10. Pressure on Human Rights Defenders

The pressure and attacks on human rights defenders continued in 1999. Executives and members of human rights organizations were put on trial. On 3 June Akın Birdal (
), chairman of the HRA, went to prison to serve his sentence for speeches on human rights. The Gaziantep branch of the HRA was closed in July for a period of 3 months. The branch in Diyarbakır remained close for the whole of 1999. The Malatya branch of Mazlum Der was closed in May.

On 26 January the Press Center of the General Staff issued an information sheet on “Fight against Terrorism and Human Rights”. The note claimed that the human rights organizations in Turkey were not impartial and objective and accused the HRA, without spelling out the name, of being the “brain of the PKK”. HRA chairman Akın Birdal was called “a person with close ties to the PKK, who became candidate of a pro-Kurdish party”. The human rights defenders were said to expect the Western world to impose a serious on Turkey and to make Turkey’s fight against terrorism ineffective. The human rights organizations allegedly used every possibility to criticize the Turkish State, but would never protest the murders of the PKK. An incident in May 1993, during which 33 soldiers were killed, was shown as an example, because the HRA chairman had said that this might be a provocation of the government.

Hüsnü Öndül, at the time SG of the HRA, responded on 29 January. He said that Akın Birdal had run for the Peace Alliance including the United Socialist Party and used the right of every citizen to be a candidate in elections. Öndül pointed to the fact that the General Staff had made the statement right before the general and local election and added that it was unacceptable to be called pro-Kurdish and linked to the PKK. He reminded that the HRA had protested against the killing of 33 soldiers. He further stated that human rights violations in Turkey were not used an allegation, but a fact that had been confirmed by decisions of courts.

The Ministry of the Interior did not allow the International Human Rights Foundation (FIDH) to hold a board meeting in İstanbul in February. Hüsnü Öndül argued that this was a meeting intended for an exchange of information among human rights activists and, therefore, the Law 2911 on Meetings and Demonstrations was not applicable. Öndül called it a contravention to international human rights norms not to allow representatives of human rights organization in 60 countries to come to Turkey and exchange their views on human rights.

Akın Birdal

The imprisonment of Akın Birdal on 3 June was based on verdicts by Ankara and Adana SSC. He had been tried under Article 312 TPC for speeches he made on 1 September 1995 and on 1 September 1996. Both courts had sentenced him to 1 year’s imprisonment each. The Court of Cassation confirmed the sentence of Ankara SSC on 27 October 1998 and the verdict of Adana SSC on 20 April.

In its newsletter of May Amnesty International (AI) informed the world of the fact that Birdal had been convicted for speeches on World Peace Day and the sentences had not been suspended. AI adopted Akın Birdal as prisoner of conscience in June asking for his immediate and unconditional release. Pierre Sané, AI’s Secretary General, wrote to Mr. Birdal to express his support:

"Our organization is outraged that just one year after you barely survived a callous attempt on your life the Turkish authorities are enforcing a verdict which is clearly in violation of Article 10 of the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, without regard to your continued need for rehabilitative treatment usually not available in prison," Mr. Sané said.

Ai further stated that HRA officials had been threatened, arrested, prosecuted, abducted and 11 of them killed. These killings had never been investigated properly. Akın Birdal was the target of an assault on 12 May 1998 in which he nearly lost his life and from which he had not fully recovered. In addition to campaigning for Mr. Birdal's immediate and unconditional release, Amnesty International also campaigned for the reform of all articles of the Turkish Penal Code and the Anti-Terror Law restricting the right to freedom of peaceful expression, for all closed branches of the HRA to be reopened, and for all human rights defenders to be allowed to pursue unhindered their lawful role of monitoring and reporting human rights matters, as set out in the UN Human Rights Defenders Resolution of 9 December 1998.

On 2 June the Forensic Institute sent a letter to the prosecutor for the execution of sentences recommending a delay of the execution of Akın Birdal’s sentence for 6 months so that he could be treated, but the prosecutor rejected a release on the grounds that Mr. Birdal was not suffering from a vital disease.

When Akın Birdal’s health deteriorated his lawyers appealed for a temporary release on 21 September. The public prosecutor in Ankara followed the demand and Akın Birdal was released on 25 September.

The Case of Attempted Assassination of Akın Birdal

In connection with the armed attack on HRA chairman Akın Birdal on 12 May 1998 a total of 17 defendants (
) were tried at Ankara SSC. During the hearing of 20 April the defense lawyers claimed that there was no other evidence than the statements of the defendants to the police, which had been extracted under torture. Intervening lawyers asked for Hanefi Avcı, former deputy director for intelligence at the General Directorate for Security, but the Court rejected this demand. It decided instead to inspect the testimony of Avcı on the attack and the transcription of phone conversations between Mahmut Yıldırım, known under his code name “Green”, Semih Tufan Gülaltay (
), Cengiz Ersever and Ahmet Fulin. 

