


Introduction

Media and Law Studies Association (MLSA) has been running a trial monitoring
program since 2018 in cooperation with numerous international civil society
organizations. The aim of the program is to record the compliance of the courts with
the national and international standards of the right to a fair trial and possible
violations of this right in freedom of expression trials.

The data used in this report are gathered through “Trial Monitoring Form” which is
filled out by court monitors at the end of each hearing. The majority of the court
monitors are court reporters who are not only well versed in the legal jargon, but also
have experience in and training for monitoring hearings. The form filled out by court
monitors was prepared in light of the guides and advice shared by several
organizations such as the Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe
(OSCE), Amnesty International, International Commission of Jurists (ICJ) and
Solicitors International Human Rights Group (SIHRG).

The program continued in February 2022 with the assistance of the Royal
Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs.

1. Overview of the trials

1.1. The cities where the hearings were held

In February, MLSA monitored 50 hearings of 49 trials in 12 different cities with 15
court monitors.

The first hearings of 4 trials were held in February.

Two hearings which were planned to be monitored in February could not be
monitored as the hearings were not held.

❖ The first hearing of the trial where the Co-Chair of the Human Rights
Association (İHD), Attorney Öztürk Türkdoğan faces “insulting a public
official” charge upon complaint by the Minister of Internal Affairs
Süleyman Soylu, which was scheduled to be held on February 18th,
was not held because the judge was on leave.

❖ The second hearing of the trial where 3 human rights activists who had
attended the February 3rd Press Statement called by the İzmir Labor
and Democracy Forces in support of the Boğaziçi University, face
“insulting the president” charge, which was scheduled to be held on
February 22nd, was not held because the judge was on leave. The first
hearing of the trial could not be held either as the judge tested positive
for COVID19.
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City
Number of
hearings

Ankara 1

Antalya 1

Aydın 1

Elazığ 1

İzmir 1

Kars 1

Şanlıurfa 1

Tuncelı̇ 1

Van 1

Batman 3

Diyarbakır 10

İstanbul 28

Total 50

1.2. Organizations and persons monitoring the hearings

In 26 hearings out of 50 monitored in January, MLSA court monitors were the only
ones monitoring the hearings. MLSA court monitors were the only ones present at 16
hearings in İstanbul, 3 hearings in Batman, 2 hearings in Diyarbakır and hearings in
Antalya, Elazığ, Kars, Şanlıurfa and Van.

In February, four hearings held in Ankara and İstanbul were monitored by numerous
organizations and individuals.

❖ The February 21st hearing of “the Gezi trial” where 52 people,
including human rights defenders and business person Osman Kavala
who has been detained for more than four years stand trial on
numerous charges was monitored by the representatives of at least 12
institutions including the consulates and embassies of several nations.

❖ The February 1st hearing of “the Editors in Chief-on-Watch trial” where
the Chair of Turkish Medical Association and the Board Member of the
Human Rights Foundation of Turkey Şebnem Korur Fincancı, the
Turkey representative of Reporters Without Borders Erol Önderoğlu
and journalist Ahmet Nesin stand trial once again for standing in
solidarity with the since-shuttered Özgür Gündem daily was monitored
by the representatives of at least eight institutions including the
consulates and embassies of several nations.

❖ The February 22nd hearing of the trial where the Co-Chair of the
Human Rights Foundation Attorney Öztürk Türkdoğan stands trial on
“membership in a terrorist organization” charge was monitored by the
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representatives of at least seven national and international rights
organizations.

❖ The February 8th hearing of the trial where the President of PEN
Germany and journalist Deniz Yücel stood trial on “insulting a public
official” charge was monitored by the representatives of at least four
institutions including the representatives of a consulate in İstanbul.

1.3. Trials by the number of defendants

In 49 trials monitored in February, 409 people stood trial. 28 out of 49 trials
monitored in this period were trials with one defendant. The hearings of four trials in
which there are more than 30 defendants were also held in February.

In February, the hearings of the trials with the most defendants were held in İstanbul.

