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2. THE KURDISH ISSUE AND PRACTICE IN THE STATE OF EMERGENCY REGION

No steps were taken to a peaceful and rights-based solution to the Kurdish problem in 2001. Therefore, the Kurdish problem remained the basic determining factor in respect to human rights issues and violations in Turkey. The NSC and security forces that develop and implement state policies on the Kurdish question continued to see the demands towards a solution of the Kurdish problem as “terrorist” related issues concerning “territorial unity and national security”. Speeches, articles and news deemed to be “harmful” were banned, and their authors were sentenced. 

Although the number of armed clashes decreased after the PKK unilaterally declared in 1999 to stop armed activities, “special security operations” continued especially in OHAL and neighboring areas. No steps were taken to abandon the village guard system. No effective steps were taken to clear the land mines and unclaimed explosive materials in evacuated villages and fields. The peaceful atmosphere of the past two years became tense again with the assassination of Diyarbakır Chief of Police Gaffar Okkan by unknown assailants in early 2001 and right after that with the “disappearance” of two administrators of HADEP’s Silopi Branch after being taken to the gendarmerie station. The relative democratic atmosphere created during Gaffar Okkan’s term of office ended with his murder. Security forces intervening demonstrations and meetings allegedly called “let’s see if Gaffar Okkan can save you now!” while ill-treating people. Further allegations stated that the security forces forced local businesses to take down Gaffar Okkan’s pictures. 

Prohibitions and practices against human rights continued in OHAL and neighboring areas. Many workers and civil servants, engaged in unionist activities, were exiled from the region by administrative decisions; cultural activities, Kurdish music tapes and some publications were banned from entering the OHAL region. A considerable number of journalists, writers and scientists were prosecuted and imprisoned due to their articles on the Kurdish issue. Radios broadcasting Kurdish music were punished by RTÜK. (See freedom of thought, freedom of assembly, human rights defenders.) Although government sources repeatedly declared in different circumstances that compared to previous years “terror became marginal, but it persists to keep its activities and lower level potential,” no steps were taken during 2001 to lift the state of emergency in Diyarbakır, Tunceli, Hakkari and Şırnak. OHAL was extended three times in these provinces in 2001.  

With “the EU’s Accession Partnership for Turkey” that maps out steps to be taken and structural arrangements on the way to EU membership, solid discussions regarding the use of Kurdish in public have begun. These discussions on the right to Kurdish broadcast and education became the main agenda item regarding the Kurdish issue for the government, civil and military bureaucracy as well as organizations making efforts for a peaceful and rights-based solution to the Kurdish issue. 

In the Accession Partnership (AP) made public on 8 November 2000 the EU demanded as a short-term commitment that Turkey “Remove any legal provisions forbidding the use by Turkish citizens of their mother tongue in TV/radio broadcasting” and in the medium term to “Ensure cultural diversity and guarantee cultural rights for all citizens irrespective of their origin. Any legal provisions preventing the enjoyment of these rights should be abolished, including in the field of education.” 
 

This demand in fact did not please neither authorities nor Kurds and various democratic initiatives; in other words, it was neither found appropriate with respect to the “national interest and security” discussions, nor was it found satisfactory with respect to its possible contribution to the progress of “human rights, social peace and democracy.” Official circles, by and large, responded to Kurdish broadcasting [and publication] and education with a traditional denial approach. Yet the use of Kurdish gave rise to strong debates within the government and military bureaucracy. Public speeches headed by the Nationalistic Movement Party (MHP) and other ultra-nationalist circles and military authorities supporting the status quo expressed that the AP “forces a new Sevres treaty and will lead to partition of Turkey,” while the Motherland Party (ANAP) and representatives of big capital holders’ organizations such as TÜSİAD defended that freedom to use Kurdish was one of most important elements of the period of change in Turkey.  

The Debate on Kurdish Education and Broadcasting 

Following the European Union’s (EU) Accession Partnership (AP) with Turkey the right to broadcasting and education in the mother tongue was discussed in louder words than before. Senkal Atasagun, State Secretary for the secret service MIT, started on 30 November 2000 by saying that it was useful to have broadcast in Kurdish, because “it has been impossible to teach the citizens in the Southeast Turkish and the effects of lies spread by TV stations of the Kurds abroad could be corrected”. Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit and Deputy Prime Minister Mesut Yılmaz appeared supportive of MIT's attitude, but stepped back, when the General Staff announced that “to accept Kurdish publications means a threat to the homogenous structure of the State and will by no means be allowed”. In the annual statement on security the General Staff called demands for broadcasting and education in Kurdish “efforts of the PKK to convince society”. 

Retired General in Command Nurettin Ersin, former chief of staff and member of the NSC, claimed, “there is no language called Kurdish” and thus “Kurdish TV cannot be discussed.” Ersin added that while he was leading MIT as a lieutenant general, he banned the use of the words “Kurd” and “Kurdish”. “I ordered that these words would not be used. We describe people of that region ‘Our citizens who live in the Eastern and South-Eastern region’. Alternatively, I wanted staff to talk about them as (citizens from Diyarbakır, Urfa, Şırnak), because I commissioned a widespread research. We also proved that these people have Turkish roots. They came with the first wave of migration and settled as a tribe in the south of the Caspian [Sea]. They started to live in the region where the Bahtiyari tribe had been… We set linguists into action. They investigated these people’s language. There is the Zaza language. Setting this aside, in general this language we call Kurdish is under heavy influence of Persian for the ones who live with Persians. 70-75 % of it is under the Persian influence. As there is Arabic influence, there is also around 10 % Arabic in it. There are also genuine Turkish words, that even we do not know, used in Central Asia.” Ersin exhibited a similar attitude on Atasagun’s statement regarding the abolition of the death penalty saying, “I just cannot understand. Is it left to a state secretary to open such discussions? There can’t be talks about execution of Apo [Abdullah Öcalan] or not. Intelligence services are secret organizations all around the world. There is no concept of transparent secret services. It is against its nature. Even if someone would like him to make a comment he should have said ‘I can’t’.” 

Other military authorities made similar statements to what Retired General Ersin had said. On 11 January, Commander Brigadier General Halil Şimşek of the War Academies Commandership held a speech at a symposium entitled “The Future of European Security and Defense Identity, the EU and NATO Relations and Its Effects on Turkey”. He summarized the army’s approach towards the EU process, the Kurdish issue and Kurdish as follows: “They want our country to be partitioned as cultural rights of Kurdish origin citizens are set out in the Accession Partnership under the heading of right to education and broadcasting in the mother tongue. These developments supported inside and outside the country have become a big threat to our national integrity and territorial unity. Because, behind all these formations Europe is paving the legal ways of interfering in the politics in the Caucasus through the Armenian trump, in the Balkans through the Aegean problem, and the Middle East through the problems in the South Eastern region.”

Coalition partner MHP made similar statements regarding “the use of Kurdish in the public arena,” existence of Kurdish people and Kurdish language throughout the year. 

In his letter addressed to Presidency of the Turkish Republic, Presidency of GNAT, Prime Ministry and Presidency of the General Staff, and foreign missions, MHP Deputy Chairperson Şevket Bülent Yahnici claimed, “the EU forces a new Sevres [on Turkey] and is decided to create a Kurdish nation.” He added that “the EU is the spokesperson of the PKK, … demands regarding cultural rights and Kurdish TV should be rejected.” It is obvious that these demands whose contents have cautiously been hidden by the EU are not raised in view of democratization and human rights but political aims and in line with the PKK’s political aims.” After Yahnici’s statement, MHP Chairperson and Deputy Prime Minister Devlet Bahçeli stated in his evaluation on the NPAA in line with the AP that political criteria section presses on Kurdish, but on critical matters there shall be no concessions and “if there are pressures, there will be a government crises.” Bahçeli also added that when there is “broadcasting in the mother tongue” then there will be TV broadcasting in a certain dialect of Kurdish, “it will be our choice what becomes the mother tongue. In this way, it becomes a national language. A national language creates national identity. The national identity creates a nation. This in turn brings about the state. Because of that, broadcasting in the mother tongue cannot be permitted.”

Kurdish broadcast and education constituted the most debated section of the NPAA that was prepared by Turkey to be presented to the Commission of the EU. The “Kurdish” issue did not reach a consensus, neither between the parties of the coalition government, nor between the government and the office of the General Staff, but was finally resolved at the NSC meeting on 26 February. The NSC’s advise on the response to the EU was that instead of using words such as “Kurdish” and “the mother tongue” the phrase “spoken languages in daily life apart from Turkish” should be used. After reinforcing that “Turkish is the official language,” without using the words Kurdish or education, it was further advised, “efforts shall be made to lift obstacles before broadcasting and education in languages other than Turkish.”

The NSC’s advice was fully accepted in the NPAA released on 19 March 2001. In the text of the NPAA, it reads, “The official language and the formal education language of the Republic of Turkey is Turkish. This, however, does not prohibit the free usage of different languages, dialects and tongues by Turkish citizens in their daily lives. This freedom may not be abused for the purposes of separatism and division.”

Like the AP, the NPAA also led to vocal debates on Kurdish issue.

In a report entitled “Perspective on Democratization in Turkey, EU’s Copenhagen Political Criteria: Views and Priorities” commissioned by the Turkish Businessmen and Industrialists’ Association (TÜSİAD) to Prof. Dr. Süheyl Batum, Dean of Faculty of Law at Bahçeşehir University, a democratization perspective contrary to that of the government and General Staff was brought to the agenda, covering a number of issues such as broadcasting and education in Kurdish, freedom of thought and expression, Law on Political Parties, capital punishment, structure and function of NSC. In the “Cultural Life and Individual Freedoms” section of the report released on 20 May, it reads, “the use of mother tongue in education and TV/Radio broadcasting” is one of the milestones on the way to EU membership. It continues, “Indeed, the only obligation of the State on the use of the mother tongue in TV/Radio broadcasting is the elimination of legal obstructions to the freedom of individuals to broadcast in a language of their choice. Except for this, the State does not have to make a positive move. On the other hand, education in the mother tongue poses a two-tiered obligation. First of all, the state must eliminate all sorts of legal obstructions and restrictions. And along with that, the State must also meet the demands for education in the mother tongue within the scope of ‘the right to education,’ and must itself carry out positive acts. That is, it must carry out ‘positive obligations’. Execution of this obligation does not necessitate any obligatory changes in the educational system, but some changes in the curriculum, insertion of certain elective courses in this curriculum or arrangement of courses and programs under the supervision and inspection of the State.” Following the same line, the report suggested that Articles 26 and 28 of the Constitution should be omitted and related legal instruments should lift obstacles on the way. 

TÜSİAD’s report also commented on the General Staff and MHP’s statements about the EU process and AP that “regarding political criteria the AP, as a pre-requisite for the commencement of the full membership negotiations as for all other candidate states, defines universally accepted human rights principles and common democratic values shared by EU states and demands that Turkey adapts to these principles and values. The EU’s approach in this matter is in conformity with Turkey’s centralized state structure, the constitutional system and the concept of citizenship. The focal point of the demands for reform is the existing legal system that hinders individual freedoms and expression of cultural identities. The EU does not present further demands; it also takes differences in implementation within itself into account and presents an approach that meets at the minimum common grounds. Bearing that in mind, the approach that sees the Copenhagen criteria as a plot to weaken us [Turkey] does not do any benefit other than blocking political reforms in Turkey.” TÜSİAD’s report was described as “secessionist propaganda” by “national interest and security” obsessed circles. 

The last platform in 2001 for discussions on education and broadcasting in Kurdish in line with the structural arrangements on the way to the EU adaptation process was the Constitutional amendments. The Inter-party Reconciliation Commission that was designated to prepare the Constitutional amendments package composed of 37 articles opened the package for signature in the GNAT on 4 September 2001. In the package the Commission prepared, it was suggested that in Article 26 of the Constitution the phrase “no prohibited language shall be used in expressing views and such works shall be seized” should be lifted. The Commission’s reasons on the suggested text were as follows: “[in this way,] margins of the freedom of thought and expression widen, language differences in the society are assessed as a sociological reality and barriers against this shall be lifted from the Constitution.” However, during the strong debates amongst the partners of the coalition government on the phrase of “sociological reality,” it was decided that this would pave the way for “Kurds to be accepted as a minority group and education in Kurdish.” Thus, the reasoning was changed to “[in this way,] margins of the freedom of thought and expression widens, citizens are provided with an opportunity to use different languages, dialects and regional accents in their daily lives.”

The suggested bill amending Article 26 of the Constitution was passed on 3 October 2001 at the General Assembly of Parliament as Article 9 of the “Law No. 4709 Amending Some Articles of the Constitution.” 

Do not forget! Do not fall behind 1876!

Kürşat Bumin, 26 May 2001 – Yeni Şafak

A daily newspaper in its yesterday issue read: “Can Kurdish be accepted as a mother tongue?” (!) after announcing that “Kurdish TV and Education” would be discussed this week in Siyaset Meydanı (Arena of Politics – a TV discussion program prepared by Ali Kırca). Do not smile! As you know, this question is not the one that is out of the paper’s imagination only (and that makes us smile). Many politicians and public servants are asking this question in earnest. “Can Kurdish be accepted as a mother tongue?” As far as I am concerned, any person with common sense would have only one answer to this question: “As long as there are mothers who speak Kurdish, why is Kurdish not accepted as a mother tongue? What kind of a question is this, are you making fun of us?”