In the hearing of 20 May the response of the General Directorate of Security was read out stating that there were no minutes on the phone conversations between Mahmut Yıldı​rım and the defendants Cengiz Ersever, Semih Tufan Gülaltay and Ahmet Fulin. 

On 8 June the prosecutor summed up the case. He stated that the defendants Kulaksızoğlu, Gülaltay and Ersever had founded the Turkish Revenge Brigade (TİT) to fight against the PKK. They had met Mahmut Yıldırım at the beginning of 1999. They had decided to punish Akın Birdal, who they thought was supporting the PKK via the secret service of Iran. The defendants had undergone training in arms in İstanbul in preparation of the attack. He asked for a conviction of Semih Tufan Gülaltay, Cengiz Ersever and Hasan Hasanoğlu for the full attempt of killing and forming a gang to commit a crime. For the defendants Bahri Eken and Kerem Deretarla he asked for conviction for the full attempt of killing a person.

During the hearing of 3 August defense lawyer Cahit Torun admitted that the defendants had met once to talk about how to stop activities of the HRA and Akın Birdal. Defendant Hasan Hasanoğlu shouted at the intervening lawyers calling them slaves of the PKK and had to be removed from the courtroom, because he was about to attack the lawyers. After the hearing defendant Selçuk Gürz was released.

During the hearing of 21 October the defendants Semih Tufan Gülaltay, Hasan Hasanoğlu, Bahri Eken and Demir Demirok presented petitions asking for treatment as repentants. They withdrew these petitions on 16 November, after they had heard of the possibility of an amnesty bill to be passed in parliament. 

The trial concluded on 29 December. Ankara SSC sentenced Cengiz Ersever to 18 years, 10 months and 20 days’ imprisonment for being a founder of TİT and having ordered the attack on Akın Birdal. Semih Tufan Gülaltay was sentenced to 19 years, 2 months and 3 days’ imprisonment for having organized the attack. Hasan Hasanoğlu, Cemal Kulaksızoğlu and Bahri Eken were sentenced to the same prison term for the foundation of a crime gang, the full attempt of murder and having used a faked ID. The triggerer Kerem Deretarla, who had been under 18 years of age at the time of the crime, was sentenced to 12 years, 2 months and 20 days’ imprisonment.  Demir Demirok was sentenced to 10 years, 10 months’ imprisonment; Selçuk Gürz to 9 years, 2 months; Ekrem Santulu to 20 months’ imprisonment. Ankara SSC acquitted Mehmet Furkan Ek and Namık Zihni Ozansoy from charges of having founded a gang to commit crimes, but Mehmet Furkan Ek was convicted for the possession of hashish and Namık Zihni Ozansoy for the illegal possession of arms. Both received prison terms of 10 months each. The sentences were suspended. Ahmet Fulin, Cem Kadir Keçecioğlu, Cengiz Kördeve, Oya Kaya, Ayfer Çakar and Nejat Algan were acquitted completely. 

After the verdict Akın Birdal said: “In the light of the evidence this verdict had to be expected. I did not want them to be sentenced to death, because I am opposed to the death penalty. I hope that these sentences will be a deterrence for attacks on human rights defenders.”

Cases against Akın Birdal

On 9 February Bursa Criminal Court No. 1 acquitted Akın Birdal in connection with a speech he had made on Flash TV on 25 October 1997. He had been charged under Article 159 TPC with insulting the armed forces.

On 23 December Ankara SSC concluded the case against Akın Birdal and Doğu Perinçek, chairman of İP on charges of supporting the PKK. The Court acquitted both defendants because of lack of evidence. An official complaint was filed against repentant militant Sami Demirkıran, whose statements had led to the trial.

On 9 February Diyarbakır SSC started to hear the case of Akın Birdal, Cemil Aydoğan, chairman of the Mardin branch of the HRA and Mahmut Şakar, former chairman of the Diyarbakır branch of the HRA. They were charged in connection with speeches they made on the HRA Congress in Mardin in 1996. Akın Birdal stated that they had talked about human rights in the region and the press statement had been a criticism of human rights violations. He would repeat it, if necessary. On 9 November the prosecutor summed up the case and asked for the defendants to be convicted according to Article 8 LFT for having disseminated separatist propaganda. Diyarbakır SSC acquitted the defendants on 14 December.

