEP, temporarily in June without indicating a reason. 

The  police  raided  HADEP's  central  office  in  İstanbul  and  the  HADEP  district  offices  in 
Bağcılar, Eminönü and Gaziosmanpaşa on 26 June. During the raids, 30 people, including 
HADEP  İstanbul  Chairman  Kemal  Peköz,  were  detained.  The  names  of  some  of  the 
detainees were:  Yusuf  Yıldırım, Ferhat  Tugay,  Ali  Gülün,  Kudret  Gülün,  Saim Aktürk,  M. 
Haluk Dağ,  Naciye  İlbasan,  Özlem Atbaş,  Murat  Yıldız,  Şaize Çelik,  İrfan Beder,  Hamza 
Kocaman, Yakup Döner, Müdür Duman, Mahmut Can, Selah Kemaloğlu, Bayram Güneş and 
Gülay  Çelik.  25  people,  including  Kemal  Peköz,  were  released  after  testifying  to  the 
prosecutor. Yasin Çiftçi (not in the list above) was released on 29 June.

HADEP Beyoğlu district  office was raided on 28 June and district  chairman Ali  Gök was 
detained.

On 29 June the police prevented demonstrations held in various cities in connection 
with the anniversary of the death sentence given to the PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan. 
Police officers prevented the gathering of a group in Eminönü, İstanbul and dispersed 
the groups gathered in the Küçükpazar direction and in front of Yeni Cami, by force. 
The police officers reportedly detained some 58 people. They were released on 30 
June to be prosecuted without remand. 

A group in Konya who wanted to send a fax to parliament asking to lift the death 
penalty was also dispersed by police officers. During the demonstrations 24 people 
were  detained,  including  HADEP  Konya  Provincial  Chairman,  Mehmet  Bozdağ, 
HADEP  Provincial  Secretary  Muzaffer  Küçükyıldız,  Provincial  Executives  Ahmet 
Dikmen, Şahin Doğanbey, Zeynep İslambay, Cemal Dursun, Nazım Keleş, Provincial 
Woman Branch  Chairwoman  Leyla  Güven,  Provincial  Youth  Branch  Chairwoman 
Sabiha Temizkan. 

In  the fax  sending act,  which  took  place  in  Van,  some people including  HADEP 
executives  Sait  Kantarcıoğlu,  Nezahat  Ergüneş  and  Mukaddes  Atabay,  were 
detained. 
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On 2 July soldiers stopped a group of people returning from a picnic organized by 
HADEP  in  Bingöl.  Nine  among  the  66  people  including  the  executives  Remzi 
Sönmez, Selami Mollaoğlu, Ömer Çelikel and Ramazan Buyruk were detained on 
allegations of  having organized an unauthorized picnic and given a seminar.  The 
detainees were released in the evening, but threatened not to work for HADEP.

In mid-July singer Aydın Acar was detained during a wedding in Hakkari because he 
had  sung  a  Kurdish  song.  He  was  on  charges  of  “disseminating  separatist 
propaganda.”  Police  officers  allegedly  forced  Acar  to  testify,  “Sebahattin  Avcı, 
HADEP chairman for Hakkari, and Hüseyin Ümit, Hakkari Mayor from HADEP, forced 
him to sing in Kurdish.” 

During the commemoration ceremony held at the grave of Vedat  Aydın,  executive of the 
People’s Labor Party (HEP), who was killed by unknown assailants in 1991, 15 people were 
detained on 10 July. Among the detainees were Ali Ürküt, HADEP chairman for Diyarbakır 
and Şerif Camcı, Central District Chairman of HADEP. On the other hand, 8 people were 
detained in the raid on HADEP Central district building on 11 July. 

In July HADEP executive  in  Osmaniye,  Cafer  Karataş,  alleged that  4 police officers had 
kidnapped him, taken to Güneysu Police Station and threatened him not to go to HADEP any 
more. 

The trial launched against HADEP members on charges of “insulting the Turkish flag” under 
Article 159 TPC continued at Izmir Criminal Court No. 2 on 17 July. On 11 September 1998, 
the  defendants  had  gathered  in  front  of  the  courthouse  to  observe  the  trial  of  HADEP 
members Özden Gürbüz, Ahmet Şeker, M. Şah Demirci and Nazim Çomak, prosecuted at 
Izmir Criminal Court No. 4 in connection with the killing of Kenan Mak, a student at Bolu 
Abant İzzet Baysal University on 3 May 1998. The trial did not conclude in 2000. 

On 21 July the trial against Bismil (Diyarbakır) Mayor Nedim Biçer from HADEP and A. Latif 
Kandemir, İsmet Demirbilek, Nimet Sayar,  Mecit  Argül and Mizbah Bozucu, executives of 
HADEP,  who  had  been  remanded  in  Diyarbakır  on  28  June  in  connection  with  the 
demonstrations during the visit of HADEP Chairman Ahmet Turan to Diyarbakır, started at 
Bismil Penal Court on 21 July. The defendants were released and the trial was adjourned to 
18  August.  The  trial  was  launched  on  charges  of  violating  the  Law  on  Meetings  and 
Demonstrations and did not end in 2000. 

On  25  July  the  police  raided  the  house  of  M.  Emin  Altun,  HADEP  deputy  in  the  local 
parliament in Batman, and detained his wife  Türkiye Hatun (60) on the grounds that the 
Court of Cassation had confirmed a sentence of imprisonment against her.

On 1 August the police raided many houses of HADEP members in Van and the districts 
Özalp and Başkale. The detainees were interrogated at the central gendarmerie station and 
Mehmet  Özdemir,  Nurettin  Duman,  Gıyasettin  Kılıç  and  two  unnamed  women  were 
remanded. Five people including the HADEP executive Baki Özcan were released.

Hacı  El,  an executive  of  HADEP in Sincan (Ankara),  alleged to have been beaten by 4 
people, who came to his house introducing themselves as police officers, on 13 August. Hacı 
El reported that the people had threatened him with death. 

Galip Öztürk, an executive of HADEP in İstanbul-Samandıra, was detained on 17 August.

The police  raided  the  offices  of  HADEP in  Ergani  (Diyarbakır)  on  20 August.  About  40 
HADEP members and visitors were detained in the raid. 
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Eleven people were  detained during a raid of  soldiers  on the office of  HADEP in Kartal 
(İstanbul) on 29 August. Ten of the detainees were released the same night, whereas district 
chairperson Münir Düzgün was held longer. 

HADEP chairman for İstanbul Mahmut Şakar, who participated in a panel held in connection 
with the First September World Peace Day at Yılmaz Güney Hall in Ankara on 29 August, 
was  detained  after  the  panel  was  over.  Mahmut  Şakar  was  reportedly  detained  on  the 
grounds that he did not testify in two trials against him. Şakar who was released the same 
night was detained again when he went to Ankara Police HQ to testify on 30 August. He was 
released the next day.

In September a case was launched against Cihan Sincar, Mayor of Kızıltepe, Mardin 
from HADEP, on charges of “disseminating separatist propaganda” in a statement 
she made to a Swedish daily. The trial was to be heard at Diyarbakır SSC. On 22 
November Diyarbakir SSC acquitted Sincar. 

On 13 September the police in İzmir raided a house in Kadifekale under the pretext 
that the female members of HADEP conducted an illegal meeting. The police did not 
allow Şadiye Akçay, Nigar Ekti and Semra Doğan to leave the house, but later left 
without detaining anyone.

All provincial and district offices of HADEP situated in İstanbul, Diyarbakır, Adana, Mersin 
and Van were raided by the police officers on 15 September.  The raids were reportedly 
carried out with  the instruction of Ankara SSC in connection with the First  of  September 
World Peace Day Declarations. During the raids executives of HADEP in Diyarbakır, Mehmet 
Çetin, Hanifi Yatmış, Mehmet Çelik, Mehmet Özdemir, Orhan Ekinci, in Bismil district, Nedim 
Biçer,  Latif  Kandemir,  Nuri  Çalan,  Aziz  Demir,  in  Sultanbeyli  (İstanbul),  Kubettin  Öşenç, 
Sevim Hanoğlu,  Cihan Yavuz, Yaşar Çiçekdağ,  Ramazan Kınay,  Alaattin Demir,  Mehmet 
Cihan,  Meryem  Songur,  Muzaffer  Ölmez  and  Belma  Alper  were  detained  together  with 
another  22  people.  HADEP  Secretary  General,  Mahmut  Şakar,  stated  that  the  peace 
declarations had not been distributed because of a decision of confiscation taken by Mersin 
Penal Court No. 2. 

On 24 September the police raided the offices of HADEP in Bahçelievler district (İstanbul) 
and detained 22 people in connection with the hunger strike they staged in protest to the 
armed conflicts between the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (YNK) and the PKK. The police 
blockaded HADEP offices on 24 September and detained Filiz Avuç at the exit of the office in 
Ümraniye. 

HADEP Şırnak Chairman Resul Sadak and the executives A. Rezzak İnan, Cengiz Balık, 
Mehmet Çakar, Rüştem Bayar, M. Nezir Ayan, Mehmet Temelkıran, İzzet Belge, Tahir Kutlu, 
Nihat  Uysal,  were detained near Cizre while  returning from the Provincial  Congress they 
attended in Batman on 25 September. The same day, their houses and the offices of HADEP 
were raided and the computers were seized. It was alleged that explosives and guns were 
found during the search carried out at Resul Sadak’s house in İdil. Provincial Secretary Erdal 
Güler was detained during the raid to the party office on 26 September.

HRA deputy chairman Osman Baydemir and a group of lawyers from Diyarbakır Bar 
Association  wanted  to  research  the  incident,  but  were  not  let  into  Şırnak.  The 
detainees were arrested on 1 October.

The prosecutor at Diyarbakır SSC indicted Resul Sadak, Nihat Osal, Mehmet Çakar, 
Rüstem Bayar,  Tahir Kutlu, Cengiz Balık,  İzzet Belge, Abdurrezzak İnan, Mehmet 
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Temelkuran, Mehmet Nezir  Ayan,  Erdal  Güler and Yakup Uyar  under Article 169 
TPC. All remanded defendants were released after the first hearing on 12 December. 

The offices of HADEP in Şırnak were raided for the third time on 30 September. During the 
raid  Asgar  Uysal  and  Azad  Çakar  were  detained.  They  were  later  released.  Osman 
Baydemir,  HRFT  representative  Sezgin  Tanrıkulu  and  lawyer  Mesut  Beştaş  met  the 
commander of the brigade in Şırnak, the public prosecutor and provincial chairpersons of 
political parties before the remand. Baydemir disclosed that Resul Sadak did not testify and 
did not sign the documents they wanted him to sign and that his other clients were forced to 
sign documents blindfolded without reading them. 

In  November  İzmir  SSC  sentenced  HADEP  chairman  Ahmet  Turan  Demir  in 
connection with a speech he delivered at the congress of HADEP in Manisa on 6 
September 1998 to 1 year's imprisonment under Article 8 LFT on the grounds that 
“he had supported attacks by the PKK”. The sentenced was reduced to 10 months' 
imprisonment and a fine of TL 666 billion, because of good conduct.

In Hazro district of Diyarbakir the HADEP executives Yusuf Dindar, Kaya Giray and Vahit 
Dilsiz were detained on return from a wedding ceremony on or around 7 October. They were 
released the same day and disclosed that they had been tortured by police officers Serdar 
Gerdan and Murat Miftioğlu at Hazro Police HQ. 

Ferman Özer, Mayor of Şemdinli, Hakkari, who had been elected from the list of HADEP, 
was  detained  on  11  October  and  taken  to  Yüksekova  Division  Headquarters.  He  was 
released the same day, after he appeared at Van SSC. On 23 December the Minister of the 
Interior dismissed him from office.

On 12 October the HADEP members İdris Ertuğrul, Ömer Çelebi, İsmail Uzun and a person 
whose name could not be revealed, were detained in Islahiye district of Antep. Ömer Çelebi, 
İdris Ertuğrul and İsmail Uzun appeared before court on 16 October. They were under Article 
169 TPC. 

Mehmet Dilsiz,  HADEP chairman in Cizre (Şırnak) district,  was detained in a raid on his 
house on 15 October. Behiye Dilsiz, wife of Mehmet Dilsiz reported that the gendarmerie 
locked the people in a room, searched the house and later forced them to sign a minute 
stating, “a PKK flag, a walkie-talkie and journals were found in the house.” Mehmet Dilsiz 
was remanded on 20 October.

Seven HADEP members, including the chairperson were detained in Araban district of Antep 
on 14 October on charges of possessing banned publications. They were released on 16 
October. 

Sincar Kaya, former treasurer of HADEP in Izmir, was detained in Izmir on 20 October. 

Of the 59 people including supporters of HADEP, who were detained during operations in 
Yüksekova  district  Hakkari  and  Van  at  the  end  of  October  21  were  remanded  at  the 
beginning  of  November.  Out  of  the  14  people  detained  in  Van  the  HADEP  executives 
Ruknettin Hakan, Reşit Erkol, Musa Arslan, Cesim Turgut and the members Selim Turgut, 
Tahir Kaya, Faysal Kaya and Selahattin Polat were remanded. Out of the 45 people, who 
had been detained in Yüksekova district of Hakkari, 13 were remanded; 32 were released to 
be prosecuted without arrest. 

HADEP executive  Cahit  Göktaş,  Delibaş  Göktaş,  Ayhan  Tekin,  Tevfik  Türkdal,  Seyfettin 
Aysay, İzzet Ersoysal, İsa Ersoysal, Hikmetullah Solcun and Burhan Soyuran who had been 
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detained  by  police  officers  in  Güroymak  district  of  Bitlis  on  26  October,  because  of  a 
statements of a repentant, were remanded on 2 November on charges under Article 169 
TPC.

Halil  Salik, HADEP official in made a press statement on 15 November. He declared that 
Cemal Kavak and Yıldız Aktaş, HADEP officials in Istanbul, had been tortured in detention. 
He added that in November many HADEP executives and members in Sultanbeyli,  Tuzla, 
Ümraniye,  Gaziosmanpaşa  districts  had  been  were  detained  and  tortured  and  forced  to 
testify against HADEP. 

In Esentepe quarter of Istanbul 6 people including Serhat Tagay, HADEP Gaziosmanpaşa 
District Secretary were detained on 15 November. 

The district office of HADEP in Varto district of Muş was raided by the police officers on 23 
November. Chairman Behçet Özen was detained in the raid. 

The trial of Van Mayor Sahabettin Özaslaner from HADEP and Batman Mayor Abdullah Akın 
(also from HADEP) concluded at Erzurum SSC on 25 November. Erzurum SSC sentenced 
them to 10 months' imprisonment and a fine of TL 1.26 billion under Article 312 TPC. The 
case had been opened against  the mayors  in  connection with  a speech they gave at  a 
congress of HADEP in Ağrı on 3 September 1998.

During the raids on the offices of  HADEP in Yüreğir  and Seyhan district  (Adana)  on 25 
November  Fatih  Şalı,  chairman for  Adana,  Mustafa Campınar,  deputy chairman and the 
executives Reşit Gültekin, Bayram Altındemir, Zülküf Tezkorkmaz, and the party members 
Mehmet Akif Can, Salih Erdem, Kemal Acar, Abdurrahman Yakut and Mehmet Emin Duman 
were detained. Among the detainees Altındemir, Can, Erdem and Acar were remanded, the 
others were released. 

The police officers raided the offices of HADEP in Malatya on 12 December. During the raid 
26 people including HADEP chairman Önder Şahiner were detained. 

In İzmir the HADEP member Ferhat Karaca and the executives Fadide Acar, Ercan Örnek, 
Hakan Kızıl, Mahir Dinler, Sedile Acar, Fikret Arslan and Serhat Yaşar were detained on 12 
December during the raid on their houses. Hakan Kızıl, Fikret Arslan, Serhat Yaşar, Mahir 
Dinler and Ahmet Kaya were remanded on 15 December. 

Diyarbakır SSC released Mazlum Öncel, HADEP executive in Diyarbakır and 3 other HADEP 
members, who were detained in Diyarbakır on 13 December, after two days in detention. 