❖ On February 22nd, the 24th hearing of “the KCK Press trial” which has
been going on for almost 10 years and in which 46 journalists face
terrorism-related charges was held in the İstanbul 3rd High Criminal
Court.

❖ On February 21st, the fifth hearing of “the Gezi trial” which was merged
with “the Çarşı trial” and in which 52 people including imprisoned
human rights defender Osman Kavala face “attempt to abolish, replace
or prevent the implementation of, through force and violence, the
constitutional order of the republic of Turkey”, “damage to property”,
“possession or exchange of hazardous substances without
permission”, “damaging places of worship and cemeteries”, “qualified
looting”, “qualified bodily injury” and “defying the Law no. 2863 on the
Conservation of Cultural and Natural Property” charges was held in the
İstanbul 13th High Criminal Court.

❖ On February 21st, the fifth hearing of the trial where 52 students of
Boğaziçi University face “defying the Law on Assemblies and
Demonstrations no. 2911” and “deprivation of liberty” charges was held
in the İstanbul 49th Criminal Court of First Instance.

Number of
defendants

Number
of trials

1 defendant 28

2 and more
defendants 6

5 and more
defendants 7

15 and more
defendants 3

30 and more
defendants 5

Total 49
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1.4. Defendants by occupation

Journalists, activists and students constituted the majority of the people who stood
trial in February. In February, 121 journalists, 76 students ve 63 activists
appeared before the court.

In 35 separate trials, 121 journalists appeared before the court in February

❖ 46 journalists in “the KCK Press trial” which has been going for almost
10 years

❖ 14 journalists in the “Özgürlükçü Demokrasi retrial”
❖ 8 journalists in the so-called “the Economic Coup Attempt trial” who

stand trial with 30 other individuals because of their comments on the
volatility of the exchange rate.

76 students appeared before the court in four separate trials. 68 of 76 students who
stood trial in February were those who were detained during protests against the
appointment of Melih Bulu as the Rector of Boğaziçi University.

❖ 52 students of Boğaziçi University who were detained during a press
statement on February 1st, 2021 and were charged with “defying the
Law on Assemblies and Demonstrations no. 2911” and “deprivation of
liberty”,

❖ 16 students who were among 23 people during the Boğaziçi University
solidarity protest held in Kadıköy on February 2, 2021 with the call of
the İstanbul Labor, Peace and Democracy Forces and were charged
with “defying the Law no. 2911 on Assemblies and Demonstration” and
“prevention of public duty” were among the students who appeared
before the court in February.

63 activists appeared before the court in seven separate trials in February.

❖ 21 activists who were detained during a June 12, 2019 press
statement called by the Youth Assembly of the Peoples’ Democratic
Party (HDP) against the flooding of Hasankeyf because of the Ilısu
Dam,

❖ 9 activists who were detained during the Antalya 2015 G20 Leaders’
Summit protests and against whom a lawsuit was brought up in 2018,

❖ 8 activists who were detained during the 2016 protests against the
appointment of a trustee to the Batman Municipality and against whom
a lawsuit was brought up in 2019 were among the activists who
appeared before the court in February.

Among those who appeared before the court in February were 31 politicians.

❖ 8 politicians who were detained during the 2016 protests against the
appointment of a trustee to the Batman Municipality and against whom
a lawsuit was brought up in 2019 were among the politicians who
appeared before the court in February. Among those politicians who
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are tried in this case is also Sebahat Tuncel, the former Co-Chair of the
Democratic Regions Party (DBP).

❖ 8 politicians who were detained during a June 12, 2019 press
statement called the Youth Assembly of the Peoples’ Democratic Party
(HDP) against the flooding of Hasankeyf because of the Ilısu Dam
were among the politicians who appeared before the court in February.

20 attorneys appeared before the court in six different trials in February.

1.5. Courts hearing the cases

As it was the case in January, the majority of the cases monitored were heard in high
criminal courts. 28 out of 49 trials monitored in February were heard in high criminal
courts, while 19 were heard in criminal courts of first instance.