On 25 March Akın Birdal testified to Ankara SSC in connection with a case running at Adana SSC for a speech he made in Tarsus on 24 December 1995, at the time being a candidate for the alliance of various parties for the general elections. He was charged under Article 312 TPC. The trial at Adana SSC did not conclude in 1999.

The trial against Akın Birdal, Haydar Kaya, chairman of EMEP for Ankara province, Recep Doğaner, former member of the parliament of HADEP, Mustafa Kahya, board member of ÖDP and the journalist Ragıp Duran in connection with speeches they made during human rights’ week in December 1996 continued at Ankara SSC. This was a retrial. On 30 December 1998 Ankara SSC had sentenced Haydar Kaya to 1 year’s imprisonment and acquitted the other defendants. The Court of Cassation had quashed the verdict.

A court case was opened against Akın Birdal, Şehmus Ülek, chairman of the Urfa branch of Mazlum Der and Aziz Durmaz, chairman of the Urfa branch of the HRA on allegations of having insulted the State authorities in speeches they held during the congress of the HRA in Urfa in May.

The Human Rights Association (HRA)

HRA Headquarters

Following the decision of the Court of Cassation on the Öcalan case of group of 30 to 35 people stormed the HQ of the HRA on 25 November. The group under the leadership of lawyer Şevket Can Özbay, who had acted as intervening lawyer in the Öcalan trial, allegedly had come to leave a black wreath. The intruders beat chairman Hüsnü Öndül and board member Avni Kalkan and damaged the equipment. The group left without any intervention of the police. Police officers positioned at the entrance of the HQ of the HRA since the attack on Akın Birdal did not stop the group from entering.

Hüsnü Öndül said after the attack: “We all have seen, how risky it is to work for human rights in Turkey. I do not have any problems with the families of martyrs. Pain is pain, whoever feels it. I believe that they were incited.” The HRA filed official complaints against Ankara Police HQ, the governor in Ankara and the Ministry of the Interior. The subsequent investigation resulted in a decision not to prosecute anyone.

Following the attack the political advisor to the EU talked to Hüsnü Öndül and said he would prepare a report on the incident. AI protested the attack in letters to Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit, Interior Minister Sadettin Tantan and Mehmet Ali İrtemcilik, State Minister for Human Rights. AI called for charges against the officers, who had neglected their duty.

On 2 December the police dispersed a crowd of people, who had gathered in front of the İstanbul branch of the HRA to protest against the attack and detained the board members Şaban Dayanan and Kıvanç Sert under bearings. They also beat Suavi Saygan, board member of the HQ of the HRA. The detainees were released shortly afterwards and the press conference was held inside the office. 

HRA Şanlıurfa Branch

On 13 January the Urfa branch of the HRA was opened again. The branch had been closed on 29 June 1997 on a decision by Şanlıurfa Penal Court No. 1 ruling that the association had carried out activities against the statute. The Court of Cassation had overruled the decision on 16 June 1998.

HRA Bursa Branch

On 17 June the Bursa branch of the HRA was opened again. On 12 November 1998 Bursa Governor’s Office had closed the association on the grounds of possessing illegal publications and conducting a hunger strike against the pressure on the HRA. The same allegations had led to a trial at Bursa Penal Court No.3, which ended in acquittal.
HRA Gaziantep Branch

On 8 July the police raided the Gaziantep branch of the HRA. The raid followed the detention of Selda Torunoğlu and Songül Tilkidağ on 7 July, when they collected signatures for the HRA’s campaign against the death penalty. During the raid the police detained board member Ali Şimşek. Rıdvan Özer, chairman of HADEP in Şahinbey district, Fatma Akın and a person by the first name of Ercan were detained in the same context. All of them were charged with collecting signatures without permission. After the raid the governor in Antep ordered the closure of the association for three months. The door was sealed on 25 July and on 25 October opened again. 

HRA İstanbul Branch
On 29 September the police raided HRA İstanbul Branch on claims that the HRA organized the protest action in and outside the prisons. Lawyers and board members of the HRA, who came to spot, were not let in and some of them were beaten. Later they were allowed in. The search lasted for two hours and the police seized posters, placards and press bulletins, which the HRA used during its actions. 

HRA Van Branch

The Van branch of the HRA that had been closed in 1994 was opened on 23 October. The branch had started activities in 1989, but was forced to close down, because of the pressure on the chairman Nazmi Gür and other board members.