Selahattin Endakçı former HADEP chairman in the central district of Van was detained in 
İstanbul at the end of November and later taken to Van Police HQ on 11 December. 

Hasan Dündar, HADEP secretary in the central district of Siirt, Beşir Kara, member of the 
provincial  parliament,  İhsan Kınık,  deputy in  Kurtalan  municipality,  the  HADEP members 
Hüseyin Acar, Hüseyin Kaçar and Emin Nazlı were detained in Siirt on 30 November and 
arrested  on  15  December.  Abdullah  İnan,  executive  of  HADEP  in  Siirt,  Sıddık  Çelik, 
executive in the central district  and the party members Botan Özer and Murat Avcı were 
detained on 13 December. 

The Virtue Party (FP)

The case at the Constitutional Court with the demand to close the Virtue Party (FP) 
continued throughout 2000. The prosecutor at the Court of Cassation had launched 
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the case on 7 May 1999 on the grounds that FP was the continuation of defunct 
Welfare Party (RP). 

On  18  January  Vural  Savaş,  the  chief  prosecutor  at  the  Court  of  Cassation 
expressed his hopes that changes to the second paragraph in Article 103 of the Law 
on Political Parties would not be implemented, because he had forwarded a case, 
arguing that the changes, which would make it more difficult to ban political parties, 
were against the Constitution. He claimed that the action of the officials from the FP 
were more extreme than the actions from executives of RP and asked that the party 
should be closed down, because it was obvious that this party was the follower of the 
RP. Vural Savaş stated that the demand of closure was based on the Articles 2, 
24/last para, 68, 69 and 84 and on the Article 78, 86 and 87 of the Law on Political 
Parties. 

On 25 January the FP deputies Cemil Çiçek and Mehmet Ali Şahin presented the 
defense for the FP. Afterwards Çiçek said:

“The case was opened under the claim that FP was the center of actions against 
secularism and the  continuation  of  defunct  RP.  We demanded  that  the  case be 
dropped, because there is no evidence for this claim. Looking at the date, when the 
case was launched, one can easily see that the case was not brought under judicial 
considerations, but because of a political trend. The FP is a party bound by the laws, 
believing in the Constitution and the democratic system. It is a legitimate party and 
serving as the main opposition in parliament.” 

In April  Haşim Kılıç,  deputy chairman of the Constitutional  Court  stated that they 
would deal first with the objection to changes of Article 103 in the Law on Political 
Parties and then decide on the merits of this case.

Kayseri  deputy  Abdullah  Gül,  Sivas  deputy  Abdullatif  Şener  and  İstanbul  deputy 
Nazlı  Ilıcak,  who  had  been  named in  the  indictment,  asked to  make  a  personal 
defense, but the Constitutional Court rejected this demand in November.

Meanwhile,  FP prepared a draft  law to change Article 95 of  the Law on Political 
Parties to the effect that parties that were the continuation of political parties that had 
been banned should be subjected to the provisions of Article 104. However, such 
cases would have to be launched within 30 days, after the party had announced its 
foundation to the Ministry of  Interior.  Among the reasons for the draft  law it  was 
stated that the political party had to be informed in the founding stages, whether the 
statute contained any illegal provisions. 

At the same time the parties forming the coalition government prepared a draft law to 
change Article 69 of the Constitution in a way that would make it more difficult to 
close down political parties.

The Constitutional Court started to hear the case on 12 December. It decided to have 
the cassettes sent in by the prosecutor transcribed and to ask the prosecutor at the 
Court of Cassation for his view on applying Article 104 of the Constitution on the 
case. The prosecutor was given a time until 21 January 2001. Vural Savaş declared 
that he would not able to finish the task until the end of his office. 
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On 12 December the Constitutional Court also dealt with the second paragraph of 
Article 103 of the Law on Political parties, which Vural Savaş had asked to cancel. 
The Constitutional Court followed the arguments of the prosecutors and cancelled 
the paragraph, which mainly defined the term “be the center of” activities described in 
paragraph 1 of this Article. Since the definition was left aside the Constitutional Court 
will for itself decide whether FP became the center of anti-secular activities. (35)

Repressive Measures

Siirt province Eruh district mayor from the FP, Abdülhamit Nas, was detained on 22 
January and remanded on 26 January on charges of  a connection to the radical 
Islamic  organization  Hezbollah.  He  and  another  10  defendants  were  tried  at 
Diyarbakır SSC under Article 168 TPC. On 30 March Diyarbakır SSC acquitted all 
defendants. 

The prosecutor at Diyarbakır SSC investigated against Recai Kutan, President of FP 
and some executives in connection with speeches they held at a congress on 19 
March. He decided not to charge anyone.

The police reportedly beat Mayor Yaşar Buhan from the FP, who intervened in the 
dispute that broke out during the wrestling games in Tatvan, Bitlis on 22 July. Yaşar 
Buhan’s  son Cihat  Buhan was  also  reportedly  beaten by the  police  in  the same 
incident. 

The  governor  on  İstanbul  banned  a  poster  of  the  FP  with  the  title  of  “Who  is 
preventing the Freedom of Education?” in November.

The Labor Party (EMEP)

EMEP member Zülfü Yıldız, who had been detained with Önder Anar by soldiers in 
Tunceli on 16 January while collecting signatures for the campaign entitled “Don’t let 
Süleyman (36) die, cancel the State of Emergency,” disclosed that he was tortured in 
detention. 

During  the same campaign Ali  Han and Özdal  Akbaba were  detained in  Tunceli 
province Hozat district on 8 January. 

On  13  January  the  police  in  Ankara  detained  Ziya  Doğan,  Oğuz  Bozkuş  and 
Hüdaverdi Tutgun, who were putting up posters for a congress on 16 January. They 
were taken to Batıkent Police Station and released in the evening.

The trial  launched against EMEP chairman in Urfa, Cuma İlbeyli,  chairman of the 
youth  commission,  Sadık  Güleç  and  the  teachers  Sevgi  Yılmaz,  Aysun  Aldemir, 
Mehmet Kıcır and health workers Ferdane Çakır and Kemal Budak, on charges of 
“distributing  leaflets  and  collecting  money  without  permission,”  concluded  with 
acquittal at Urfa Penal Court on 3 February. 

The gendarmerie in Sarıgazi (İstanbul) prevented a group of people to put up posters for the 
2nd Ordinary Congress of EMEP on 6 February. EMEP members and executives related the 
following:
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“The gendarmerie intervened around noon. When the people reacted the gendarmes raided 
the coffeehouses around and detained  many people.  The detainees  were  later  taken to 
Sarıgazi  Gendarmerie  Station  and  were  beaten  heavily  with  clubs.  Hüseyin  Genç,  an 
executive  of  EMEP in  Sarıgazi,  had  to  be  hospitalized.  EMEP executives,  who  went  to 
Sarıgazi  Gendarmerie  Station,  were  informed  that  the  detainees  “held  an  unauthorized 
demonstration.” 

22 detainees were referred to Üsküdar Public Prosecution Office on 7 February. Hüseyin 
Genç could reportedly only move with the help of two persons. Another 20 EMEP members 
who were waiting in the corridors and garden of the courthouse were detained under beating. 
Nine EMEP were remanded. The testimonies of the 22 persons had lasted until 8 February. 
Remanded were: Enver Delibaş, chairman for Maltepe district and the EMEP members Arif 
Şakar, Murat Andiç, Hüseyin Genç, Cemal Genç, Güngör Doğan, Şerife Şahin, Ebru Ünal 
and Sevim Çağlar.

The remanded defendants were released during hearings in February and March.

The police in İzmir detained Kemal Köroğlu, Barış Emiroğlu, Dilek Ekrem, Sinan Berk, Hasan 
Ataselim and A. Haydar Tuna on 24 February, when they were putting up posters for the 2nd 

ordinary congress of EMEP.

The office of the OHAL governor banned leaflets, which the EMEP in Pertek district 
(Tunceli) had prepared against fraud in the municipality.

The office of the governor in Kayseri banned the posters calling for the 2nd ordinary 
congress of EMEP that was to be held on 5 March.

The trial launched against the organizing committee members of EMEP in Elazığ on 
the grounds that Kurdish songs were sung in the “Solidarity Night” held on 22 May 
1999, concluded on 8 March. Elazığ Penal Court No. 2 sentenced Mesut Gündoğdu, 
Cemal Günsili, Yusuf Bal, Ali Dağ, Ali Ekber Bakır, Hıdır Erdoğan and Bülent Bozkurt 
to 6 months in prison. The penalties of all defendants, except Bülent Bozkurt, were 
commuted to a fine. The sentence of Bülent Bozkurt was not commuted, because he 
had another penalty from another trial.

The governor's office in Amasya banned a festival, which the EMEP in Amasya had 
planned to hold in April. 

EMEP Yenimahalle  district  (Ankara)  executives  Hüdaverdi  Tutkun  and  Rıza  Ercan  were 
detained on 23 April, when they were hanging up posters in Batıkent quarter of Ankara. They 
were released the same day.

The governor's  office in  Merzifon  prohibited the meeting  to  be  held  by EMEP in 
connection with the May Day. The district governor also did not permit posters and 
placards  calling  for  the  1st of  May.  The governor's  office  in  Tunceli  also  banned 
activities and propaganda for International Labor Day.

The trial launched against EMEP İzmir Narlıdere chairman Ahmet Gemici on the grounds of 
possessing  prohibited  publications,  concluded  on  26  April.  İzmir  Penal  Court  No.  1 
sentenced him to 3 months in prison and a fine of TL 15 million under Article 526 TPC. The 
prison term was commuted to a fine of TL 90 million. 
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The  police  detained  6  EMEP  members,  who  were  hanging  up  May  Day  posters  in 
Sultanbeyli, İstanbul on 29 April. In Merzifon, Amasya, EMEP executives Erhan Aydoğan and 
İbrahim Özeren were detained on 1 May. The case opened against Erhan Aydoğan and Halil 
İbrahim Özeren for distributing illegal leaflets on May Day, ended in acquittal by Merzifon 
Penal Court on 13 December.

In Amasya 6 people  were  detained including the EMEP executives  İsmail  Arslan,  Erhan 
Demirtaş and Barış Mayda, when they distributed a bulletin of EMEP. All but Arslan were 
released the same day. İsmail Arslan was charged with a violation of the Law on Political 
Parties. He was released during the first hearing. 

The police in İstanbul prevented a demonstration held by a group of women, members of 
EMEP in İstanbul Mecidiyeköy on 14 August with the demand of lifting the base stations 
located in the cities by cellular phone companies and detained Cevriye Aydın, Ayla Belek, 
Yüksel Akkaya, Bülent Ulus, Mutlu Dursun, Mehmet Avşar, Vedat Ünal, Erdal Çınar, Nurhan 
Çalışkan, Yasemin Saylı, Meryem Durmaz, Nihat Koruk, Eylem Sağıroğlu, Özgür Sağıroğlu, 
Mahir  Coşkun,  Cem Demirezer,  Hasan  Ulusoy,  Renan  Hunulu,  Canan  Danacı,  Neslihan 
Demir, Murat Kırkgöze and Yılmaz Ağabulut. 

Soldiers detained Erkan Gündoğan, EMEP Mazgirt (Tunceli) district chairman, in a raid on 
his house on 25 August. The prosecution office released Gündoğan the same day. (See also 
the  chapter  on  freedom  of  expression  on  further  cases  against  EMEP  members  and 
executives) 

Socialist Power Party (SİP)

Socialist Power Party (SİP) executives and members were detained in İstanbul and Bursa on 
12 January,  because of  distributing leaflets  calling  for  “Stop bloody politics”  “Abolish  the 
death penalty”. Ümraniye chairwoman Oya Sönmez and 3 party members were detained in 
Ümraniye and 15 SİP members, including the party executives Erkin Özalp and Noyan Durna 
were detained in Kadıköy and kept one hour in detention. In Bursa, the chairman Kenan 
Aktan was detained. 

SIP  Izmir  executive  Zafer  Erbay  and  9  SIP  members  were  detained  on  6  April  while 
distributing leaflets that read: “The country has to get rid of (President) Demirel.” Eight of the 
detainees were subsequently released. Zafer Erbay and Buket Karpat were released in the 
night of 7 April.

Because of distributing the same leaflet, 17 SIP members were detained in Ankara and 6 in 
Istanbul. The SIP members detained in Ankara were released by the prosecution office. 

The police in İstanbul detained Cihan Yücel, a member of SIP, on 16 May while distributing 
SIP leaflets.  After his detention, the police reportedly raided his house and damaged the 
furniture during the search. Cihan Yücel was remanded and tried on charges of insulting the 
State President. İstanbul Penal Court No. 2 released him after the first hearing on 20 June.

On 25 July the police in Kırşehir raided the offices of SİP and seized cassettes with poems of 
Nazım Hikmet and copies of the journal “Sol”.

The Democracy and Peace Party (DBP)

On 25 March the Democracy and Peace Party (DBP) released a statement and listed 
the repressive measures against the party and its members as follows:

Page 290



HRFT Annual Report 2000

The organization in Van was not allowed to hold a panel on 11 March in connection 
with World Women's Day on 8 March. The organization in İzmir was not allowed to 
hold an open-air festival on 21 March on behalf of Newroz. The activity of the branch 
in  Adana  for  Newroz  was  also  banned.  In  İstanbul  the  police  seized  banners 
celebrating Newroz. The action in Mersin was hindered, because Kurdish songs were 
sung.  The  poster  prepared  by  the  headquarters  of  DBP  was  banned  by  the 
governor's offices in İstanbul, Diyarbakır and Van. 

DBP Chairman Yılmaz Çamlıbel, Deputy Secretary General Nevin İl, the executives Kurbani 
Demir,  Mehmet  Baydar,  Yeter  Polat,  Songül  Yıldız,  Mehmet  Eren and Kemal  Aras,  and 
Turkish Daily News -a daily published in English- reporter Gülder Demir, were detained on 1 
May, at Habur border gate while returning from Northern Iraq where they went on invitation of 
the  Kurdistan  Democratic  Party  (PDK).  They  were  released  after  being  questioned  by 
gendarmerie intelligence (JİTEM) for 4 hours.

In  June  the  Court  of  Cassation  confirmed  the  1-year  prison  sentence  given  to  Yılmaz 
Çamlıbel in connection with a speech he made in a meeting held at the HRA Kütahya Branch 
on 14 December 1992. Çamlıbel had been convicted under Article 312 TPC.

Democratic Peace Movement (DBH)

In  June the  Constitutional  Court  refused the  demand to  dissolve  the  Democratic 
Peace Movement (DBH). The Chief Prosecution Office of the Court of Cassation had 
launched the case. The Constitutional Court justified their decision, as “It is wrong to 
dissolve a party, having no action other than disclosing ideas without using violent 
means.” The Chief Prosecution Office had launched the trial of closure in connection 
with  the  section  in  the  DBH  program  that  aims  at  dissolving  the  Directorate  of 
Religious Affairs claiming that such a demand was contravening Article 136 of the 
Constitution and Article 89 of the Law of Political Parties. 

Other Parties

Following  a  demonstration  in  support  of  the  hunger  strikes  in  prison  on  Kızılay 
Square  in  Ankara  on  12  December,  which  the  police  dispersed  by  brutal  force, 
several demonstrators fled into the building with the office of the Socialist Workers' 
Party (TSİP). Later the police searched the premises and detained the chairman of 
the party, Turgut Koçak and the executives Hasan Yavaş and Necmi Özyurda. They 
were remanded on 20 December under Article 169 TPC.

In Siirt, Gökçebağ district the police detained 20 people including the mayor from the 
DYP,  Behram  Aydın  on  suspicion  of  supporting  the  PKK.  The  detainees  were 
released the next day.

In  Tokat  the  mayor  in  Yağmurlu  town,  Celal  Yılmaz,  from  the  CHP  and  the 
employees of the municipality Hüseyin Özseven, Ali Aykın, Rıza Demirer and Pir Ali 
Yardoğan  were  arrested  on  12  December  on  allegation  of  supporting  an  illegal 
organization.