The fourth hearing of the trial where former Cumhuriyet daily reporter Hazal Ocak
faces a lawsuit for damages filed by former Minister of Treasury and Finance Berat
Albayrak because of her news report and the seventh hearing of the suit for
damages brought against journalist Çiğdem Toker by the Turkey Technology Team
Foundation (T3 Foundation) because of her news report were held in civil courts of
first instance.
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1.6. The charges leveled against the defendants

Except for the suits for damages brought against journalists Çiğdem Toker and Hazal
Ocak, in the trials monitored in February, 407 people tried in 47 cases faced a total
of 74 charges in 14 different categories.

In February as well, terrorism-related charges leveled against journalists, politicians,
authors and activists constituted the majority of the charges. In February, 42% of the
charges were terrorism related charges. This ratio was 43% in January.
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In contrast to January with the ratio of 46%, in February, the ratio of “making
propaganda for a terrorist organization” was recorded at 52%. In 12 cases out of 16
in which the defendants faced this charge, journalists were the only defendants. In
February,

❖ Academic Hifzullah Kutum who was arrested and almost lynched
because he uttered the word “Kürdistan” in a tweet,

❖ The Co-Chair of the Human Rights Association (İHD) Attorney Eren
Keskin against whom a 2018 tweet and her statements at a 2019
Dersim panel cited as evidence,

❖ Author, columnist and the Editorial Advisory Board member of the
since-shuttered Özgür Gündem daily Aslı Erdoğan stood trial on
“making propaganda for a terrorist organization” charge.

In contrast to January with the ratio of 46%, the ratio of “membership in a terrorist
organization” charge within the category of terrorism-related charges was recorded
at 32% in February. In 6 cases out of 10 in which the defendants faced this charge,
journalists were the only defendants. In February,

❖ Author, journalist and translator Azad Zal,
❖ The Co-Chair of the Human Rights Association (İHD) Attorney Öztürk

Türkdoğan,
❖ Journalist Ruken Demir appeared before the court in trials in which the

membership charge was the only charge.

After terrorism-related charges, “offences against the public peace” was the second
biggest category of charges in February. The charges of “praising an offence and an
offender”, “provocation to commit an offence”, “aiding and abetting an illegal
organization willingly and knowingly” and “provoking the public to hatred and
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hostility” are included in this category.  In contrast to January with the ratio of 6%, the
ratio of this category was recorded at 16% in February. In this period,

❖ The former Chair of the Diyarbakır Bar Association Ahmet Özmen and
former board members Sertaç Buluttekin, Serhat Eren, Nahit Eren,
Mahsum Batı, Nuşin Uysal Ekinci, Cihan Ülsen, Muhammet Neşet
Girasun, İmran Gökdere, Velat Alan and Ahmet Dağ stood trial on
“provoking the public to hatred and hostility” charge,

❖ Seven students of Boğaziçi University stood trial on “provoking the
public to hatred and hostility” charge because of a picture displayed at
an exhibition organized to protest the appointment of Melih Bulu as the
rector,

❖ Journalist Cengiz Çandar and activist Kemal Işıktaş stood trial on
“praising an offence and an offender” charge,

❖ Journalist Durken Süren stood trial on “aiding and abetting an illegal
organization willingly and knowingly” charge.

As it was the case in January, the “defying the Law on Assemblies and
Demonstrations no. 2911” charge was also high in February. In this period, the ratio
of this charge was recorded at 11% as opposed to 9% in January. In February,

❖ 13 people who were detained during the Antalya 2015 G20 Leaders’
Summit protests and against whom a lawsuit was brought up in 2018,

❖ 68 students who had protested against the appointment of Melih Bulu
as the rector of Boğaziçi University appeared before the court on this
charge.

