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.”

During a press conference on 2 March Sema Pişkinsüt informed about the “hanger” tool, the Commission had found in İstanbul Gaziosmanpaşa Küçükköy Police Station (
). 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. 

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

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 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 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 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.”

a) 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. 

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 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. 

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. 

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 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. 

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 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 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. (
). 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 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 (
) 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.

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 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. (
) 

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 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 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 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 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. 

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.

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 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

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 (
) 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

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. 

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.

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

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

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 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

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 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 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 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.” 

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

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 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 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 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.’”

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.

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

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. 

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 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 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 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. 

e) 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

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, (
) 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. 

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 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 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 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 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 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 (
) 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.

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 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 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". 

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 (
) 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”. (
)

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 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 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 

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.

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, 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”. (
) 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. (
) 

F-type Protests

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 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 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. 

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 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. 

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 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.

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.

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. (
) 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 (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. (
) 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 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. (
) 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. 

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 (
) 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 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

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). (
) 

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 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 states:

World Medical Association Declaration on Hunger Strikers 

Adopted by the 43rd World Medical Assembly Malta, November 1991and editorially revised at the 44th World Medical Assembly Marbella, Spain, September 1992

PREAMBLE 

1. The doctor treating hunger strikers is faced with the following conflicting values: 

1.     There is a moral obligation on every human being to respect the sanctity of life. This is especially evident in the case of a doctor, who exercises his skills to save life and also acts in the best interests of his patients (Beneficence). 

2.       It is the duty of the doctor to respect the autonomy which the patient has over his person. A doctor requires informed consent from his patients before applying any of his skills to assist them, unless emergency circumstances have arisen in which case the doctor has to act in what is perceived to be the patient's best interests. 

2.       This conflict is apparent where a hunger striker who has issued clear instructions not to be resuscitated lapses into a coma and is about to die. Moral obligation urges the doctor to resuscitate the patient even though it is against the patient's wishes. On the other hand, duty urges the doctor to respect the autonomy of the patient. 

1.       Ruling in favour of intervention may undermine the autonomy which the patient has over himself. 

2.       Ruling in favour of non-intervention may result in a doctor having to face the tragedy of an avoidable death. 

3.       A doctor/patient relationship is said to be in existence whenever a doctor is duty bound, by virtue of his obligation to the patient, to apply his skills to any person, be it in the form of advice or treatment. 

This relationship can exist in spite of the fact that the patient might not consent to certain forms of treatment or intervention.

Once the doctor agrees to attend to a hunger striker, that person becomes the doctor's patient. This has all the implication and responsibilities inherent in the doctor/patient relationship, including consent and confidentiality. 

The ultimate decision on intervention or non-intervention should be left with the individual doctor without the intervention of third parties whose primary interest is not the patient's welfare. However, the doctor should clearly state to the patient whether or not he is able to accept the patient's decision to refuse treatment or, in case of coma, artificial feeding, thereby risking death. If the doctor cannot accept the patient's decision to refuse such aid, the patient would then be entitled to be attended by another physician. 

GUIDELINES FOR THE MANAGEMENT OF HUNGER STRIKERS 
Since the medical profession considers the principle of sanctity of life to be fundamental to its practice, the following practical guidelines are recommended for doctors who treat hunger strikers:  

1.    DEFINITION 
A hunger striker is a mentally competent person who has indicated that he has decided to embark on a hunger strike and has refused to take food and/or fluids for a significant interval. 

2.    ETHICAL BEHAVIOUR 

1.       A doctor should acquire a detailed medical history of the patient where possible. 

2.       A doctor should carry out a thorough examination of the patient at the onset of the hunger strike.

3.       Doctors or other health care personnel may not apply undue pressure of any sort on the hunger striker to suspend the strike. Treatment or care of the hunger striker must not be conditional upon him suspending his hunger strike. 

4.       The hunger striker must be professionally informed by the doctor of the clinical consequences of a hunger strike, and of any specific danger to his own particular case. An informed decision can only be made on the basis of clear communication. An interpreter should be used if indicated. 

5.       Should a hunger striker wish to have a second medical opinion, this should be granted. Should a hunger striker prefer his treatment to be continued by the second doctor, this should be permitted. In the case of the hunger striker being a prisoner, this should be permitted by arrangement and consultation with the appointed prison doctor. 

6.       Treating infections or advising the patient to increase his oral intake of fluid (or accept intravenous saline solutions) is often acceptable to a hunger striker. A refusal to accept such intervention must not prejudice any other aspect of the patients health care. Any treatment administered to the patient must be with his approval. 

3.    CLEAR INSTRUCTIONS 
The doctor should ascertain on a daily basis whether or not the patient wishes to continue with his hunger strike. The doctor should also ascertain on a daily basis what the patient's wishes are with regard to treatment should he become unable to make an informed decision. These findings must be recorded in the doctors personal medical records and kept confidential. 

4.     ARTIFICIAL FEEDING 
When the hunger striker has become confused and is therefore unable to make an unimpaired decision or has lapsed into a coma, the doctor shall be free to make the decision for his patient as to further treatment which he considers to be in the best interest of that patient, always taking into account the decision he has arrived at during his preceding care of the patient during his hunger strike, and reaffirming article 4 of the preamble of this Declaration. 

5.    COERCION 
Hunger strikers should be protected from coercive participation. This may require removal from the presence of fellow strikers. 

6. 
FAMILY 
The doctor has a responsibility to inform the family of the patient that the patient has embarked on a hunger strike, unless this is specifically prohibited by the patient. 

The text can 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 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 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 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. 

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 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

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.

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 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

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 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 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 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 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. 

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. 

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 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. 

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. 

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 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

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

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 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. 

� 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. 


� 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


� 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. 


� 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.


� Nesim Malki, a famous usurer, had been killed in Bursa on 28 November 1995.


� 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. 


� 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.” 


� 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. 


� 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. 


� The article is under: http://arsiv.hurriyetim.com.tr/hur/turk/00/12/14/turkiye/01tur.htm


� It can be found under �HYPERLINK "http://www.cpt.coe.int/en/reports/inf2001-25en.htm"��http://www.cpt.coe.int/en/reports/inf2001-25en.htm�


� 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. 


� 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.


� 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.


� 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’.” 


� 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)