The trial launched against the Freedom and Solidarity Party (ÖDP) executives in connection 
with posters prepared in support of the students who were sentenced to heavy imprisonment 
terms because of opening placards in parliament, ended at Ankara SSC on 10 February. The 
case against ÖDP Chairman Ufuk Uras, his deputies Yıldırım Kaya and Serpil Boğa, and the 
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executives Necmi Demir, Saruhan Oluç, Atilla Aytemur, Serpil Boğa, Burhan Sönmez and 
Sultan Özcan was suspended under Law No. 4454. 

The police prevented members of ÖDP from reading out a press statement in protest to the 
12 September  1980  Military  Coup in  Kadıköy,  İstanbul,  and  detained  69 members.  The 
detainees  were  taken  to  Kadıköy  Police  HQ.  They were  released  after  testifying  to  the 
prosecutor.

2. Trade Unions
Confederation of Trade Unions in the Public Sector (KESK)

The right for civil servants to form trade unions was on the agenda again in 2000. In 
February the Ministry for  Labor and Social  Security sent  a draft  to the unions of 
workers and employers. Later the draft was reviewed by the Council of Ministers and 
forwarded to the GNAT.

On 13 April the Commission on Health, Family, Labor and Social Affairs adopted the 
draft.  Considering  reaction  from  the  public  the  wording  of  “wage  review”  was 
changed to “wage agreement”. The members of the security forces were taken out of 
the list of people, who may not become members of trade unions.

Some provisions in the draft were as follows:

The trade union with the most members in the sector will do the common bargaining. 
The negotiation will be finished in two weeks the latest. In case that the parties do not 
agree on a settlement one of the parties may call  on the Council of Compromise 
within three days. 

The draft did not pass the GNAT in 2000.

Repressive Measures

Eğitim Sen Union Malatya Branch Chairman Ali Ekber Baytemur, Trade Union of Health and 
Social Workers (SES) Malatya Branch Chairman Hasan Kaldık, BES (Office Workers’ Union) 
Malatya  Branch  Chairman  Ahmet  Şişman  and  Tarım  Gıda  Sen  Union  Malatya  Branch 
Chairman Hasan İlhan, were detained in Malatya on 29 February. It was reported that the 
executives of unions in the public sector were detained because they visited the offices of 
HADEP in Malatya, after the mayor of Diyarbakır, Siirt and Bingöl had been remanded. The 
trade unionists were released in the night. 

In March the police detained 16 workers in Sıvas who participated in the act of the 
“March  on  the  Railway”  held  by  the  United  Transportation  Workers  Union  (BTS) 
attached to KESK. The workers were detained in Sıvas train station and taken to 
Sıvas Police HQ.

The trial against 19 union members in connection with the press statement made by 
KESK in Dikili, İzmir on 23 December 1999 concluded at Dikili Penal Court on 12 
June.  The court  acquitted  the  defendants  from charges  of  violating  the  “Law on 
Meetings and Demonstration Marches”. 

KESK SG Sevil Erol was detained on 28 June at the Atatürk Airport while entering Turkey. 

Page 292



HRFT Annual Report 2000

In  Kayseri,  police  officers  prevented  the  demonstration  held  by  KESK  and  Memur-Sen 
(Public Servants Union) on 16 August in protest to the decree giving the government the 
authority of firing public servants without any legal decision. Police officers dispersed civil 
servants, who had assembled in front of the central post office, and detained KESK Kayseri 
Spokesman  Halil  Ünal,  BES  Kayseri  Branch  Chairman  Dursun  Şimşek  and  the  trade 
unionists Yusuf Karaca and Mehmet Köseler. 

The Teachers' Union (Eğitim-Sen)

Ali  Orak,  executive  of  Eğitim-Sen  in  Elbistan  (Kahramanmaraş)  was  detained  in 
Nurhak on New Year's Eve. He was later remanded.

On 16 January the Eğitim-Sen members and executives İlhami Şahbaz, Turabi Ay, 
Adnan Yaşar, Cihan Sevim and Neşe Şahbaz participated in a congress of EMEP in 
Tunceli-Pertek. This resulted in an investigation against them.

A  trial  was  launched  against  Eğitim-Sen  Diyarbakır  Branch  Secretary  Hasan  Kaçan,  in 
connection with the speech he gave on MEDYA TV, related to “the right to education in one's 
mother tongue,” on 22 December 1999. The indictment of the prosecutor at Diyarbakır SSC 
was written in March and demanded the prosecution of Kaçan under Article 312 TPC. For 
the same reason Diyarbakır National Education Directorate suspended Kaçan’s promotion 
and he was “exiled” to Amasya. 

The  meeting  organized  by  Eğitim-Sen  after  the  Council  of  Ministers'  meeting  in 
Diyarbakır on 16 April was banned by the office of the governor.

In May Eğitim-Sen chairman Kemal Bal declared that activities of the branches in 
Şanlıurfa, Diyarbakır and Batman were arbitrarily hindered. The offices of the trade 
union in Şanlıurfa had been sealed twice and the board members had been “exiled”. 
On 23 May the office in Van had been raided and newspapers,  journals and the 
register for members had been confiscated.

The police raided the Diyarbakır Offices of Eğitim-Sen on 7 June. Forty-three people, who 
were  in  the  building  during  the  raid,  were  confined  there  for  a  while.  Later,  Eğitim-Sen 
Diyarbakır  Chairman Hayrettin  Altun,  legal  advisor  Medeni  Alpkaya  and  treasurer  Vedat 
Kuşsever were detained during raids on their houses and offices. Hayrettin Altun was “exiled” 
to Karaman on 16 June.

On 28 June the police raided the office of Eğitim-Sen in Kocaeli. The board members 
were reportedly threatened.

Eğitim-Sen Union Düzce Branch Chairperson Fethi Sönmez was detained during the act of 
fax sending on 6 July in protest to low increase rates of the wages of the teachers. Fethi 
Sönmez was released after a while. 

The trial launched against 123 teachers, members of Eğitim-Sen, in connection with the “act 
of collective doctor visits” in Karadeniz Ereğlisi on 23 December 1999, commenced on 18 
September. The prosecution demanded an imprisonment from 1 to 3 years for the unionists 
for an “offence of the Law on Meetings and Demonstrations”.

Eğitim Sen Union Polatlı Branch Secretary Haydar Polat, who had been detained in Polatlı 
district of Ankara on 18 September, was released on 21 September.
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The Diyarbakır  branch of  Eğitim Sen was raided on 3 October.  The raid was reportedly 
carried out in connection with the festival to be held on the occasion of 5 October World 
Teachers Day. The executive members of the trade union, who were not in the office during 
the  raid,  were  detained  at  the  schools,  where  they  worked.  Eğitim-Sen  Organization 
Secretary  Emirali  Şimşek  disclosed  that  Figen  Aras,  Nesip  Gültekin,  Hüseyin  Kaya, 
Müzeyyen Akıncı, Ali Erdemirci and Medeni Kaya had been detained.

The detainees were released on 5 October, but the governor in Diyarbakır dismissed them 
from duty. The decision was taken on the grounds that the persons in question “attempted to 
hold an unauthorized festival; and the invitations prepared for this festival read in Kurdish, 
‘We will be honored to be with you in the period of evolution of peace and labor into freedom, 
Eğitim Sen AMED Branch’.” 

In November Diyarbakir SSC Prosecution Office opened a case against Figen Aras, 
Nesip Gültekin, Hüseyin Kaya, Müzeyyen Akıncı, Ali Erdemirci and Medeni Kaya in 
connection  with  the  invitations  for  the  festival.  The  indictment  demanded  the 
conviction  of  the  defendants  on  the  grounds  of  “separatist  propaganda.”  On  13 
December Diyarbakır SSC acquitted the defendants.

Trade Union in Health in Social Services (SES)

SES Urfa Branch executives Ramazan Kaval, Ramazan Becerman and Hikmet Erin were 
detained from their office on 8 March. Later, the police raided SES Urfa Branch. The police 
seized the posters of the press statement of Provincial Health Directorate. 

The trial launched against SES former executive Nazife Kaya, Dr. Ahmet Tellioğlu and Ayşe 
Kılıç,  who had been remanded after being detained on 8 and 9 March on accusations of 
“being Turkey Revolutionary Communists Union (TİKB) members” commenced at İstanbul 
SSC on 25 April. In the hearing, Dr. Ahmet Tellioğlu was released. 

The SES members,  nurses  Eda  İleri  and  Güler  İleri,  writer-translator  Orhan  Dilber,  and 
Bektaş Şahin, Akın Öztürk and Ferda Öztürk, were detained in Ankara on 31 May.  HRA 
Ankara Branch Chairman Lütfi Demirkapı stated that Ferda Öztürk was 7 months pregnant 
and said that their  detention period was extended until  4 June. Gülay İleri,  Orhan Dilber, 
Bektaş  Şahin,  Akın  Öztürk  and  Celal  Sarıkaya  were  remanded  on  the  grounds  of 
“membership of an illegal organization.” Ferda Öztürk and Eda İleri were released on 7 June.

The police intervened in the meeting held by SES members in SSK Okmeydanı Hospital on 
27 June and detained 19 members of the trade union, including representatives Akife Aktaş 
and Fatma Akaltun, after beating them in the corridor of the hospital. The detainees were 
taken to Şişli Central Police Station. 

On  18  and  19  April  the  police  in  Ankara  detained  8  people  including  the  SES 
executives and members Dr. Süda Koruk, Dr. İbrahim Koruk, Zekine Dayanıklı, Sadık 
Aydoğan, Köksal Yeğin and Leyla Durmaz. 

On 9 June the police raided the SES offices in Malatya and seized the phone book 
and some documents.

Other Trade Union
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The fuel and packaging company Bamak in İskenderun dismissed some 100 workers 
on  New  Year's  Eve,  because  they  had  joined  the  trade  union  Petrol-İş  on  26 
December 1999. They were not given any compensation. 

On 3 March some 200 workers gathered in front of the Foreign Trade Institute in 
Ankara, when a decision was about to be taken on the privatization of the petrol 
company POAŞ. Members of the anti-riot squad attacked them. 

The police  in  Kocaeli  intervened,  when  members  of  the confederation DİSK had 
gathered in the Cumhuriyet Park to read out a press statement. The police detained 
some 13 people including İsmail Gürel, from Lastik-İş and Osman Nuri Şenol from 
Emekli-Sen.

Mustafa Atlı, from the trade union Özçelik-İş, a member of the confederation Hak-İş 
alleged that  members  of  the  trade union  Türk  Metal  had kidnapped Ahmet  Koç, 
executive of the trade union in İzmit. They had beaten and threatened him.

At the end of April 120 workers from the leather factory Asil in Kayseri were sacked 
because they had become members of the trade union Deri-İş, affiliated to Türk-İş. 
On 12 May the gendarmerie intervened into acts of resistance and detained Ferhat 
Çoban, Hayrullah Fırat, Osman Topal, Fatih Şimşek, Yunus Yönet and Atilla Reşit. 
Later the union representative Musa Servi and 42 workers were indicted for resisting 
the security forces. Develi Criminal Court started to hear the case on 1 June, but did 
not reach a verdict.

On  30  June  the  police  intervened,  when  workers  had  gather  in  Çorlu  district 
(Tekirdağ) to support workers, who had been sacked, because they had joined the 
trade  union  Deri-İş.  During  the  incident  many  people  including  the  trade  union 
officials Hüseyin Akgül and Naciye Özdemir were injured. Akgül, Özdemir and the 
trade union official Ayşe Topdemir were arrested on 2 July, but released on 6 July on 
objection of their lawyers.

On 6 July Kazım Bakış, chairman of Limter-İş, the SG Haluk Yapıcı and the board 
member Hakkı Demiral were detained at the shipyard in Tuzla (İstanbul), when they 
participated in a protest meeting.

On 7 July the police prevented a protest act of 100 workers, members of Genel-İş, 
because they had not got their wages. The police detained 15 demonstrators.

In Kayapa town (Balıkesir) 8 workers, who had joined the trade union Genel-İş in 
March, were first put on paid holiday for two months and then on 4 months' unpaid 
leave. In October they were dismissed.

In  the  Ege Hospital  in  İzmir,  49  staff  members,  who  had joined the  trade union 
Sağlık-İş, were dismissed in October.

On 15 November the police intervened when workers tried to prevent candidates to 
build the thermal power station in Muğla from entering the area. The police detained 
Tes-İş official Dinçer Yıldız and 16 workers.

Trade Union of Workers in Motored Vehicle Industry (TÜMTİS)
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TÜMTİS Ankara chairman Nurettin Kılıçdoğan declared that a member of the trade 
union,  Selim İçtüzer,  had been killed during an armed attack on a warehouse in 
OSTİM on 11 March. 

Because of a strike by the workers in this warehouse in March Nurettin Kılıçdoğan 
and another 21 members of the union were indicted in April for depriving others of 
their liberty. Ankara Penal Court acquitted them on 20 June. 

TÜMTİS İzmir  Branch Chairperson Hasan Yayık  and Financial  Secretary Cafer  Kömürcü 
were detained in Denizli on 6 July. 

During a strike at the EXSA factory in Adana striking workers and workers, who had 
been brought in to break the strike had a quarrel  on 17 August. The non-striking 
workers complained and Nazmi İncesoy, chairman of TÜMTİS and five workers were 
detained, even though Nazmi İncesoy had not been in the factory at the time.

On 22 December the house of TÜMTİS chairman Sabri Topçu was raided without an 
official order.

3. Associations and Foundations
The trial  launched against  lawyer  Murat Çelik,  Contemporary Lawyers Association (ÇHD) 
İstanbul Branch Chairman, on the accusations of “insulting the court,” ended in acquittal in 
the hearing held at Beyoğlu Criminal Court No. 2 on 3 May. Çelik had been prosecuted for 
saying “fascist SSC” in the speech he had given in a panel held by the HRA İstanbul Branch 
in connection with the 50th anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, on 13 
December 1998. 

Murat Çelik and five other lawyers, who had distributed leaflets after the massacre in 
Ankara Central Closed prison that in 1999 resulted in the death of 10 prisoners, were 
acquitted during the first hearing at Beyoğlu Penal Court.

In May the governor's office in Diyarbakır closed Dicle Women’s Cultural Center and Meteris 
Cultural  Center  in  Diyarbakır,  for  an  unlimited  period,  and  Dicle  University  Student’s 
Association for 3 months. Dicle Women’s Cultural Center Chairperson Saniye Varlı stated 
that the governor showed their campaign on education in the mother tongue as justification 
for the closure. 

On 1  June the police  raided  the  Youth  and Culture  Center  in  İstanbul  and detained  28 
people.

In June the police in İstanbul raided the culture center “Let 100 Flower Blossom” and 
detained Ercan Konuklu.

The Emek Culture Center stated that their staff members Zekeriya Gürsöz, Özlem 
Yılmaz  and Barış  Yılmaz  had been detained on 9 August  after  a  visit  to  Gebze 
Prison. The detention had been ordered because they possessed brochure against 
the cell type prisons.

On 21 September the police in İstanbul detained Ali Balkız, chairman of the culture 
center Pir Sultan Abdal and the official Timurtaş Özmen, when they wanted to make 
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a press statement after the court case they had filed against Fethullah Gülen had 
been heard in Bağcılar.

The Court  of  Cassation  confirmed the  decision  to  close  the  Tunceli  Culture  and 
Solidarity  Association  (TKDD) on  15  February.  TKDD chairman Selman Yeşilgöz 
stated that the trial launched in connection with a speech he and a former executive 
Ali Müfit had given in the general assembly of the association in 1996, had concluded 
at  Fatih  Penal  Court  No.  3  in  1998  November.  Both  defendants  had  received 
sentences of 1 year's imprisonment. 

On 20 May the police raided TKDD in İzmir. The offices were closed for 7 days, 
because not only members had been there. 