In contrast to January with the ratio of 9%, the ratio of the “insulting the president”
charge was recorded at 7% in February. In this period,
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❖ The Editor-in-Chief of the dokuz8haber Gökhan Biçici because of a
news story published on the platform,

❖ Author and poet Gökhan Yavuzel because of a social media post,
❖ Journalist Hayko Bağdat because of his tweets and remarks on a

television show appeared before the court on this charge.

1.7. Evidence cited

In 49 trials monitored in February, 124 different pieces of evidence cited for the
charges leveled against the defendants. The ratios of news reports/articles/photos of
the defendants and social media posts among the evidence cited were also high in
February.

In February, news reports/articles/photos were among the evidence cited against the
defendants in 25 cases. Compared to 23% in January, the ratio of this category of
evidence was 21% in February. In 23 cases out of 25 in which this category of
evidence was cited for the charges, journalists were the only defendants.

❖ The Association’s human rights violations reports and the press
statements cited as evidence for the “membership in a terrorist
organization” charge leveled against the Co-Chair of the Human Rights
Association(İHD) Attorney Öztürk Türkdoğan,

❖ The Bar Association’s human rights violations reports and the press
statements cited as evidence for the “provoking the public to hatred
and hostility” and “degrading the Turkish nation, the Turkish state and
the organs of the state” charges leveled against the former Chair of the
Diyarbakır Bar Association Ahmet Özmen and former board members
Sertaç Buluttekin, Serhat Eren, Nahit Eren, Mahsum Batı, Nuşin Uysal
Ekinci, Cihan Ülsen, Muhammet Neşet Girasun, İmran Gökdere, Velat
Alan and Ahmet Dağ,
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❖ The nine sentences of journalist Hayko Bağdat in a television show
aired on Bugün TV on September 1, 2015 which were cited as
evidence for the “insulting president” charge are all grouped in this
category.

In February, the second-biggest category of evidence cited against the defendants
was social media posts. Social media posts were among the evidence cited in 21
different trials. In contrast to 22% in January, the ratio of social media posts among
the evidence cited in February was recorded at 17%.

❖ Social media posts were among the evidence cited in “the Gezi Case”.
For instance, a tweet by exiled artist Mehmet Ali Alabora is cited as an
evidence for the claim that Alabora acted as an “influencing agent”
during the Gezi Park protests,

❖ The social media post in which the word “Kürdistan” was uttered and
was cited as evidence for the “making propaganda for a terrorist
organization” charge leveled against academic Hifzullah Kutum.

❖ The social media post cited as evidence for the “making propaganda
for a terrorist organization” charge leveled against the Co-Chair of the
Human Rights Association Attorney Eren Keskin and in which she had
shared her well wishes for the attacked football player Deniz Naki are
all included in this category.

Surveillance reports were among the evidence cited in 8 trials out of 49 monitored in
February. As it was the case in January, the ratio of surveillance reports among the
evidence cited was 7% in February.

❖ The recording of a phone conversation which was cited as evidence for
the “membership in a terrorist organization” charge leveled against
author, journalist and translator Azad Zal and in which he had
described his sister who was a member of the organization as “a
martyr” is included in this category.
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In 31 trials out of 49 monitored in February and in which terrorism-related charges
were among the charges leveled against the defendants, news
reports/articles/photos and social media posts constituted nearly half of the evidence
cited.
In February, the ratio of news reports/articles/photos cited as evidence for
terrorism-related charges was 20% and the ratio of social media posts cited as
evidence for terrorism-related charges was 15%.

In 8 separate trials in which journalists face terrorism-related charges, journalists’
phone conversations with their news soruces were among the evidence cited. The
ratio of the journalists’ phone conversations with their news sources was recorded as
11% in February while it was recorded as 9% in January.
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In 5 separate trials monitored in February and in which the defendants faced the
“insulting the president” charge, news reports/articles/photos and social media posts
were the only evidence cited. The ratio of social media posts was recorded at 75%
and the ratio of news reports/articles/photos was recorded at 25% in this period.

