Introduction
The 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 on 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 May 2022 with the assistance of the Royal Norwegian Ministry
of Foreign Affairs and the Turkey Office of the Friedrich Naumann Foundation for
Freedom.
1. Overview of the Trials
1.1. The cities where the hearings were held
In May, MLSA monitored 43 hearings of 41 trials held in 11 different cities with 13 court
monitors.
First hearings of 10 trials were held in May.
City

No. of hearings

Edirne

1

Hakkari

1

İzmir

1

Mardin

1

Şanlıurfa

1

Batman

2

Van

2

Ankara

3

Antalya

3

Diyarbakır

8

İstanbul

20

Total

43
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1.2. Organizations and persons monitoring the hearings
In 30 hearings out of 43 monitored in May, MLSA court monitors were the only ones
monitoring the hearings following a clear methodology focusing on the right to a fair trial.
MLSA court monitors were the only ones present at 10 hearings held in İstanbul, 7 hearings
held in Diyarbakır, 3 hearings held in Ankara, 3 hearings held in Antalya and hearings held in
Batman, Edirne, Hakkari, İzmir, Mardin, Şanlıurfa and Van.
The monitors recorded that in 6 hearings out of 30, journalists were also in the courtroom to
observe the hearing.
In May, a hearing held in Ankara was monitored by numerous organizations and individuals:
❖ The May 11th hearing of the trial in which the Co-Chair of the Human Rights
Association (İHD) Öztürk Türkdoğan faces “insulting a public official” charge
was monitored by the representatives of at least 8 institutions, including the
consulates and embassies of several nations.
1.3. Trials by the number of defendants
In May, 174 people stood trial in 41 cases monitored. 22 out of 41 trials monitored were trials
with one defendant. The hearings of 2 trials in which more than 20 defendants stood trial
were also held in May.
In May, the hearings of the trials with the most defendants were held in İstanbul and Batman:
❖ On May 12th, the sixth hearing of the trial in which 23 people who had
attended the Boğaziçi University solidarity protest held in Kadıköy on
February 2, 2021 after the call by the İstanbul Labor, Peace and Democracy
Forces, face “defying the Law no. 2911 on Assemblies and Demonstration”
and “prevention of public duty” charges was held in the İstanbul Anadolu 38th
Criminal Court of First Instance.
❖ On May 29th, the 29th hearing of the trial in which 67 people, including
since-shuttered Dicle News Agency (DİHA) reporter Engin Eren face
“membership in a terrorist organization”, “defying the Law on Assemblies and
Demonstrations no. 2911” and “defying the Military Restricted Zones and
Security Zones Law no. 2565” charges was held in the Batman 2nd High
Criminal Court.
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Number of
defendants

