11. PRESSURES ON HUMAN RIGHTS DEFENDERS

Attacks against and pressures on human rights defenders continued without ceasing in 2001. Pressures on the human rights organizations became persistent. Open and systematic pressures not only hindered the work of the human rights organizations but also aimed at limiting their means of survival.

The police raided the Treatment and Rehabilitation Center of the HRFT in Diyarbakır and confiscated certain documents in the office. Subsequently, Diyarbakır Treatment and Rehabilitation Center was subjected to an investigation. Administrative and financial documents of the HRFT Headquarters were examined in connection with this investigation.

The most important development constraining the activity of the Human Rights Association (HRA) in 2001 was the trial brought against it with the demand of closure. This trial followed the raid against the HRA Headquarters on 1 January. It was regarded as the peak of the pressures that many of the HRA branches have been facing for years. This process ended when Ankara Judicial Court No. 24 rejected the original demand for closure of the HRA. Notwithstanding, the Ministry of Finance took all the correspondence of the HRA Headquarters under examination without a written notification in the beginning of 2002.

In addition to the trial against the HRA Headquarters, the HRA branches were subjected to trials, which were initiated on almost every activity of these branches. Besides, several branches of the HRA were closed temporarily or permanently. At least 30 trials were opened against the HRA İstanbul Branch in connection with press statements, meetings, demonstrations and other activities. The HRA Diyarbakır Branch was subjected to over 100 trials and investigations. The number of trials and investigations against the HRA İzmir Branch and its executives reached 37. Governors exercising the authority given to them by the Law on Associations suspended executive members of some of the HRA branches from office. HRA branches, their members and activities were under close scrutiny of the security forces.

Individual Attack?

On 14 November a single person attacked the headquarters of the People’s Democracy Party (HADEP) for Istanbul province and the district office in Şişli. A person calling himself Zeki Genç threatened the persons in the main office by saying that he had come to take revenge for his brother, who had died in southeastern Turkey. He injured the visitor Cemal Kılıklı with a knife. The same person entered the offices for Şişli district 15 minutes later and fired shots in the air. Ömer Kalaycı (19) was injured and had to be taken to Şişli Eftal Hospital. The attacker escaped, despite intense police surveillance outside the offices.

On 15 November the same person, called Zeki Genç conducted a similar attack on the İstanbul branch of the Human Rights Association (HRA). He came to the office at 2.30pm with a box, a knife and a pistol. He shouted at the secretary that he would kill all Kurds and asked whether no men were present. At the same time he fired one shot in the ceiling. When he entered the room with chairwoman Eren Keskin and the board members Doğan Genç, Ümit Efe, Ali Armutlu and Gülseren Yoleri he was overpowered by staff member Şaban Dayanan, who had been hiding behind the door. During the struggle Şaban Dayanan received a cut wound to his left hand. He was taken to hospital and the attacker was handed over to the police. 

After the incident chairwoman Eren Keskin distributed copies of a letter the HRA had received a week before. The letter contained information on a person called Zeki Genç, born 1970 in Ordu province, member of the Idealists’ Society in Şişli. Reportedly he was detained in 3 March and interrogated at Beyoğlu Department to Fight Terrorism, since he was carrying two pistols, 1 hand granade and an officer’s uniform. In his testimony he had talked about his involvement in the killing of Vedat Aydin, chairman of HEP for Diyarbakir province, the journalist Hüseyin Deniz from the daily Özgür Gündem and HADEP officials Serdar Tanış and Ebubekir Deniz in Silopi, but was released. Vahit Genç, chairman of the Freedom and Solidarity Party (ÖDP) for İstanbul province, stated that Zeki Genç had attacked the ÖDP office in Beyoğlu on 2 March and subsequently been interrogated. (Evrensel-HRFT)

On 18 November Zeki Genç was taken to the places of his offences. Reportedly he told in detail how he conducted the attacks. It was also reported that he suffered from an “anti-social disturbance of personality” and had been treated at Ankara Mevki Hospital during his military service and later in Bakırköy Hospital for Mental and Nervous Diseases. Zeki Genç was arrested on 19 November. The trial against him started after the end of 2001.
Pressures on the relatives of prisoners increased following the 19 December (2000) operation in the prisons. Activities of the associations of the families of prisoners and their members were obstructed. Branches of these associations were raided and closed, and many of their members were detained and arrested.

The government's and the mainstream media's attitudes towards the human rights organizations were not sympathetic. The government did not adopt steps to create the conditions as listed in the UN General Assembly's Declaration on the Right and Responsibility of Individuals, Groups and Organs of Society to Promote and Protect Universally Recognized Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, which was adopted in 1998. The Prime Minister issued a circular on 27 June. In this circular, he claimed that "restrictive measures against the human rights organizations have created a negative image of Turkey and for this reason executives of these organizations have been recognized as "human rights defenders" abroad, although they have not deserved such a title." According to the circular, "laws and related administrative regulations on the activities of the NGOs have been brought on the agenda as being "administrative restrictions and bans", and for this reason they can be easily exploited. It is important to avoid promotion of these organizations abroad with such administrative practices. Local administrative and security officers especially in the State of Emergency Region shall be more flexible and have a positive attitude while using the authorities vested to them by laws."

In 2001 the Anatolian News Agency released another mendacious news story on the HRA, and for this reason certain newspapers labeled the HRA "traitors" and "servants of Armenians."

Ertuğrul Özkök: Anatomy of an Association, daily Hürriyet, 15 January 2001

Four executives of the Human Rights Association visited me last week. The leader of the delegation was its Chairman Hüsnü Öndül.

I had written three or four articles on this association.

Yet it was the first time I met them.