In 6 different cases in which the defendants faced a charge grouped under the
category of “offences against public peace”, the ratio of social media posts cited as
evidence was 21%; the ratio of the defendants’ news reports/articles/photos and
social media posts cited as evidence was 21% and the ratio of the
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meetings/protests/marches the defendants had attended cited as evidence was
14%.

2. Cases Adjudicated

2.1. Prison Sentences

Case file no. Defendant Sentence Offence Occupation

2021/147 Selda Manduz 1 year 6 months
22 days*

Making
propaganda for

a terrorist
organization

Journalist

2019/342 Durket Süren 1 year 6 months
22 days*

Making
propaganda for

a terrorist
organization

Journalist

2018/439 Mehmet Şahin 6 years 3 months Membership in
an armed
terrorist

organization

Author

❖ The court ruled to suspend the prison sentence of journalist Selda
Manduz as per the Article 51 of the Turkish Penal Code.

❖ The court ruled to defer the announcement of the verdict for journalist
Durket Süren.

2.2. Punitive Fines

Case file no. Defendant Sentence Offence Occupation

2019/342 Deniz Yücel 7080 Turkish
Liras

Insulting a public
official

Journalist

2.3. Acquittals

Case file no. Defendant Charges Occupation

2021/193 Eren Keskin

Making propaganda
for a terrorist
organization

Attorney,
Rights

defender
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2021/221 Aslı Erdoğan

Making propaganda
for a terrorist
organization Author

2021/450 Gökhan Biçici
Insulting the

president Journalist

2020/114 Buse Söğütlü

Disclosing or
publishing the

identity of officials on
anti-terrorist duties,
or identifying such
persons as targets Journalist

2019/238 Ömer Ağın

Membership in an
armed terrorist
organization Author

2019/413 Durket Süren

Aiding and abetting
an armed terrorist

organization willingly
and knowingly Journalist

2020/29 Ruken Demir

Membership in an
armed terrorist
organization Journalist

2021/897
Eight LGBTİQ+
rights defenders

Defying the Law on
Assemblies and

Demonstrations no.
2911 Activist

2020/3 Ahmet Özmen

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs
and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility Attorney

2020/3 Sertaç Buluttekin

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs
and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility Attorney
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2020/3 Serhat Eren

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs
and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility Attorney

2020/3 Nahit Eren

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs
and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility Attorney

2020/3 Mahsum Batı

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs
and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility Attorney

2020/3
Nuşin Uysal

Ekinci

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs
and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility Attorney

2020/3 Cihan Ülsen

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs
and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility Attorney

2020/3
Muhammet Neşet

Girasun

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs
and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility Attorney

2020/3 İmran Gökdere

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs Attorney
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and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility

2020/3 Velat Alan

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs
and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility Attorney

2020/3 Ahmet Dağ

Degrading the
Turkish nation, the

State of the Republic
of Turkey, the organs
and institutions of the
state; provoking the
public to hatred and

hostility Attorney

2018/110 Eylem Sonbahar

Defying the Law on
Assemblies and

Demonstrations no.
2911 Journalist

2018/110 Sema Karakurt

Defying the Law on
Assemblies and

Demonstrations no.
2911

Journalist

2018/110 Sultan Uçar

Defying the Law on
Assemblies and

Demonstrations no.
2911 Journalist

2018/110

10 other
defendants who
were tried in the

Antalya 2015 G20
Leaders’ Summit

protests trial

Defying the Law on
Assemblies and

Demonstrations no.
2911 Activist

2.4. Decisions of joinder

At the 15th hearing of the trial where journalist Kibriye Evren faces “membership in a
terrorist organization” and “making propaganda for a terrorist organization” charges,
the Diyarbakır 5th High Criminal Court ruled to merge the case file with the case file
in Mersin in which same charges are leveled against journalist Evren. The Diyarbakır
court reasoned that there are “actual and legal connections” between the case files.
However, the Diyarbakır court took the decision without waiting for the reply to the
consent writ issued to the Mersin 2nd High Criminal Court.
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3. Additional Notes on the Right to a Fair Trial

3.1. Punctuality of the hearings

In February, 25 out of 50 hearings monitored started late. 20 hearings started on
time while 5 hearings started earlier than scheduled.