The  trial  launched  against  executives  of  the  Association  to  Fight  Unemployment  and 
Expensiveness (İPSD), in connection with the press statement they held in protest to the 
Social Security Draft Bill, commenced at Eyüp (Istanbul) Penal Court No. 1 on 10 February. 
In the hearing, the chairperson of the association Safiye Erdoğan and Hüsne Aslan, Fikri 
Taşkın, Erdal Kopal and Ahmet Tahsin Telci gave their testimonies. The trial was postponed 
in  order  to  receive  the  testimonies  of  Ercan  Küçükosmanoğlu  and  Hakan  Aslan.  No 
information on the progress in this trial was available.

The trial launched by the General Directorate of Foundations with the demand of closing the 
Kurdish Culture and Research Foundation (Kürt Kav), started at Beyoğlu Penal Court No. 3 
on 16 February. Kamber Soypak, the lawyer of Kürt Kav, reminded that the trial launched by 
İstanbul SSC in connection with the announcement published in the daily Hürriyet, upon a 
report prepared by the General Directorate of Foundations, had resulted in acquittal in the 
first  hearing  on  1  February.  The  complaint  was  based  on  scholarships  to  the  Upsala 
University and contacts to the Stockholm Kurdish Foundation. The case did not conclude in 
2000.

On 29 February the police raided the offices of the Education and Culture Foundation 
Zehra in Van. The police seized several documents and later detained the chairman 
Muzaffer Van and the member Gıyaseddin Şimşek at the schools, where they were 
working. They were released in the evening hours.

Association for Social Aid and Culture of Migrants (Internally Displace People, Göç-
Der)

The case against the board members of Göç-Der in İzmir concluded at İzmir Penal 
Court No. 8 on 22 February. The court acquitted the defendants.

On 21 June the governor's office in İzmir ordered the closure of Göç-Der for 3 days, 
because not only members had been in the office.

In March three separate trials were launched against Göç-Der Chairman Mahmut 
Özgür and 10 executives. The first trial against Mahmut Özgür and executives was 
launched on charges of violating the “Law of Associations,” as they had sent petitions 
of migrants, who wanted to return to their villages, to Parliament instead of the district 
governors or the prosecution office. The trial was to be held at Fatih Penal Court No. 
1. The defendants were Mahmut Özgür, Mehmet Avcı, Duran Boztepe, Semra Oğuz, 
Zübeyit  Avras,  Timur  Beyköylü,  Ramazan  Ay,  Emin  Demirtaş,  Ahmet  Demir, 
Süleyman Yıldız and Pakize Eriş.
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Another trial was launched on the accusations of “insulting the army”.  The insults 
were allegedly made in the December-1998, March-February-1998 issues of Göç-
Der Bulletin. The trial under Article 159 TPC was to be held at Fatih Penal Court No. 
5. The defendants were the same as in the first trial. 

The third trial was launched against Lütfi Dağ, editor-in-chief with the bulletin, and 
Melahat İncedursun, Hikmet Kılıçaslan and some internally displaced people, who 
written in the bulletin. The trial was to be conducted at İstanbul Criminal Court. 

Pakize Eriş, SG of Göç-Der, was detained during a raid on her house in Esenler, Istanbul on 
15 August. 

The Mesopotamian Culture Center (MKM)

Revze Öngel, chairwoman of the Mersin branch of MKM, and the executives Ayten 
Paşin, Kendal Şahin and Arzu Kaya,  who had been detained in November 1999, 
were indicted at Adana SSC in 200.

The Mersin branch of MKM was raided by police officers on 12 July. 20 people were 
detained during the raid reportedly carried out on instructions of Adana SSC. Branch 
Director Servet Özkan was assaulted, then hospitalized and finally taken to Mersin 
Police HQ. The building was later sealed. Among the detainees, 6 children were 
released the same day and 11 were released on 14 July.  Servet Özkan and the 
executives Cezmi Arkış and Rıfat Duman were remanded. 

The case against Servet Özkan, Cezmi Arkış and Rıfat Duman commenced at Adana SSC 
on 3 October.  The court  decided to release Cezmi Arkış.  The defendants were charged 
under Article 169 TPC, but the trial did not conclude in 2000.

The headquarters of  MKM in  Istanbul  and some of  its  branches were  raided on 
instructions of Adana SSC on 29 July.  41 people were detained during the raids. 
During the raids to the headquarters of the MKM and its branch in Tarlabaşı district, 
the police seized a great deal of cassettes, books, video tapes and documents, and 
detained 39 people including 4 French tourists. During the raid to the MKM İzmir 
Branch Hamide Yüksel, Branch Director, and Şahin Akyüz were detained, and some 
documents were seized. 

The police  raided  central  office  of  MKM and its  office  in  Tarlabaşi,  Istanbul  again  on  4 
September. In the raid, Nurcat Turgut, a staff with the MKM, was detained due to a decision 
of remand on him in a previous trial. 

Students' Associations

The trial  against  30 students,  members of  the Turkish Students and Youth Associations 
Federation (TÖDEF),  who were accused of  “holding demonstrations at Ankara University 
Faculty of Language, History and Geography on various dates and being members of the 
DHKP-C)”,  concluded on 7 March.  Ankara SSC sentenced 16 students to  45 months in 
prison and acquitted 14 students. 

The office of the OHAL governor banned the activities of the students' association at 
Van 100 Year University for 3 months starting in May. He took the decision based on 
Article  11  of  the  OHAL  Law.  In  December  the  public  prosecutor  closed  the 
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association.  The decision  was  valid  until  the  administrative  court  decided on the 
objection. On 8 December police officer came to the premises of the association and 
forced the board members to leave. 

At  the same time the activities  of  the students'  association at  Dicle  University  in 
Diyarbakır were banned. On 17 August the board members removed the seal at the 
door,  while  police  officers  witnessed  it.  Immediately  afterwards  they  produced 
another  ban  for  3  months  signed  by  the  OHAL  governor.  The  chairman  of  the 
association, Sıracettin Irmak had to confirm the receipt and the police officers sealed 
the door again. In November the OHAL governor took another decision to ban the 
activities for three months.

The People's Houses

In the night of 29 January the People's House in Kilimli, Zonguldak province, was 
attacked.  The chairman Hüsnü Hazır  stated that  the  person/s had destroyed  the 
register for members and some other documents and burned some of them. 

On 8 February the police in Ankara detained 3 members of the People's House in 
Mamak  on  the  grounds  that  they  had  distributed  posters.  The  suspects  were 
interrogated at Yavuz Sultan Police Station for 17 hours.

The People's House in Samandağ district (Hatay) was closed twice for 3 days each 
during the first six months of the year.

In July the office of the governor in Ankara ordered the closure of the People's House 
in Mamak for 29 days. No information on the reasons was available.

Associations of Prisoners' Relatives

According to a statement by TUAD police officers raided the headquarters of the 
association  on  10  March.  They  detained  Emine  Çağlayan  and  seized  some  60 
bulletins.

The office of the OHAL governor ordered the closure of THAY-DER in Diyarbakır for 
3 months, beginning in October.

On 21 September Ankara SSC started to  hear  the case of  Ayşe  Betül  Gökoğlu, 
chairwoman of TİYAD and the board members Mehmet Bakır, Alaaddin Uğraş and 
Yalçın Savcı in connection with a book on the incident in Ankara Closed Prison on 26 
September 1999 that resulted in the death of  10 prisoners.  The defendants were 
charged under Article 169 TPC. The trial did not conclude in 2000.

The National Youth Foundation (MGV)

The trial  against 28 people,  including Necmettin Erbakan, the chairperson of the Welfare 
Party (RP) that was closed earlier by the Constitutional Court, executives of the National 
Youth  Foundation  (MGV)  and  Individual  Industrialists  and  Businessmen  Association 
(MÜSİAD), on charges of “working for a state based on religion,” continued at Ankara SSC 
throughout the year. The indictment sought the closure of MGV and MÜSİAD on the grounds 
that “they were institutions training religious militants,” and the death penalty for RP former 
deputy  Chairperson  Ahmet  Tekdal  and  former  parliamentarians  Şevki  Yilmaz,  Hasan 
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Hüseyin Ceylan and İbrahim Halil Çelik, under Article 146/1 TPC. The other defendants were 
charged under Article 146/3 TPC. Their names are: Ali Nabi Koçak, Imdat Kaya, Erol Yarar, 
Ali  Bayramoglu,  Ahmet  Akgül,  Süleyman  Mercümek,  Adnan  Demirtürk,  Nevzat  Laleli, 
Tacettin  Çetinkaya,  Yilmaz  Bölükbaşi,  Sadik  Küçükgünay,  Mecit  Dönmezbilek,  Fikret 
Erçoban,  Ahmet  Ertok,  Abdülkadir  Geylan,  Muzaffer  Baydar,  Ali  Tandogan,  Mehmet 
Bozgeyik,  Mustafa  Akgün,  Mükremin  Karakoç,  Mehmet  Karaman,  Tuncer  Tabak,  Asim 
Sezen and Nuh Mehmet Solmaz. 

The police raided Fatih District Center and 38 liaison offices of the MGV on 21 June. The 
police sealed the center  in Fatih and 38 liaison offices with the order of the prosecution 
office. İmdat Kaya, a staff member of the foundation, was reportedly wanted on charges of 
“insulting the Republic and Atatürk” in his speeches. 

On 14 September, Ankara and Kayseri branches of the MGV were closed. İstanbul Branch of 
the MGV was also closed on 13 September. 

On 16 and 17 September the branches in İzmit,  Ağrı and İzmir were closed and 
shortly afterwards the branches in Balıkesir,  Batman, Karasu (Sakarya),  Sapanca 
(Sakarya),  Kırşehir,  Antalya,  Erzurum,  Gaziantep  and Nevşehir  were  closed.  The 
director  for  foundations stated that  the branches had been closed until  the court 
cases against the MGV were terminated. He added that so far 35 out of 61 branches 
had been closed.

On 22 September lawyers Süleyman Ünlü appealed to the Supreme Administrative 
Court demanding that the implementation of the decision of the General Directorate 
for Foundations of 4 September should be stopped. He claimed that Article 26 of the 
Regulation on Closure of Associations and Foundations was against the Civil Code 
and stated that the trial  demanding the closure of the MGV were still  pending at 
court. The Supreme Administrative Court did not reach a verdict in 2000.
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7- Freedom of Assembly
8 March Women's Day

Various  activities  planned  for  the  8  March  World’s  Women’s  Day  were  prohibited.  The 
governor in Van did not allow Van Women’s Democracy Platform to hold a meeting, showing 
the Law on Meeting and Demonstrations and the OHAL Law as a ground. The governor in 
Urfa did not permit the panel planned to be held by KESK on “Women in Democratic Life.” 
Urfa Penal  Court  confiscated the posters prepared by HADEP Women’s Commission.  In 
Antep, the activity planned by HADEP Women’s Commission on 5 March was not permitted. 

The police detained Enerji Yapı Yol Union Branch Chairman Turgut Darıcı without showing 
any justification, before the press statement organized by Democratic Women’s Platform in 
Antep in connection with the 8 March World’s Women’s Day. SES member Serpil Dağdemir, 
who read the statement,  was detained just  after the press meeting. In Konya,  the police 
dispersed about 50 women who assembled in Kayalı Park for a press meeting. 

In December Diyarbakır  SSC opened a case against  Suzan Samancı,  columnist with the 
daily Yeni Gündem, journalist Ayşe Düzkan, journalist Semra Somersan, Sevil Ersoy, SG of 
KESK and lawyer Gülizar Tuncer in connection with the panel titled “ Women in Life, Women 
on 8 March”, organized on 8 March World Women Day in Diyarbakır. The indictment stated 
that the speeches of the speakers on problems of women around the world and in the area 
involved separatism. 

Newroz Celebrations

Abdulvahap Aksoy (30) who set himself on fire in Mardin Cumhuriyet Square on 15 March, 
died on 16 March. His mother Halime Aksoy said that her son “had set himself on fire to 
welcome 21 March Newroz Feast.” 

The governors in İstanbul and Malatya did not permit HADEP and ÖDP to celebrate Newroz 
in open-air places. 

A clash reportedly broke out between three persons who were distributing calls for Newroz 
and the police in Kartal district of İstanbul at around 10pm on 16 March. A police officer was 
reportedly slightly  injured with  a bullet  that  hit  the front  window of  the police  car.  Özgür 
Tezcan  and  Tuncay  Bozkurt  were  detained  subsequent  to  the  incident  and  remanded. 
Tezcan and Bozkurt were claimed to be TİKKO members. 

HADEP made applications to hold celebrations for Newroz in Van, Şanlıurfa, Siirt, Tunceli, 
Hakkari,  Muş,  Bitlis,  Kars,  Iğdır,  Ağrı,  Mardin,  Urfa,  Siirt  and Malatya,  but  could  not  get 
permission. 

In İstanbul the governor banned posters prepared by DBP. In Ankara the governor allowed a 
meeting under the condition that certain slogans such as “Long live Newroz” (in Turkish and 
Kurdish) would not be shouted. 

The groups, who set Newroz fires in Kıraç and Esenyurt quarters of Büyükçekmece district of 
İstanbul and in Yenibosna on 19 March, were dispersed by the police and gendarmerie. It 
was reported that security forces detained 9 persons, most of them youngsters. 

Newroz celebrations in various cities ended without any incident. The police intervened in the 
celebrations in various quarters of Urfa and detained many people. The police detained at 
least 86 persons during the celebrations in Mersin. Some people, who had not been informed 
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about a change in place and time, came to Bakırköy Marketplace on 21 March, and 25 of 
them were detained, including HADEP Bakırköy district chairman Mehmet Sedat Bilge. It was 
reported that 50 persons were detained in Kanarya quarter of Küçükçekmece İstanbul, 40 in 
Tepeüstü quarter, 20 in Bayramtepe quarter, 30 in İkitelli Parseller Ayazma quarter, 20 in 
İnönü quarter and 5 in Söğütlüçeşme in İstanbul, in the evening on 19 March. 20 persons 
were detained in Tekirdağ and Çorlu district. 

The police,  who  intervened  in  the  Newroz  celebrations  on  21 and  22 March  at  various 
quarters of İstanbul, reportedly detained at least 250 persons. About 200 persons, who were 
detained during the celebrations in Urfa, were released on 22 March. In Ceylanpınar district 
of Urfa, a group of people who wanted to set Newroz fire threw stones at the police officers 
who wanted to disperse them, on the night of 21 March. The police dispersed the group by 
opening fire in the air and detained two persons. In Siverek, Urfa two children who wanted to 
set Newroz fire were detained. The police raided houses where Newroz celebrations were 
held in Viranşehir district of Urfa and reportedly detained several people. 

Hıdır Ataman (16) and Selim Ataman (12) who set Newroz fires in Beytüşşebap district of 
Şırnak on 21 March were remanded on the grounds that “they resisted the village guards on 
duty and disturbed the public peace by setting a fire.” Cemal Ataman (14) was released to be 
prosecuted without arrest. The village guards had reportedly opened fire on the children. 

The trial launched against 20 students “in connection with the 21 March Newroz festival” held 
in the campus of Ege University, continued at İzmir SSC on 16 June. The prosecutor wanted 
9 students to be convicted under Article 168 TPC and 11 under Article 169 TPC. Another trial 
against 32 students from Ege University started at İzmir SSC on 21 June. The prosecutor 
wanted these students to be sentenced according to Article 169 TPC. The Court decided to 
combine both cases, but did not reach a verdict in 2000.

1 May Celebrations

Since the killing of 36 trade unionists during the demonstration on 1 May, International Labor 
Day on Taksim Square, İstanbul in 1977 and particularly since the generals prohibited any 
celebrations on the 1st of May leftist organizations and trade unions have always tried to gain 
back the right of meetings and demonstrations in particular on Taksim Square. Many of these 
attempts were brutally suppressed by the security forces, often resulting in death and injuries 
of demonstrators. Nobody died during the incidents in 2000, but once again little tolerance 
was shown for the right to peaceful assembly.

The trial launched against 29 persons in connection with Labor Day celebrations in Ankara in 
1998 concluded on 3 February.  Ankara SSC sentenced the defendant  Mutlu  Perçin to 2 
years 6 months' imprisonment under the Article 169 TPC, “as he was a minor at the time of 
the incident”. The other 28 defendants were sentenced to 45 months' imprisonment under 
the same provision. 