As you again know, Article 42 of the Constitution stipulating “rights and responsibilities of education” is an article that makes people smile. Especially this part of it: “No language other than Turkish shall be taught to Turkish citizens as mother tongues at educational institutions.” This is a very important, much more problematic section. This section is a problematic one from a “logical” perspective before its ideological shortcomings. What then, let’s say the mother tongue of a student is Kurdish, does his mother tongue ‘a priori’ become Turkish since he goes to a school? Putting ideology aside, such expressions are “comical,” even “ridiculous...”

Let’s come to the issue of “official language.” How should we approach this issue, which was brought on the public agenda again (for how many times “again”?) by TÜSİAD, with its report this time prepared by Prof. Süheyl Batum, and an Inter-party Commission established to oversee the proposed amendments in the Constitution? Both initiatives suggest that Turkish should be mentioned as “official language” in the Constitution so that Turkish would be described as “the official language” not “the State language” or “mother tongue.”

Let’s look comparatively at Turkish Constitutions over time:

Article 3 of the 1982 Constitution reads, “the Turkish State is an indivisible unity with its land and its people. Its language is Turkish.”

Article 4 of the 1961 Constitution stipulated, “the Turkish State is an indivisible unity with its land and its people. Its official language is Turkish.”

The concerned article in the 1924 Constitution witnessed amendments twice. The first edition of the article was as follows: “…the official language of the Turkish State is Turkish…” In 1928 this article changed but the part concerned remained the same: “The official language of the Turkish State is Turkish; its office is in Ankara. In 1937 the same article was amended as follows: “…The State language is Turkish. Its capital is Ankara.”

Let’s go a little further back: this time the 1921 Constitution provided, “the religion of the Turkish State is Islam. The official language is Turkish.” (Article 2)

Article 18 of the 1876 Constitution stipulated, “the subjects of the Ottoman Empire should necessarily speak Turkish as the official language in order to service in the state.” You can observe the path of the Constitutional changes drawn along the years in this matter. Turkish described as “the official language” in the 1876 Constitution becomes ”the State language” in the beginning of “the 2000s”! If you notice, in our Constitutional history, Turkish is being called “State language” twice. The first time it was the amendment made to the 1924 Constitution in 1937 (1937!), the second one was in 1982.

What a sad portrait for a country’s constitutional history… While constitutions are being re-structured to achieve more open, democratic, free ones in the free world, we have come to a point to look for the spirit of the first one formulated in 1876 with respect to the reference of Turkish as a language! Come on, let’s “globalize”!
The debates on a central point of the Kurdish issue did not change legal and practical obstacles to teach and educate in the Kurdish language, to establish an infrastructure for the development of the Kurdish culture, to use Kurdish in literature, theatres, fine arts, and in the science. Discussions regarding the existence of the Kurdish language continued way after the amendments in the Constitution. 

In 2001, hundreds of persons were prosecuted for written or oral statements. Speeches in Kurdish during public demonstrations, cultural and scientific activities became subject of judicial review. 17 music cassettes were either banned from sale and distribution in the OHAL region. A number of radio and television stations were ordered to temporarily stop broadcasting for a total of thousands of days as they broadcasted songs in Kurdish (see section: Freedom of Thought, Expression and Communication). 

Some examples of how “the expression of thoughts in Kurdish” was oppressed in 2001 are as follows:

President of the İstanbul Kurdish Institute, Hasan Kaya, was prosecuted on the grounds of “arranging unauthorized language courses in Kurdish.” The case resulted in acquittal due to “lack of evidence” on 26 December. However, the case was sent to İstanbul SSC to determine whether the act should be evaluated under Law No. 3713 and whether there was an obligation to start an investigation on that matter. A court case was filed upon the complaint by the Directorship for National Education in Şişli district. Mr. Kaya was charged with a demand of two years’ imprisonment for “opening an institute in breach of the Law No. 625 on Private Education Institutes and teaching and educating in a language other than Turkish”.     

Hayrettin Altun, chairman of the teachers’ union Eğitim-Sen, Diyarbakır Branch was punished by the governor of Diyarbakır with “stop of promotion” and “cut of supplementary severance pay” for having expressed his ideas on Kurdish in a program of Medya TV in January. Hayrettin Altun appealed to the Administrative Court claiming that the decision was unjust. The punishment was cancelled. 

On 18 January Diyarbakır Chief of Police sent a letter to HADEP Diyarbakır Branch Office, warning the party that it should perform all its activities according to Article 81 of the Law on Political Parties. Reportedly the letter also mentioned that it was prohibited to speak Kurdish within the party building. 

Mahmut Toprak, Headmaster of the Primary School in Oymataş village, Soğuksu district of Batman province, was detained after a raid of his house 1 June on the grounds that he “made PKK propaganda” by having the Kurdish song “”Delilo” played during the celebrations of 23 April National Sovereignty and Children’s Day. Mr. Toprak was released after the public prosecutor had taken his testimony. Later a court case was launched against him with the charge of “aiding and abetting an illegal organization.” At the initial hearing on 14 June, Mr. Toprak was arrested on the “weight of the crime and availability of the evidence” and was put in Batman Prison. Mr. Toprak was released at the hearing on 2 July. The case later resulted in acquittal, but Mahmut Toprak was exiled to Zonguldak on decision of the governor.  

An activity planned in May by KESK (Civil Servants’ Union) Platform of Diyarbakır Branches to celebrate its 6th Anniversary was banned on the grounds that “the invitations were published in Kurdish.”

On 27 May, 25 members of HADEP’s Women’s Wing were detained on charges that “they sang songs in Kurdish and held a contest regarding Kurdish history.” The women were released on 28 and 29 May after their testimonies were taken at the office of the public prosecutor. Among the detainees were: Ülkü Adıyaman, member in charge of finances of Women’s Wing of HADEP headquarters; Pelin Çelik, Antep Branch Women’s Wing Administrator; Sıdıka Deniz, Şehit Kamil Branch Administrator; İncil Selçuk, Şahinbey Branch Administrator; and members of the women’s wing Zeynep Dalgılıç, Zehra Süleymanoğlu, Fatma İnce, Yasemin Süleymanoğlu, Ayten Polat, Bircan Demir, Güley Toma, Zeynep Güngör, Rabia Özer, Habibe Tişkaya, Perihan Dündar and Özlem Özkan. 

Concerts with the “İstanbul-Hakkari Art Bridge” activities were hit by the Kurdish song ban. At first the Commander of the Gendarmerie in Hakkari, Colonel Erdal Akpınar, banned singing Kurdish songs at the concert. After protests of the organization committee the governor for the OHAL region “granted authorization” for three Kurdish songs to be played.

A court case was launched against the organization committee for the celebrations of the 4th Anniversary of EMEP held in its Elazığ Branch as Kurdish songs were sang during the celebrations. 

Chief Prosecutor of SSC Vural Savaş launched a court case against the board of ÖDP Elazığ Branch demanding removal of office as a Kurdish song of singer Ferhat Tunç was played during festivities held by the branch. Right after acquittal, the same persons were sued on the same grounds, but this time the name of the performer was different: Grup Munzur.  

Mehmet Artan, Chairman of the Elazığ Branch of HADEP, reported that he has many court cases opened against him because he used the Kurdish language. He said, “The Republic that deems language and cultural differences inexistent is not a democratic one” and added, “this problem is not confined to only Kurdish people but it includes everyone who calls him/herself human.”

Salih Baykur and four unidentified persons were detained on 15 July in Şaminis village of Çatak district of Van for having sung songs in Kurdish. Having being interrogated at Van Police HQ, Baykur and his friends were remanded by Van SSC for “disseminating separatist propaganda” and sent to Van Prison.  

Fahri Karaalp was arrested on charges of “separatist activities” as there was an incoming “Good day Kurdistan” short message to his cellular telephone, when he left the gendarme station having been interrogated on petrol smuggling. 

An official investigation was launched against the governor of Çınar district of Diyarbakır, Osman Yenidoğan, as an announcement was made in Kurdish regarding a movie to be played in Başalan hamlet of Karakar village in Çınar district in July. According to the information gathered, the investigation was launched upon news coverage in Kanal D and CNN Türk about the announcements of the movies “Vizontele” and “Komser Şekspir.” The reporters were also interrogated. The investigation resulted in September in dropping the charges, as “neglect and crime components” could not be found. 

Abdullah Yağan, a minibus driver in Karlıova district of Bingöl was taken to Kalencik Gendarmerie Station in August as he had played music in Kurdish. There his driving license, working license, and “the incriminating” music tape were confiscated and Mr. Yağan was sent to the office of the public prosecutor. 

Around the activities of “Kurdish Women’s Initiative,” Hediye Bakrak, Fatma Kurul, Sevgi Gökduman, Fatmagül Demirtağ and three women whose names were not identified, went shopping in Mersin on 28 September in traditional Kurdish dresses speaking Kurdish. They were detained for it.

Following the raid of the office of Eğitim-Sen Diyarbakır Branch on 26 September, chairman Hayrettin Altun and the board members were charged with “separatist propaganda”, as they prepared invitations to World Teachers’ Day on 5 October in Turkish and Kurdish. At the same time OHAL Regional Governor banned the celebrations for that day. A court case against Eğitim-Sen Diyarbakır branch with the same charges had resulted in acquittal in the year 2000.
 

In Batman the local paper “Batman Doğuş” had to close down upon the order of the governor. Batman Penal Court ruled that the paper had to close down because of an article entitled “Beroj (Win)” written in Kurdish. However, Batman Criminal Court overruled the verdict after the owner of the paper, Hamdullah Uyanık, had objected. On 8 October another local paper “Batman Express” was closed down on orders of the governor. 

On 15 October Ahmet Konuk, chairman of the People’s Democracy Party (HADEP) for Siirt province, was detained when he returned from abroad. He was released the next day, but charged with “propaganda for an illegal organization” by participating in a program of Medya TV. Ahmet Konuk said that the program had been broadcasted in Kurdish and the translation contained mistakes.

In November soldiers detained the truck driver Fehmi Andan on his way from Diyarbakır to Lice as there were music tapes with song from Şivan Perver “Helbesten bijatri (Selected Folk Songs)” and Dilgeş “Ez u Yar (Me and My Lover). 

Murat Ceylan, chairman of HADEP Batman Branch, was prosecuted after appearing in a program of Med-TV in 1999. In the indictment of the Prosecutor at Diyarbakır SSC, it was claimed that “Murat Ceylan’s statements in the program were ‘separatist propaganda’ while he was the Chairman of Eğitim-Sen Batman Branch.” Mr. Ceylan testified on 13 December at Batman Criminal Court. 

Campaign for Education in Kurdish

University students in metropolitan areas like İstanbul, Ankara and İzmir started to submit petitions to their university rectors for Kurdish to be taught as a class in the universities after Law No. 4709 regarding the Constitutional Amendments were published in the Official Gazette on 17 October.

The first reaction to the demands of the students came from the Inter-University Council of the Higher Education Council (YÖK). The Council released a declaration on 5 November that read, “authorization on education in Kurdish is not acceptable within the EU and the democratization process.” The Council’s President Prof. Dr. Rıza Ayhan said that the declaration was accepted unanimously by its members and added, “Interference in university programs is unacceptable and there are is no intention to have education in an ethnic language. The mother tongue of the Turkish nation is Turkish, proposals that would endanger the centralized state structure are not acceptable.” In his statement of 6 November Mr. Ayhan said, “Education in Kurdish is being used as a material of populist politics and debates. No one has the right to turn students and the faculty against each other. Petitions are flooding the rectories. And we traced that these students are administered from one center.”

After complaints of rectors about “education in Kurdish” YÖK ordered universities to strengthen the security measures. 

Despite these measures students persisted in their demands of education in Kurdish. Students gathered under the name of “Kurdish Students’ Initiative for Education in Kurdish” submitted 200 petitions to İstanbul University Rector’s Office on 20 November. The same day students held a press briefing at HRA İstanbul Branch and announced, “We have done a small step towards democratization in Turkey. In our petitions to the rectors we demanded that Kurdish as an elective course is included so that we can learn and develop our mother tongue. We shall continue our initiative under the name of ‘Kurdish Students’ Initiative for Education in Kurdish’ to increase the number of petitions and call on all students starting with the Kurdish ones, but also Turks, Arabs, Armenian, Georgian and the teachers and democratic organization to support our campaign.”     

The campaign on education in Kurdish stirred extensive debates in the public. HADEP, EMEP, ÖDP, HRA, Initiative of the Enlightened and Artist, and the like announced that they supported this initiative with the slogan “my mother tongue is my raison d’être” in principle of “the use and development of the mother tongue is a fundamental right.”