HRA Diyarbakır Branch 

On 24 May 1997 the governor’s office in Diyarbakır had ordered the permanent closure of the Diyarbakır branch of the HRA. The court case opened in connection with the allegation that the association was conducting activities threatening the unity of the State ended in acquittal on 11 May. Diyarbakır SSC acquitted the board members Mahmut Şakar, Osman Baydemir, Sinan Tanrıkulu, Vedat Çetin, Özlem Çetin, Pirozhan Doğrul, Mazhar Kara, Bülent Uçaman, Doğan Özdemir and Salih Tekin. Demands for an opening of the branch remained fruitless, since Diyarbakır SSC argued not to be competent on this.
Pressure on Officials and Members

On 8 January Sevgi Yamaç, chairwoman of the Denizli branch of the HRA and the treasurer Hacı Ahmet Akkaya were remanded on charges of membership to the DHKP-C. They were among 18 defendants tried at İzmir SSC. After the hearing of 25 May Sevgi Yamaç was released. The trial did not conclude in 1999.

In April the Court of Cassation confirmed the sentence of 11.5 months’ imprisonment imposed on lawyer Eren Keskin, chairwoman of the İstanbul branch of the HRA for an article in the journal “Medya Güneşi”, published in 1995. The sentence was suspended according to the Amnesty Bill for the Press. 

On 3 February İstanbul Penal Court No. 5 acquitted Eren Keskin from charges of illegal distribution of leaflets. Keskin stated that the HRA had made a statement against the cell-type prisons and added that press statements were not against the Law on Associations. 

In July the public prosecutor in Beyoğlu indicted Eren Keskin under Article 312 for praising a criminal act. During a press conference on 21 March she allegedly had answered a question by saying, “You may be astonished, but we are also protecting the rights of guerillas”. Eren Keskin stated that the paper “Öncü” had misquoted her, because she had talked about the attack on the “Blue Bazaar” and said that the journalists may be astonished about the fact that the HRA protested the attack. The trial at Beyoğlu Penal Court No. 4 did not conclude in 1999.

Another case was opened on Eren Keskin in connection with a press statement she made on 1 September World Peace Day. Beyoğlu Penal Court No. 8 heard the case on charges of a violation of the Law on Association, but did not reach a verdict in 1999.
On 9 June the court case against Ercan Demir, chairman of the İzmir branch of the HRA and the members Alp Ayan, Derviş Altun and Hacay Yılmaz concluded at İzmir Penal Court No. 8. The case had been launched in connection with a press conference in front of Buca Prison on 24 July 1996. The defendants were charged with having staged an illegal demonstration. The Court sentenced Alp Ayan and Derviş Altun to 18 months, Hacay Yılmaz to 20 months and Ercan Demir to 4 months’ imprisonment. The sentence against Ercan Demir was commuted to a fine. The sentences of the other defendants were not suspended on the grounds of their past and the likeliness that they might commit the same offence against. 

On 27 September İzmir Penal Court No. 15 acquitted Ercan Demir and the board members Aysel Çiçek, Suat Çetinkaya, Zeynel Kaya, Selahattin Ilgaz, Gani Oğuz and Orhan Ağacıkoğulları from charges of having illegally distributed leaflets. The case had been opened in connection with the campaign “Freedom of Thought”. In protest at the ban of the governor to distribute leaflets and put up posters the HRA had organized a press conference on Konak Square. Leaflets had allegedly been distributed during the press conference.

Bekir Ceylan, chairman of the Balıkesir branch of the HRA, was dismissed from his job at Balıkesir State Hospital on 27 January. On 14 July the premises of the HRA had been searched. Later the public prosecutor had started an investigation on the claim that a form on the “People’s Constitution” distributed by the journal “Kurtuluş” and other illegal publication had been found in the office of the HRA. The investigation had decided in a decision not to bring charges, but the High Disciplinary Council of the Health Ministry had dealt with the case on 11 December 1998 and ordered the dismissal of Bekir Ceylan, specialist for mental diseases, 6 months before his retirement.

Bekir Ceylan stated later: “Two cases were conducted: one against the HRA with the demand of closure and another one against me as the chairperson. I was acquitted. After acquittal someone called me saying that he was an official in the Ministry of Health. He said that I could continue my job at the hospital, if I resigned as chairperson of the HRA. Otherwise I would lose my job.”

The dismissal was based on Article 125 of the Law 657 on Civil Servants providing that civil servants will be dismissed, if they dispose, hang up, distribute any kind of leaflets, posters and similar publications of illegal organizations or with an ideological aim. 
Lawyer Ayhan Erkal mentioned that this provision was not applicable in this case, because his client had been chairman of the HRA as a private person and, even if the alleged offense had been committed it had not been committed as a civil servant. Erkal said that he appealed to the Administrative Court in Bursa and also approached the Ministry of Health pointing at the “amnesty of criminal records” that had entered into force on 28 August. The Ministry of Health had sent a negative reply. 