On average, hearings monitored in February started 72 minutes late. However, four
hearings held in three different cities started more delayed than the average.

❖ On February 8th, the eighth hearing of the trial where author Ömer
Yağın faces “membership in a terrorist organization charge” started two
hours and five minutes late,

❖ On February 8th, the seventh hearing of the trial where journalist Deniz
Yücel faces “insulting a public official” charge started three hours and
35 minutes late,

❖ On February 10th, the 12th hearing of the trial where author Mehmet
Şahin faces “membership in a terrorist organization” charge started two
hours and 55 minutes late

❖ On February 22nd, the first hearing of the trial where academic
Hifzullah Kutum faces “making propaganda for a terrorist organization”
charge started five hours and 50 minutes late.

16 out of 25 delayed hearings started late because of the workload of the court
hearing the case. 8 hearings were delayed because the presiding judge or the
judges in the court panel were late to the hearing.

In February, 17 of the delayed hearings were held in İstanbul and 4 were held in
Diyarbakır. The hearings monitored in Ankara, Aydın, Batman, Elazığ and Dersim
also started late.
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3.2. The monitors’ access to the courtroom

In defiance of the right to a public hearing, MLSA trial monitors recorded that they
were not allowed into the courtroom at 7 hearings in February. All the hearings to
which the monitors denied access were held in İstanbul.

The monitors were denied access to the courtroom at 6 hearings on the pretext of
cautions against the pandemic. They were denied access to the courtroom at one
hearing on the grounds that the defendants and their lawyers were not attending the
hearing.

MLSA monitors recorded that they could access the courtroom at 30 hearings after
they identified themselves as the members of the press.

For 12 hearings, the monitors recorded that the courtroom made following the
hearing challenging for themselves as well as the audience.

❖ The monitors recorded that it was very difficult to hear the judges and
the prosecutors at four hearings in İstanbul and Diyarbakır and one
hearing in Antalya.

❖ The monitors recorded that four hearings held in Ankara, İstanbul,
Dersim and İzmir were held in small courtrooms and thereby
insufficient for the audience.

3.3. Changes in the presiding judges

Except for three trials of which the first hearings were held in February, the monitors
recorded that in 37 out of 47 cases, the presiding judge was changed.

20 of 37 changes were recorded in cases heard in high criminal courts. The
presiding judges were changed in 15 cases heard in criminal courts of first instance
and in 2 cases heard in civil courts of first instance.

3.4. Changes in the panel of judges

30 trials out of 49 monitored in this period were heard in the courts where there was
a panel of judges. The monitors recorded that in 21 cases out of 30, there was a
change in the panel. All changes in the panels of judges were recorded in trials
heard in high criminal courts.
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3.5. Pretrial detention

In the hearings of the trials monitored in January, human rights defender and
business person Osman Kavala and journalist Sedef Kabaş were tried while they
were held in pre-trial detention. None of the defendants who were held in pre-trial
detention were brought to the courtroom for the hearings.

Case File Defendant Arrested on Imprisoned in Occupation

2021/178 Osman Kavala 01.11.2017 Silivri Prison Human rights
defender,
business
person

2019/616 Sedef Kabaş 22.01.2022 Bakırköy
Women’s

Prison

Journalist

❖ As of writing of this report, Osman Kavala has been imprisoned for 4
years, 4 months and 11 days.

❖ On March 11th, journalist Sedef Kabaş was released after 49 days in
prison at the first hearing of the trial where she faced “insulting
president” and “insulting a public official” charges.

3.6. Judicial control and protection measures

In 25 out of 49 cases monitored in February, there were judicial control or protection
measures imposed on the defendants. In 16 cases, the judicial control measures
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imposed on the defendants were in the form of international travel bans. 25 people
tried in three separate cases have been barred from leaving the country since 2018.
The defendants upon whom judicial control measures were imposed were
journalists, attorneys, academics, rights defendants and students.