The difference of opinion among the government coalition parties manifested itself on this issue, too. Abdulbaki Erdoğmuş, ANAP MP for Diyarbakır and coordinator of the “Report on Kurds” prepared by ANAP, expressed in a statement he made to the daily “Özgür Politika” (Free Politics) on 20 November that it is not sufficient to have cleared the Constitutional obstacles before broadcasting in Kurdish. He added, “We believe that positive steps have to be taken especially in the field of education. Depending on developing trends on Kurds, there shall be progress in that. Turkey has to take steps in this field. She has to show sensitivity for that not only for the EU process, but also for the sake of establishing social peace within itself… It is an element that cannot be overridden in multicultural societies. Without them, there is no peace, stability, and progress. These are fundamental elements. It has to be realized.”

Mr. Erdoğmuş reacted against the approach of YÖK and the Ministry of Interior and their police-like measures saying, “it is not a right approach that YÖK and the Ministry engage in. We cannot see it as a justified approach.”

On the other side, in a directive to universities of 26 November YÖK ordered, “Student Discipline Regulations for Higher Education Institutions shall be applied to students who submit petitions with the demand for education in Kurdish and who make protests in this regard.” The YÖK directive signed by YÖK President Prof. Dr. Kemal Gürüz claimed, “demands for education in Kurdish are not innocent, they are directed by the PKK. Universities should not provide opportunities for such demonstrations.” The directive continued as follows: “It is left to university and polytechnic institute administrations’ discretion to launch investigations against those students, who consciously and willingly participate in the campaign, likewise demonstrations, and submit petitions with the demand of education in Kurdish according to Article 13(a) of the Student Discipline Regulations for Higher Education Institutions, and penalize as required according to Article 9(d) and Article 10(b) and (c) of the aforementioned regulation.” The Regulation in question envisages “1 or 2 semester removal or overall dismissal from the university” on account of participating in demonstrations, carrying out propaganda, incitement and similar activities. 

After the directive mass detentions and arrests of students taking part in the campaign started. 

Students from İstanbul University arranged a demonstration in protest at the rejection of 550 petitions they collected and submitted to the university rector’s office on 30 November. The police intervened and detained the students Nurcan Akyol, Haşim Güler, M. Halit Çölgeçen, Özcan Özsoy and Ozan Fatihoğlu. On 1 December the students Mursel Fargut, Savaş Sarıaltın, and Serhat Azizoğlu were also detained. Of the detainees Mursel Fargut, Özcan Özsoy and Serhat Azizoğlu were remanded on 4 December by İstanbul SSC No. 5 on charges of “being members of an illegal organization.”

The members of Eğitim-Sen Mesut Fırat, Roşan Kayran and Lela Durmuş working in Bismil district of Diyarbakır were taken into custody charged with participating in the campaign on education in Kurdish.

Six students were discharged from school for one year and four students were discharged for six months at Malatya İnönü University on the grounds that they had taken part in the demonstration on 6 November in protest of YÖK and in the ‘Education in Kurdish’ Campaign.

Secretary of Eğitim-Sen Diyarbakır Branch, Medeni Alpkaya was detained on 4 December. Reportedly Medeni Alpkaya was detained on charges relating to his statements on the campaign on education in Kurdish.

A public information stand about the campaign on education in Kurdish at Ankara University Faculty of Language, History and Geography was raided and dispersed by the police on 4 December; stand keepers Meral Uç and Oğuz Dikmen were beaten and detained by the police. 

A “Kurdish Reading Desk” at Gaziantep University was attacked by ultra-nationalist students on 4 December, later the police raided homes of students who were using the desk and detained the following students: Metin Oruç, Şahin Bakır, Semih Esengül, Abdülkerim Karagöz, Kasım Gündem, Sunrullah Canbey, Davut Aksu, Ali Durmuş, Burhan Çalik, Murat Elçi, Recep Elçi, Yakup Söyler, Serdar Şeker, Yakup Gürkaynak, Akın Çelik and one student by the first name of Emre. A request to release the students on bail was rejected. Arrest warrants in absentia were issued for the students Anıl Oktay Çelik, Yusuf Çiftçi, Erkan Özalp, Redi Adıbelli, Orhan Çiftçi, Sezai Karatay and Umut Özaktay. 

It is reported that Dicle University was kept surrounded by the police on 4 and 5 December as one of intense security measures taken due to the campaign. Around the same date announcements were put up at faculty entrances reading, “no education is done in any language apart from Turkish.” In a house raid on 4 December, Dicle University Engineering Faculty and Law Faculty students Ahmet Turhan, Hamit Koçak, Özgen Canan and Yunus Özdemir were detained. 

The students Abdurrahim Demir, Reşat Bağcı and Ömer Kaçmaz were detained at the entrance of Diyarbakır Dicle University on 7 December. They wanted to hand over a petition for education in Kurdish, signed by 1,500 people to the Rector of Dicle University. 

Approximately 20 children were detained on 11 December by the military in Çarıklı town of Diyarbakır on charges that they held a march for “education in Kurdish in schools.” It is reported that the children were released in the evening, but later on 12 December detained again. It was learned that along with the children, two teachers and the district mayor were detained, too. The ones whose names were known are: Ahmet Ok (14 years old), Erdal Özdoğan (13 years old), Burhan Karabat (9 years old), Nihat Kılınç, Celal Dolat, Şehmus Kızıltay and Cebrail Yeşil.

Students from İzmir Aegean University Lütfü Ay, Ali Derin, Ozan Kınık, Sanem Erdil, Süleyman Kısa, Erhan Hagi, Berivan Alataş, Ferhan Arslan, Hamdi Bayhan and Mahmut Çelim were detained during police raids to their homes on 12 December with charges that they took part in the campaign for education in Kurdish. Of those detained, Hatip Aydın and Berivan Alataş were arrested on 14 December by İzmir SSC. Lütfü Ay, Ali Derin, Ozan Kınık, Sanem Erdil, Süleyman Kısa, Erhan Hagi, Hamdi Bayhan, Ferhan Arslan, Mahmut Çelim, Hüseyin Pınar, İbrahim Tunçalp, Yusuf Çiçekli, Kemal Yaşar Demirci, and Sami İner were released to be prosecuted without remand. It is reported that Hüseyin Aslan, Selahattin Kuntbey, Mehmet Öztekin, Cemil Gün and another 5 students were released by İzmir Police HQ. 

Students from Bolu İzzet Baysal University Ali Demir, Ersin Urma, Ömer Akşin and Burhan Yeşilbaş were detained on 23 December on the grounds that they took part in the campaign on education in Kurdish.

KESK administrator İhsan Kandemir and Eğitim-Sen member of Mother Tongue Commission Sadık Varlı were detained in their homes in Pursak quarter of Ankara on 27 December. The prosecutor at Ankara SSC ordered the raids. The same day, students that took part in “the campaign on education in Kurdish” in İstanbul University Nezir Naz, M.Ali Turgay and Yıldız Polat were detained. Yıldız Polat was arrested on 29 December by İstanbul SSC charged for “organizing PKK’s youth activities and posting posters for that purpose.”

On 27 December in Diyarbakır two women, Güler Şen and Şükran Gültekin, were detained as they were trying to submit petitions to the Provincial Directorate of National Education demanding “education in Kurdish for their children in school.” Similar incidents happened in the southeastern provinces. 

At least 12,000 petitions were signed in 2001 in the “campaign for education in Kurdish.” The right to submit petitions enshrined in Article 74 of the Constitution 
 was openly breached by public authorities by not accepting most of the petitions. In some places, where authorities accepted petitions, the public prosecutor confiscated them. In almost all places, where petitions had been submitted, the petitioners were prosecuted. All kinds of statements in support of the campaign were considered a criminal offense. 

By the end of 2001 the number of people detained for submitting petitions for education in Kurdish had reached 2,731 and the number of arrests for the same reason had reached 76.  

2.1. The State of Emergency (OHAL) Practice

The state of emergency (OHAL), in power since 1987, continued in 2001. OHAL was extended three times by GNAT for four months starting on 31 March, 31 July and 30 November. In its fifteenth year of implementation OHAL remained in power in 4 provinces (Diyarbakır, Hakkari, Şırnak, and Tunceli), while 7 provinces (Batman, Bingöl, Bitlis, Mardin, Muş, Siirt and Van) were kept under the authority of the OHAL Regional Governor’s Office qualifying as sensitive neighboring provinces. 

In his speech at the General Assembly for the extension of OHAL, the Minister of the Interior, Rüştü Kazım Yücelen stated on 27 November that between 1 January and 17 November, there were 185 incidents in the region; in these incidents a total of 32 persons, 22 of them security personnel, were killed; a total of 81 persons, 54 of them security personnel were wounded. The Minister added that in comparison to previous periods there was an 83% decrease in “terrorist incidents” for 1999-2000; as to clashes in 2001, there was a 26% decrease compared to previous year. However, he added, the “threat” had not passed yet, thus an extension of OHAL was still necessary. 

Human Rights in the OHAL Region

All through the 1990s, the OHAL practice was known as gross human rights violations like extra-judicial executions, murders by unknown assailants, disappearances, deaths in custody, practices of mass burning/eviction of villages/houses, torture, rape and other tragic inhuman situations that were created by insisting on a military solution to the Kurdish issue. This continued in 2001 without much change not only as a legal and administrative disposition but also in the logic and minds of lawmakers and implementers.   

Although a number of human rights violations witnessed a decrease in the last two years compared to the 1990s, human rights violations maintained their systematic nature. According to information gathered by the HRFT, the majority of extra-judicial executions, killings by unknown assailants, “disappearances” during detention and torture incidents in Turkey took place in the OHAL region. In particular the governmental decree No. 430 with the force of a law “Regarding Additional Measures in the State of Emergency Governor’s Office and during the State of Emergency Period” made the Constitutional amendment of 3 October reducing the detention periods to 4 days ineffective in the OHAL region (see Personal Security).

Serdar Tanış and Ebubekir Deniz, HADEP executives in Silopi, have not been heard of since they went to testify to Silopi Gendarmerie Station on 25 January 2000. The occurrence of cases of “disappearance” that were commonplace during 1990s after a pause of three years created an uneasy and tense environment. Hundreds of people were detained, when they asked about the fate of Mr. Tanış and Mr. Deniz; as all protests were harshly oppressed. After the “disappearance” of Mr. Tanış and Mr. Deniz many HADEP administrators in the OHAL region reported that they had been facing similar threats (see Personal Security).

A series of other events during the first months of 2001 showed that those threats to life security were generally continuing in the region. Selahattin Öge, HADEP member in Yorgançayır village of Karlıova district of Bingöl, was detained after his home was raided. One day later he was found lying down unconscious and heavily wounded in the vicinity of a regional boarding school 3 kilometers away from the district. It is reported that two rib bones and one arm had been broken, and he was under cerebral trauma due to several blows to his head. 

Later, a child named Gazal Berü (11 years old) was killed by dogs kept at the gendarmerie point in Yiğitler village of Karlıova district (see the Right to Life).

Home and village raids, although decreased compared to previous years, continued in 2001 in the OHAL region. During the raids the inhabitants were subjected to ill-treatment, torture, threats and forcible recruitment as village guards. Hundreds of people were detained charged with “aiding and abetting the PKK”.  

Special teams conducted raids on Hasanoba, Yukarı Çır and Aşağı Çır villages of Bingöl’s Karlıova district on 10 March. In Çır village they detained the HADEP member Ferit Aksoy. He was forced to wait naked on the snow and asked to show shelters of PKK members. Alleging that Ferit Aksoy had a hiding place in his house the special teams forces Mustafa Güngör who they had detained earlier to dig the house of Aksoy. When Güngör refused both men were beaten. Eventually the special teams got convinced that there was no hiding place and released the two men. 

Amongst 14 villagers, detained in June during raids on villages of Yüksekova district of Hakkari and interrogated at Yüksekova Army Regiment Commandership, Ali Düzce, Sefer Canan, Mehmet Canan, Celalettin Döğer, Cemal İşleyen, Hasan İşleyen, Abuzer İşleyen, Abdulkerim Urbay, Şahin Urbay, Adil Aka and Farız Baskın were arrested on 27 June by Yüksekova Penal Court on charges of “aiding and abetting the PKK.” Four villagers were released to be prosecuted without remand. 

11 persons were detained during raids on 2 July in Pertek district of Tunceli. The names of the detainees are as follows: Aşağı Gülbahçe village headman Zeynel Aslaner, Asiye Aslaner, Ferhat Durmuş, Balıdut village headman Haydar Taş, Seyit Ali Karyemez, Ali Aktepe, M. Ali Demir and his son, Gövdeli village headman Kazım Aktepe and from Geçitkkaya village Turan Baysal and Barış Kaş. 

The villagers named Doğan Bozkurt, M.Turan Bozturkmen and Tahir Bozturkmen were committed to Hozat Prison after being detained during a raid on Sarıaltuk village of Tunceli’s Hozat district. 

The Village Guard System

The system of “Temporary Village Guardianship (TVG)” that entered into force with two additional articles to the Law on Villages on 4 April 1985 continued in 2001. During the 1990s, village guards were mentioned in many human rights violations like homicide, torture, rape, smuggling, seizure of property and forming gangs. Since 1999 with the decrease in the number of armed conflicts in the region being a village guard became less appealing. Apart from these developments, nothing has been done to reform or abolish the TVG in 2001.
  The State Department of the USA reported in February 2001 that according to military authorities, 65,000 persons indeed worked as temporary village guards at the end of 2000. Many incidents of village raids conducted by village guards were recorded throughout the year.