In June a court case was filed against Osman Baydemir, Mahmut Şakar, Vedat Çetin, Sinan Tanrıkulu, Özlem Çetin and Pirozhan Doğrul, board members of the HRA in Diyarbakır. They were charged in connection with a campaign on aid for the girl R.K., who had been raped by a village guard in Eryol village, Mermer own, Diyarbakır. The campaign started in 1997 and was supported by a large number of individuals and organizations. The board members of the HRA were accused of having collected money without permission. The statement of the HRA of 8 April 1997 was shown as evidence, because an account of a bank was shown as the place for donations. The trial did not conclude in 1999.

On 27 August Diyarbakır SSC started to hear the case of Cemil Aydoğan, chairman of the Mardin branch of the HRA. He was charged under Article 312 TPC in connection with a statement he made on Med TV concerning human rights violations in the Mardin region. The trial did not conclude in 1999.

In February lawyer Kenan Çetin, chairman of the Elazığ branch of the HRA, was acquitted from charges of having violated the Law in Associations in a press statement on 19 December 1998, the human rights’ day.

On 11 May plain-clothes detectives came to the Ankara branch of the HRA and detained the chairman Lütfi Demirkapı stating that this was an order of the prosecutor at Ankara SSC. Demirkapı was released after testifying to the prosecutor. The interrogation was based on the action “save the country from gangs and the opposition from prison” conducted every Saturday at the Human Rights Monument in Yüksel Street. 
Prevented and Hindered HRA Activities

On 29 September the police in İstanbul hindered some 30 HRA members from sending protest telegrams from Sirkeci Post Office to the State President, Prime Minister and Justice Minister in connection with the killing of 10 prisoners in Ankara Closed Prison. The police beat board member Şaban Dayanan and detained him. The other protesters were dispersed under beatings. One day before, 102 people had been detained on Sultanahmet Square. Only the lawyers Eren Keskin, Mihriban Kırdök, Muharrem Çöpür, Güzel Yarar and Gül Altay had been released in the evening. The others were said to refuse testifying in protest at the police brutality.

On 13 February the police in İstanbul prevented the İstanbul branch of the HRA to hold a press conference on Sultanahmet Square in connection with the plans to introduce prisons based on the cell system. When the crowd started to dissolve police officers went after them and beat them.

The Ankara branch of the HRA was not allowed to hold a press conference in front of Ankara Closed Prison on 19 February. The arrest of Abdullah Öcalan and hunger strikes were shown as the reason. The police beat members of the HRA, who waited in front of the prison. The press statement was made at the Human Rights Monument in Yüksel Street. 

The HQ of the HRA was not allowed to start the “Week of the Disappeared” to be held between 17 and 31 May with a press statement. For 30 May a meeting was planned in connection with the campaign on freedom of thought. The governor and the police chief of Ankara did not allow the meeting pointing at a circular of the Ministry of Interior that banned all meetings and demonstrations on the ground that the trial Abdullah Öcalan would start on 31 May. The meeting had to be postponed for two months.
On 10 June the police prevented human rights defenders from sending postcards from Galatasaray Post office to Akın Birdal as part of the campaign “Freedom of Thought”. When Eren Keskin wanted to make a statement about the action she was pushed inside the post office. The other protesters were not let into the post office. Having been held in the post office under surveillance of plain-clothes detectives Eren Keskin was let out of it after some time.

On 13 June the governor’s office in İzmir forbid the HRA in İzmir to distribute bulletins and put up posters on the Freedom of Thought campaign in the office of the association. The decision was based on the “conditions in the country”. 

In Ankara the police prevented members of the ÇHD and HRA to hold a press conference in front of Ankara Closed Prison, when the prisoners boycotted the daily counts and were not allowed to receive visitors. The press statement was read out in Ulucanlar Park, close to the prison.

The HRA in the Press

The daily “Hürriyet” titled on 13 March “This is Your Achievement” for a story on the attack in the “Blue Bazaar” in Göztepe-İstanbul holding the HRA responsible for the death of 13 people. Other papers and TV station presented similar stories. Hüsnü Öndül, SG of the HRA, made a statement saying that the HRA did not approve of any actions against civilians and stressed that the organization would not change this position. He reminded of the fact that the HRA had decided in 1992 not only to deal with violations of the State, but also to look into humanitarian issues. “It is part of our area of interest not only to observe human rights violations of the authorities, but also to follow actions in contravention to humanitarian law committed by armed political groups and organizations. We have protested against the taking of hostages, killings, injuring or bombing of teachers, engineers or other civilians, whatever their profession was”. 