Their dressing, the way they speak and their attitudes led me to think that they are just like any person in society.

They were extremely polite while speaking.

They were paying attention to relate their opinions without getting annoyed or showing reactions.

They had met with authorities of the Ministry of Justice and members of the Parliamentary Human Rights Commission last week.

They had discussed the amendments in the laws on punishments and execution of sentences.

They had discussed certain issues, which would prevent the F-type prisons to turn into an isolation system.

But the main purpose of their visit was to relate some recent developments concerning the association.

Six branches of the Human Rights Association were closed down.

They were being obstructed while making press statements.

They were complaining about these things.

Since they visited me, I explained them my view of the association.

I mentioned the importance of the human rights notion and of an NGO that would defend these norms.

I was criticizing them for the following reason since the very beginning:

Whenever a PKK militant was killed, this association issued a declaration reproaching this incident. However, they did not show a similar attitude when teachers were killed.

I said, "the Human Rights Association should not act like a PKK Members' Rights Association".

Chairman Öndül admitted the fact that "they were not able to explain this issue to the public clearly."

He said, "Saturdays and Sundays are the most risky days for us," and continued as follows:

BLUE MALL ATTACK

"For example, the attack at the Blue Mall took place on a Saturday. I was having a meeting that day. I heard about the incident much later. I failed to get in touch with my friends. However, shortly after the incident we released a press statement in which we reproached the attack. Nevertheless, I failed to explain this issue even to my sister. My younger sister reads the newspaper Cumhuriyet, and for this reason she can understand me. However, my elderly sister reads your newspaper Hürriyet. Even she wanted to know why we didn't criticize such attacks."

Öndül added that they had publicly reproached the killings of 33 soldiers in Bingöl, and after that incident they had made about 25 statements, in which they had criticized the PKK's resort to violence.

AFFILIATION TO AN IDEOLOGY

I didn't know about these statements.

But last week we learned that they had reproached the killing of a police officer by a suicide bomber. Besides, they made a statement requesting an end to the death fasts.

As a matter of fact, they received support for this positive approach.

The Human Rights Association may play an extremely important role for Turkey in the path of becoming a modern country, but only if they criticize the use of violence by illegal organizations and individuals while criticizing the use of violence by the State, and if they keep themselves distant from illegal organizations.

To this end, the association should get rid of its ideological affiliations and should assume an equal position against every member of society.

It is hard to say that the association has become successful in achieving such a position up to this date.

But they can become successful if their initiative last week becomes a permanent attitude.

Such an association should receive the support of the public if it wants to become effective.

One person in Turkey has been receiving this support.

Prof. İoanna Kuçuradi works as a human rights ombudsman individually.

She assumes a neutral position against the organizations as well as against the State.

Thus, they love Prof. Kuçuradi.

In our big march towards the European Union it is inevitable for the State to tolerate living together with those NGOs. 

Democracy is a system, which prevents every power to exert force outside its area of competence and protects this balance.

RECIPROCAL RESPECT

It is a must that the State be not disturbed by the existence of such organizations and learns to tolerate them, while such NGOs must not be tools of illegal organizations and gangs.

Steps towards a social balance are taken for all parties, if reciprocal respect is installed.
The Human Rights Foundation of Turkey (HRFT)

The Treatment and Rehabilitation Center of the Diyarbakır Representation of the Human Rights Foundation of Turkey (HRFT) was raided and searched without a written permission around 3pm on 7 September by a crowded group of officials, including the Deputy Governor of Diyarbakır, members of the Provincial Health Directorate and the police. When HRFT members objected against the raid, Diyarbakır Police HQ. approached Diyarbakır SSC and asked for an official warrant to "identify the illegal activities of the HRFT and to find related documents, as the statute of the Foundation read that it would provide medical treatment to torture victims." Diyarbakır SSC No. 4 issued the permission for the raid at 5.30pm. Subsequently, all documents in the files of 365 applications (including photos of the applicants) and other documents of the HRFT were seized despite the objections raised by the executives of the HRFT. The executives of the HRFT lodged an official complaint on 18 September. 

OFFICIAL COMPLAINT from the HRFT

The HRFT made an official complaint on 18 September 2001 against officials, who on 7 September 2001 illegally confiscated Diyarbakır HRFT Office’s medical documents related to the treatment of torture victims, which have to be kept in an absolute confidentiality in accordance with universal principles, and who wanted to use these medical documents in a "security" investigation for the first time in our country.
The confidentiality of the doctor-patient relationship shall be protected in every circumstance, as is guaranteed in all international documents and in the "Patient Rights Regulation" published in the Official Gazette on 1 August 1998. The principle of HEALTH FIRST formulated as a result of the accumulation of hundreds of years of medical and human experiences and knowledge constitutes the main ground for these guarantees.
The universally adopted International Code of Medical Ethics by the World Medical Association and the Patient Rights Regulation of Turkey read as follows:
A physician shall preserve absolute confidentiality on all s/he knows about the patient even after the patient has died. (WMA International Code of Medical Ethics, 1949);
At the time of being admitted as a member of the medical profession (...) I will respect the secrets which are confided in me, even after the patient has died (WMA Declaration of Geneva, 1948)
All identifiable information about a patient’s health status, medical condition, diagnosis, prognosis and treatment and all other information of a personal kind, must be kept confidential, even after death. (WMA Declaration of Lisbon, 1981)
Files and records related to a patient’s health can only be seen by the patient himself/herself and the ones directly related to the treatment of the patient. (The Patient Rights Regulation, Article 16).
However, the office of the Diyarbakır Treatment Center of the HRFT was subjected to a search on 7 September and documents in this office were seized. During this illegal act all these rules and principles listed above were violated.
The HRFT made an official complaint to the prosecution office on 18 September 2001 against this act for condemnation in legal terms.
By defending the principle of HUMAN FIRST, HEALTH FIRST and developing its policies on the basis of this principle, the HRFT declares that it shall decisively continue to work in the same direction. This attitude against the HRFT shall be condemned at both national and international levels.
Yavuz ÖNEN