On 13 April the police in Ankara detained Hakan Şahin and Turan Yalçın, when they were 
putting  up  EMEP  posters  in  Bentderesi  quarter.  The  prosecutor  released  them  in  the 
evening.

Aynur Akkemik, Hüseyin Akçiçek and Kadir Bat from the staff of the newspaper Dayanışma, 
were detained while hanging 1 May posters in Zeytinburnu quarter of İstanbul on 16 April. 

Merzifon District governor prohibited the meeting to be held by EMEP Merzifon (Amasya) 
District  Organization  in  connection  with  the  May Day.  The district  governor  also  did  not 
permit the hanging of posters and placards on 1 May. EMEP Merzifon district executives 
Erhan Aydoğan and İbrahim Özeren were detained on 1 May. (37)
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May Day celebrations were prohibited in many cities as well as in the OHAL Region and 20 
people were detained in the celebrations held in Trabzon and İskenderun. No incident took 
place in the meeting held at Çağlayan Square of İstanbul. Seven people who wanted to hold 
a demonstration in the morning, in İstanbul were detained. Twenty seven thousand police 
officers  were  on  duty  in  the  celebrations  held  in  İstanbul  in  which  25  thousand  people 
participated.  İstanbul  Police  HQ  disclosed  that  238  people  were  detained  during  the 
celebrations. 

In  Diyarbakır,  where  the  celebrations  were  banned,  the  unionists  only  made  a  press 
statement. In Sinop and Antep May Day meetings were not permitted. 

The police detained 6 EMEP members hanging up May Day posters in Sultanbeyli, İstanbul 
on 29 April. In Merzifon, Amasya, 

On  13  September,  the  case,  which  was  launched  against  the  May  Day  Committee  in 
Eskişehir, concluded. The regional representative of DISK İsmet Ayrancı, branch chairman of 
Harb-İş, Mustafa Kaya, branch chairman of Tez Koop-İş, Taner Demirdağ, branch chairman 
of Enerji Yapi-Yol Sen, İbrahim Akgün and the chairman of ÇGD, Ali Baş, were acquitted. 

The trial  opened against  members of the Organization Committee of the meeting held in 
İstanbul  on  Labor  Day  concluded  at  Şişli  (İstanbul)  Penal  Court  on  23  November.  The 
defendants who were put on trial  on charges of “holding an unauthorized demonstration” 
were acquitted. The names of the trade unionists on trial were: Murat Tokmak (SG of DISK), 
Hüseyin Hulusi Karlı (DISK executive), Ömer Faruk Büyükkucak (Türk-İş), Halil Akçay (Hak-
İş), İsmail Hakkı Ortaköy and İbrahim Kudis (KESK) and Levent Dokuyucu (Haber-Sen). 

1 September World Peace Day

The governor's  office  in  Diyarbakır  prohibited  the  meeting  to  be  held  by  HADEP  on  1 
September Peace Day in Diyarbakır.

The Ministry of Interior banned activities planned in several places all around Turkey for 1 
September World Peace Day. The governor in Mersin, formerly gave permission, but later 
banned the meeting in Mersin, and said that the decision was taken because of the letter 
from  the  Ministry  of  Interior.  The  governor  in  Ankara  banned  the  central  meeting.  The 
governor showed the Law No. 2911 on Meetings and Demonstrations as justification for the 
decision.  The Peace Festival  organized by Antalya  Municipality was also banned on the 
same ground. 

Police officers forcibly prevented the meetings and activities in connection with World Peace 
Day in most provinces in Turkey. In Diyarbakır, the police intervened when groups started to 
march from the streets in order to gather in front of HADEP's offices. The police detained 
many people,  who staged a sit-in on the street. Ten people including Medeni Kaya,  Zeki 
Eminoğul, Hüseyin Çelik and Nazmi Çağan were wounded in the row that broke out between 
the police and demonstrators. The wounded persons were kept in hospital for one day and 
discharged the other day. 

The police officers, who intervened in the press statement in Konya, by a group in protest to 
the  cancellation  of  the  Peace  March  in  Ankara,  detained  29  people  including  HADEP 
chairman Mehmet Bozdoğan. The detainees were released on 2 September. 

The police officers, who raided the Eğitim-Sen Union building in Malatya, set up barricades in 
front of the HADEP buildings and detained 58 people. The police officers who intervened in 
the press statement held in Muş, detained around 100 people including executives of KESK 
and the HRA Muş Branch. Muhlise Karagüzel, HADEP executive, Güler Özen and 3 more 
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people whose names could not be identified, were wounded at various parts of their bodies. 
The police did not permit the demonstrations to be held in Van and detained 40 people. 

The people, who were detained in Diyarbakır, Bingöl, Van Muş and Malatya, were released 
on 2 September. 

After the bans in Ankara, Diyarbakır, İzmir, Mersin and Antalya, the governor banned the 
meeting expected to be held in  İstanbul  on 3 September.  Groups from different  parts of 
İstanbul, who wanted to go to Beyoğlu, were stopped in the Avcılar area and were detained. 

Three thousand people participated in the act of ÖDP, DBP, HADEP, HRA İstanbul Branch, 
KESK and the Union of Chambers of Turkish Architects and Engineers (TMMOB) in Beyoğlu 
in protest to the ban of the meeting. HRA chairwoman Eren Keskin, EMEP chairman Mehmet 
Kılınçaslan,  executive  Kamil  Tekin Sürek  and the board  members Seyit  Aslan and Esra 
Çiftçi,  ÖDP  SG  Sinan  Tutal,  board  members  Meriç  Eyüpoğlu  and  Recep  Yılbaşı,  DBP 
chairman Mustafa Aytaç and SG Turan İl, HADEP executives Cemal Coşkun and Mahmut 
Can and KESK spokesman Ahmet Korkmaz were detained. The prosecution office released 
the detainees after testifying. 

Ankara SSC Prosecution Office opened a case against 19 executive members of HADEP, 
including  its  chairman  Ahmet  Turan  Demir.  The  indictment  asserted  that  “separatist 
propaganda was disseminated” as “Kurds were mentioned as a class” in the leaflet entitled 
“Freedom, Equality and Peace,”  which was distributed by HADEP on 1 September 2000 
World Peace Day. In the trial, Ahmet Turan Demir, deputy chairmen Hamit Geylani, Niyazi 
Bulgan,  Eyyüp  Karageçi,  Mehmet  Tekin,  Mahmut  Şakar,  Cevahir  Bayındır,  Ali  Rıza 
Yurtsever,  Salih Özdemir,  Filiz  Uğuz, Veysel Turhan, Cemal Coşgun, Fatma Kurtulan, M. 
Salih Yıldız, Aslan Türk, Murad Akıncılar and Hikmet Fidan were indicted under Article 8 of 
the Anti-Terror Law. 

The case opened in connection with the press statement read out in İstiklal Street in Beyoğlu 
İstanbul  on  3  September  on  the  occasion  of  1  September  World  Peace  Day started  at 
Beyoğlu Penal Court No. 5 on 2 November. Mehmet Kılınçaslan, Kamil Tekin Sürek, Seyit 
Aslan,  Esra Ciftci,  Sinan  Tutal,  Meriç  Eyüpoğlu,  Recep Yılbaşı,  Mustafa Aytaç,  Turan İl, 
Cemal Coşgun, Mahmut Can and Ahmet Korkmaz were charged with a violation of Law No. 
2911. 

Other Meetings and Demonstrations (38)

The İstanbul branch of the HRA had planned a meeting for 12 February under the 
slogan  of  “Respect  for  Human  Rights  in  2000”  on  Taksim  Square.  The  police 
hindered  the  demonstrators  and  detained  221  people  (see  also  the  chapter  on 
human rights defenders). 

The demonstration of "living with hunger on streets for one day" aiming at drawing attention 
to the problems of the people living on streets and organized by Şevkat Der Association was 
prevented by the police on 12 February. The police dispersed the people who assembled in 
Kadıköy Square and detained Şevkat Der chairman Hayrettin Bulan. 

A group of people who held a demonstration on D-100 motorway on 13 February, with the 
demand  of  finding  solutions  to  the  problems  of  Düzce  district  of  Bolu  that  was  heavily 
damaged  in  the  earthquake  met  with  obstacles  by  the  police.  The  police  detained  11 
persons, including Eğitim Sen Union Düzce branch former chairman Aydın Şengül. 
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The police prevented the demonstration of environmentalists, who wanted to protest nuclear 
reactors on Taksim Square on 29 February. The police did not allow the members of the 
“Union of Powers against Nuclear Reactors” consisting of various professional chambers and 
civic organizations, to give a press statement and intervened, when a group tried to lie on the 
ground.  Greenpeace  representatives  Melda  Keskin  and  Tolga  Temuge  were  reportedly 
among the 44 who were detained during the incident.  The detainees were put on trial at 
Beyoğlu Penal Court No. 6, but the court case did not conclude in 2000.

The  governor's  office  in  İstanbul  banned  the  festival  “Peace  and  Solidarity”, 
organized by HADEP in Maltepe district for 5 March.

The police in Ankara prevented a students' demonstration on Kızılay Square on 26 
March. They wanted to protest against the rectors, who had a meeting with the State 
President.

A trial was launched against 54 out of 125 persons who were detained during the meeting on 
“Support the Social State,” held in İzmit on 1 April, on the grounds that they violated Law No. 
2911. Volkan Dal was remanded on the grounds that there was a decision of remand in 
absentia in another trial. 

The police prevented the demonstration held by İçel Civic Movement against nuclear power 
station  on  7  April  in  protest  to  the  plans  to  construct  a  nuclear  plant  in  Akkuyu.  The 
demonstrators  had  assembled  in  front  of  Mersin  Municipality.  The  police  dispersed  the 
demonstrators under beatings and detained 85 of them, including İçel Medical Association 
Chairman  Necdet  Tamamoğulları  and  Electrical  Engineers  Chamber  chairman  Kamer 
Gülbeyaz. They were later released. 25 of them were tried for a violation of Law No. 2911. 
Mersin Penal Court acquitted them on 31 May.

Seven Greenpeace volunteers who made a press statement on İstanbul Sultanahmet Square 
against the plans to build a nuclear plant in Akkuyu were detained on 10 April. Two more 
volunteers  flying  in  a  balloon  escaped.  The  environmentalists  later  appeared  in  the 
prosecution office and were released. 

The police prevented the march by the Union of Powers against Nuclear Plants on 26 April 
on the anniversary of the nuclear accident in Chernobyl,  on Beyoğlu Street, İstanbul. The 
police detained 20 persons. 

The police intervened when students wanted to make a press statement in protest to the 
Higher Education Council (YÖK) and the privatization of education in İstanbul University on 
11 April. The police detained 20 students under beatings. 

At a similar demonstration 29 students were detained in İzmir in 15 April.

Police intervened when students wanted to protest the International Monetary Fund (IMF) in 
front of Dolmabahçe Palace in İstanbul on 17 April and detained about 40 students under 
beatings.  The police  reportedly  used pepper  gas against  the students and took them to 
İstanbul Police HQ. They were released on 18 April, but four of them were taken into custody 
again, allegedly because arrest warrants against them existed.

The police intervened when right-wingers held a demonstration in front of İstanbul University 
on 21 April, in protest to Jiang Zemin, President of China, and detained 8 persons. 

The gendarmerie intervened in the concert given by the music band Koma Agire Jiyan in the 
traditional spring festival at Middle East Technical University on 12 May. Three students were 
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wounded and three students were detained.  The detainees were  released as a result  of 
negotiations  between  the students who  took  shelter  in  the  Biology  Department,  and the 
gendarmerie. 

Fourteen  Greenpeace  volunteers,  who  chained  themselves  to  the  İstanbul  Consulate  of 
Japan in protest to the burning of solid waste in Japan, were detained on 15 May. They were 
dragged over the ground. The prosecutor ordered their release on 16 May. 

The  police  in  İstanbul  intervened,  when  members  of  the  Union  of  Democratic 
Lyceums gathered in front of the US Consulate to protest the IMF on 22 May. 25 
people were detained.

On 25 May the police  detained  22 students  in  Kartal,  who  wanted  to read out  a  press 
statement on irregularities with the entrance to universities.

In May members of SİP wanted to put up posters protesting at the decision of the Council of 
Ministers to deprive Nazım Hikmet of his Turkish citizenship. The police in İstanbul detained 
Bilgütay  Hakkı  Durna and Basri  Akyüz  in  Beşiktaş,  Özgür  Özdemir,  Burcu Görür,  Fikret 
Sancaklı, Emre Şahin, Eylem Toğluk and İnci Boyacıoğlu in Taksim.

On 31 May the police in Balıkesir prevented 200 workers from public places to stage 
a demonstration in front of the trade union's building.

On 1 June S.Y. (14) was detained at Silvan Police HQ, where he had gone to ask for 
permission for a theatre play to be staged in his school, in Silvan, Diyarbakır. He and 
two teachers, who had accompanied him, were released after having testified

On 7 June the police intervened in the protest of Greenpeace volunteers on a Spanish ship 
that allegedly carried poisonous material and anchored in the port of İskenderun Iron and 
Steel  Factory.  The  protesters  hanged  a  banner  on  the  boat.  The  police  detained  5 
Greenpeace volunteers. They were later released. 

The police prevented demonstrations in İstanbul, Adana and Mersin against the practices of 
the Student Election Examination (ÖSS) and with the demand of free education on 13 June. 
During  the press statement  in  front  of  the National  Education  Directorate in  İstanbul  64 
students were detained under beatings. In Adana, the police detained Miray Öğrü, Serdar 
Örnek, Cihan Yurtsever, Deniz Yurtsever, Sinan Tut, Derya Taşkıran, Nilüfer Yeloğlu, who 
intended  to  make a  press  statement  together  with  their  families,  and  Ethem Açıkalın,  a 
reporter with the newspaper Atılım. Derya Taşkıran and Ethem Açıkalın were later released. 
Student  Songül  Yurtsever,  who  was  wounded  with  truncheon  blows  and  fists,  was 
hospitalized. In Mersin the students Ali Haydar Keleş, Müge Molvallı, Meral Tatar, Hüseyin 
Özdemir, Mehtap Kaz and Ayhan Gerçek were detained.

Members of the Turkish Confederation of Civil Servants (Türkiye Kamu-Sen), established by 
right wing civil servants, staged a sit-in in Kızılay, Ankara on 13 June protesting the GNAT 
not  to  have taken the “Civil  Servants Union Draft  Bill”  on the agenda.  Sixty-one people, 
including Kamu-Sen Chairman Resul Akay, were detained. They were later put on trial at 
Ankara Penal Court No. 14, but the case did not conclude in 2000.

In Samsun, instructors protested President Ahmet Necdet Sezer’s assignment of Prof. Dr. 
Ferit Bernay, who received 71 votes, as the rector of Samsun 19 May University instead of 
Prof. Dr. Osman Çakır who received 239 votes, and who is reportedly known as a right-wing 
person.  On  1  August  a  group  of  instructors  gathered  in  front  of  the  Samsun  Atatürk 
monument and hang up a banner. Later Prof. Dr. Yusuf Demir wanted to read out a press 
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statement.  However,  at  this  point  Mustafa  Aydın,  Chief  of  Samsun  Police  ordered  “the 
demonstration to be dispersed because it was without permission” and a dispute broke out 
between the instructors and the police officers. The dispute turned into a struggle. As a result 
of the dispute some of the instructors’ robes were torn. Assistant Professor Dr. Ferhat Uzun 
and Türk Eğit-Sen Samsun Branch Chairman Hamdi Koçak were detained. Uzun and Koçak 
were released after a short time. In November the public prosecutor indicted 85 people for 
having staged an illegal demonstration.

In Samsun the police prevented a protest meeting on 2 August against the fact that 
the Ministry of Labor and Social  Security had deprived TÜMTİS from the right of 
common bargaining. The police detained the representative Muharrem Yıldırım. The 
workers  went  to  the  police  station  and  stated  that  they  would  not  leave  before 
Yıldırım was released. Shortly afterwards Muharrem Yıldırım was set free. 