Hüsnü Öndül pointed at Article 3 of the Geneva Convention as the guideline for their actions. He said that the HRA did not believe violence to be a means of political struggle. He called the action on the Blue Bazaar a crime against humanity and called on all human rights activists worldwide to protest this action.

The press statement in the premises of the İstanbul branch of the HRA was commented in “Hürriyet” of 15 March with the headline of ”Amazing! The HRA Protested”:

„The Human Rights Association that screams when a terrorist is killed, but keeps silent when innocent people are massacred has issued a statement in reaction to heavy criticism. The İstanbul branch of the Human Rights Association said in the statement on the massacre, in which 13 people were killed with molotov cocktails that no explanation could justify such an action. The association stated that violence had no restriction and said: “The reason for the explosives in a shopping center in Göztepe cannot be understood.”

In June Ankara Judicial Court No. 18 decided that the daily “Hürriyet” had to pay compensation of TL 500 million to Osman Baydemir, deputy chairman of the HRA. The paper had presented his comment on the killing of Erdal Aksu, who on 29 October 1998 had hijacked a plane from Adana to Ankara, “he should have captured alive” under the headline of “Look at the Idiot”. 

Ankara Judicial Court No. 7 awarded Akın Birdal TL 300 million, because the columnist Yağmur Atsız, writing for the daily “Yeni Yüzyıl” had called him “traitor” in an article that was published on 21 November 1998.

Emin Çölaşan: “Human Rights”

In Turkey we observe that specific marginal circles deprive the term human rights like all other terms from its meaning. Leading in this attempt is the organization called Human Rights Association.

For them the people, whose rights have to be defended the most, do not exist. But whenever it is necessary to stand by the PKK and its terrorist actions they take the floor and start to speak. 

For example, there was the great disaster of an earthquake in our country, leaving hundreds of thousands citizens homeless.

We didn’t see the Human Rights Association there for just one day and did not have the opportunity to benefit from their valuable views.

The real human rights were there in the region of the catastrophe. But when they say human rights they first think about defending enemies of society and support them.

…

Wherever you are in the world, if you carry out an action or express an opinion, if you advocate something you believe in, you have to get the support of certain circles in society.

If you don’t, you may create attention on a few incidents, but you will lose all credibility and won’t find anyone behind you, except for some marginal citizens.

Our Human Rights Association is in this situation for some time. Left on its own, apart from society.

Look, what the chairman Hüsnü Öndül told the Anatolian News Agency yesterday:

“We are opposed to quit the ward system and introduce the room system in the prisons. The reason for the problems in the prisons is not the ward system.”

Mercy! Which of the Western countries, whose values you are defending, if they serve your purpose, have the ward system? Where in the world is this system maintained, apart from some primitive countries such as Afghanistan, Sudan, Ethiopia and Tanzania?

When the Western countries rightly say “Stop Torture” you jump on it, but defend the ward system with massive dirt, unhealthy and outrageous conditions.

These wards will be the nests for terror; you can find there all kinds of bribes, gambling, drugs, arms and dark relations. Small and inexperienced prisoners will be raped there and you say, “keep up the ward system!”

This is a shame.

Is this confusion human rights?

… (Hürriyet, 29 September 1999)
On 30 September Eren Keskin, chairwoman of the HRA in İstanbul, responded by saying that the Hüsnü Öndül’s comments on the ward system had been misinterpreted. She called the allegation that the HRA had done nothing in connection with the earthquake a great lie. She called on Emin Çölaşan to stick to the obligation of every journalist to remain objective. Eren Keskin continued:

“The HRA forwarded tons of clothes, food, cleaning stuff, wheelchairs and other equipment to the area of the earthquake. It became part of civilian initiatives in the region, but did not want to use this as advertisements. We did not even put up banners at our tents. But the people in the region know, what the HRA has done.”

On 18 March “Hürriyet” alleged that Abdullah Öcalan had called the HRA an organization close to the PKK. Hüsnü Öndül reacted on the same day wondering how parts of a secret testimony had reached the paper. He said that there were many doubts on the existence of such a testimony and criticized the paper for not having asked the people concerned for a comment. The journalists, who had published such a story, had violated the principles of their profession and, if officials had forwarded such a secret document to the paper, they had lost the qualification of being on official duty.” HRA SG Hüsnü Öndül also criticized the article for the expression that the executives of the HRA were appointed. He reminded of the fact that officials of the HRA were elected during general assemblies, which were closely followed by representatives of the State. 