For example, it was claimed that a village guard named Fitil Türkmen raped a 14 year-old girl named S.Y. in January in Kardeşler village of Muş’s Yaygın district. At first S.Y. concealed the incident from her family, but later when her pregnancy was understood she confessed that Fitil Türkmen raped her. Fitil Türkmen accused a shepherd named Abdullah Yalçın of the rape, but later S.Y. identified Fitil Türkmen while he was in detention. Fitil Türkmen was arrested in Muş on 10 July. 

Village guards raided Şirin village of Bingöl’s Sancak district in the evening of 14 July. According to the information gathered, the village guards were “dressed like PKK militants.” People of the village were verbally harassed until dawn, in the morning the village guards shot at the buildings in the village and its mosque with machine guns, then left the village. Since the villagers identified Murat Yetkin and Cumali Çinta of Çiçekdere village guards, the villagers approached Şirnan Gendarmerie Station to report the raid. Despite the reported crime, the commander of Şirnan Gendarmerie Station released the concerned village guards. The inhabitants of Şirin village announced that they would take the incident to the attention of the governor in Bingöl. Similar incidents were reported from villages in Bingöl’s Solhan district. 

In an armed conflict between village guards and inhabitants of Siirt’s Pervari district Döğüncü village one person was killed and two were injured on 11 December. According to the information provided, a villager named Mervan was shot dead by village guards during a clash on the control of the coalmine in the village. Later the gendarmerie detained 11 persons, most of them village guards.  

In 2001 the ban of all sorts of activities of civil society organizations as well as of political parties continued in the OHAL region. In a written statement dated 14 March, Tunceli Governor Mustafa Erkal complained that press statements and fax sending actions organized by various political parties, trade unions and civil organizations turned to be “inadmissible actions going beyond the intent”. The statement reads, ”none of the actions like press statements and fax sending shall be permitted to turn into collective demonstrations, marching or open air meetings. Civil servants, who participated in inadmissible demonstrations and marches organized by political parties and civil organizations, shall be subjected to proceedings against them.” In June, the Regional Governor for OHAL banned the “child march” planned within “1st Children Festivities of Diyarbakır” organized by Diyarbakır Sur Municipality and the “Alternative Education” panel prepared by Eğitim-Sen on the grounds that “activities could disrupt public security.”

When authorization was granted, as in the case of KESK’s stop-the-work-for-a-day protest on 1 December 2000, legal proceedings were launched against the participants. In Diyarbakır investigations were launched against 4,137 civil servants, who participated in this action. The use of the Kurdish language during any kind of activity met with serious obstacles.

In the OHAL region the municipalities run by HADEP faced pressures during 2001. Those municipalities not only encountered difficulties and pressures in their activities on the Kurdish issue but also in their routine services that have to be provided by municipalities (see Freedom of Association and Peaceful Assembly). Payments that had to be done by İller Bank [official bank to subsidize local governments and provide loans to them] were not made to municipalities run by HADEP.

Street Names Do Also Threaten the Public Order!

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

The Administrative Court gave the reasons for the prohibition of certain names for streets as follows:  

Ömer Muhtar: the leader of the independence movement in Libya against France. Before giving this name, authorization should have been sought from MFA, this authorization was never asked for.

Mahatma Ghandi: someone who fought for independence of India against Britain; such a name can only be given with the authorization of MFA.

Elmedina: a village close to Batman that disappeared under flood water; the name was written according to rules of a foreign language.

Zilan: a name for one of the tribes in the region, but also the name of a river, where Kurds were allegedly massacred during the uprising in the 1930’s.

Tilmerç: old name of a village in Batman; an attempt to revive old names that are not Turkish.

Zozan: means “mountain pasture” in Kurdish.

Laleş: means tulip in Kurdish, also a pilgrimage ground in Iraq for Yezidis.

Hazzo:  former name of Batman’s Kozluk district

Munzur: name of a mountain and river in the Tunceli region; a place where an alleged Kurdish massacre happened during the Dersim uprising.

Said Nursi: motivates the public to separatism as it has both, fundamentalist and separatist connotations.  

Yılmaz Güney: the owner of this name conducted various separatist activities and fled abroad when he received a sentence for killing a judge.

Halepçe: A place in Iraq. It is known for mass murder of Kurdish people perpetrated by the Iraqi State.

Arapkent: old name of a village in Bismil; an attempt to revive old names that are not Turkish…


…These names are not Turkish. Some of them remind of uprisings against the state authority and mass murders by states. These names were picked on purpose and with the use of these names, a message is given to the public that it is all right to revolt against the state.
Pastureland Bans

The use of mountain pasturelands has been banned in the OHAL region since 1993. The ban was lifted in some provinces in 2001. After the ban was lifted in pasturelands in Bingöl province in May, Van Governor Durmuş Koç announced in July that 90% of the pasturelands were secure and open to use again and that would revive the stockbreeding industry. On the other side, open pasturelands have been under heavy surveillance and hindrance by military authorities in the region. 

The biggest known pastureland in Van, Nordız in Gürpınar district, whose 72 villages and hamlets were evacuated between 1993 and 1996, could not be reached due to surveillance and hindrances. Although the governors did not require any condition for going to the pasturelands, the military authorities in the region did not permit the displaced people, who had moved to Van or Gürpınar, to return to Nordız. Those who wanted to go Nordız for hey mowing were required to submit a copy of their identity documents to Gürpınar Gendarmerie Garrison before going there. People were asked to go to work at 7:00am and get back at dusk in Gürpınar or Van; they were not allowed to light a fire and, when they went to their villages, were required to leave their IDs with Aksin Gendarmerie Station.

Reportedly military personnel from Aksin Gendarmerie Station detained Sabri Ekrem and six other villagers on 6 July on the grounds that they entered Şivreş village without authorization. They had gone there for hey mowing. Şivreş in the Nordız area of Gürpınar was evicted in 1996. The villagers were released on 7 July. 

It was reported that villagers, who wanted to go to pasturelands in the periphery of Iğdır and Ağrı provinces, were required to apply to the gendarmerie stations in the region with a copy of their identity documents, resident records and their military status papers. Those with a criminal record were not permitted to go to these pasturelands. 

According to information provided by human rights organizations working in the region, villagers also encountered difficulties when they wanted to take animals and working equipment to the pasturelands. Villagers going to pasturelands near Ağrı Mountain were obliged to report what they were taking with them as food and clothes, the number of animals (hens, donkeys, dogs, sheep, cows, bulls, horses, mules, etc.); on the way back they had to report on losses, otherwise they were told they would be charged with aiding and abetting the PKK. Villagers, who managed to go to the pasturelands despite these obstacles, were confronted with harassment of village guards, who reportedly charged them with a so-called “hoof arrival fee” for every animal they brought. 

Arbitrary Practices 

Two incidents that happened in Şırnak’s İdil district in June show how arbitrary practices in repressing daily life could be in the OHAL region.

A lawsuit was filed against eight villagers who happened to shoot video pictures in and around their village. The incident resulting in the lawsuit unfolded as follows: Abdullah Koçak, who is living in Germany, sent his brother Abdülkerim Koçak a video camera and asked him to film the village and sent the cassette back to him. Abdülkerim Koçak recorded footage of the village, his family and next of kin. In the background of some part of the footage children were see showing the peace sign. When Mr. Koçak went to İdil Post Office to send the tape to his brother in Germany, post office staff told him that they were not authorized to send videotapes without knowing the content in it. The video was reported to the gendarmerie as “Mr. Koçak shot pictures of ways used by the security forces.” Mr. Koçak’s home was raided by the military on the night of 30 May. After an inspection the videotape 7 more persons that appeared in the footage were detained. On 1 June Abdülkerim Koçak, Cevher Varçin, Emin Varçin, Hüsnü Varçin, Hamza Teke, Hacı Akbaş, Beşir Oltan and Abdülaziz Beldek were arrested. The Public Prosecutor at Diyarbakır SSC, where the case file was sent, indicted the defendants with “disseminating separatist propaganda” because of ‘children in the background showing the peace sign.’ Two weeks later the defendants were released on the defense lawyers’ objections. 

On 8 June the Syriacs İbrahim Konutgan (27) and Bilal Güleç (18) filmed each other in the Church of Mother Mary in the vicinity of 2nd Border Military Battalion of Şırnak. Soldiers reported that “military facilities were being filmed” and the police took the juveniles into custody. After investigation of the video it was claimed that Bilal Güleç at one point said, “During the armed clashes, 12 soldiers were killed, guerillas run away unharmed,” and İbrahim Konutgan was saying while they were in Daryul Umur Church “I am lighting these candles wishing one day our people in Europe would return to Mesopotamia.” On 9 June the youth were arrested and charged with “separatist propaganda” and “making video films of military establishments.” 

Exiled from the “Exile Region”

Governors in the OHAL region continued in 2001 with the practice to exile (disciplinary transfer) civil servants considered “dangerous”. Most of the exile orders were taken in January. The number of exiled unionist civil servants in Diyarbakır, Tunceli, Bitlis and Mardin provinces reached 57. Exiles were mostly ordered for members of the teachers’ union Eğitim-Sen. Since the OHAL Governor took the exile decisions, a possible redress to this administrative decision could not be sought.
 For that reason exiled unionists announced that they would apply to the ECoHR for a possible redress against the decisions. It is noteworthy that although no investigation was launched against almost any of the exiled teachers, they were all sent to provinces in the western part of Turkey. In the press briefing on 30 January, Tunceli Governor Mustafa Erkal stated that teachers were not expelled but their places of work were changed. He further claimed, “We possess strong evidence that teachers who had a change of place had marred public order in town and committed crimes.”

The police impeded a public demonstration organized by Eğitim-Sen in Tunceli in protest at teachers being exiled. The sit-in took place in the Republic Square on 13 February with 1500 participants. The police intervened in the protest with armored vehicles, water canons and trained police dogs. 20 people including Eğitim-Sen Tunceli Branch Chairman Kemal Tumar were detained. 

The Diyarbakır Democracy Platform held a press conference on 18 February. Osman Baydemir, Deputy Chairman of the Human Rights Association (HRA), said that 471 civil servants were exiled from the region since 1992. Baydemir said, “According to our information none of the exile orders was reviewed by the judiciary. For years, our city and our region were known as the place to where people would be exiled, now hundreds have been exiled from our region.” Ali Öncü, Chairman of Petrol-Is Union and the Speaker of the Platform, said that all executives of the Eğitim-Sen Diyarbakır branch were exiled. The exiled unionists carried black bandage over their mouths.

Teachers (members of the union Eğitim-Sen) exiled in January

1. Kemal Tumar, Eğitim Sen Tunceli Branch Chairman (Artvin)

2. Kemal Ataş, Eğitim Sen Tunceli Executive (Gümüşhane)

3. Süleyman Güler, Eğitim Sen Tunceli Secretary (Bayburt)

4. Kazım Ünlü, Eğitim Sen Tunceli member (Bartın)

5. İlhami Şahbaz, Eğitim Sen Tunceli Branch Pertek representative (Kocaeli)

6. Ali Makal, Eğitim Sen Tunceli member (Çorum)

7. Eylem Dönertaş, Eğitim Sen Tunceli member (Sinop)

8. Cemal İlgün, Eğitim Sen Tunceli member (Bartın)

9. Adnan Yaşar, Eğitim Sen Tunceli member (Düzce)

10. Türabi Ay, Eğitim Sen Tunceli member (Rize)

11. Figen Aras Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır Branch Secretary (Sinop)

12. Nesip Gültekin, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır Financial Secretary (Erzurum)

13. Hüseyin Kaya, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır Organization Secretary (Kocaeli)

14. Ali Erdemirci, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır Education Secretary (Rize)

15. Müzeyyen Akıncı, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır Women Issues Secretary (Yalova)

16. Medeni Alpkaya, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır Civil Law Secretary (Bolu)

17. Şivezat Işık, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Düzce)

18. Veli Sürmen, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Sakarya)

19. Hikmet Altuğ, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Yozgat)

20. Emine Gül, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Amasya)

21. Atik Tiryaki, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Zonguldak)

22. Remzi Özmen, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Karabük)

23. Asuman Feyza, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Kırklareli)

24. Ayhan Kaplan, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Afyon)

25. Devrim Beyaztaş, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Samsun)

26. Nejat Sürücü, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Niğde)

27. Muhammet Ata, Eğitim Sen Diyarbakır member (Aksaray)

28. Ömer Esmer, Eğitim Sen Mardin Branch Representative (Sinop)

29. Şeyhmus Baydu, Eğitim Sen Mardin Branch Representative (Kastamonu)