HRFT President
Diyarbakır Police HQ returned the documents including the files of the applicants, which shall not be seen by anyone else but only the physician of the patient, on 10 October. On 17 October, a voluntary physician of the HRFT Diyarbakır office, Dr. Recai Aldemir was disciplinary transferred from the city center to Silvan district of Diyarbakır by a decision of Diyarbakır Governor. Earlier another volunteer physician of the HRFT Diyarbakır office, Dr. Emin Yüksel had been “exiled” to Hazro in June.

As part of the investigation against the Treatment and Rehabilitation Center of the HRFT in Diyarbakır, the General Directorate of Foundations started inspecting administrative and financial documents of the HRFT Headquarters in Ankara on 25 October, without prior notification. In May 2001 all files had already been inspected during a routine control of all foundations. The second inspection continued until 30 October.

The reasons for the investigation against the Treatment and Rehabilitation Center in Diyarbakır were relected in the decision issued by Diyarbakır SSC Prosecutor's Office on 25 October. Accordingly, the investigation had been started on claims of "aiding the illegal PKK organization and sheltering its members," "opening a treatment center without permission," and "possession of illegal publications." Diyarbakır SSC Prosecutor's Office declared itself not responsible in connection with these charges. Diyarbakır Treatment Center and its representative Sezgin Tanrıkulu were subject to another investigation on the claim of "providing treatment for 10 people, who were wanted by the State." Diyarbakır SSC Prosecutor's Office did not bring any chargey, concluding that the 10 persons had received medical treatment at the center before arrest warrants had been issued against them.
Diyarbakır Provincial Health Directorate started an investigation against 4 physicians, working voluntarily for the Treatment and Rehabilitation Center in Diyarbakır. The investigation was based on the ground that "they had worked at a health center without permission." As a result of this investigation the files of Dr. Emin Yüksel and Recai Aldemir were sent to the Provincial Administrative Board, which decided on 6 November for an investigation on the ground that "they had worked at a health center without permission." The files were forwarded to Diyarbakır Prosecutor's Office. 

In a communication sent to the HRFT on 26 November, Diyarbakır Public Prosecutor declared that HRFT Diyarbakır Representative Sezgin Tanrıkulu was fined on the charge of "opening a treatment center without permission." As Lawyer Sezgin Tanrıkulu rejected to pay this fine, he was put on trial at Diyarbakır Penal Court No.2. The first hearing of this trial was to be held on 19 March 2002. 

The Human Rights Association (HRA)

HRA Headquarters

On 19 January the semi-official Anatolian News Agency (AA) spread a mendacious news story. Accordingly, the Greek news agency ANA had reported that the HRA had received funding from the Greek government for a project. The newspapers Hürriyet and Asabi, and the TV stations NTV and CNN Türk covered this story on 20 January. The HRA soon found out that the list of institutions that received funding from the Greek government, which the news agency ANA published, did not even mention the HRA. The Anatolian News Agency added this name. The HRA immediately informed the media and asked for a correction of the story. CNN Türk and NTV did so the same day, but neither AA nor the newspapers corrected their mistake.

The HRA applied to Minister Rüştü Kazım Yücelen responsible for the Anatolian News Agency, who wrote a letter to the HRA on 1 February stating that the news of the AA was in fact a mistake of translation. The Athens reporter of the AA also admitted that he was mistaken, and he complained, "the incident turned into an extra-judicial execution although my mistake could happen to anyone."
Despite that fact that the news story spread by the Anatolian News Agency was not true, police officers from Ankara Police HQ came to the HRA Headquarters at 10.30am on 25 January for a search, which was ordered by Ankara Penal Court No. 9 on 22 January 2001 with the decision numbered 2001/40, as requested by the Public Chief Prosecutor following the stories published in the newspapers. During the search a large amount of accounting material and a total of 7 PCs were confiscated and taken away.

At the end of his investigation, Ankara Public Prosecutor opened a court case against the HRA at a judicial court with the demand of its closure. According to the indictment, the case was brought on claims that the HRA "violated Law No. 2908 on Associations by carrying out activities beyond the purposes listed in the statute of the association." In addition, the prosecutor alleged that illegal publications and bullet shells had been found during the search in the office of the HRA on 25 January, and that some members of the HRA had been subjected to investigations on charges of "being members of an illegal organization" whereas arrest warrants in absentia had been issued for others. He concluded that "the documents which were found in the office of the HRA should be regarded under the jurisdiction of the Anti-Terror Law," and he transferred the file to Ankara SSC Prosecutor's Office. 

In response to this investigation, HRA Chairman Hüsnü Öndül said that the prosecutor had exceeeded the scope of investigation, which had originally been started on the allegation of receiving funds from Greece, and that neither the prosecutor nor the officials of the Police HQ had asked them questions about these allegations, but the prosecutor had transferred the file to the SSC prosecutor. On the transfer of the file to the SSC Prosecutor, Öndül said: "We will defend ourselves at court and we know that we will be acquitted. The bullet shells had been collected as evidences during our fact-finding missions in connection with the 1992 Newroz and Şırnak incidents. These are the pieces, which had been collected and given to us by people whose houses had been showered with bullets. These incidents are reflected in our documents, in the activity report we submitted to the General Assembly of the HRA in 1992 and in the newspapers of that period. These are undeniable evidences." 