There are arrest warrants issued against 10 people who are tried in 9 different trials
monitored in February. Among those defendants against whom an arrest warrant
was issued, there are seven journalists, a politician, an artist and an author.

3.7. Additional notes by the court monitors on the right to a fair trial

In 12 trials monitored in February, monitors made additional observations with regard
to the right to a fair trial.
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❖ At the second hearing of the trial where journalist Ahmet Kanbal faces
“identifying officials on anti-terror duties as target” and “insulting a
public official” charges upon complaint by Musa Çitil, a high ranking
military officer, the court ruled to the object the challenge by Kanbal
and his lawyer against the rejection of their previous request for lack of
jurisdiction. The court, however, objected the appeal without providing
any legal recourse for Kanbal and his lawyer.

❖ At the second hearing of the trial where journalist Ahmet Kanbal faces
“identifying officials on anti-terror duties as target” and “insulting a
public official” charges upon complaint by Musa Çitil, a high ranking
military officer, the court ruled to reject the request by Kanbal and his
lawyer for the extension of the investigation without taking into account
the judgments of the court of appeals, the Constitutional Court and the
European Court of Human Rights on this issue. In doing so, the court
averted the collection of evidence in favor of Kanbal which are missing
in the indictment.

❖ On February 2nd, at the eighth hearing of the trial where journalist
Ramazan Ölçen faces “membership in a terrorist organization” charge,
the monitors recorded that police officers were present in the
courtroom and that they asked about the hearing after the hearing was
concluded.

❖ On February 3rd, at the 11th hearing of the trial where author and
linguist Mehmet Şahin faces “founding and/or managing an armed
organization” charge, the monitors recorded that police officers were
informed about the hearing by the court.

❖ On February 3rd, at the 11th hearing of the trial where author and
linguist Mehmet Şahin faces “founding and/or managing an armed
organization” charge, the court ruled to waive the statements of
anonymous witnesses as they could not be reached to be heard at a
hearing. However, the prosecutor did not take the court's decision into
consideration and reiterated his final opinion, which he presented to the
court in the previous hearing and in which he requested imprisonment
for Şahin citing among other things the anonymous witness statements
as the ground for his request.

❖ On February 8th, the court sentenced journalist Selda Manduz to
prison at the first hearing of the retrial where journalist Manduz faced
“making propaganda for a terrorist organization” charge.

❖ On February 8th, at the seventh hearing of the trial where journalist
Deniz Yücel faced “insulting a public official” charge, the court
disregarded the dossier prepared by Yücel’s lawyer which consisted of
the independent examinations of the indictments penned by the
complainant prosecutor. At the previous hearing, the court had also
rejected the request of Yücel’s lawyers for the extension of the
investigation.

❖ On February 8th, at the sentencing hearing of the trial where journalist
and author Ömer Ağın faced “membership in a terrorist organization”
charge, the monitors recorded that the presiding judge interrupted
Ağın’s lawyers twice and told him to “keep it short.”
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❖ On February 8th, at the second hearing of the trial where journalists
Olcay Büyüktaş Akça, Ozan Alper Yurtoğlu, Serkan Ozan and Hazal
Ocak face  “insult by means of an oral, written or visual medium
message” charge upon complaint by Recep Tayyip Erdoğan’s son Bilal
Erdoğan, one of the defendants stated that he did not understand what
has exactly been cited as evidence for the insult charge.

❖ On February 21st, at the sentencing hearing of the trial where journalist
Durket Süren faced “aiding and abetting an illegal organization willingly
and knowingly” and “making propaganda for a terrorist organization”
charges, the court did not take into account that the evidence cited in
the indictment was collected in an unlawful manner. In the indictment, it
was stated that the social media posts cited as evidence for the
charges were spotted during a “virtual patrol” conducted by the police.
The court, however, did not consider the judgment of the Constitutional
Court’s February 19th, 2020 judgment in which the court ruled that the
“virtual patrol” conducted by the police on their own accord is unlawful.