The police  intervened  in  the  demonstration  of  25  students  from student  associations  of 
universities in İstanbul and İstanbul Democratic High School Union for protesting YÖK on 11 
August. The police detained the 25 students under beatings. 

Fifteen people,  who shouted slogans in  protest  to cell  type prisons during the semah (a 
religious ceremony of  Alevite  people)  as part  of  the commemoration ceremonies of  Hacı 
Bektaş-ı Veli in Hacıbektaş, Nevşehir, were detained under beatings. The police also beat 
Jülide  Kalıç,  a  reporter  with  the  daily  Evrensel.  The  detainees  were  released  after  the 
ceremony. 

In Kayseri, police officers prevented the demonstration by KESK and Memur-Sen in protest 
to the decree giving the government the authority to dismiss public servants without any legal 
decision. Police officers intervened and detained KESK Kayseri Spokesman Halil Ünal, BES 
Kayseri branch chairman Dursun Şimşek and the civil servants Yusuf Karaca and Mehmet 
Köseler. 

Greenpeace members staged an act against production and import of PVC at Petkim İzmir 
Aliağa Complex on 18 August. The activists tried to secretly hang a placard to the facility 
providing power to Petkim. They also intended to block the port entrance with their boats. 
Coast guards chased the Greenpeace members for a while. Nine people, who were detained 
during the act, were later released. The detainees were: Captain of the ship John Castle 
(British), Greenpeace Mediterranean Office Toxic Materials Campaign Responsible Person 
Tolga Temuge, Erkut Ertürk, Daniel Josef (USA), Ziya Çobanoğlu, Hatice Dökmeci, Benjamin 
Scott, Deniz Güman and assistant captain Perete Rince (French). 

The press statement of members of “Year 2000 World Women’s March Turkey Coordination” 
which consisted of various organizations such as the HRA, KESK, DİSK, ÖDP and HADEP 
was prevented on 9 September. The women wanted to send the signatures they collected for 
the demand of peace to the United Nations from Sirkeci Post Office in İstanbul. The police 
intervened outside the post office, and detained 50 people under beatings. 

Police officers intervened in demonstrations held in front of  the US Consulate-General  in 
İstanbul  on  11 September,  in  protest  to  the  World  Economy Summit  held  in  Melbourne 
Australia and detained 30 students. The students who were detained under beatings were 
taken to İstanbul Police HQ. In Adana 11 members of the HRA and People’s House, who 
protested against the IMF were detained under beatings.

The police intervened in a group protesting the ban on headscarves in the preparatory class 
of İstanbul Kazım Karabekir  İmam Hatip High School  for Girls on 21 September.  Fifteen 
students and parents were detained in the incident. The police reportedly opened random fire 
into the air to disperse the demonstrators. 
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The police intervened in the commemoration ceremony held by members of TUYAB (Union 
of  the Relatives of  the Arrested and Convict)  and DEKAK (Committees of  Revolutionary 
Prisoners’ Families) because of the anniversary of the death of Ümit Altıntaş, who had lost 
his life during the operation carried out at Ankara Central Closed Prison on 26 September 
1999. Reacting against the intervention the group conducted a sit-in. The police detained 150 
people under beatings.

A group of women heading from İstanbul to Ankara upon the call of the 2000 World Women’s 
March Coordination were stopped by the police in Düzce on 7 October. The women reacted 
with a sit-in. Forty-two women were forced into the police buses and taken to Düzce Police 
HQ, whereas 15 women were hospitalized. 

On 20 October the police in İzmir prevented a conference on “Prison and Health” organized 
by the Union of Medical Associations (TTB). TTB deputy chairman Dr. Metin Bakkalcı stated 
that the police insisted on recording the conference on videotape and thus prevented the 
conference.

On 27 October the demonstration of students of the İmam Hatip High School in Konya in 
protest of not being accepted in the classroom with their headscarves was prevented by the 
police. During the demonstration 78 people were detained, most of them students. 

On 5 November the police in İstanbul stopped to busses with students, who wanted 
to go to Ankara to participate in a demonstration against YÖK. The police forced the 
busses to go to Beyoğlu Police Station. Here the police conducted an ID check and 
then let the busses depart.

On the occasion of the 19th anniversary of the foundation of YÖK demonstrations were held 
in many cities, in particular Ankara and İstanbul. The busses carrying students who wanted 
to participate in the meeting on Kızılay Square in Ankara were not allowed into town. A group 
of protesters wanted to close the motorway to Ankara for the whole traffic. In the struggle 
between the students and the police two students and two police officers were injured. After 
a short discussion the students once again tried to get over the barricade of the police. This 
time 95 students were detained. The meeting at Kızılay Square ended without any incident. 

Another meeting in front of the campus in Beyazıt  (İstanbul) passed without any incident. 
Only at  a bus stop the police intervened with a group of  students who wanted to go to 
Beyazıt  and  detained  25  students.  They were  released  after  a  short  while.  Gendarmes 
intervened when students in  Bursa wanted to read out  a press statement in front of  the 
Faculty for Education at the Uludağ University.  A student named Hulusi C. was detained. 
During  an  intervention  of  the  gendarmerie  in  a  demonstration  at  Karadeniz  Technical 
University in Trabzon 15 people were detained.  At Dicle University in Diyarbakır  and the 
Faculty for Education in Siirt a total of 85 students was detained. 

On 13 November the villagers of Bergama (İzmir) who won the years of legal struggle 
against  the  gold  production  with  cyanide  in  their  region  started  to  march  to 
Çanakkale,  as the Eurogold Company had not ceased its activities in the region. 
Gendarmes detained villager Ali Topuz on the ground that he was wanted. 

On 9, 10 and 11 November KESK organized protest meetings against the budget for 
2001.  The  demonstrations  passed  without  serious  incidents,  but  the  Director  for 
Education in Diyarbakır opened an investigation against 358 civil servants, because 
they had left the borders of the province without permission (gone to Ankara).
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On 28 November KSK members organized a half-an-hour sit-in in Diyarbakır.  The 
police intervened and beat many people including the trade unionists Mehmet Işıktaş, 
Yaşar Türk and Figen Aras. 

On 1 December, workers and civil servants in Turkey left their workplaces for one day upon 
the  decision  taken  by  the  Labor  Platform,  formed by  trade  unions  of  workers  and  civil 
servants and democratic mass organizations.  About 500 people were detained in various 
provinces during the demonstrations held in connection with the act. Eğitim-Sen stated that 
over 300 teachers had been detained during the act. 

About 20,000 people attended the meetings held in İstanbul and Ankara. The police hindered 
the demonstration held in Ereğli District of Zonguldak with the participation of 600 people. 
The police  detained  188  people,  including  Kamu-Sen representative  Salih  Alemdar.  The 
detainees were later released. In Urfa, the police dispersed about 300 people when they 
wanted to hold a demonstration outside the office of KESK. The police detained about 50 
people. In the meeting held in Konya, 3 people were detained on the accusations of “being 
members of DHKP-C.” In Sinop, 20 people were detained during the demonstration at İtfaiye 
Square. In Kayseri, 3 trade union leaders were detained when they submitted a petition to 
the Governor. 

On behalf of the World Day of the Blind the Six Point Blind Association wanted to march from 
the tunnel of  the underground in  İstanbul  to Taksim Square on 3 December.  The police 
stopped them at Galatasaray Lyceum. After a discussion they were allowed to march until 
Taksim Square, but here the police detained the board members.

The demonstration held by the Association of the Blind Ankara Branch to put forward the 
problems the blind face was hindered by the police officers. The blind people, who gathered 
in Güvenpark on 4 December, wanted to march to the Prime Ministry building. The march of 
the  blind  was  stopped  at  the  exit  of  the  park.  Here  they  made  a  press  statement  and 
dispersed.

Court Cases

Following protests  organized by KESK on 23 December 1999 a number of  court 
cases was initiated. In Sungurlu district (Çorum) 16 Eğitim-Sen members testified on 
12 January to the Director for  National  Education on claims of  having staged an 
illegal  demonstration.  (Further  cases can be found in  the  chapter  on freedom of 
association).

In  Antalya  the  public  prosecutor  investigated  against  the  trade  unionists  Kadir 
Zeybek,  Harun  Sarıkaya,  Ali  Keleş,  Türker  Özdemir,  Mustafa  Ayar  and  Adnan 
Küçüker. On 31 May he decided not to prosecute anybody.

In  Karadeniz  Ereğlisi  the  trial  against  123  Eğitim-Sen  members  started  on  18 
September. They were charged with having staged an illegal demonstration. 

The trial launched against 6 primary school students who held a demonstration “in protest at 
cancelled lessons” in Gazi quarter of İstanbul, on 6 October 1998, ended at İstanbul Juvenile 
Court No. 1 on 1 March. Y.T. (14), S.K. (13), G.Ü. (13), D.D. (12), E.İ. (12) and G.K. (13) 
were acquitted on the grounds that “there was no intention for crime and the moral elements 
of the crime had not materialized.”
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The trial against Bursa Medical Association executives, on the grounds that “they made a 
press  statement  related  to  their  works  in  the  earthquake  region  without  informing  the 
governor” ended in acquittal at Bursa Penal Court No. 1 on 21 February. 

On 28 February Kayseri Penal Court No. 3 acquitted the members of the branch platform of 
KESK  from  charges  under  Law  No.  2911.  The  case  had  been  initiated  after  a  press 
statement of 21 November 1999.

The trial against 14 students and parents who held a demonstration in Kadıköy, İstanbul in 
protest to the examination system in secondary schools, on 5 March 1999, on charges of 
“holding an unauthorized demonstration,” ended in acquittal at Bakırköy Penal Court No. 7 
on 1 March. 

The trial against Batman Democracy Platform members, on the grounds that they “made an 
unauthorized press statement” for the abolition of the death penalty on 29 November 1999, 
started  at  Batman Penal  Court  on  30  March.  The prosecutor  sought  penalties  for  HRA 
Batman branch chairman lawyer Sedat Özevin, Batman Bar Association deputy chairman 
lawyer  Mehdi  Öztüzün,  SES  Batman  branch  chairman  Yusuf  Öner,  Eğitim-Sen  branch 
secretary Nevin İşbilen, Petrol-İş board member Mehmet Çelik, Tek Gıda-İş Batman branch 
chairman Mahmut Ekin, Yol-İş representative Şakir Alay, Tes-İş representative Nezir Tenha, 
Tradesmen  and  Handicrafts  Chamber  deputy  chairman  Ahmet  Candemir  and  HADEP 
Batman chairman Hasan İlten for having violated the Law No. 2911.

On 19 June Eşme Penal Court sentenced Dr. Hüseyin Yıldıran, from Ege University, Gürcan 
Sağcan,  from the İP and İsmail  Durna,  chief  writer  for  the journal  “Köylü”  to 15 months' 
imprisonment  for  a  violation  of  Law No.  2911.  They had  come together  in  Uşak  on 15 
December 1999 to talk to the villagers about mining cold using cyanide.

In  June the  Court  of  Cassation  quashed the  penalty  given  to  the  8  unionists  in 
connection  with  a  press  statement  they  made  in  front  of  Ankara  Central  Closed 
Prison on 31 January 1997 in protest to “exile” of 33 guardians, members of Tüm 
Yargı  Sen  Union.  The  Court  of  Cassation  ruled  that  “the  act  was  a  democratic 
reaction”.  On 2 December 1998 Ankara Penal  Court  No.  10 had sentenced Tüm 
Yargı Sen chairman Tekin Yıldız, Hacı Çoban, former chairman of Tüm Yargı-Sen, 
and the board members Özlem Yılmaz, Tacim Alıncak, Cengiz Garip, Musa Garip 
Şahin, Rauf Tepe and Muharrem Akburak 18 months in prison and a fined of TL 1 
million, but suspended the penalties.

In September Bergama Public Prosecution Office launched an investigation against Bergama 
Environment board chairman Oktay Konyar, former mayor Sefa Taşkin and 80 villagers in 
connection with their acts against the Eurogold Company in the vicinity of Ovacık village of 
Bergama, İzmir, on charges of “establishing an illegal organization.” The case file that had 
been  sent  to  Bergama Penal  Court  was  referred  to  İzmir  SSC  with  a  decision  of  non-
prosecution.  İzmir  SSC found the file  inadequate  and sent  it  back.  Upon  that,  Bergama 
Public Prosecution Office decided to hear the testimonies of these 82 people again. 

A group called “Bergama without Cyanide” filed complaints against themselves at İzmir SSC 
on  13  October,  after  they  had  heard  about  the  investigation  against  the  villagers  and 
demanded to be included in the investigation. 

The public prosecutor also investigated against teachers, members of Eğitim-Sen, 
who  had  participated  in  the  protest  actions.  In  October  Düzgün  Aslan,  Hüseyin 
Özdemir, Uyar Demircioğlu and Kadir Uludağ testified to the prosecutor on charges 
of membership to an illegal organization.
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The case against 15 juveniles youths on charges of “being members of DHKP-C and making 
a press statement after occupying the İzmir offices of the DYP in 1995 in protest against the 
incidents that took place in Gazi quarter of İstanbul” concluded on 20 December. The 9th 

Chamber of the Court of Cassation ratified the verdict regarding 14 defendants and quashed 
the verdict of one defendant. The Court ruled that Şenal Kaplan, who had been sentenced to 
2 years 6 months of imprisonment, should be acquitted. İzmir SSC had sentenced Mehmet 
Göcekli to 14 years 7 months in prison, Sami Güvercin to 15 years, Ümit Kanlı, Enis Aras, 
Tamer Çadırcı, Barış Yıldırım and Ayten Anlaş (Andaş) to 12 years 6 months, Rıza Doğru to 
10 years, Sinan Doğan, Özsev Alev Özcan to 8 years 4 months, Şenal Kaplan, Mahir Biçici, 
Ebru Özdağ, Şair Nedim and Malik Bahalı to 2 years 6 months' imprisonment. In the first 
revision the 9th Chamber of the Court of Cassation had found insufficient investigation, but 
İzmir SSC had insisted on its original verdict. 
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8. Pressure on Human Rights 
Defenders

The pressure on human rights defenders continued in 2000. The main target was the 
Human Rights Association (HRA). Its former chairman Akın Birdal was imprisoned, 
after two sentences on him for speeches in 1995 and 1996 became legally binding. 
The  branches  in  Van,  Gaziantep  and  Malatya  were  closed  indefinitely  and  the 
branches in Diyarbakır and Konya were closed temporarily. The Malatya branch of 
Mazlum Der remained closed in 2000. Many human rights defenders were tried for 
speeches and articles. 
8.1. The Human Rights Association (HRA)

Trial related to the attack on Akın Birdal

The trial  against  17 people  in  connection with  the armed attack against  on HRA former 
chairman Akın Birdal on 12 May 1998, ended on 29 December 1999. Ankara SSC disclosed 
its detailed verdict in February. The verdict found that Cengiz Ersever, the alleged “founder” 
of the illegal organization called Turkish Revenge Brigade (TİT), had received the order of 
the assassination from Mahmut Yıldırım (nickname “Yeşil”). Cengiz Ersever had met Mahmut 
Yıldırım 1994-1995 when Mr.  Ersever was working in  Tunceli.  Allegedly  he founded TİT 
together  with  Mehmet  Cemal  Kulaksızoğlu  and  Semih  Tufan  Gülaltay,  whom  Mahmut 
Yıldırım introduced to him. Ankara SSC sentenced Cengiz Ersever to 18 years 10 months 20 
days, Semih Tufan Gülaltay to 19 years 2 months 3 days, Hasan Hasanoğlu to 19 years 2 
months, the assassin Bahri Eken to 19 years 2 months, the assassin Kerem Deretarla to 12 
years 2 months 20 days, Cemal Kulaksızoğlu to 19 years 2 months, Demir Demirok to 10 
years 10 months, Selçuk Gürz to 9 years 2 months and Ekrem Santulu to 1 years 8 months' 
imprisonment. Mehmet Furkan Ek and Namık Zihni Ozansoy, who were acquitted from the 
charges of “membership of an illegal organization”,  had been sentenced to 10 months in 
prison on the charges of “possessing marihuana and unlicensed guns.” Ahmet Fulin, Cem 
Kadir, Cengiz Kördeve, Oya Kaya, Ayfer Çakar and Nejat Algan had been acquitted. 