Number
of trials

1 defendant

22

2 and more
defendants

13

5 and more
defendants

1

15 and more
defendants

3

20 and more
defendants

2

Total

41

1.4.Courts hearing the cases
In May, 21 out of 41 cases monitored were held in high criminal courts which are tasked as
per the Law no. 5235 to hear “cases which involve crimes that call for an aggravated life
sentence, life sentence and prison sentences more than 10 years.”. In 16 out of 21 cases
which were heard by a high criminal court, it was only journalists who were standing trial. In
the remaining cases heard by a criminal court, journalists appeared before the court together
with artists, politicians and activists.
In May, 19 cases were heard by criminal courts of first instance.
The lawsuit for damages brought against journalist Sedat Yılmaz and Yeni Yaşam daily by
Selçuk Bayraktar, the son-in-law of President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan and the CEO of Baykar
Defense has begun to be heard by the Bakırköy 14th Civil Court of First Instance.
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1.5. Defendants by occupation
Activists, journalists and students constituted the majority of those who stood trial in May. 79
activists, 37 journalists and 20 students were among those who appeared before the
court in May.
At the hearings of 7 separate trials held in May, 79 activists appeared before the court:
❖ 32 activists who were among 35 people taken into custody and stand trial on
numerous charges after they had tried going to the Kelhasan county of
Batman’s Sason district as “human shields” in 2015 to stop the fight between
the Turkish Armed Forces and the PKK,
❖ 17 Peace Mothers who face “defying the Law no. 2911 on Demonstrations
and Assemblies” charge for having attended the press statement held in
Esenyurt Cumhuriyet Square on May 13, 2019 for drawing attention to hunger
strikes in prisons,
❖ 16 activists who were taken into police custody before the “Freedom for the
Ill İmprisoned Watch” planned to be held before the Yenibosna Forensic
Medicine Institution on February 3, 2022, were among the activists who
appeared before the court in May.
At the hearings of 29 separate trials held in May, 37 journalists appeared before the court:
❖ Journalists Erkan Çapraz and Ömer Oğuz who face “making propaganda for
a terrorist organization” charge for having aired on the YouTube channel of
the Yüksekova News Portal the speech delivered by Leyla Güven, the
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imprisoned MP of the Peoples’ Democratic Party (HDP) on February 13,
2020,
❖ Journalist Metin Cihan who face “illegally obtaining or giving personal data”
charge for having publicized via his social media account the leaked
documents concerning the caderisation of the Turkish Youth Foundation
(TÜGVA) within the state institutions,
❖ Journalist İsmail Sarı who face “illegally obtaining or giving personal data”
charge for having reported the fines imposed on the President of the Turkish
Red Crescent Kerem Kınık, were among the journalists who appeared before
the court in May.
At the hearings of 2 separate trials held in May, 20 students appeared before the court:
❖ 16 students who were taken into police custody during a protest called by the
İstanbul Labor, Peace and Democracy Forces to be in solidarity with the
Boğaziçi University and who face “defying the Law no. 2911 on
Demonstrations and Assemblies” and “prevention of public duty” charges,
❖ 4 students who are among 19 people who were brutally detained on Mis
Street before the 2021 Pride March and face “defying the Law no. 2911 on
Demonstrations and Assemblies” and “prevention of public duty” charges,
were the students who appeared before the court in May.
At the hearings of 4 separate trials held in May, 10 politicians appeared before the court:
❖ The President of the SOL Party Keçiören district Murat Güzel who faced
“making propaganda for a terrorist organization” charge for having shared the
photos of revolutionaries Mustafa Özenç and İlyas Has who were executed by
the state after September 12th coup d’etat and the photo of Hıdır Aslan, the
last person to be executed by the state, on his social media account,
❖ 7 politician who face “membership of a terrorist organization” charge together
with journalist Ali Sönmez Kayar, were among the politicians who appeared
before the court in May.
In May, 5 artists in 4 separate trials and 3 lawyers in 3 separate trials also appeared before
the court.
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1.6. The charges leveled against the defendants
Except for the lawsuit for damages brought against journalist Sedat Yılmaz and Yeni Yaşam
daily by Recep Tayyip Erdoğan’s son-in-law, 173 people who appeared before the court in
40 trials, faced a total of 58 charges in 12 different categories.

6

Compared to 32% in April, the ratio of terrorism-related charges was recorded at 45% in
May. In 16 out of 21 cases in which terrorism-related charges are leveled against the
defendants, the defendants were journalists.

The “making propaganda for a terrorist organization” charge constituted the majority of
terrorism-related charges in May. Compared to 50% in April, the ratio of this charge was
recorded at 54% in May. Among the people who faced this charge were,
❖ The President of the SOL Party Keçiören district Murat Güzel for having
shared the photos of revolutionaries Mustafa Özenç and İlyas Has who were
executed by the state after September 12th coup d’etat and the photo of Hıdır
Aslan, the last person to be executed by the state, on his social media
account,
❖ Journalists Erkan Çapraz and Ömer Oğuz for having aired on the YouTube
channel of the Yüksekova News Portal the speech delivered by Leyla Güven,
the imprisoned MP of the Peoples’ Democratic Party (HDP) on February 13,
2020,
❖ Musician Ferhat Tunç for having shared some posts on his social media
accounts which the prosecution had claimed were shared in an attempt to
“create masses resentful towards the state”,
❖ The proprietor and the chief editor of Demokrat Haber Mehmet Göcekli for
having shared news articles.
Compared to 50% in April, the ratio of “membership of a terrorist organization” charge was
recorded at 39% in May. In 6 out of 10 cases in which this charge was among the charges
leveled, the defendants were journalists.
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“Offenses against the public peace” was the second biggest category of charges in May.
People who are tried in 5 separate cases faced the charges included in this category.