❖ On February 21st, at the sentencing hearing of the trial where journalist
Durket Süren faced “aiding and abetting an illegal organization willingly
and knowingly” and “making propaganda for a terrorist organization”
charges, the court did not take into consideration the amendment made
in the Article 7/2 of the Anti-Terror Law in 2019. The court ignored the
evidence and the statements of Süren which show that the social
media posts Süren had shared were shared with the intention of
informing the public.

❖ On February 22nd, at the first hearing of the trial where academic
Hifzullah Kutum faces “making propaganda for a terrorist organization”
charge, the prosecutor presented his final opinion as to the accusations
immediately after Kutum’s statement and without taking into account
the statement.

❖ On February 24th, at the 13th hearing of the trial where Vice News
reporters Jake Hanrahan and Philip Pendlebury along with their
translator and fixer face terrorism-related charges, it has been recorded
that the reply expected from the Ministry of Justice for the rogatory
letters are yet to be provided.
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4. Trials monitored in February 2022

The date of
the hearing Case file no. City Court

01.02.2022 2021/242 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

01.02.2022 2021/183 İstanbul
Civil court of first

instance

01.02.2022 2020/284 İstanbul
High criminal

court

02.02.2022 2021/148 Aydın
High criminal

court

02.02.2022 2018/136 Diyarbakır
High criminal

court

02.02.2022 2018/59 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

02.02.2022 2019/82 İstanbul
High criminal

court

03.02.2022 2020/114 İstanbul
High criminal

court

03.02.2022 2018/534 Van
High criminal

court

03.02.2022 2018/439 Diyarbakır
High criminal

court

03.02.2022 2016/587 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

08.02.2022 2021/147 Kars
High criminal

court

08.02.2022 2020/327 İstanbul
Civil court of first

instance

08.02.2022 2019/342 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

08.02.2022 2019/238 Diyarbakır
High criminal

court

08.02.2022 2020/236 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

08.02.2022 2021/259 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

08.02.2022 2021/897 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance
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08.02.2022 2020/96 Batman
Criminal court of

first instance

09.02.2022 2020/29 İzmir
High criminal

court

09.02.2022 2021/178 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

10.02.2022 2021/221 İstanbul
High criminal

court

10.02.2022 2020/208 Diyarbakır
High criminal

court

10.02.2022 2018/439 Diyarbakır
High criminal

court

10.02.2022 2020/1769 Batman
Criminal court of

first instance

10.02.2022 2018/57 İstanbul
High criminal

court

15.02.2022 2020/289 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

15.02.2022 2018/110 Antalya
Criminal court of

first instance

15.02.2022 2018/89 İstanbul
High criminal

court

16.02.2022 2019/684 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

17.02.2022 2021/193 Tuncelı̇
High criminal

court

17.02.2022 2021/298 Diyarbakır
High criminal

court

17.02.2022 2021/450 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

17.02.2022 2017/230 Batman
High criminal

court

17.02.2022 2020/117 İstanbul
High criminal

court

17.02.2022 2021/186 İstanbul
High criminal

court

21.02.2022 2019/413 Diyarbakır
High criminal

court

21.02.2022 2020/3 Diyarbakır
High criminal

court
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21.02.2022 2021/178 İstanbul
High criminal

court

21.02.2022 2021/552 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

22.02.2022 2021/280 Ankara
High criminal

court

22.02.2022 2021/400 Elazığ
High criminal

court

22.02.2022 2021/314 Şanlıurfa
Criminal court of

first instance

22.02.2022 2016/34 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

22.02.2022 2019/616 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance

22.02.2022 2014/139 İstanbul
High criminal

court

23.02.2022 2016/106 İstanbul
High criminal

court

24.02.2022 2018/827 Diyarbakır
High criminal

court

24.02.2022 2016/34 Diyarbakır
High criminal

court

25.02.2022 2021/413 İstanbul
Criminal court of

first instance
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