30. Fadil Dalçın, Eğitim Sen Mardin Branch Representative (Kütahya)

31. Behçet Karakoyun, Eğitim Sen Mardin Branch Representative (Bilecik)

32. Mehmet Şerif Ekinci, Eğitim Sen Mardin Branch Representative (Bayburt)

33. Suayip Toktaş, Eğitim Sen Bitlis Branch Chairman (Amasya)

34. Serkan Koçar, Eğitim Sen Bitlis Branch Financial Secretary (Kocaeli)

35. Barış Derse, Eğitim Sen Bitlis Organizational Secretary (Kastamonu)

36. Hüseyin Yaldız, Eğitim Sen Bitlis member (Artvin)

37. Masallah Bacı, Eğitim Sen Bitlis member (Giresun)

38. Abdullah Ok, Eğitim Sen Bitlis member (Samsun)

39. Ömer Dinç, Eğitim Sen Bitlis member (Osmaniye)

40. Cesim Susam, Eğitim Sen Bitlis member (dismissed)

41. Nedim Çiftçi, Eğitim Sen Adiyaman member (Yozgat)

Exiled Unionists from other trade unions

1. Yaşar Türk, Health Labor Union (SES) Diyarbakır Chairman (Trabzon)

2. Muhsin Uyanık, SES Diyarbakır member (Ordu)

3. Mehmet Ali Dicle, SES Diyarbakır member (Artvin)

4. Vahdet Kılıç, SES Diyarbakır member (Giresun)

5. Hülya Alökmen, SES Diyarbakır member (Kütahya)

6. Muzaffer Yontan, Banking Labor Union Diyarbakır Chairman (Bolu)

7. Ömer Yıldız, Social Sector Union Diyarbakır Secretary (Zonguldak)

8. Baki Kazmacı, Municipal Union Diyarbakır former Chairman (Eskişehir)

9. Mehmet Kaya, Municipal Union Diyarbakır Chairman (Samsun)

10. Rıza Maçin, Justice Ministry Union Diyarbakır Branch Shop Representative (Aksaray/Ağaçören)

11. İbrahim Işıktaş, Justice Ministry Union Diyarbakır Secretary (Diyarbakır/Hazro)

12. Ahmet Tanboğa, Justice Ministry Union Diyarbakır Social Affairs Secretary (Diyarbakır/Lice)

13. Şefik Yıldırım, Justice Ministry Union Diyarbakır Branch Shop Representative (within the province)

14. Fethi Güçlü, Justice Ministry Union Diyarbakır Branch Inspection Board Chairman (within the province)

15. Ahmet Çoban, Office Labor Union (BES) Diyarbakır Chairman (Çankırı)

16. Vezir Perişan, (Kocaeli) Municipal Union Diyarbakır Chairman
Armed Conflicts in the OHAL Region

The website of the Governor of the State of Emergency presents for the period from the beginning of OHAL on 19 July 1987 to 31 January 2002 that 23,514 PKK militants, 3,668 soldiers (220 officers, 421 junior officers, and 3,027 soldiers), 1,177 village guards, 199 police personnel, 4,447 civilians, and 307 public personnel were killed, while 2,494 security personnel, 623 PKK militants, 5489 civilians, and 204 public personnel were injured. 

The same source reports that in the armed conflicts between July 2001 and January 2002, 29 PKK militants, 1 junior officer and 3 soldiers were killed. 

Addressing the GNAT on 29 June, Minister of the Interior Rüştü Kazım Yücelen reported that in the first five months of 2001, 66 incidents including 22 armed attacks/clashes, 5 nuisance shootings, 22 bomb attacks occurred in 11 provinces (4 in the OHAL region, 7 in the neighboring region). In these incidents 71 PKK militants and 17 security personnel were killed, while 19 security personnel and 14 civilians were injured. In the same period, 81 PKK militants were caught alive and 9 militants surrendered to the authorities.   

The Yedisu Incident:

The names of six PKK militants killed on 22 May during reported clashes in the area of Bingöl-Yedisu were disclosed to be Nazlı Sevgin, Özgen Bingöl, Gülcihan Aktar, Sevda Aktar, Devrim Han and Mehmet Haymer. The family of Sibel Bingöl was unable to recognize their daughter from pictures that were shown to them at Diyarbakır SSC.

During the clashes a total of 20 militant were reportedly killed. Meanwhile the Association for Help and Solidarities with Victims (MAG-DER) declared that the relatives of Nazlı Sevgin, Devrim Han and Mehmet Haymer approached them alleging that “chemical weapons were used during the incidents”, because the bodies of the victims had been destroyed and their faces had been unrecognizable.

The daily “Özgür Politika” published in Germany reported that the autopsies held in Yedisu Gendarmerie Station’s backyard on 8 June revealed that there were broken bones, dents and bruises on the heads and bodies of the corpses of all militants.

Osman Baydemir, deputy chairman of the HRA and chairman for the Diyarbakır branch, said that the investigations made after the application of Mehmet Hayme’s family had revealed signs of an extra-judicial execution. Baydemir continued:

“On request a new autopsy was made. There are serious differences between the two autopsies. According to the first autopsy, the reason of Hayme’s death are shrapnel pieces that hit the body. But the second autopsy made in Diyarbakır showed that there aren’t any shrapnel wounds to the body; instead there are four bullets gone in and out of the body. All bullets hit the front side of the body. This report does not imply a case of clash and I can say as a lawyer and a person who took part in autopsies that the report strengthens the possibility of an execution.”

Baydemir declared that the first forensic report on Hayme is suspicious with respect to the conciliation of the cause of Hayme’s death. Baydemir said: “The conciliation makes us suspicious, we also doubt whether chemical weapons were used. Therefore a piece of Mehmet Hayme’s corpse was sent to İstanbul Forensic Institute and we are waiting for the results.”

A HRA delegation investigated the claims by a field mission between 27 and 29 June. The results were released on 6 July. 

Osman Baydemir recorded that although there was no exact evidence proving the use of chemical weapons, the information given by local sources and the autopsy reports strengthen the allegation of the “use of chemical weapons” and thus the impressions that the incident was an “extra-judicial execution”. Baydemir said: “Local sources reported that 4-5 people were caught alive during the incident, but were killed after being interrogated. Furthermore, there are allegations that a group of 15 people was executed by using chemical gas after being cornered behind a piece of glacier in the mountain.”

The report prepared by the committee composed of the lawyers Kiraz Biçici, Osman Baydemir, board members of the HRA, HRA regional representative Hanefi Işık, HRA Elazığ branch chair Cafer Demir and Bingöl branch chair Rıdvan Kızgın pointed at the two different autopsy results given on Mehmet Hayme, one from Yedisu, the other from Diyarbakır. In the report, the differences between the two autopsies are cited as follows:

“In the first autopsy results record, there were 4 shrapnel wounds in varying sizes, while in the second classical autopsy results record, there were 5 different findings independent from each other. While sizes of the wounds were shown bigger in the first record, the second record determined the sizes of the wounds caused by capsules of a firearm bullet. That is, bullet entrance holes of approximately 0.5 cm were shown as 2 cm, the exit holes were shown as 4 cm. Bullet exit holes were defined as shrapnel wounds. In the second record, the cause of death was identified as bleeding associated with bullet wounds in the left lung and in the intestines, however, in the first record it was identified as wounds caused by shrapnel pieces.” 

In the report, there is also one eyewitness account. This person, who wanted to stay unnamed, stated that he saw “some white powder being thrown from a plane”. No wounds had been discovered on the corpse of Meral Özcan and the corpses of other victims had changed color, too. The report on the investigation by the HRA also stated that there were contradictions in the documents prepared by the prosecutor’s office in Yedisu on “the place of incident”, “the examination and autopsy of corpses”, “confiscated objects” and “the testimonies”. According to the records, clashes had continued between 12-22 May 2001 and PKK militants were killed during that period. Although “confiscated objects” record counted many weapons and ammunition, there was no record of bullet capsules belonging to PKK militia. This issue is commented in the report as follows:

“The Place of Incidence Record cited that planes bombarded the area on 17 May, and five bodies were found dead during the field search on 18 May. Therefore, these five people must have been killed either on 17 May or just before. However, the dates of deaths in the examination and autopsy record indicate that one of the corpses had been dead for a day, seven of them dead for two days, three of them dead for three days, three of them for two-three days, one of them for four days, three of them for three-four days, one of them for five days and lastly one of them had been dead for four-five days. 

Should the place of incident record be accepted, deaths could only occur either on 17 May or before. Since the date of autopsy was 23 May, the times of deaths for five corpses should be six days at the least and eleven days at most. That is, any evidence revealing a time of death before six days is a cause for suspicion. As can be seen in the information provided above, one person had been dead for only one day, while others have been respectively dead for five, four and between three-four days. Therefore, it is suspected that these five people may well have been killed after 17 and 18 May. 

Based on the place of incidence record, 15 persons were cornered beyond a piece of glacier and on 22 May at around 5.30pm an exchange of fire started, when militants responded by firearms to an order of surrender. The clash resulted in the death of all militants. Should this statement be correct, the times of deaths of that group of 15 people ought to correspond to a period of 19 hours between 22 May and 23 May at 0.45pm when the autopsy started. However, as can be seen in the records, only one of the corpses was found dead within the 24 hours period. Seven of the corpses had been dead for 48 hours and the rest of them had been dead for three or more days according to the record. This information indicates that there were no clashes on 22 May and the deaths occurred before that date and with different reasons.

According to the place of incidence record, the PKK militants, who responded to the surrender command with firearms, were captured dead. Then there must have been bullet wounds on the corpses found. However, according to the examination and autopsy record, there were shrapnel pieces on all the corpses found, only on three of the corpses bullet wounds were found along with shrapnel pieces. Should the record be accepted as true and correct, most of the deaths had occurred as a result of bombardments from planes and helicopters. Thus, there were no armed clashes between the militants and the security forces. If the place of incidence record was true, then examination and autopsy record could not be true. 

Andrea Wolf

Çatak Public Prosecution Office started an investigation into the killing of a PKK militant of German origin, Andrea Wolf 5, in response to an official complaint made by Wolf’s lawyer Eren Keskin in November 2000. 

During the investigation the testimonies of those PKK militants, who had been caught alive in the same operation and were interrogated by the SSC and at the gendarmerie station, were considered. Defense lawyer Keskin stated that the prosecutor told her that the incident happened in Turkey, thus the case should be dealt with in Turkey, that there was no need to take to case to the ECoHR. Ms. Keskin also said that she knew where Ms. Wolf’s tomb was and, after the weather conditions improved, she would show the place to the prosecutor. She added that she believed that the investigation would be completed and a court case would be launched soon.

Incidents

According to the statement made by the Governor for the State of Emergency Region, 6 PKK militants were killed in an armed clash between the military and PKK militants in Şırnak on 9-10 January 2001, while one PKK militant was allegedly apprehended alive.

In an armed clash in the vicinity of Erzincan’s Kemah district four alleged members of the Workers’ and Peasants’ Revolutionary Party of Turkey (TİKKO) were killed on 8 February.

In another armed clash in the same area on 13 February, one person allegedly named Zeynep Yeşil was killed, and one soldier named Ferhat Koç was injured.

However, the daily “Özgür Politika”, published in Germany, presented information given by TİKKO, showing the number of killed soldiers as 5. During the clash the corpses of two militants, who had been killed before, were found.

Some armed people attacked the gendarmerie station in Gökçek village in Tunceli province in the evening of 10 March. The soldier Ramazan Saltan (21) was injured and taken to hospital. A group that had left the PKK allegedly organized the attack. On 26 March the villagers named Yaşar Yolasan, Cahit Kıray, Yusuf Sogal, Mehmet Bozkurt and Ali Bozkurt were detained in connection with the incident.

OHAL Governor’s Office reported that in an armed clashes between militants of the PKK and security forces in Şırnak province on 14 March 9 PKK militants were killed, while one soldier died by a land mine explosion during the operation.

The Governor of the State of Emergency Region stated that 7 PKK militants and 2 security officers lost their lives in an armed clash on 19 March. But, no information was given as to where the clash had taken place. The names of the members of the security forces, who died, were not disclosed either.

In an armed clash in the area between Kulp and Lice districts of Diyarbakır and Genç district of Bingöl 5 soldiers named Önder Altay, Abdülkadir Kocatürk, Turgay Türkmen, Kadir Altınöz and Kamil Üngör lost their lives and two others were injured on 13 and 14 April. The Governor of the State of Emergency Region claimed that 9 PKK militants were killed, whereas the PKK declared that 2 militants and 7 soldiers died, and 1 militant had been caught.

According to a statement by the Governor of the State of Emergency Region 4 PKK militants reportedly died in the armed clash on 24-25 April in the vicinity of Hakkari province.

According to information given by the PKK through the daily “Özgür Politika” on 7 May, 5 soldiers lost their lives during operations deployed by the Turkish Armed Forces in Şırnak between 26 April and 3 May.

According to “Özgür Politika” PKK militant Felat Demir, who was killed during a clash in the rural area of Sancak town in Bingöl province on 5 June, was buried in Diyarbakır on 7 June.

During operations on the Cudi Mountain near Şırnak that lasted from 1 to 12 June, one PKK militant was reportedly killed.

The Governor of the State of Emergency Region announced that on 26 June 3 PKK militants, one of them of Iraqi origin, were killed during a clash in the rural areas of Diyarbakır. In the rural areas of Sirnak 2 members of the security forces were injured by a land mine explosion.