The Human Rights Foundation of Turkey
On 11 May Adana SSC acquitted Mustafa Cinkılıç, representative of the HRFT in Adana and lawyer Kemal Kılıç from charges under Article 169 TPC, because of lacking evidence. The two lawyers had been indicted after an incident in Ceyhan Prison on 19 October 1998. On that day the lawyers had visited prisoners and after they left prisoners had clashed with guardians. The prosecutor alleged that the lawyers had started the fight. 

On 19 October physician Zeki Uzun, one of the volunteers with the HRFT representation in İzmir was detained after a raid on his house. Apparently a repentant militant had accused him. Zeki Uzun was released on 25 October. İzmir Police HQ made a statement claiming that Zeki Uzun treated militants in his clinic in Alsancak, made abortion and his two sons had close relations to HADEP.

After release Zeki Uzun said that he had been tortured in detention. During a press conference in the premises of the Turkish Medical Association on 17 November, board member Metin Bakkalcı stated that the examination of Zeki Uzun had shown that he had been tortured. He suspected that doctor Zeki Uzun was tortured, because he worked actively in the commissions of İzmir Medical Association for the verification of torture and had always stuck medical ethics.

İzmir Medical Association issued a report stating, “Dr. Uzun was blindfolded during interrogation and on several occasions he was beaten, insulted, threatened and tortured in particular by beatings on his head, chest, squeezing of testicles, kicking and by putting a bag over his head to keep him breathless.”

Zeki Uzun said: “For one week I was held in a cell. I was blindfolded and handcuffed. In this manner they searched my home and office, although they did not have a search warrant. They messed the programs on my PC up. All information on my patients was mixed up.” Dr. Uzun also commented on the reporting of his detention: “The papers showed the fact that my two sons go to a legal party as a crime. One of my sons is just 10 years old and can hardly be connected to a political party. I protest against the paper Türkiye, Star, Milliyet and Gözcü for false reporting. The daily Gözcü wrote that I had been arrested, even before I was taken to the prosecutor. Do the papers or others decide on arrest?” 
The HRFT protested the torture of Dr. Uzun calling it an attack on the honor of doctors. The HRFT also demanded an official investigation of the torture claims stating that medical reports confirmed these allegations. The investigation into the allegations of torture ended in a decision not to prosecute anyone, while Zeki Uzun became one of 14 defendants charged with supporting an illegal organization according to Article 169 TPC.

During the funeral of Nevzat Çiftçi, who had died in the operation in Ankara Central Closed Prison on 26 September, the gendarmerie detained 68 people in Helvacı village, Aliağa district (İzmir) on 30 September. On 3 October 14 of them were indicted for having violated Law No. 2911 in Demonstrations and Meetings. Aliağa Penal Court order the arrest of Alp Ayan and Günseli Kaya, staff members of the HRFT, the trade unionists Hacal Yılmaz (Maden-Iş), Mihdi Perinçek (Tarım Gıda-Sen), the politicians Haydar Canan (Emeğin Partisi), Ahmet Birge Uzuner (HADEP), Birol Karaaslan (HADEP), as well as Sinan Yaman, Sokullu Cem Pekdemir, İrfan Güleser, Turgut Yenidünya, Erkan Polat, Zafer Doğan and Cem Cihan Erkul and released the other to be tried without remand. The trial did not conclude in 1999.

Organization of Human Rights and Solidarity for Oppressed People (Mazlum Der)
The calendar produced by the Urfa branch of Mazlum Der for 1999 was confiscated on the grounds that incited the people to hatred and enmity. Şanlıurfa Judicial Court ordered the closure of the branch until the end of the corresponding court case. Şehmus Ülek, chairman of the branch appealed to Urfa Penal Court No. 2, which ordered that the confiscated calendars should be given back. The Şanlıurfa branch received the calendars on 31 December 1998. It took the prosecutor at Diyarbakır SSC 8 months to prepare the indictment against the board members. They were charged under Article 312 TPC, but the case was suspended on 13 September according to the Amnesty Bill for the Press. Yet, a decision to open the branch again was not made.

On 9 December Urfa Criminal Court No. 1 acquitted Şehmus Ülek from charges under Article 312. The case had been opened in connection with a press statement on actions of students against the ban of headscarves. 

On 28 May Malatya Judicial Court No. 2 ordered the closure of the Malatya branch of Mazlum Der on demand of the governor in Malatya. The reasons for the closure were given as “protecting public order” and “prevention of crimes”. 

In June the police raided the offices of the Kocaeli branch of Mazlum Der and confiscated journals and bulletins.