In June the 1st Chamber of the Court of Cassation announced its verdict on the case. 
The Court quashed the penalty given to Selçuk Gürz “on the grounds that he should 
be acquitted” and to Ekrem Santulu on the grounds that “the penalty was too high”, 
whereas it confirmed the penalties of 9 defendants and acquittal of 6 defendants. 

Headquarters of the HRA

A trial was launched against Nazmi Gür, the SG of the HRA, in connection with his article 
entitled “It is not difficult to go for the peace,” published in the September 1999 issue of the 
Human  Rights  Bulletin.  The  indictment  was  prepared  in  January  and  claimed  that  the 
statement “the struggle of the peoples of this country, basing on the principles of equality and 
solidarity...” was “the slogan of PKK.” Nazmi Gür was prosecuted under Article 169 TPC. On 
3 February Ankara SSC acquitted Nazmi Gür. 

The court case with the demand of closure of the HRA, on the grounds that Article 5 of 
HRA’s statute “no justification has to be shown for rejecting the membership of a person” 
was against the Constitution, was refused. Ankara Penal Court No. 13 reached the verdict on 
27 March.
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İstanbul  SSC  Chief  Prosecution  Office  opened  an  investigation  against  Akın  Birdal  in 
October in connection with the speech he made in a panel held in Bremerhaven, Germany 
about “European Human Rights-Is Turkey the new partner of the EU?” The investigation was 
based on Article  312 TPC in connection with  his words  “Turkey should apologize  to the 
Armenian people for the genocide.” 

HRA Ankara branch

The HRA Ankara branch was raided on 23 December. During the 3-hours search the 
police officers conducted ID checks and told the officials that the raid was based on 
the testimony of a prisoner. The police detained five people including Gökçe Otlu, 
Abdullah Soner and Ekrem Dönmez stating that they were wanted. 

HRA Adana branch

The  police  raided  HRA  Adana  Branch  on  10  February  and  seized  32  books  entitled 
"Evacuation  of  the Villages  and Migration"  on the  grounds that  there  was  a  decision  of 
confiscation against the book. 

HRA Gaziantep branch

The Antep branch of the HRA was closed indefinitely in December on the grounds of hunger 
strikes staged for 6 days in the branch building in support of the hunger strikers in prisons. 

HRA Denizli branch

The  trial  launched  against  18  people,  including  Sevgi  Yamaç,  HRA  Denizli  branch 
chairwoman, on charges of “being members to DHKP-C” concluded at İzmir SSC on 31 May. 
The defense lawyers stated that they could not meet their clients and demanded time to 
complete their defenses. But the Court demanded the lawyers to make their defenses. In 
protest at the court the lawyers did not make their defenses. The defendants Gürsel Akmaz, 
Özlem Taş, Vicdan Şahin, Özlem Taşdemir, Bülent Ersoy, Ahmet Zencirci and Hatice Aşik, 
who attended the hearing, also said that they would not make a defense because of the 
attitude of the court. Later the court board disclosed its verdict. It sentenced Yalçın Hafçı, 
Gürsel Akmaz,  Özlem Taş, Süleyman Erol,  Vicdan Şahin and Özlem Taşdemir to death, 
whereas Bülent Ersoy and Hatice Aşık were sentenced to 15 years'  imprisonment, Ahmet 
Zencirci to 5 years, HRA Denizli branch treasurer Hacı Ahmet Akkaya to 45 months in prison. 
Erdem  Albayrak,  İsmail  Payat,  Ramazan  Zencirci,  Hüseyin  Ersoy,  Yaşar  Bilibay,  Sevgi 
Yamaç, Hatice Akkaya, Fizan Koç, Hüseyin Serinkan, Osman Serinkan and Ali  Ibin were 
acquitted.

HRA Diyarbakır branch

In May the governor's office for the OHAL region banned the signature campaign 
against the F (cell) type prisons organized by the HRA all around Turkey. Article 11 
of the OHAL Law was given as the justification of its decision.

The governor's office in Diyarbakır closed the HRA Diyarbakır branch for 3 months in mid-
May. The branch that had been closed in 1997 had been re-opened on 6 May, after a long 
legal struggle. Another order for closure for 3 months was given on 11 August, but lifted on 
10 October.

HRA Elazığ branch
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The trial launched against Cafer Demir, HRA branch chairman, in connection with the speech 
he had given in the commemoration of the murder of HRA Elazığ former chairman Metin Can 
and HRA member Hasan Kaya by unknown assailants, on charges of “insulting the state” 
concluded on 14 July.  Elazığ Criminal  Court  acquitted Cafer  Demir.  Another trial  against 
Cafer Demir launched on charges of “violating the Law on Associations,” at Elazığ Penal 
Court No. 3 also ended with acquittal. 

HRA Şanlıurfa branch

HADEP member Bekir Arpa and HRA treasurer Mevlüt Çiçek, who were detained in the raid 
on the offices of HADEP in Bozova (Urfa) on 13 January, were remanded on 14 January. 

HADEP chairman for Urfa Ziya Çalışkan and HRA Urfa branch secretary Bülent Mermer, 
who were detained in Urfa on 7 March, were released on 9 March.

A trial was launched in May under Article 312 TPC against Akın Birdal, HRA Urfa former 
branch chairman Aziz Durmaz and Mazlum-Der Urfa branch chairman lawyer Şehmus Ülek 
in connection with speeches they gave in May 1999. In the hearing at Urfa Criminal Court No 
2 on 19 June, Aziz Durmaz pleaded not guilty, stating that he talked about democracy and 
peace. The hearing was postponed for receiving the testimony of Akın Birdal who at the time 
was still in Haymana Prison. The case did not conclude in 2000.

A court case was opened against speakers at the congress of the Urfa branch of the 
HRA on 10 September. The HRA executives Bülent Güleç, Murat Yardımcı, Hanefi 
Işık,  Metin  Kılavuz,  Mazlum-Der  executive  Şehmus  Ülek,  Eğitim-Sen  executive 
Şehmus Çakırtaş and HRA member Reşit Yardımcı were indicted under Article 312 
TPC. 

HRA İstanbul branch

The trial against HRA İstanbul branch chairwoman Eren Keskin on charges of “distributing 
leaflets without permission” (Article 44 of the Law on Associations) resulted in acquittal in the 
hearing held on 3 February at İstanbul Penal Court No. 5. Keskin said that they made a 
press statement against the cell-type prisons and press statements were no offence under 
the Law on Associations. 

A trial was launched against Eren Keskin in August on the grounds of “insulting the army” in 
her  interview  published  in  the  Cuma  journal,  a  pro-Islamic  publication.  Bakırköy  Public 
Prosecution  Office  acted on the  demand of  the  General  Staff.  It  was  stated that  in  the 
interview published in the 12-18 November 1999 issue of the journal, Keskin had criticized 
the General Staff. The prosecutor asked for a conviction under Article 159/1 TPC. Mehmet 
Özen, editor-in-chief with the journal and Ramazan Gözübüyük, the reporter who made the 
interview, were also put on trial.

The  police  prevented  the  march  of  "Respect  to  Human  Rights  in  the  2000s" 
organized by the  HRA İstanbul  Branch in  Taksim,  İstanbul  on  12  February.  The 
police detained 221 human rights defenders including HRA executives and members. 
The ones resisting the police were heavily beaten. The police took precautions in 
Taksim and its vicinity in the morning and detained around 150 persons including 
HRA İstanbul Branch Chairperson Eren Keskin, HRFT İstanbul Branch staff member 
Hürriyet Şener and lawyers Gülseren Yoleri, Hüseyin Güçlü, Oya Ersoy Ataman and 
Filiz  Köstak  in  İstiklal  Street.  Some  30-40  people  who  assembled  in  front  of 
Galatasaray Lyceum and people who were  on their  way to  the march were  also 
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detained one by one or in groups. The majority of the detainees were released on 12 
and 13 February. 

In the press meeting on 15 February Eren Keskin gave information on the “Human Rights 
March”.  Eren Keskin  said,  “According  to  the  legislation,  giving  a  press  statement  is  not 
subject to permission. However we informed the police headquarters about our march, to 
show  our  good  will.  They  said,  ‘Holding  a  demonstration  in  Taksim  and  its  vicinity  is 
prohibited, that’s why we will give a notice just for the sake of procedure. We won’t hinder 
your march providing that you keep silent and don’t block the traffic.’ But we were detained 
before the start of the demonstration, ‘before the elements of crime occurred,’ to use their 
terminology.”

On 18 February  an  official  complaint  was  lodged  against  the  police  who  prevented  the 
“Human Rights March”. Eren Keskin and representatives of HADEP, ÖDP, DBP, KESK and 
the  Peace  Mothers  Initiative  presented  their  petition  to  the  prosecutor  on  behalf  of  216 
persons who were detained on the day of the incident. The official complaint demanded a 
trial be launched against the police officers on duty that day on the accusations of “abusing 
their duty” and “ill-treatment.”

The police prevented HRA İstanbul branch executives and prisoners'  relatives to make a 
press statement at İstanbul Sultanahmet Square against Cell (F) Type prisons on 22 April. A 
dispute broke out and the police detained 39 persons including Eren Keskin. Pepper gas was 
reportedly  used  against  the  detainees  in  the  police  vehicles.  The  detainees  were  later 
released. 

The police prevented human rights defenders who wanted to march from İstanbul to 
Ankara on 23 June in protest to the continuation of building F-Type Prisons. The 
police officers detained Ayhan Sağcan (painter), Cezmi Ersöz (writer), Suavi (artist), 
Suna  Aras  (poet),  Şaban  Dayanan  (HRA  member,  photograph  artist),  Şanar 
Yurdatapan and lawyer Göksel Aslan after they made a press statement. 

Following  the “March for  Human Rights”  on  Taksim Square  on 17 December  the police 
raided the HRA İstanbul branch and detained 23 people. Eren Keskin, Oya Ersoy Ataman, 
Gülseren  Yoleri,  Ali  Durmuş,  Gülizar  Tuncer  and  Keleş  Öztürk  (lawyers)  were  released 
shortly afterwards. 

HRA İzmir branch

The  trial  against  HRA  İzmir  Branch  executives  on  the  accusations  of  “holding  an 
unauthorized demonstration” continued at İzmir Penal Court No. 11 on 8 February. The trial 
was launched in connection with the press statement they made on 29 August 1999 in front 
of Buca Prison in protest to the pressures on prisoners. İzmir Branch Chairman Ercan Demir 
and board members Suat Çetinkaya, Ayşel Çiçek, Selahattin Ilgaz, Gani Oğuz and Orhan 
Ağacıkoğulları were prosecuted in the trial. 

The trial  against  the  HRA İzmir  branch executives  on  charges  of  “breaking  the  Law on 
Associations”  ended at  İzmir  Penal  Court  No.  8 on 21 April.  The court  board sentenced 
chairman lawyer Ercan Demir and the board members lawyer Türkan Aslan, lawyer Songül 
Bilgiç, lawyer Birgül Değirmenci, Filiz Tamer, Yüksel Alp and Ahmet Yılmaz to 6 months in 
prison and a fine of TL 1.95 million each. The penalties were suspended. 

The police had raided the İzmir branch on 18 June 1997 and seized copies of the book 
entitled “Human Rights Panaroma in Turkey”  published by the HRA Ankara Branch.  The 
governor's office in İzmir had decided on closure of the İzmir branch on 19 June 1999, on the 
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grounds that they had “banned publications” in the office. The decision of closure had been 
cancelled  on objection  of  the  HRA,  but  the  prosecutor  had launched  a  trial  against  the 
executives in connection with banned publications and the protest note that the İzmir branch 
had sent to the governor in Diyarbakır in connection with the closure of the HRA Diyarbakır 
Branch. 

HRA Malatya branch

The governor's  office in  Malatya  ordered the closure of  the HRA Malatya  Branch for  an 
indefinite period, on the grounds that “there were prohibited publications in the office.” HRA 
Malatya branch chairman Doğan Karaoğlan stated that the police came to the branch on 16 
February  and  seized  the  booklet  entitled  “A  Chronology  of  Kurds  from  1900  to  2000” 
distributed by the daily Özgür Bakış,  but confiscated by İstanbul SSC, and copies of the 
dailies Ülkede Gündem and Atılım. The decision of closure had been taken under Article 54 
of the Law of Associations. 

At the beginning of June the HRA Malatya branch that had been closed for an indefinite time 
on  the  grounds  of  possessing  prohibited  publications  on  19  February,  was  re-opened. 
Malatya Penal Court  had acquitted the board member, but the association had remained 
closed until the verdict was confirmed.

HRA Mardin branch

The police raided HRA Mardin Branch on 3 February. The police seized the book entitled 
“Evacuation of the Villages and Immigration” and calendars. 

In December Diyarbakır SSC acquitted Cemil Aydoğan, chairman of the Mardin branch of the 
HRA from charges of separatist propaganda in a program of Medya TV on 29 March.

HRA Van branch

The governor's office in Van closed the HRA branch for 3 months on 17 May. The campaign 
of  the  HRA  against  the  cell  type  prisons  was  shown  as  justification.  The  branch  was 
reopened on 19 August, but closed again on 19 December, this time because of a solidarity 
hunger strike with prisoners in the premises of the association.

HRA Konya branch

The HRA Konya branch was closed for 45 days on 22 December for  an alleged 
violation of the Law on Associations.

8.2. The Human Rights Foundation of Turkey (HRFT)

The trial launched against 68 people, 14 of them on remand, in connection with the funeral of 
Nevzat  Çiftçi,  one of  the 10 prisoners killed in Ankara Central  Closed Prison by security 
officers on 26 September 1999, started at Aliağa Penal Court on 20 January. The defendants 
were charged with “holding an unauthorized demonstration.” After the hearing the remanded 
defendants,  including  Günseli  Kaya  from  the  HRFT  İzmir  Treatment  and  Rehabilitation 
Center and Dr. Alp Ayan, psychiatrist  at the HRFT representation, who had been kept in 
Bergama Prison for four months, were released. The trial did not conclude in 2000.

The trial against Prof. Dr. Veli Lök, the HRFT İzmir Representative, Fikret İlkiz, the editor-in-
chief of the daily Cumhuriyet and Bahri Akkan, Eğitim-Sen executive, on the grounds that 
they “commented on an ongoing trial,” concluded at İzmir Penal Court No. 2 on 13 June. In 
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summing up the case the prosecutor said, “The defendants made a show with the press 
statements  they  made  after  the  previous  hearings  together  with  their  local  and  foreign 
supporters, and presented themselves as human rights defenders above the law. The media 
also supported them by publishing news, harming the principle of neutrality. Moreover, the 
press statement  made by the HRFT President  Yavuz Önen related to the matter  on 19 
January 2000 is an evidence of the crime.” The court sentenced Veli Lök, Fikret İlkiz and 
Bahri Akkan to imprisonment terms of one month and fined them to TL 60 million each under 
Article 30/2 of the Press Law. The imprisonment terms were commuted to fines of TL 60 
million and then suspended. Veli Lök had commented the imprisonment of 14 people, among 
68 who had been attended the funeral of Nevzat Çiftçi. HRFT staff members Günseli Kaya 
and  Alp  Ayan  had  been  among  the  remanded  defendants.  The  statement  had  been 
published in the daily Cumhuriyet on 31 October 1999 as a story entitled “They are made to 
pay for their fight against torture.” 

The  trial  launched  against  Zeki  Uzun,  a  voluntary  physician  with  the  HRFT  İzmir 
representation, and 14 people, concluded on 23 May. İzmir SSC acquitted Zeki Uzun and 12 
people of charges under Article 169 TPC. Fatma Kaygısız and Sabri Suncak were sentenced 
to 45 months' imprisonment. 

Zeki Uzun had been detained on 19 October 1999 on the testimony of a repentant militant 
stating the Dr. Uzun had treated militants. Zeki Uzun had been held in custody for 7 days and 
alleged that he had been tortured. İzmir SSC did not consider the torture allegations.