During the clash between militants of the TİKKO and security forces in the Çayırdüzü region near Ovacık district of Tunceli, one TİKKO militant named Yücel Altın was killed on 28 June.

During an armed clash near Mahmudan village of Bingöl’s Genç district, 2 soldiers reportedly lost their lives, and 3 soldiers were injured.

Following the death of one and injury of two soldiers by a mine explosion near Ilıcak (Germav) village in Beytüşşebap district of Şırnak on 14 July, the village was raided and 24 village guards including Yakup Ceylan, Fahri Ceylan, Orhan Abi, Sadun Yeşil, Şeyhmus Abi, Şemsettin Abi and İsa Abi were detained. Cemil Abi, Ahmet Abi, Bahattin Abi and Nazmi Abi, from the same family, were detained in Hakkari on 15 July (see Forced Displacement and Extra-Judicial Executions). 

On 21 July security forces reportedly clashed with a group of PKK militants in the rural areas of Arıcak district in Elazığ province. Captain Erol Uykusuz, commander of Alacakaya Gendarmerie Station, and a repentant PKK militant were killed. 

On 21 October TİKKO militants allegedly opened fire on a military escort vehicle following the public prosecutor of Ovacık district of Tunceli, Mr. Fikret Sümbül. Two soldiers were injured during the incident.

On 27 October three soldiers allegedly died and two were injured in the Bagok Mountains near Mardin when a land mine exploded. The Governor of the State of Emergency Region made no statements on this incident. 

The Governor of the State of Emergency Region announced that one PKK militant was killed on 2 November during clashes near Siirt province. A soldier named Sadık Kızılkaya, who had died during a clash in Siirt’s Eruh district, was buried in Çankırı on 8 November.

2.2. The Kurdish Problem and the PKK

The process of truce initiated with PKK’s leader Abdullah Öcalan’s call after his capture continued in 2001. PKK’s solicitation made by both its military and civil wings to solve the Kurdish issue with “democratic and peaceful means excluding violence” was not found to be genuine and serious and was rejected without being assessed. Military operations and “special security campaigns” continued during this period. On the other side, PKK authorities stated that unless there was a full-fledged war against them, they would stick to the unilaterally initiated “peace process.”

In the “2000 Internal Security Operation Assessment Report released by the Presidency of General Staff on 7 December 2000, it is stated that “in 2000 ‘terror’ caused by the PKK decreased, however activities to spread the cause of the organization mainly to political and other areas have accelerated. Therefore, this has been a year, which revealed the need for a parallel approach to counter these activities.” The report continued as follows: “counter terrorist activities gained three dimensions; eliminating the violent side of terror, preventing the issue from becoming a political secessionist movement based on ethnic nationalism, eliminating shortcomings that would help abuse terror by achieving social and economic development in Eastern and South Eastern Anatolia.” The report also claimed that “PKK’s politicization movement is actually based on an ethnic nationalist footing and it aims at creating and developing a political secessionist movement. As a result, the PKK uses slogans such as ethnic identity, mother tongue education, mother tongue radio/TV broadcasting, and empowerment of local governments. This developments has been encouraged with Turkey’s EU accession process.”

By defining the boundaries of “PKK’s politicization threat” that wide, almost each and every activity and statement regarding the Kurdish issue, Kurdish identity and even democratization is conceived as “aiding and abetting the PKK” and “politically representing the PKK.” That conception resulted in tense and restless environment in the public.

Within this framework, pressures against civilians throughout Turkey, especially in the OHAL region, continued in 2001. Each and every activity was subject to such pressures and persons from all ages were subjected to pressures.  

29 people, 23 of them minors, were detained on the grounds of “demonstrating against the F-type prisons and Turkey’s operation into Northern Iraq” in Urfa’s Viranşehir district on 8 January. It is reported that one of the detained minors was just 7 years old. (See Torture)

Malatya SSC convicted a group of elderly persons, including Ali Adir (56), Naciye Sevuk (20, disabled), Güllü Çelik (63), Yemiş Altıntaş (63), Emine Kiyançiçek (76) and Fatma Sevuk (77) for “aiding and abetting the PKK” and sentenced them to prison terms of 3 years and 9 months. The Court of Cassation confirmed the conviction in December 2000. Fatma Sevuk, Naciye Sevuk ve Ali Adir were imprisoned on 21 March. Emine Kiyançiçek, awaiting imprisonment, said that she was not even invited to the court for the trial. She said, “We heard that there were clashes outside our village and that 2 PKK members were killed. A day later, we were detained. The prosecutor told us not to allow the PKK to enter the village again. Nobody told us that he launched a case against us. I cannot even walk. How can I help the PKK at this age? We just heard that we were convicted; we have not seen the court. We may be taken to prison tomorrow. I am old. I have diabetes and rheumatism.”

In a series of home raids on 9 April in Çermik district of Diyarbakır, 21 Çermik Vocational College students were detained on the grounds of “making propaganda for the PKK and participating in the organization’s activities.” Of the detained, 9 were arrested on 17 April. On 23 May, in the first hearing of the case at Diyarbakır SSC, defense lawyer Meral Beştaş pleaded that her clients should be released, as there had been no tangible evidence against them apart from written materials found during the raids. SSC released all arrested students except Ömer Çağrıcı. The indictment asked for prison terms of up to 15 years for each defendant. 

Aiming at ending the armed conflict between the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (PUK) and the PKK, representatives of the Peace Mothers’ Initiative Şekernaz Çakar (59), Müesser Güneş (48), Rahime İnci (65), Azize Yıldız (39), Fahriye Bıkım (65) and translator Murat Batgi went to Northern Iraq in the autumn of 2000. 
 The court case launched against the group concluded on 9 May. In the hearing held at Diyarbakır SSC, the prosecutor pleaded for acquittal of the defendants on account of the fact that “legal conditions of the crime were not existent.” Subsequently the defendants were acquitted. The defendants had been accused of “aiding and abetting an illegal organization” an offence according to Article 169 TPC.   
Ömer Bahçeci (19) was detained in İzmir because “PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan’s picture appears on the screen of his cellular telephone”. İzmir SSC ordered his arrest on 6 September. Another person named Muhyeddin Aydın was also arrested on the same grounds. Diyarbakır SSC sentenced Mr. Aydın to 5 months’ imprisonment and TL 142 million on 1 November for “making propaganda for an illegal organization”. Mr. Aydın was released because the sentence was suspended. 

Many members and administrators of organizations, which have been struggling to achieve a solution to the Kurdish question based on peaceful and democratic principles, were exposed to solid pressure and intimidation in line with the so-called “threats of politicization of the PKK” in 2001. Even though pressure and intimidation were mostly inflicted on HADEP, the HRA branches in the region and the Diyarbakır Office of the HRFT got their fair share of it. (See Human Rights Defenders)

Pressure on HADEP
As described above, the most visible leg of the argument “threat of politicization of the PKK” showed itself in the claim that “HADEP is the political extension of the PKK.” A considerable number of HADEP members and administrators were arrested in 2001 in operations based on that claim. 

On 1 July the daily “Özgür Politika”, published in Germany, published a news story about “an intelligence report prepared by the Command of the Mediterranean Region under South Marine Field Commandership regarding activities of HADEP.” With the headline “Memorandum to HADEP,” it is reported that the intelligence report on “Activities of HADEP” dated 08.03.2001 and with reference number ZI/0601/İSTH was prepared in line with a message received from the Command of the 6th Army Corps with reference number ‘isht.: 3590-01/PL.EğT.KS (884)’. With a tag “very urgent”, it was sent to İçel Governor, from there to MİT Regional Directorate, Security and Provincial Gendarmerie Commanders and other local administrative units. 

The report, signed by the Director of General Staff Marine Staff Captain B.E. and Intelligence Security Directorship Marine Staff Lieutenant Colonel A.A., claimed that the information was based on the program for education activities discussed at HADEP Provincial Presidents’ Meeting in Ankara on 13 January 2001. The report allegedly referred to subjects like multi-culture, democratic republic and civil disobedience. They were termed “frequently used subjects by the PKK.” 

The report allegedly advised on civil disobedience activities planned by HADEP such as “collection of signatures, hunger strikes, putting up posters, disseminating brochures, releasing balloon-pigeons in the air, launching collective court cases, lodging collective complaints, self-curfew on certain days, voicing their causes at public meeting when and where the President of the Republic, the Prime Minister and Ministers were present, collective facsimile transmittals, impeding telephone lines of newspapers and television channels on the death penalty issue, visiting political party offices on certain days, torch fires on roofs and in front of windows, speaking Kurdish, urging daily participation in literacy courses at village reading rooms, wearing and encouraging to wear local garments against cultural pressures and bans, visiting cemeteries en masse on certain days, having prayer ceremonies  for the deceased, boycotting some goods in the name of consuming local products, etc.” The report asked for measures against such acts of civil disobedience and continued to advise that an intelligence network should be established and developed in HADEP’s provincial and sub-provincial centers in İçel to counteract such civil disobedience practices. 

Additional measures regarded the identification of persons “disseminating Kurdish propaganda” in schools and governmental offices with the aim to launch legal proceedings against them. 

On 24 May the police raided the offices of HADEP in Mersin province on orders of Adana SSC and detained 54 people including the board member Ayşe Gökhan. Among the detainees Ahmet Bal, chairman of the central district in Mersin, Cafer Şimşek, chairman of HADEP in Yenişehir, Turgut Şahin, chairman in Toroslar, İbrahim Sehin, chairman in Akdeniz town, Zeki Akboğa, chairman in Yenitaskent and Örfi Pasin, chairman of a local commission of HADEP in Yenişehir were arrested on 27 May.  

In March, the following HADEP members were detained in Diyarbakır: Aydın Şimşek, Ethem Karabulut, Muzaffer Tekin, Sedat Yaşar, Süleyman Tekin, İhsan Temel, Tamer Temel, Cemil Azık, Salih Kaya, Adnan Erdem, M.Ali Aslan, Tahir Aslan, Yalçın Suçin, Rıdvan Tekin, Tarban Savacı, Şehymus Orak, Şahin and Fuat Şimşek. Except for Fuat Şimşek, all of the detainees were arrested on the allegation of “aiding and abetting the PKK.”

At Van SSC a trial of 11 HADEP members, who had been detained in October 2000, started on 8 February. At the hearing Kamil Erkol was arrested. The defendants Tahir Kaya, Selim Turgut, Selahattin Pulat, Cesim Turgut, Musa Aslan, Feysel Kaya and Ruknettin Hakan were released from pre-trial detention; İkram Teker, Kamil Erkol and Şemsettin Aslan had been released earlier. 

A court case was launched in accordance with Article 169 TPC against one of HADEP’s Diyarbakır Central Provincial Administrators, Mr. Osman Ocaklık, for “aiding and abetting an illegal organization.”

In Kumçatı district of Şırnak, Mayor Osman Demir was arrested on 11 May for “aiding and abetting the PKK.” Later a court case was launched against 28 persons including Osman Demir and some bureaucrats from Şırnak Provincial National Education Directorate for “aiding and abetting the PKK.” Four defendants were under arrest on these charges. On 5 July Diyarbakır SSC ordered their release to be tried without being remanded. The indictment wanted the defendants to be sentenced according to Article 169 TPC. 

On 16 May 43 members of HADEP were detained in Ankara; of them 27 were arrested as alleged members of the PKK. The police released four people and the office of the public prosecutor released another 12 after their testimonies had been taken. The names of the HADEP executives and members, who were arrested are as follows: Sait Köse, Serhan Ecer, Mehmet Çetin, Yeter Çevik, Nuri Çağlar Sanlı, Meral Taştekin, Ceren Ekin Doğruak, Hasan Küçük, Sibel Koyun, Lider Bal, Evin Yıldız, Burçin Kalkin, İbrahim Polat, Baykal Ay, Bilal Yönük, Civan Demir, Düzgün Doğan, Eray Öztürk, Eylem Tuna, Faysal Yeşil, Mehmet Aydın, Meral Uç, Rauf Fidan, Seda Boyacılar, Sidar Açar, Taner Artuner and Faruk Yönlü.

Tahir Meşe, Suphi Kılıç, Mehmet Yalçın, Faruk Özmen and Gücen Meşe, HADEP officials in Muş-Varto, were arrested on charges of tearing off a Turkish flag.

12 members of HADEP İzmir Provincial Youth Section were detained on 5 July for “undertaking activities on behalf of the PKK.” Among the detainees Serbülent Yavuz, Adnan Arıca and Ersin Fırat Çavuş were arrested on orders of İzmir SSC. Zozan Uzun, Emine Korkut, Ramazan Erdoğan, İslim Ateş, Mehmet Maç, Pelin Yılmaz, Ayşe Fide Türkmen, Yunus İşler and Pınar Aytekin were released. 

On 13 August Adana SSC continued to hear the case of Muzaffer Akat, Hasan Yurtsever, Ahmet Bal, Musa Demir and Bayram Sabah of HADEP’s İçel Branch. They were charged with “membership to the PKK” in connection with a visit of Deputy Chair of HADEP Ahmet Türk in February when they allegedly carried Abdullah Öcalan’s poster. After the hearing Bayram Sabah, the only defendant in pre-trial detention, was released.