Subsequently the HRA sent a petition to the SSC Chief Prosecutor, stating that the allegations of the prosecutor and the alleged evidence should not be considered as a ground for the investigation. No information could be received about the fate of this investigation at the SSC until the end of 2001.

TO THE CHIEF PROSECUTOR OF THE STATE SECURITY COURT

ANKARA

Preliminary No. 2001/

The investigation, which started against the Human Rights Association upon a story of the Anatolian News Agency which was not true and which was spread with ill intentions, has turned into an operation of closing down the HRA and punishing our executives, despite the fact that the Anatolian News Agency itself admitted that the news story was ill-grounded.

It is a fact that the governments, administrators and especially the security forces have been deeply disturbed by the activities of the Human Rights Association since its establishment in 1986. It is also well known that they have been paying great efforts against the respectability of the Association and its executives for this reason. 

These reactions can easily be understood. Because, it is the very duty of the human rights associations to carry out their activities without considering to protect the state, possibly weaken the security forces or the government or receiving reaction of the majority of society. The executive organs of the State may well be disturbed when their illegal practices come to light and they may well work for preventing the activities of the human rights organizations. For this reason, it can be expected that various bodies of the executive organ of the State accuse the Human Rights Association because of its activities and attempt to prevent its work.

In our country, which is a democratic state of law, the judiciary, which is the guaranteur of the rights of the individuals, is also the protector of the rights of the Human Rights Association against the unjust practices it has faced or will possibly face. With this point of view, we would like to submit our opinions and concerns in connection with the ongoing investigation, and explain some points, which have been the bases of the investigation.

QUESTION MARKS CONCERNING THE INVESTIGATION:

It has been understood that the police, which conducts the preliminary investigations and which is the most important part of the investigation process, has misled your Prosecution Office, as being one of the most important organs of the judiciary dealing with this investigation, so as to take the opportunity of closing the HRA and persecuting its executives.

1- The investigation was originally started on news of the Anatolian News Agency. The news was not true, as also accepted by the agency. However, the police turned this investigation into a campaign of bringing accusations against the HRA, its activities and executives. An examination of the investigation file reveals that the Prosecutor did not come to the police with such a demand. What kind of a correlation can be between the subject of the investigation and the activities of the HRA on prisons? Considering the fact that the police had not been instructed to establish such a correlation, isn't it evident that the police aims at the closure of the HRA by including the HRA activities, which have publicly been performed since months, within the scope of the investigation that was started on the basis of an unfounded story?

2- As another evidence of the police conspiracy aiming at the HRA, Ankara Security HQ has sent notifications to the Police HQs in all provinces and asked for the criminal records of all members and executives of the HRA despite the fact that the Prosecutor did not instruct them to do so. Besides, all replies were included in the investigation file without considering if they are true or false.

The practices of the police are a well-known phenomenon in Turkey. An individual can be detained on any ground, and even if he is released, this detention record serves like a "court judgement" or as "evidence of a crime" for many years. The same method has been employed during the investigation against our association. Police records -just or unjust- were put into the investigation file, with the aim of manipulating your prosecution office and the court board, if a case is brought at the end of the investigation. For example, a 10-year police record concerning HRA's Chairman Hüsnü Öndül, a 13-year police record concerning Deputy Secretary General İ. Poyraz, a 10-year police record concerning General Treasurer N. Taştan, a 15-year police record concerning General Executive Board member İ. Kartal, a 17-year police record concerning Central Administrative Board reserve member İ. Yaban, and a 22-year police record concerning General Executive Board reserve member A. Kalkan were put in the investigation file as evidence of the crimes committed by the executives of the HRA. For these types of accusations the notion of lapse of time does not seem to exist. It is not easy to understand the correlation between just-unjust accusations brought against people some 22 years ago and an investigation, which is being performed in 2001. However, it will not be difficult to apprehend the reasons behind such an attempt.

3- The investigation file includes some official complaints made by the police concerning the activities of the HRA in connection especially with recent incidents in prisons, despite the fact that the public prosecutors did not deem it necessary to proceed with these complaints as they lacked the merits of a crime. This is another indicator of the police's attempt to bring the HRA before court.

4- Ankara Police HQ did not hesitate to write to the Police HQs in many provinces of Turkey, but it was reluctant to investigate the sources of the bullet shells, which have been included in the investigation file as "important evidence of the crime." This is also demonstrating the police's intentions. Had it been investigated, it would have been seen that these are bullet shells, which had been collected during the fact-finding mission about the incidents that had taken place in Şırnak, Cizre and Nusaybin in March 1992. It can be concluded that the police did not investigate the sources of the bullet shells intentionally, so that it would be possible to use them while bringing accusations against the HRA.

OUR EXPLANATIONS CONCERNING THE ACCUSATIONS BROUGHT AGAINST THE HRA IN THE INVESTIGATION FILE:

1. Explanations on the bullet shells that were included in the investigation file:

The bullet shells that were included in the investigation file had been collected during the fact-finding mission to Şırnak, Cizre and Nusaybin after the attacks in these provinces in 1992. The 10-person mission, consisting of executives of the HRA and some other NGOs, had examined the houses, which had been showered with bullets and the shells had been collected from those houses. After the mission had come back to Ankara, its report was nnounced in a press conference and the bullet shells were shown to journalists. The mission's report had been included in the activity report of the HRA, which was submitted to the 4th General Assembly of the HRA held on 24 October 1992. As may be known, this activity report was also submitted to all related official bodies, including the government commissioner. On the 54th page of this report, which you may find attached to this petition, it is said that the bullet shells had been collected from the house of lawyer Mesut Uysal, which became one of the targets of the attack in Şırnak. For these reasons, it is not easy to understand how it happened that these bullet shells were included in an investigation file as evidence of a crime 11 years after the incidents.