8.3. Association for Human Rights and Solidarity with the Oppressed 
(MAZLUM-DER)

Mazlum-Der  Urfa  branch appealed against  the  closure on  31  December 1998 in 
connection with a calendar to the ECHR raising a violation of Article 11 and 13 of the 
European Convention on Human Rights.

Lawyer Orhan Kemal Cengiz stated on 12 January that the calendars had been given 
back  and  the  board  members  had  not  been  tried,  but  the  association  remained 
closed, which was against the law. The branch was re-opened in April.

Mazlum-Der  Bursa  branch  was  not  allowed  to  hold  a  panel  on  “Human  Rights, 
Globalization  and  Turkey”  in  December.  The  association  objected  to  the  ban  by 
Bursa Police HQ and the administrative court allowed the panel. 

The İstanbul branch of Mazlum-Der wanted to plant a symbolic “Palestine hanger” on 
a mountain in Yalova-Çınarcık Şenköy, but were hindered by civilian police officers 
and the gendarmerie.

4. The Saturday Mothers

During  one  of  the  demonstrations  held  outside  Galatasaray  Lyceum  each  Saturday  by 
relatives  of  “disappeared”  persons,  Hanım  Tosun,  Besra  Tosun,  Mehtap  Yurtluk  and 
Necmiye Aydın had been detained on 10 October 1998. The trial against them on charges of 
writing slogans on the walls of the cell  where they were kept in custody concluded on 3 
October. Fatih Penal Court No. 1 declared that the expertise report of the Forensic Institute 
had been received after one year. The report concluded that it was not possible to determine 
the person who had written the slogans. Subsequently, the court decided on acquittal. Hanım 
Tosun, Besra Tosun, Mehtap Yurtluk and Necmiye Aydın were prosecuted under Article 312 
TPC. 
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1 There were several changes made to the National Programme. For the full texts in English and 
Turkish, please see the pages of the Representation of the European Commission unter 
www.deltur.cec.eu.int. 

2 Unfortunately the report is not freely available in the Internet (costs around $ 170) we are obliged to 
translate back from a Turkish translation that maybe subjective (in the choice of words, for instance).

3 Reportedly Kantaş had participated in the funeral of the police officers Mehmet Ali Acun and Fahir Toka, who on 
11 December had been killed by unidentified people. The funeral on 12 December turned into a demonstration of 
uniformed men. Later several police officers were charged in connection with the illegal demonstration. Kantaş 
was allegedly facing prosecution.

4 This chapter does not include the attacks of village guards that can be found in the chapter on the Kurdish 
question. 

5 Şen’s name has been mentioned in several EJE trials. He was prosecuted and acquitted in the trials launched 
in connection with the killings of Gülistan Özdemir and Hamdi Sayılgan in Fatih, İstanbul on 11 February 1998 
and of Güner Şar, Özlem Kılıc and Hüseyin Aslan in Bağcılar, İstanbul on 4 August 1994.

6 In Gazi quarter, fire was opened at coffee houses that were frequented by Alevites and leftists in the night of 12 
March 1995. During the attack, Halil Kaya (61) was killed, 19 people were wounded. The assailants also killed 
Mesut Efe, the driver of the taxi they had abducted. Subsequently a protest demonstration was held with the 
participation of thousands of people. The police opened fire on the crowd, killing 15 people and wounding over 
300 others. Besides, two women were burnt to death in a vehicle, which was pelted with Molotov cocktail, and 2 
persons were wounded. The police also opened fire on the people during the demonstration held in 1 May quarter 
of Ümraniye on 15 March 1995, and killed 5 people and wounded 24 others. The people killed during the 
incidents were: Halil Kaya, Mesut Efe, Mehmet Gündüz, Reis Kopal, Zeynep Poyraz, Mümtaz Kaya, Ali Yıldırım, 
Fadime Bingöl, Sezgin Engin, Fevzi Tunç, Dilek Sevinç, Dinçer Yılmaz, Hasan Sel, Hasan Ersüren, Hasan 
Gürgen, Hüseyin Bilal, Mehmet Özgür, Şefika Sevi, Gülistan Sevimlikurt, İsmail Baltacı, Hasan Tuyan, İsmihan 
Yüksel, Genco Demir, Hakan Çabuk.

7 İstanbul 5th Administrative Court decided on a compensation of TL 4 billion to be paid to the relatives of Ali 
Yıldırım who had been killed by the police during the incidents in Gazi quarter in March 1995. The decision of the 
court claimed that “the activities of illegal organisations were directed at the state, and the state was responsible 
of both preventing the activities and paying the losses of individuals.” The decision read, “the fact that the person 
who died took part in the act did not justify killing him with gun in a manner the assailant is not known and that did 
not  exempt  the  administration  from  paying  the  compensation.  A  decision  contrary  to  that  would  imply  the 
justification of killing any body attending unauthorised demonstrations. On the other hand, the security forces are 
obliged to protect the lives of the citizens holding unauthorised demonstration.” 

8 On 16 February 1999 İstanbul SSC had given imprisonment terms of 12 years 6 months for Sevgi Tağaç, Evrim 
Sarısaltıkoğlu,  Erdinç Tağaç and Suna Yaşar;  8  years  4 months 15 days  for  Cihan Kırmızıgül  and Mehmet 
Akbaba; and 3 years 9 months for Haydar Tüzün. Mehmet Kırmızıgül,  Zeynep Aytemur, Kazım Koç, Düzgün 
Akyol, Musa Kılıç and İsmail Yılmaz had been acquitted. The case of Hakan Polat had been separated from this 
trial. 

9 This case was not counted among the casualties from mine explosions, since Yaşar Tekel was a member of the 
security forces. 

10 On 23 January 1973 İbrahim Kaypakkaya was wounded in a clash in Tunceli province. He took shelter in 
Vartinik village and was denounced. He died on 17 May 1973 at Ankara Police HQ as the result of torture.

11 On 24 November 1999 the Hezbollah militant İsmail (Cemal) Uçar committed suicide in Diyarbakır  E-type 
Prison. In his statement to the police he reportedly presented detailed information on a large number of killings. 
Among other things he had said that  the Hezbollah militants Yasin  Özalp,  Hatip Pirizade, Aziz Başak, Musa 
Bakışkan, Nurettin Güneş, Hasan Bozan, Yılmaz Gökçe, Suat Erciyes, Şaban Kurmuş, Mehmet Ali Eroğlu and 
İsmail Sevinç had been killed, because they were suspected of having passed on information. According to Uçar 
Hasan Bozan and Yılmaz Gökçe had been killed under torture.

12 Zahir Hayva and Nuri Baran had reportedly been released after an operation against Hezbollah at the 
beginning of February. Murat Hayva had reportedly been detained in connection with the killing of Sulhattin 
Kızıltaş, Deputy Chairperson of the MHP Van Central District Organization, on 6 December 1999, but had been 
released due to insufficient evidence.
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13 It was discovered that personnel from Gaziosmanpaşa Küçükköy Police Station had been charged 
with  having tortured prisoners.  Lawyer  Fatma Karakaş said  that  the police officers  Hakan Savaş, 
Gökhan Şimşekoğlu, Hikmet Yaşar Aşkar and Zakir Altıntaş were on trial at Eyüp Criminal Court for 
having tortured M.Y. (16), who had been detained on 11 July 1998. Zekai Yazıcı, Zakir Altıntaş and 
İsmail Köker were on trial for having tortured Erkan Bolat, Osman Yazıcı and Kadir Sağın in July 1998. 

14 This trial had ended in acquittal of the police officers on 21 December 1995, but the Court of 
Cassation had quashed the decision. The trial continued at Istanbul Criminal Court No. 7

15 This chapter is based of information from certain court cases, news in the press and applications to 
the treatment centers of the HRFT. We did not include doubtful information. It is well known that 
torture is applied systematically to all kinds of suspects (political or unpolitical). But in particular the 
unpolitical prisoners refrain from reporting such incidents, which means that a large proportion remains 
in the dark. If you add the difficulties in obtaining reliable information from the OHAL region, it can 
easily be understood that the presented figure is only a small part of the real problem. We also have 
not included torture claims of Hezbollah defendants, since we were unable to judge the degree of truth 
in it. 

16 Bayram Kartal was on trial at İstanbul Criminal Court No. 7 for having tortured 19 people, including 
5 journalists in 1997. One of the journalists from “Atılım”, Asiye Güzel Zeybek, claimed that she had 
been raped in detention.

17 Nesim Malki, a famous usurer, had been killed in Bursa on 28 November 1995.

18 The trial launched against 12 people on the accusations of “being radical Islamic Selefi 
organization members and producing bombs,” concluded on 29 May. Ankara SSC sentenced Hüseyin 
Eken, Dr. Abdullah Halas and Ekmel Uzunkaya to 10 years 10 months in prison, and Olcay Kapan to 
15 years in prison, whereas Fazlı Bostan was sentenced to 4 years 2 months in prison. The 
defendants Ali Demirel, Ali Baylaz, Mehmet Gürlük, Halil Bostan, Vedat Gökkaya, Orhan Kapan and 
Ersin Kapan who were prosecuted without remand, were acquitted because of lack of evidence. 

19 The trial launched against Gülderen Baran, Kamil Yıldız, Ahmet Uğur, Hacı Aziz Hun and Seyfullah 
Aydın on accusations of being members of the Turkish Revolution Party (TDP) ended at İstanbul SSC 
on 2 March. The court sentenced Gülderen Baran and Kamil Yıldız to death under Article 146 TPC 
and then converted the death penalty to life sentence. The court board sentenced Ahmet Uğur and 
Hacı Aziz Hun to 12 years 6 months in prison while Seyfullah Aydın was acquitted. The trial had 
concluded in May 1997 and the defendants had been given the same sentences. However the Court 
of Cassation had overturned the decision in March 1999 on the grounds that “the last words of the 
defendants were not heard.” 

20 At the time Nur Birgen was the chairwoman of the 3rd Expertise Committee. The Turkish Medical 
Association had ordered her suspension from duty for 6 months, since she issued report covering up 
traces of torture. 

21 The trial launched against Fatma Tokmak (death penalty demanded), Raif Damar, Ali Çöker, Vezir 
Yaşar, Abdülcabbar Evin, Şeyhmus Yiltaş (repentant) continued at İstanbul SSC on 14 January. In the 
hearing, Fatma Tokmak, who did not speak Turkish, gave her testimony in Kurdish with the help of the 
interpreter Mülazım Özcan from the Kurdish Institute. Fatma Tokmak repeated that beside herself her 
son Azat Tokmak (2,5 years old) had also been tortured during detention. 

22 The article is under: http://arsiv.hurriyetim.com.tr/hur/turk/00/12/14/turkiye/01tur.htm

23 It can be found under http://www.cpt.coe.int/en/reports/inf2001-25en.htm

24 Turan Genç, General Director for Security visited deputies from the DSP on 6 December and 
deputies from the other parties on the following day. He tried to convince the deputies that the offence 
of torture should be included in the list of offences to be pardoned. 
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25 Veli Saçılık was taken to the hospital of the Süleyman Demirel University in İsparta. On 11 July a 
dog was discovered with an arm in his mouth and it later turned out to be the arm of Veli Saçılık. 
İsparta Governor İbrahim Daşöz said that someone in the hospital might have been careless in not 
digging deep enough, when he wanted to bury the arm that had been taken off in a medical operation.

26 Özgür Kılınç, Kemal Denli, Ali Mitil, Tuncay Yıldırım, Ali Aycan and Yılmaz Babatümgöz, who had 
been taken to Bergama Prison were allegedly beaten up and injured on 26 July.

27 In March political prisoners in Bergama Prison lodged an official complaint against Prison Director 
Nedim Elbistan on the grounds that “he wanted to make a provocation.” In a meeting with 
representatives of the wards Nedim Elbistan allegedly said, “if you want it to bleed blood won’t stay in 
the veins. I may demolish this place over your head.” Reportedly Nedim Elbistan said to the prisoners 
at the B-3 wing during the search on 23 February, “We prepared the guns that we will show in case 
this ward causes any problems tomorrow; we will say ‘here are the guns we found’.” 

28 Between 12 September 1980 and the end of 1999 a total of 27 persons lost their lives in hunger 
strike actions in the prisons. The HRFT's list includes the following prisoners: 

Diyarbakır  Military  Prison:  Ali  Erek  (20.04.1981),  Kemal  Pir  (07.09.1982),  M.  Hayri  Durmuş 
(12.09.1982), Akif  Yılmaz (15.09.1982), Ali  Çiçek (17.09.1982), Orhan Keskin (02.03.1984), Cemal 
Arat (05.03.1984), Mehmet Emin Yavuz (18.02.1988)

Sağmalcılar Prison: Abdullah Meral (15.06.1984), M.Fatih Öktülmüş (17.06.1984), Haydar Başbağ 
(17.06.1984), Hasan Telci (26.06.1984)

Muş E-type Prison: Abdullah Fidan (09.04.1993)

Yozgat E-type Prison: Fesih Beyazçiçek (23.07.1995)

Amasya E-type Prison: Remzi Altıntaş (11.08.1995)

Ümraniye Prison: Aygün Uğur (21.07.1996), Osman Akgün (27.07.1996)

Bayrampaşa  Prison:  A.  Berdan  Kerimgiller  (23.07.1996),  İlginç  Özkeskin  (24.07.1996),  Tahsin 
Yılmaz (26.07.1996), Yemliha Kaya (27.07.1996) 

Ankara Central Closed Prison: Hüseyin Demircioğlu (25.07.1996)

Bursa Special Type Prison: Ali  Ayata (25.07.1996), Ulaş Hicabi Küçük (27.07.1996), Hayati Can 
(28.07.1996)

Aydın E-type Prison: Müjdat Yanat (25.07.1996)

Çanakkale E-type Prison: Ayşe İdil Erkmen (26.07.1996)

29 In Turkish the expression “freedom of thought” is generally used to cover the freedoms of expression and 
communication. We have separated the freedoms of association and assembly and the pressure on human rights 
defenders from this section.

30 Information on certain provisions can be found in the section “Short Introduction to the Legal Background of 
Political cases” 

31 Article 16/1 of the Law No. 5680: “The responsibility concerning the crimes committed via the press belongs 
to the person who wrote that article or news report or drew that picture or cartoon that constituted a crime, as well 
as the editor-in-chief of that person. However, the sentences of imprisonment for editor-in-chiefs are converted 
into a fine no matter how long the imprisonment sentence is. The lower limit of the amount specified in first 
paragraph of Article 4 of the Law on Execution of Sentences numbered 647 is used in calculation of the fine. 
Editor-in-chiefs are not remanded.”
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32 Article 162/1 of the TPC: “Presenting a publication regarded as crime by law is an offence by itself and the 
perpetrator is subjected to the same sentence. If the contents of such a publication are not approved of or 
presented with caution or some other person taking the responsibility completely does not spare the person, who 
is presenting it, from responsibility.”

33 Article 312 of the TPC: First Paragraph - “The person who openly praises or approves of an act regarded as 
a crime by law or who incites people to disobey the law gets sentenced to a prison term from 6 months to 2 years 
and a heavy fine from TL 2.000 to TL 10.000.”

Second Paragraph– “The person who openly incites people to hatred and enmity on the basis of class, ethnic, 
religion, sect or regional differences gets sentenced to a prison term from 1 year to 3 years and a heavy fine from 
TL 3.000 to 12.000. If the incitement is done in a manner to produce danger for the public, the sentence is raised 
by one third to one half.

34 Burhan Öncel, Yaseri İşleme, Cevher Ay and Bilgin Akkoyun, who stayed longer in detention, later disclosed 
that they were tortured. 

35 In deciding on the closure of RP in 1998 the Constitutional Court had cancelled the then second paragraph of 
the Law on Political Parties. The paragraph had been redefined on 12 August 1999. 

36 Soldiers killed EMEP official in Pertek district (Tunceli) Süleyman Ekrem on 29 November 1999.

37 On 13 December Merzifon Penal Court acquitted Aydoğan and Özeren from charges of illegally distributing 
leaflets.

38 For the protests against F-type prisons see the chapter on personal security
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