In Bursa the HADEP members Ali Abiş, Nazim Karaman, Fesih Ural and Ramazan Ural, who had been detained during a raid on 17 August on seasonal workers’ tents in Yenisehir district of Bursa, were arrested on charges of “undertaking activities on behalf of the PKK.”

During operations that started on 13 September some 20 people including Mehmet Özçelik, HADEP chairperson for Varto district of Muş, were detained. The detainees alleged that they were tortured at Muş Police HQ. The names of the detainees were as follows: Abdulbasit Taş, Şirin Taş, Kasım Sever, Mehdi Yıldırım, Atila Aslan, Özgür Yılmaz, Behçet Yılmaz, Salih Özen, Sırrı Taşkın, Aslan Bulak, Çetin Kaya, Behçet Özen, Mehmet Özçelik, Ersin Çiçek, Maşallah Bingöl. Amnesty International (AI) conducted an urgent action.

On 12 December Van SSC released Behçet Özen, Mehmet Özçelik, Abdulbasit Taş, Maşallah Bingöl, Mehdi Yıldırım, Çetin Kaya and Abdulmecit Han. 

In Van Abdurrahman Bedir, member of the youth section of HADEP was arrested on 20 September on charges of “aiding and abetting the PKK.”

During the night of 26 September the HADEP members and administrators M. Emin Yılmaz, Mahmut Şahin and Ekrem Tutak were detained and taken to Batman Police HQ for interrogation. The HADEP members were arrested and a case was launched against them for “aiding and abetting an illegal organization.”

In the raid on 15 October of HADEP’s Siirt Branch, Ahmet Konuk, chairman, the member of the Provincial Assembly Ramazan Gök and the members Menderes Yılmaz, Murat Yağcıbulut and Özcan Erdem were detained. They were released the next day. Against Mr. Konuk a court case was launched on charges of “propaganda for an illegal organization.” 
In Saray district of Van, Nesim Akın, HADEP’s Saray branch chairperson, his brother Memduh Akın and four persons were detained on 15 November; they were released in the evening. After the release, Nesim Akın stated that they had been detained on charges of “collecting money on behalf of the PKK” and had been beaten and put under psychological pressure while in custody at Saray Central Gendarmerie Station.

In İzmir several members and officials of HADEP were detained between 11 and 14 September. HADEP Konak Branch Chairman Mahmut Sığak, Chairman of MKM İzmir Hüseyin Acar (Arasan), Iranian national Ibrahim Baizi (Bayzi), Abdülsamet Rahat, Ali Vesek, İzzett Tuş (21), Ali Poyraz, Yunus İşler and B.R. (17) were released by İzmir SSC on 18 September. Reportedly the charges relate to activities for the PKK and the possession of illegal publications. E.T. was released on appeal of the prosecutor, Ali Poyraz, Sultan Arasan, and E.D. were released on court’s order. On 22 November, İzmir SSC continued to hear the case of eight HADEP members charged with “being members of the PKK”. After the hearing Mahmut Sığak, HADEP Konak Branch Chairman and Besna Rahat were released. Also charged but not remanded were Ali Vesek, İbrahim Bayzi, Hüseyin Arasan, İzzet Tunç, Yunus İşler and Abdulsamet Rahat.

On 24 November the police raided the offices of HADEP in Diyarbakır province, for the central district and in Kayapınar town. During the raids many documents were confiscated. HADEP member Mustafa Doğrul was reportedly beaten and Mazlum Tekdağ was detained. He was arrested on 28 November on charges of “membership of an illegal organization.”

On 20 August Adana SSC No. 2 started the hearing of the case against administrators of HADEP from Mersin province and surrounding towns. They had been detained during raids on the offices on 24 May and later arrested. The court ordered the release of Ahmet Bal, chairman for the central district, İbrahim Şahin, chairman in Akdeniz town, Turgut Şahin, chairman in Toroslar town, Cafer Şimşek, chairman in Yenişehir town and Zeki Akboğa, chairman in Yenitaskent town. The hearing was adjourned to a later date.

The court case against seven persons including Şırnak Balveren Mayor Sait Sidar and HADEP Central Province Secretary Mehmet Yumak resumed at Diyarbakır SSC on 26 December. The defendants were accused of “being members of or supporting the PKK.” Release appeals of Mr. Sidar, Mr. Yumak and Refik Yıldız were rejected. 

Demonstrations on the Anniversary of Abdullah Öcalan’s Abduction and Transfer to Turkey 

On the second anniversary of PKK’s leader Abdullah Öcalan’s abduction and transfer from Kenya to Turkey on 15 February 1999, there were mass demonstrations and closure of shops in the OHAL region and in metropolitan areas like İstanbul, İzmir, Konya, Adana and Mersin. In most of the places, the demonstrations were disturbed and many people were taken into custody. In Batman some 10 protesters were detained. In Diyarbakır the police forcibly opened shops that had been closed. In Kosuyolu quarters, the police beat the demonstrators Fikri Arat and Alaattin Arat and some mothers of prisoners, whose names were not disclosed. In Bismil district (Diyarbakır) some 10 juveniles, said to be between 10 and 15 years of age, were detained. Further detentions were reported from other parts of the city. In Kağıthane and Saray quarters of İstanbul 17 people were detained during a demonstration on 14 February. They were released the next day. In Mardin about 10 juveniles were detained during a demonstration in front of a grammar school. In Adana the police opened fire into the air, when some 400 protesters gathered in Ova district. One unnamed person was reportedly injured and taken to hospital by the police. 10 people were arrested. A while later, another group came to the spot and protested against the detentions by lighting a fire. Zerga Önder who fell into the fire was injured.

On 15 and 16 February, the police detained 34 persons in Batman after intervening in a street demonstration. In Batman’s İpragaz precinct, 20 persons out of 24 claimed to have been involved in a street demonstration on the night of 16 February were arrested. The names of the persons arrested were as follows: President of HADEP Batman Province Youth Wing Burhan Şat, Provincial Youth Wing Administrator M. Sait İmret, member of Youth Wing Osman Alışak and Bahhattin İmret, Özgür Halk (Free People) Journal Representative Kemal Onar, Edip Bal, Sohbet Ekinci, Fesih Eryılmaz, Barış Saklı, Ekrem Boğucu, Celal Boğucu, Adil Tekin, Şafi Doğan, Cihan Zeroğlu, Hüseyin Özkaya, Maruf Saklı, M. Şah Kızıl (17 years old), İbrahim Yeşilırmak (17 years old), Hasan Taşar (15 years old) and Ramazan Demir (17 years old).  Hasan Parlak, Mehmet Kızıl, Sait Demir and Zübeyir Demir were released, as they were less than 18 years old.  

The demonstrations on the 2nd anniversary of the PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan’s transfer to Turkey on 15 February 1999 continued on 16 and 17 February. In Çakmak quarter of Siirt police and demonstrators clashed on 16 February by using sticks and stones. Police cars were damaged and the police searched many houses afterwards. A person named Abdulmenaf Adıgüzel claimed that the police damaged his car. On the same day a clash occurred in Güneş quarter of Mersin. In Küçükyıldırım and Yersuat precincts of Ceyhan district in Adana many people were reportedly detained. In Cumhuriyet quarter of Adiyaman some 40 people were detained, when they lit a fire. In Ocaklar quarter of Antep 6 people were detained.


On 23 February, the police intervened with a group of people, who staged a demonstration in favor of the PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan in İstanbul Güngören. Rüzgar Bilge was injured to his hip when the police shot at the demonstrators. 

ECoHR Case of Abdullah Öcalan

On 24 January the European Court of Human Rights rejected the appeal of Abdullah Öcalan’s lawyers to conduct the hearings of the Öcalan case at the “Grand Chamber” comprised of 17 judges instead of the “First Chamber”. According to the Rules of the Court, mutual consent of both plaintiff and defendant is required to take a case to the “Grand Chamber.” 

After being sentenced to death 
, lawyers of Öcalan took the case to the attention of ECoHR. The First Chamber ruled in December that the application would be investigated, but hearings would be held at the Grand Chamber composed of 17 judges. 

The ECoHR accepted to investigate the case for breaches of the following Articles of European Convention of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms:

“Article 2 regarding the right to life, Article 3 regarding ill-treatment, Article 5 regarding the right to security, Article 6 regarding the right to a fair trial, Article 7 regarding unlawful punishment, Article 8 regarding respect for personal and family life, Article 9 regarding the freedom of thought and conscience, Article 10 regarding freedom of expression, Article 13 regarding avenues of redress for the injured party, Article 14 regarding non-discrimination, Article 18 regarding limitation to the use of rights and Article 34 regarding the right to individual application.”      

The ECoHR announced that an application of Article 5(2) and 5(5) of the Convention were found inadmissible to the case. 

The initial hearing to be held on 31 May was postponed to 31 August on appeal of the defense lawyers that “their consultation with the client was limited and the preparation was not finalized.” Öcalan stressed in the 1000-page defense file he prepared that during the time of the court case “both sides of the belligerent parties should be laid on the table.” He continued to say that the defense file was about freedom and due process of law; it was a low intensity conflict as 40,000 people were killed and 4,000 villages were evicted. Both sides have to be tried. The ECoHR should pave the way to that. The issue is not a person’s case but a case that determines the destiny of a nation.” Öcalan also announced that the families of those killed by unknown assailants should seek legal avenues of redress. “We must be able to do this for a serious trial”, he added. 

For the initial hearing on 31 August defense lawyer Irfan Dündar of the Century Law Office and President of the Kurdish Human Rights Project (KHRP) Kerem Yıldız submitted a 3,000-page defense document to the First Chamber of the ECoHR. On the submission they stated to the daily “Özgür Politika”, “the reason for this comprehensive file is that there have been many unfair trials and unlawful rights violations regarding the case.” They indicated that the case would not be finalized before 3 to 4 months, and this period would pass with mutual correspondence. The legal representatives announced that they expected “a friendly settlement” in due course from Turkey. The subject was way beyond usual ECoHR’s procedures and “innovative law”, expected to be employed for the case. The jurists stated that the legal proceedings at the SSC after PKK leader’s abduction would also be subject at the ECoHR and the submission aimed at a re-trial for Öcalan. 

Kerim Yıldız stated that this case was a result of the Kurdish issue not being solved and everyone was responsible for that. Yıldız explained the content of the case as follows: “The Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe, Turkey and all other international organs shall be liable.” Lifting the capital punishment in this case would set precedence in the world. 

Lawyer İrfan Dündar stated that their aim was to attract attention to the international complot and show that there are redress mechanisms. He reminded, “it was an unlawful initiative to capture and take PKK’s leader from Kenya to Turkey.” He added that the primary appeal was against this incident done in breach of the Convention. The lawyers stated that they appealed for an extradition back to Kenya. Should that not be realized, a third country would be opted for, possibly Italy where Öcalan might have the possibility to lodge an asylum claim. 

Mr. Dündar stated that the court had been invited to go to Imrali Island and hear all countries involved in the international complot to capture Öcalan. 

The Defense lawyers also said, “we shall demand the lifting of the death sentence on the PKK leader, the abolition of SSCs and a declaration that all proceedings held in these courts are unlawful.”

Investigations and Court Cases against Abdullah Öcalan’s Lawyers

Many court cases were launched by public prosecutors with the authorization of the Ministry of Justice against defense lawyers of PKK leader Abdullah Öcalan regarding their written and verbal statements. 

Defense lawyer İrfan Dündar stated that obstacles to defend their clients started before the İmralı trial and went on ever since. He added that although domestic remedies were exhausted, the ECoHR process is under way, thus “such obstacles should be evaluated as blocking an ongoing trial.”

Looking at the cases against them regarding statements made on behalf of Öcalan, Dündar added, “Mr. Öcalan made no statements against law. The cases against us have nothing to do with our statements. All the same, Mr. Öcalan’s statements were made in a great responsibility towards a democratic solution, an end to the conflict within the framework of establishing social peace. As a result of these statements, a season of peace reigns in Turkey now. From that perspective, conceptually there is no legal backing to lodge legal proceedings against these statements.”

The Executive Board of İstanbul Bar Association unanimously ruled out disciplinary measures which had been asked for by the Office of İstanbul Public Prosecutor with the reference number 2000/165 against the registered lawyers Ahmet Avşar, İrfan Dündar and Aysel Tuğluk on 22 February 2001. The Office of the Public Prosecutor had asked for investigation because these lawyers had made statements made in dailies “Milliyet”, “Güneş” and “Akit” at different times in 2000. 