In April the board members of the İstanbul branch of Mazlum Der were charged with illegal collection of money during the campaign on sacrifice and headscarf forest. The trial ended in acquittal.

On 16 June İstanbul Criminal Court No. 2 acquitted Şadi Çarsancaklı, chairman of the İstanbul branch of Mazlum Der. He had been charged with insulting the judiciary, because he said in an interview that the state security courts were unlawful and could not guarantee impartial trials.
On 19 June the HQ of Mazlum Der and 14 branches were searched on orders of the prosecutor at Ankara SSC. On 21 June Yılmaz Ensaroğlu, chairman of Mazlum Der stated that the search warrants had been sent to the governors via the Ministry of the Interior. The accompanying letter had stated, “Evidence exists that Mazlum Der conducts activities against the unity of the country and the regime of the Republic”. According to Yılmaz Ensaroğlu that meant that the crime had been established before and later the evidence was looked for. Yılmaz Ensaroğlu accused the police of not having given them copies of the notes they took during the searches of the offices and houses of executives. During the search of the headquarters board member Ömer Ekşi and the staff had been insulted.

On 28 February Yılmaz Ensaroğlu commented on reports that appeared under the title “Apo’s Confession” and had shown Mazlum Der in close contact to the PKK. Ensaroğlu warned that these wrong accusations might prepare the ground for violent acts against the accused persons and organizations. He reminded of the fact that HRA chairman Akın Birdal was attacked after alleged testimony of Şemdin Sakık that later turned out to be wrong had been published. Mr. Ensaroğlu stated that Mazlum Der was only close to human rights. He called this kind of reporting a violation of law holding the reporters as well as those, who provided such stories responsible for the results of such a provocation.

Relatives of „Disappeared“ (Saturday Mothers)

The actions of the so-called Saturday Mothers, who since 1995 gathered each Saturday in front of the Galatasaray Lyceum in order to establish the fate of disappeared people, continued to meet with preventive actions of the police. The relatives of “disappeared” persons were detained under beatings and they were not allowed to make press statements. The first intervention had been on 8 August 1996 during the HABITAT II Conference. Some 2000 people had been detained and 668 people had been indicted. This trial continued in 1999.

After week 170 the police brutality increased and the relatives of “disappeared” people decided to suspend the action after week 200. On 13 March the relatives of disappeared people met at the “Forest of Disappeared”, erected by Amnesty International in a park in Okmeydanı quarter (İstanbul). The police did not allow the Saturday Mothers to make a press statement and detained some 10 people including Fadime Ocak, Hanım Tosun and Nimet Tanrıkulu.

On 13 April İstanbul Penal Court No. 5 acquitted 18 defendants in connection with the action on 10 October 1998. On that day relatives of disappeared had staged a sit-in in front of Galatasaray Lyceum. Several participants had been detained under beatings. The official complaints they filed against police officers had ended in decisions not to prosecute anyone.

During the action of 26 September 1998 a total of 31 persons had been detained. Later Hanım Tosun, Besra Tosun, Necmiye Aydın and the student Mehtap Yurtluk were indicted under Articles 312/1 and 537 TPC on allegations of having written leftist slogans on the walls of their cells. During the hearing at Fatih Penal Court No. 1 one of the defendants stated on 31 May that she was illiterate. Mehtap Yurtluk said that the detainees had no writing tools and she had never been kept in the cells with the slogans on the wall.

On 29 June the police officers Sadi Yıldırım and Aydın Sirek were heard as witnesses. They said that they did not recognize the defendants and stated that the walls of the cells had been freshly painted before the so-called Saturday Mothers had been brought. After the release of the Saturday Mothers they had seen the slogans, which might have been written shoes or hair slides. The trial did not conclude in 1999.

� On 23 June Akın Birdal resigned from the post of chairman and membership of the HRA, because of the confirmed prison terms. On 26 June lawyer Hüsnü Öndül was elected chairman of the HRA.


� The 17 defendants were Cengiz Ersever, Kerem Deretarla, Hasan Hasanoğlu, Bahri Eken, Demir Demirok, Semih Tufan Gülaltay, Selçuk Gürz, Mehmet Cemal Kulaksızoğlu, Ekrem Santulu, Furkan Ek, Namık Zihni Ozansoy, Oya Kaya, Ayfer Çakar, Ahmet Fulin, Cengiz Kördeve, Cem Kadir Keçecioğlu, Nejat Algan


� In April the father of Semih Tufan Gülaltay, Sırrı Gülaltay, was detained together with another 9 suspects on accusation of having formed a gang to commit crimes.
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