2. Explanations as to the accusations in connection with the activities of the HRA concerning the prisons, which were regarded as falling beyond the scope of the HRA and as a crime:

The preliminary investigation file as compiled by the police and the decision of non-authorization that was issued by the Press Prosecutor assert that the activities of our association concerning the prisons were falling beyond the scope of the HRA and were regarded as a crime.

Articles 3 and 4 of the statute of the HRA read as follows:

"4) Carrying out investigations, bringing out the facts and publishing reports concerning prisons in order to maintain that prisoners, arrested persons and detainees live their lives with full dignity regardless of their races, sexes, languages, religions, political opinions and beliefs.

5) Cooperating with other organizations which have the same orientation."

As can be seen from these articles, activities concerning the problems in prisons, disclosing opinions on these problems, and demanding improvements in the conditions of the prisoners while taking the demands of the prisoners into consideration have been carried out in line with these articles of the HRA Statute. It will be unfair to consider these activities as falling beyond the targets listed in the statute and even considering them as a crime is an unjust attitude against our association. We believe that the Prosecutor will take these explanations and related articles of our statute into consideration.

RESULTS and DEMAND: I would like to ask you to consider our explanations and the attached documents within the course of the ongoing investigation, and issue a decision of "non-prosecution."
The trial, which was launched under the demand of closure of the HRA, started at Ankara Judicial Court No. 24 on 19 March. As the public prosecutor did not show up at the courthouse, HRA Deputy Chairman lawyer Yusuf Alataş stated that the trial had been launched in the name of the public so that the prosecutor should have been present at the hearing. When Prosecutor Zeki Aksu finally arrived at the court hall the indictment was read out. The indictment claimed that the HRA had been working beyond the aims described in the statute, and it mentioned empty bullets, which were confiscated during the search of 25 January.

At the hearing on 7 May the lawyers of the HRA stated that the court case had been based on the first paragraph of Article 37 of the Law on Associations, and violation of this article did not constitute a ground for closure of the association and for this reason the court board should drop the case.

The trial ended on 22 October. In his summing of the case the prosecutor said that the trial had been brought on the claims that "documents which had been found during the search at the Headquarters of the HRA on 25 January had shown that the association had been involved in activities that were beyond its scope as described in its statute," and that Ankara SSC Prosecutor's Office was carrying out an investigation against the executives of the HRA in connection with these claims. He said that there was no need to wait for the result of that investigation, but asked the court not to close the HRA. In line with the request of the prosecutor, the court board rejected the demand of closure of the HRA.
HRA Ankara Branch

The trial, which was brought against the executive board members of the Ankara Branch of the HRA on the accusation of "aiding an illegal organization", started at Ankara SSC on 13 February. The indictment claimed that representatives of illegal organizations had contacted the Ankara branch and organized protest activities in support of the "death fasts" in prison. The indictment sought the closure of the branch under Article 7/4 of the Anti-Terror Law No. 3713 and sentences for Branch Chairman Lütfi Demirkapı, Branch executives İlhami Yaban, İsmail Boyraz, Erol Direkçi, Mesut Çetiner, Zeki Irmak and Rıza Reşat Çetinbaş, and members of the prison commission Ali Rıza Bektaş, Selim Necati Ort, Saniye Şimşek, Ekrem Erdin, Gökçe Otlu and Emrah Serhan Soysal under Article 169 of the Turkish Penal Code.
At the hearing Branch Chairman Lütfi Demirkapı said that HRA Ankara Branch was working on human rights violations as described in its statute. He stated that F-type prisons were against human rights and that protests against the practices in these prisons could not be regarded as an offense. He said that the search that had been conducted by the police was illegal, and that the officers had not listed the documents that had been seized during the search and many of those documents did not belong to the HRA Branch. 

Defense lawyer Yusuf Alataş said that the search of the office had been carried out unlawfully and for this reason the court board should not take into account the evidences listed in the indictment.
At the session on 6 September, the court board decided to unify the ongoing case with the one that was opened against a person named Emrah Serhan Soysal under Article 169 of the TPC for "having participated in the protests against the F-type prisons."

At the session on 6 December, lawyer Kazım Genç disclosed that one of the defendants, Ali Rıza Bektaş was receiving psychological treatment and the court followed his demand to have him examined on his "capacity" for punishment. The trial was adjourned to 19 February 2002.

Zeki Irmak, a former board member of the HRA Ankara Branch, was detained in his house in the morning hours of 29 October. The officers said that there was an arrest warrant issued against him in absentia. Mr. Irmak was later released, when it turned out that the arrest warrant had been lifted on 5 June. Immediately afterwards Zeki Irmak was detained again, because of an arrest warrant against a person with the same name from Sakarya. Only when this point was clarified he was finally released in the evening of the same day.
HRA Van Branch

The HRA Van Branch had been closed on 19 December 2000 for an indefinite period of time by Van Governor on the claim of "acting in violation of the Law on Associations." The trial, which was launched against board members of the HRA Van Branch and members of the Association of Relatives of Prisoners and Convicts Van Branch, Turan Özgüner, Burhan Altunlu, Hüseyin Ayaz, M.Sıddık Kaya, Kadir Çiftçi, Mehmet Sait Aydın, Selahattin Aşan, Hıdır Duman, Mehmet Çevirel and Feremez Keskin in connection with the hunger strike that was staged at the HRA Van Branch on 5 December 2000 in order to show support with the hunger strikes in prisons, started at Van Judicial Court No. 2 on 7 April. The indictment also sought closure of the HRA Van Branch. The trial ended in acquittal of the defendants on 29 June. After the decision the HRA Van Branchwas opened again on 13 July. 
HRA - HRFT

Diyarbakır Public Prosecutor opened two separate trials against HRA Deputy Chairman Osman Baydemir and HRFT Diyarbakır Representative Sezgin Tanrıkulu in connection with press statements they made together on 31 January and 2 April. The indictments sought sentences of up to 6 months in prison against Baydemir and Tanrıkulu under Article 82 of the Law No. 2908 on Associations on the claim of "making a press statement without getting the consent of the Executive Board of the Association." The press statements had been made on the cases of HADEP Silopi Branch Chairman Serdar Tanış and Branch Secretary Ebubekir Deniz who went missing in Silopi district of Şırnak.