After a thorough investigation the Executive Board of İstanbul Bar Association announced the decision as follows: “Paper clippings as subjects of the complaint were inspected. The paper clippings and written testimonies of concerned lawyers were evaluated in accordance with Article 36 of the Constitution, Articles 1, 2, 34 and 134 of the Law on Lawyers, and Article 40 of the Turkish Bar Association’s Rules of Profession and general rules of profession. In the light of that, the lawyers are entitled to make public statements regarding legal proceedings, which already have appeared in the media. With respect to the case, whatever crime, deed or personal profile would be, lawyers are entitled to that and that is guaranteed by the Constitution, other related law, and the European Convention of Human Rights and other international treaties to which Turkey is a party. Lawyers have to do it without breaching professional ethics and the principle of fair trial aiming at protecting the rights of their client. The news stories, subject of the complaint, do not constitute a breach of these standards… The Executive Board, therefore, decided on 22 February 2001 that there was no reason to open a disciplinary investigation against the lawyers in question.”

The Public Prosecutor at Adana SSC launched a court case on 20 December 2000 against lawyer Aysel Tuğluk on allegations of making propaganda for and aiding and abetting the PKK by her speech at a panel on women and peace organized by Mersin-Akdeniz Municipality on 16 November 2000. 

On 31 July 2001 the Public Prosecutor at İstanbul SSC launched a court case against lawyer İrfan Dündar on charges of aiding and abetting the PKK by praising Abdullah Öcalan in news story published on 22 February 2001 in the Spanish daily “El Mundo”. İstanbul SSC also approached İstanbul Bar Association for disciplinary measures against İrfan Dündar. 

The Public Prosecutor of Diyarbakır approached Diyarbakır Bar Association for disciplinary measures against one of Öcalan’s lawyers, Mahmut Şakar. Following a visit to his client Abdullah Öcalan on 24 January Mahmut Şakar allegedly “went beyond the aim of judicial help” when he cited statements of his client to the press. Mustafa Özer, Chairman of Diyarbakır Bar Association, said that they would deal with this during the next board meeting.

The Public Prosecutor of Bursa asked the Ministry of Justice for permission to open an investigation against Abdullah Öcalan’s lawyers Doğan Erbaş, İrfan Dündar and Filiz Köstak as they created the impression that Öcalan was administering the organization he established from prison, when they disclosed their consultation with him on 7 February 2001. The lawyers were accused of propaganda for the PKK. The Ministry of Justice authorized the prosecutor to open the case on 5 April. 

Defense lawyers Doğan Erbaş, Aysel Tuğluk, İrfan Dündar and Hatice Korkut: 

The office of the Public Prosecutor in İstanbul sent the indictment to the İstanbul Criminal Court for Major Offences on 19 November for investigation. The indictment asserts that the lawyers had unlawfully taken Abdullah Öcalan’s statement “…Israeli intelligence may have been involved in this plot to keep Turkey tied to itself [Israel and its policies]. A picture was taken in Kenya. This could be done by Israel…” and transmitted it by facsimile to the daily Yeni Gündem. The news appeared in the daily Akit on 10 October 2000 with a headline “Amazing Claim from Apo [Abdullah Öcalan].” Defense lawyer Doğan Erbaş stated in his verbal statement to the print media that a picture of his client was taken in the Greek Embassy in Kenya and continued saying “…Abdullah Öcalan believes that these photographs were given by Israeli intelligence…” The indictment maintains that this statement along with the other one constituted a criminal action. 

Defense lawyers Ahmet Avşar, Aysel Tuğluk, İrfan Dündar, Doğan Erbaş, Hatice Korkut, Aydın Oruç, Mahmut Şakar and Türkan Aslan: 

The Ministry of Justice, General Directorate for Criminal Issues’ request to launch an investigation against the concerned defense lawyers was accepted on 29 June and notifications were sent to respective bar associations to be forwarded to the lawyers. The claim was that the defense lawyers played an intermediary role in making a statement on behalf of Abdullah Öcalan. The claim was based on news that appeared in the daily Gözcü on 9 January 2000 with the headline “Apo officially threatens,” in the daily Milliyet on 8 January 2000 with the headline “A threatening message from İmralı to the government, in the daily Yeni Bin Yıl on 8 January 2000 with the headline “Some tragedies might develop,” in the daily Akit on 9 January 2000 with the headline “Keep on chirping,” in the daily Türkiye on 3 June 2000 with “Öcalan threatens again” and on Kanal D TV channel with “Öcalan speaks through his lawyers again.”

Cases of the “2nd Peace Group” 

Upon a call from PKK Leader Abdullah Öcalan, eight leading members of the PKK returned to Turkey from Europe on 29 October 1999. The court case against five of them concluded on 2 May at İstanbul SSC. The other 3 members were convicted on 10 May. They were being charged with “membership of an illegal organization” in accordance with Article 168/2 TPC. The imprisonment terms were as follows: 18 years and 9 months for ERNK administrator Haydar Ergül, 12 years and 6 months for Aygül Bidav, Kurdistan Alevite Union administrator İmam Canpolat, ERNK member Ali Şükran Aktaş, ERNK member Yusuf Kıyak, Aysel Doğan, Dilek Kurt and Hacı Çetin. The appeal is pending at the Court of Cassation.  

Northern Iraq

The government continued diplomatic initiatives through the EU and the USA against the autonomous Kurdish region while military initiatives against the PKK were continuing in collaboration with other Kurdish leaders in Northern Iraq. In a report prepared by MFA and sent by Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit on 26 March to 8 different governmental institution including the General Secretariat of NSC, General Staff and MIT regarding Turkey’s policy on Iraq, it is stated that the establishment of a Kurdish State in the North of Iraq shall be considered as “casus belli (reason of war).” The report was evaluated as a threat to Northern Iraqi Kurdish leaders Mesut Barzani and Celal Talabani, and a message to the USA. The report signed by Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit and Minister of Foreign Affairs İsmail Cem included these expressions: “We have to take into account that Northern Iraq cannot return to its pre-1992 situation. The scenario that can in no way be acceptable to us is the declaration of a sovereign Kurdish state. Such a declaration must be seen as ‘casus belli’ (reason of war and intervention).” The following views were expressed in the report regarding the PKK: “It is assessed that there is a new opportunity to have a constructive relation in the region where the PKK would not be a problem. In this framework, necessary amendments should be done in the Repentance Law so that the military power of the PKK could be eliminated within an environment where the PKK lost its credit in the eyes of the people of the region. Initiatives with KDP, PUK, Baghdad and Teheran should be continued to totally eradicate the military existence of the PKK in Northern Iraq.”

The Parliament extended the mission of “Hammer Power” (Reconnaissance Operation from the North) for six more months starting from 30 June. 

Cross border operations by Turkish Military Forces (TMF) to Northern Iraq, which have been going on since 1993, continued in 2001. Informers, YNK forces and village guards supported these operations. It is reported that the TMF provided logistic and training support to peshmerges of the YNK in the Soran region of Northern Iraq.

It is reported that in December 2000 the TMF concentrated mass of troops and weapons in Northern Iraq in order to launch a new offensive in collaboration with Celal Talabani forces against the PKK. Local sources and some television channels reported that from 20 December on approximately 10,000 troops crossed the border and deployed to 150 kilometers off the border near Suleymaniye. 

One of PKK’s Presidential Council members, Murat Karayılan, made a statement on Medya TV alleging, “the TMF’s infiltration to Northern Iraq is part of an international plan and electronic devises are being taken to the region.” He added, “like the Chechen leader Dudayev, they want to dismantle the members of the PKK Presidential Council.” He called this is a new process. 

At the end of May there was a new cross border operation undertaken by the TMF to the Zargos, Botan and Behdinan regions of Northern Iraq. The operation was extended to Oramar, Ertuş and Çarçela regions on 1 June. It is reported that the TMF started to retreat from the region from 12 June to the vicinity of Cudi Mountain. Local sources reported that the TMF remained close to the Metina region of the Turkish-Iraqi border and that the KDP administrated Şeladize town and Kanimasi and Bamerni regions during spring and summer.   

The TMF waged another campaign on 25 August into the Northern Iraq’s Haftanin region. According to official numbers, it is claimed that 15 PKK militants were killed and 4 soldiers were wounded during the operation. On the web pages of the daily Yedinci Gündem it is claimed that 17 soldiers including 2 officers were killed during the clashes in Deriya Davete and Eranuş regions. 

From 7 October on the TMF started to deploy hundreds of vehicles full of soldiers from Habur Border Gate and over Nusaybin to Zaho town in Northern Iraq. No official statements were made about the movement. 

On the other side, it is reported that the Habur Border Gate was closed right after the 11 September attack on the USA; except for UN vehicles, vehicles carrying humanitarian aid were not allowed crossing the border. This affected the prices of goods for daily consumption. Şırnak Governor made a statement about the issue denying any humanitarian embargo towards Northern Iraq. 

� For the Accession Partnership with Turkey, see (� HYPERLINK http://www.deltur.cec.eu.int ��www.deltur.cec.eu.int�) 


� Members of the Board of Eğitim-Sen Diyarbakır Branch, Figen Aras, Nesip Gültekin, Hüseyin Kara, Müzeyyen Akıncı, Ali Erdemirci and Medeni Kaya were prosecuted on the grounds of “publishing invitations in Kurdish” for the activities planned for 5 October World Teachers’ Day in 2000. In the indictment prepared by the public prosecutor at Diyarbakır SSC, the unionists were charged with “separatist propaganda by using Turkish and Kurdish side by side in the invitations.” It was claimed that they should be sentenced according to Article 8 of the Law No. 3713. At the initial hearing on 13 December 2000, the Eğitim-Sen board members defended themselves by stating that they had no objective to “do separatist propaganda.” The teachers indicated that invitations published in Turkish and Kurdish did not contain propaganda against the state. In summing up the case the prosecutor stated, “the text of the invitation does not contain incriminating expressions according to the law.” The teachers were acquitted.   


� Article 74. -(Annex: 03.10.2001 – 4709/26 Art.) Citizens and foreigners living in Turkey, provided there is reciprocity with their country of origin on that, have the right to submit written petitions with respect to their wishes or their complaints about either themselves or the public authorities to official authorities and the Grand National Assembly of Turkey (GNAT). 





(Annex: 03.10.2001 – 4709/26 Art.) Results of their submissions shall be returned in writing to the owner of the petition without delay. Utilization of this right shall be arranged by law.


� In January 1998 the director of the prime ministerial inspection commission stated in the “Susurluk Report” that in figures the village guards constitute the largest section involved in “dirty business.” International organizations found the system of TVG to be a major cause of human rights violations in Turkey. In its advisory resolution numbered 1377 regarding “Humanitarian Situation of Kurdish Refugees and IDPs in South Eastern Turkey and Northern Iraq”, the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe advised Turkey to lift the TVG. (See Honoring of Obligations and Commitments by Turkey issued by the Parliamentary Assembly of Council of Europe, Doc. No 8300, 15 January 1999, Brussels)


� According to Article 7 of the Government Decree regarding the Authority of the Governor of the State of Emergency, “administrative decisions given through the use of authority bestowed to the Governor of the State of Emergency cannot be challenged in court.” 


5 Frankfurt Public Prosecutor had initiated an investigation into allegations that Wolf had been killed after being caught alive. At the same time Wolf’s mother, Liselotte Wolf, tried to get her daughter’s corpse in Turkey. Eren Keskin, Wolf’s lawyer, applied to the Interior Ministry for further information on the incident; but was told, “nobody with such a name was killed in that operation”.


� Representatives of the “Peace Mothers” were detained at Habur border station and later arrested on 7 October 2000 for “aiding and abetting the PKK”, when they returned from talks with Celal Talabani, the leader of PUK. In her report on the situation of the arrested Peace Mothers Eren Keskin, chairwoman of the İstanbul branch of the Human Rights Association (HRA), stated on 26 October that the women were stripped naked and blindfolded in custody. She added that the defendants were tortured “although Fahriye Bıkım was aged 65, reportedly had hypertension and had recently been operated. She was kept standing all night in the cell and harassed. Rahime İnce’s (65) neck was strangled, her hair was pulled, and her shoulders were battered with a heavy object and dented in. All of the defendants were harassed with words like ‘whore, prostitute, did you go there to sleep with Talabani? You daughter was in the woods sleeping with men for money.’


In November 2000 Muharrem Erbey, Fırat Anlı and Metin Kılavuz, defense lawyers of the Peace Mothers asked the court to launch a case against perpetrators of torture at Silopi Gendarmerie Station to be sentenced according to Article 243 TPC. The “Peace Mothers” were released on 7 November on their lawyers’ objection to be tried without remand. 


� Turkey’s heavy pressures on the Damascus Administration made Abdullah Öcalan leave Syria on 9 October 1998. He then passed on to Russia, then to Greece and Italy. Later he stayed in the Greek Embassy in Nairobi, Kenya. He was captured in a joint operation by MİT, CIA and MOSSAD and taken to Turkey on 15 February 1999. His prosecution on İmralı Island started on 31 May 1999, conducted by Ankara SSC No. 2. Öcalan was sentenced to death on 28 June 1999 holding him responsible for the killing of 30,000 persons. The Court of Cassation confirmed the sentence on 29 November 1999. On 20 November the ECoHR decided on an “interim measure” to prevent the execution of the sentence. The execution of Öcalan’s death sentence was assessed at the leaders of the coalition government summit on 12 January 2000. At the end of the summit, Prime Minister Bülent Ecevit announced that Öcalan’s file should be kept in the Prime Ministry until the ECoHR concludes the case. 
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