HRA Siirt Branch

HRA Siirt Branch Secretary Vetha Aydın was detained on 8 May, and HRA members Emin Dayan, Muhyettin Timurlenk, Beşiri Küneş, Mehmet Emin Küneş and Yusuf Adıgüzel were detained on 9 May with no official reason. Mehmet Emin Güneş was reportedly beaten by the police while in custody. The detainees were released on 10 May. Emin Dayan, Muhyettin Timurlenk, Beşiri Küneş, Mehmet Emin Küneş and Yusuf Adıgüzel are also members of the HADEP Siirt Provincial Organization.
Siirt Governor did not permit the HRA Siirt Branch to distribute the bulletin that was published on the occasion of 10 December World Human Rights Day.

HRA İzmir Branch

On 2 January İzmir Judicial Court decided to close the HRA İzmir Branch for 10 days in line with the demand by the Governor's Office. The closure decision was issued on the allegation of allowing non-members entry to the office. The branch office had been searched by the police upon the instruction by İzmir SSC Prosecutor on 20 December 2000, and among the people, who were in the office during the search, 16 were not members of the HRA. 
In 2001 a total of 37 court cases were brought against the HRA İzmir Branch. One of these court cases was opened at a criminal court, 33 were opened at the penal courts and 3 at peace courts.

Unknown persons broke into the office of the HRA İzmir Branch in the night of 22 June and stole the computer in which the files of the applicants were kept. Branch executive Mihriban Kırdök disclosed that the assailants had not taken other computers nor the camera, and this indicated the fact that the incident could not be regarded as an ordinary theft. Kırdök added that the assailants had searched two of the rooms and looked at certain documents.

The governor of İzmir did not allow a meeting planned by HRA İzmir Branch for 23 September under the title "Take care of peace, democracy and the right to life in prison for the sake of human rights." The decision was based on Article 11/c of the Law No. 5442 on the Administration of Provinces and Article 17 of the Law No. 2911 on Meetings and Demonstrations.
HRA Diyarbakır Branch

Diyarbakır Penal Court No. 2 banned three posters and the special bulletin that were published by the HRA Headquarters on the occasion of 1 September World Peace Day. The decision was taken on the ground that "some expressions in the banned publications would incite people to enmity." In line with this ban the putting up of the posters were banned in Çanakkale, İzmir, Adıyaman and Siirt. On the other hand, Public Prosecutors in Ankara and Hatay concluded that those posters and the bulletin did not contain any crime element and allowed the putting up of the posters and distribution of the bulletin.

Within the course of the 1 September World Peace Day celebrations the HRA Headquarters planned to hold an act at the HRA Diyarbakır Branch office under the title "24 hours without sleep and burning candles for a tomorrow without violence," but this activity was banned by Diyarbakır Governor's Office. The decision was based on Article 11/c of the Law on Administration of Provinces on "securing public order."
In 2001 more than 100 investigations and trials were brought against HRA Diyarbakır Branch Chairman Osman Baydemir in connection with press statements made by the HRA Diyarbakır Branch.

HRA İstanbul Branch

In 2001 over 30 trials were opened against the executive board members of the HRA İstanbul Branch. Four of these trials were opened at criminal courts and the rest at penal courts.

Twenty-five executives of the HRA İstanbul Branch were put on trial Beyoğlu Penal Court No. 7 because of the incidents that took place following the "March for Respect on Human Rights" which was staged by the HRA İstanbul Branch on 17 December 2000 within the framework of the Human Rights Week. At the session on 28 February the court board adjourned the trial until 28 March for examining the prosecutor's demand of ceasing the prosecution on the ground that the accusations were falling under the jurisdiction of the SSC. In the trial HRA Branch Chairperson lawyer Eren Keskin, branch executives and members Kiraz Biçici, Mukaddes Alataş, Leman Yurtsever, lawyer Oya Taman, lawyer Gülseren Yoleri, Filiz Yücel (Karakuş), Neriman Deniz, Şaban Dayanan, Mehmet Ali İnci, Nimet Tanrıkulu, Ümit Efe, Kıvanç Sert, Elif Çamyar, lawyer Ali Durmuş, Sait Gürsoy, lawyer Gülizar Tuncer, lawyer Keleş Öztürk, Bedri Vatansever, Recep Yılbaşı, Doğan Genç, Hüseyin Karabulut, Kemal Bozkurt, Zehra Yılmaz and Hürriyet Şener (from the HRFT office in İstanbul) stand accused of having "staged an illegal demonstration", "resisted officers on duty" and "praised a criminal act" under Articles 258 and 312/1 of the TPC. The prosecutors sought sentences between 4 years and 12 years in prison against them. The trial did not come to an end in 2001.

Ankara Public Prosecutor opened a trial against HRA İstanbul Branch Chairperson Eren Keskin and board members Gülseren Yoleri, Kiraz Biçici, Doğan Genç, Oya Ataman, Mukaddes Alataş and Leman Yurtsever on the accusation of "insulting the Minister of Justice, Hikmet Sami Türk." The trial was opened upon an official complaint lodged by Minister Türk in connection with a fax message that was sent to him by HRA İstanbul Branch. The fax message, which was titled "F-type prisons continue to kill", read: "(...) The Minister of Justice has forgotten the promises he had made prior to the 19 December operation... He is acting obstinately... Yes, Ministers Tantan and Türk, you did not keep any of your promises... You have turned the prisons into death nests... We request you to give up your policies of violating human rights and your blind obstinacy immediately..." The indictment sought sentences for Eren Keskin and 6 board members on the accusation of "insulting a person" under Article 482/1-4 of the TPC and an increase in the sentences according to Article 273 of the TPC, which reads, "sentences given in connection with crimes committed against officials of the State shall be increased." The defendants testified at İstanbul Beyoğlu Penal Court No. 5 on 12 November. The trial started at Ankara Penal Court No. 8 on 20 November. 

HRA Rize Branch

The trial, which had been brought against the board members of the HRA Rize Branch for having participated in the action "No More Deaths" in December 2000, ended at Rize Penal Court on 18 January. The HRA executives, who were accused of "holding an unauthorized demonstration," were acquitted. Eleven people including the executive members of the HRA had been detained during the demonstration that had been staged on 12 December 2000. 

HRA Bursa Branch

Police teams from the Anti-Terror Branch raided the office of the HRA Bursa Branch at midnight on 1 January, and detained 4 executives of the branch, two of whom were staging a hunger strike. Following this raid, the branch was closed and sealed by the police officers from the Associations Branch. The branch was opened by the police at noon on 2 January. However, the executives of the branch were put under investigation, and the branch office was closed on 8 January by Bursa Judicial Court No. 4 on application by Bursa Governor on the claim that "the branch executives had aided an illegal organization." The closure order read that members of illegal organizations had been allowed entry to the branch office, that there had been documents in the office which evidently supported the death fasts, and that there had been a violation of the Law No. 2908 on Associations. 

HRA Bingöl Branch

On 30 November the police raided the office of HRA Bingöl Branch. During the raid the police confiscated application forms of the branch, reports of the HRA Headquarters and monthly reports on the violations of rights. Besides, Branch Chairman Rıdvan Kızgın was given a written document, which notified him that he had been suspended from office by the Governor. A statement made by the Governor's Office claimed that inspectors had not been allowed in the branch office, and for that reason Kızgın had been dismissed from office in line with the Article 45 of the Law on Associations. 

Rıdvan Kızgın stated that the inspectors had attempted to be present during a meeting held by the Women Commission on "Violence and Women" on 25 November, and they had not allowed them as the meeting was an internal one which was not open to the public. He added that the offices had been raided four times since the branch had been opened on 12 April. Meanwhile they were unable to collect the monthly fees and donations, because the police had confiscated the stamp and the directory with names of the members.
HRA Batman Branch

Batman Governor dissolved the executive board of the HRA Batman Branch. The decision was taken on claims that "some board members had been subjected to judicial prosecution for having connections with the PKK or because of other crimes," that "some board members had criminal records" and that "there were some civil servants among the members of the branch." 

HRA Batman Branch lawyers Sabih Ataç, Zeki Ekmen, Sedat Özevin, Zekeriya Aydın, Taner Kuyumcu and Hakan Toy applied to the Governor's Office on 5 December requesting the annulment of the decision. The application stressed that there was no legal evidence that could be shown as the ground for the closure decision.

HRA Elazığ Branch

HRA Deputy Chairman Osman Baydemir, Elazığ Branch Chairman Cafer Demir and Elazığ Branch Secretary Kenan Çetin were put on trial at Malatya SSC in connection with speeches they had delivered during the "Solidarity Night" that was held by the HRA Elazığ Branch on 21 April. The indictment sought sentences for HRA executives under Article 312 of the TPC. The trial started on 27 December.

HRA Gaziantep Branch

The HRA Gaziantep Branch, which had been closed on decision of Gaziantep Judicial Court No. 4 on 7 December 2000 on request by Gaziantep Governor on the grounds that a hunger strike had been staged at the branch office in protest of the F-type prisons and there had been closure decisions issued against the branch previously, was kept close throughout 2001. 

HRA Mersin Branch

The trial launched against the HRA Mersin Branch on the demand of the closure of the branch and suspension of its board members on the claims of carrying out activities beyond the scope of the branch is under way at the penal court.

HRA Malatya Branch

On application by Malatya Governor Malatya Judicial Court decided to close the HRA Malatya Branch and suspended the board members from office.

Mazlum-Der

The Deputy Chief Commissioners of the Embassies of the EU member states organized visits to Trabzon, Erzurum and Kars on 23-27 May. The mission planned to visit Trabzon branch of the human rights organization Mazlum-Der, but the Ministry of Foreign Affairs attempted to prevent this visit and asked the Embassies to cancel the visit. However, the mission insisted on visiting Mazlum-Der Trabzon Branch, and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs made another warning stating that the Embassies should stand the consequences of their action in case they visited Mazlum-Der.
Board members of Mazlum-Der were put on trial in connection with two meetings titled "Second Meeting in İstanbul for the Freedom of Thought" and "Press Conference on the Phone Line for Violations of Rights." A penal discussion titled "Closure of Political Parties and Political Rights in Democracies" was prevented by the police unlawfully.

Associations of Families of Prisoners

The Headquarters of the Association of Solidarity with the Families of the Prisoners and Convicts (TAYAD) in İstanbul Beyoğlu was sealed by the police on 3 January. The office of TAYAD had been raided by the police on 21 December 2000 and 24 people had been detained. Following the raid İstanbul Governor Office reportedly applied to Beyoğlu Public Prosecutor's Office asking for "suspension of the activities of TAYAD and starting legal proceedings against the Association." Within the scope of the subsequent interrogation, Beyoğlu Penal Court decided on "closure of the Association until the interrogation is concluded" under Article 54 of the Law on Associations.

The trial against 17 members of the TAYAD ended in acquittal at Beyoğlu Penal Court No. 3 on 20 March. The defendants Halil Kurt, Hatice Erdoğan, Melek Kurt, Kezban Bektaş, Sultan Çelik, Tahir Ercan, Zeynel Polat, Aynur Karhan, Sadık Çelik, Cennet Güngören, Müşerref Eryüksel, Cemil Özcan, Reşat Karataş, Suzan Akça, Ünzile Kaçar, Hudi Güleli and Besim Çelik had been accused of "violating the Law on Associations and distributing leaflets without permission."

Diyarbakır branch of the Cooperation and Solidarity Association of Prisoners' Families (THAY-DER), which had been closed on 4 October 2000 for 3 months on order of the State of Emergency Region Governor, was opened on 5 January, but it was closed once again right after the opening.
On 7 December, TAYAD branch office in İstanbul Fındıkzade was raided by a group of ultra-nationalist MHP members. While the relatives of the prisoners and the association’s executives were inside the building, the group broke down the windows and threatened the people inside. The police arrived after 45 minutes of the incident, but did not intend to take assailants into custody at first. Then, upon the complaints and insistence of the association’s lawyers, three assailants were detained.
The police broke in and searched the office of the Ankara Branch of the Solidarity Association of Prisoners' Relatives (TİYAD) on the claim that a fire had started in the office on 9 January. Branch Chairperson Betül Gökoğlu and her husband Ercan Gökoğlu were detained by the police, who raided their house.
The TAYAD Aksaray Branch was raided by the police on 12 January. After the raid the police sealed the office.

The Solidarity Association which was founded by relatives of prisoners in Adana was closed for 10 days starting from 28 February by Adana Governor on the ground that "illegal publications were kept in the office of the Association."

Ten members of the TAYAD attempted to stage a demonstration outside Galatasaray High School in İstanbul in protest of the killing of İsmail Karaman during a police operation in Avcılar. The police detained them.

The office of the Association of Solidarity with Prisoners' Families (TUHAD) in İstanbul Kadıköy was sealed by the police on 27 March. The closure was reportedly ordered on the ground that the police had found a photograph of Abdullah Öcalan and a cartoon on the walls of the office during the search on 19 December 2000.
In İstanbul the police detained four relatives of prisoners outside Sirkeci Post Office on 10 September. The relatives of the prisoners sent protest cards to the Ministry of Justice against the arrest of Tekin Tangün, SG of the TAYAD, Ercan Gökoğlu, TAYAD member and Metin Yavuz, the chief editor of the journal "Yaşadığımız Vatan" and against the pressures in prisons. The police detained four of them when they attempted to read out a press statement after having posted the cards.

Yusuf Yenidünya, Sürmeli Yenidünya, Haskar Doğan, Gülhan Kılıç and Zelal Polat were kept in detention for 5 hours when they went to Bergama (İzmir) Prison in order to visit their relatives in the prison. 

The police raided the office of the Association for Solidarity with the Families of Prisoners (TUYAD-DER) in İstanbul on 26 October. Yüksel Yazıcı and Muzaffer Çelik were detained during the raid.

The trial against the executives of the İzmir Branch of the Cooperation and Solidarity Association of Prisoners' Families (TAYD-DER) on claims of acting in contravention of the Law on Associations ended in acquittal of the defendants on 1 November. TAYD-DER had been closed with the decision of İzmir Governor, and its executives had been put on trial. At the session at İzmir Penal Court No.12 the court concluded that keeping one copy of a banned publication would not be regarded as an offence and acquitted the TAYD-DER executives.

Meliha Özcan, Chairwoman of the Ankara Branch of the Solidarity Association of Prisoners' Families (TAY-DER), and Deputy Chairwoman Meryem Aydın lodged an official complaint with Ankara Public Prosecutor stating that they had gone to Van for a fact-finding mission, but they had been subjected to haraassment by the police starting from 7 November. In their petition the TAY-DER executives stated that they had been followed continuously, that they had been frequently stopped and searched and that they had been subjected to degrading treatment during the searches. They said that they had left Van in order to head for Iğdır with a car on 9 November, but they had been turned back by the police outside Van and that their work had been prevented.
Nihat Avcı, the treasurer of the Van branch of the Association for Aid and Solidarity with Prisoners, stated that he was threatened by members of the gendarmerie intelligence unit (JİTEM), who had introduced themselves as police officers. He made a press statement on 10 December. He told that two persons had come to his house several times on 6 December and left a phone number, when they did not find him. He called the number and the person on the other side of the phone introduced himself as a police officer asking him for an appointment. Having informed Van Public Prosecutor and Van Police HQ about the incident, he went to the appointment on 7 December and was asked by two men to enter their car. He refused. At the same time two police officers and his brother came to the scene, but the police officers did not intervene, knowing that the two men belonged to JİTEM. The men in the car threatened him and they asked him to provide information on members and executives of his association. When he rejected this request, they told him that they would target him, members of his family and the members of the association, if he did not come up with what they wanted. They asked him to change his mind and come to the second appointment on 10 December. During the press conference Avcı presented a tape recording of the conversation with the JİTEM members. 