Among the charges included in the “offenses against public peace” category, a charge that is
based on a law article which the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) found to be
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“unforeseeable” (Bakır and others v. Turkey & İmret v. Turkey) had the biggest ratio. The
“aiding and abetting an organization without belonging to its hierarchical structure” charge
(Article 220/7 of the Turkish Penal Code) was leveled in 3 separate cases in which
journalists, activists and politicians were tried together.
Compared to 12% in April, the ratio of the “defying the Law no. 2911 on Demonstrations and
Assemblies” was recorded at 10%. This charge was leveled in 6 separate trials in which the
majority of the defendants were activists and students.
Compared to 9% in April, the ratio of the “offenses against dignity” category was recorded at
5% in May. All the charges included in this category were “insulting a public official” charges.
Among those who faced this charge in May were,
❖ The Co-Chair of Human Rights Association Öztürk Türkdoğan even the
complainant Süleyman Soylu, the Minister of the Interior never filed a criminal
complaint against Türkdoğan,
❖ Journalist Eren Tutel for reporting the irregularities and corruption at the
Wushu Federation of Turkey,
❖ Journalist Zelal Tunç for reporting the squandering caused by the trustee
appointed to the Muradiye Municipality in Van.
As it was the case in April, the ratio of the “insulting the president” charge was recorded at
9% in May. In 4 cases of 5, the defendants stood trial solely on this charge.
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1.7. Evidence cited
In 41 trials monitored in May, a total of 115 evidence were cited for the charges against the
defendants.

In 26 out of 41 cases monitored in May, news reports/articles/photos were among the
evidence cited against the defendants. Compared to 16% in April, the ratio of this category
of evidence was recorded at 23% in May. In 20 out of 26 cases in which this category of
evidence was among the evidence cited, journalists were the only defendants.
❖ The artworks cited for “publicly degrading the Turkish flag” and “insulting the
president” charges leveled against guerilla artist İzinsiz,
❖ The documentary Bakur cited for “making propaganda for a terrorist
organization” charge leveled against journalist Ertuğrul Mavioğlu and director
Çayan Demirel,
❖ The association’s statements cited for “insulting a public official” charge
leveled against the Co-chair of the Human Rights Association (İHD) Öztürk
Türkdoğan, are also included in this category.
In 17 out of 41 cases monitored in May, social media posts were among the evidence cited
against the defendants. Compared to 12% in April, the ratio of this category of evidence was
recorded at 15%.
❖ The social media posts in which the President of SOL Party Keçiören district
Murat Güzel shared the photos of revolutionaries Mustafa Özenç and İlyas
Has who were executed by the state after September 12th coup d’etat and
the photo of Hıdır Aslan, the last person to be executed by the state and
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which are cited as evidence for “making propaganda for a terrorist
organization” charge,
❖ The social media posts in which journalist Metin Cihan shared the leaked
documents of Turkish Youth Foundation (TÜGVA) showing the caderisation of
the foundation within the state and which are cited as evidence for “illegally
obtaining or giving data” charge,
❖ The social media post in which author Yılmaz Odabaşı criticized the money
spent on the staff of the Directorate of Religious Affairs during a pandemic
instead of medical personnel and which is cited as evidence for “inciting the
public to hatred and hostility” and “publicly degrading a section of the public”
charges, are also included in this category.

The biggest category of evidence cited for the terrorism-related charges was the news
reports/articles/photos and social media posts. Compared to 14% in April, the ratio of social
media posts was recorded at 11% in May . However, compared to 14% in April, the ratio of
news reports/articles/photos/publications was recorded at 26% in May.
News reports/articles/photos and social media posts were the most cited evidence for the
charges under the “offenses against the public peace” category.
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The social media posts were the most cited evidence for “insulting the president” charge
which is leveled against the defendants in 5 separate trials.
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The statements of two complainant police officers are cited as evidence for “insulting the
president” charge leveled against three human rights defenders who were among those
brutally taken into custody during a press statement planned to be made for supporting the
students of Boğaziçi University. The police officers are also listed as complainants in a
separate case in which the human rights defenders face “defying the Law no. 2911 on
Demonstrations and Assemblies” and “prevention of public duty” charges.
2. Cases Adjudicated
2.1. Prison Sentences

Case file no.

Defendant

Sentence

Offence

Occupation

2022/12

Reyhan
Çapan

1 year 6
months*

Printing or publishing
the leaflets of terrorist
organizations

Journalist

2021/779

Zelal Tunç

11 months 20
days*

Insulting a public
official

Journalist

❖ Unanimously sentencing journalist Reyhan Çapan to 1 year and 6 months in
prison, the İstanbul 13th High Criminal Court ruled not to increase or mitigate
the sentence. The court also ruled not to defer the announcement of the
verdict citing Çapan’s “personal tendency to commit crimes” as reason.
❖ Hearing the case after the 8 months 22 days prison sentence given to
journalist Zelal Tunç via “simple trial procedure” was contested, the Van
Muradiye Criminal Court of First Instance, convicted journalist Tunç at the first
hearing of the trial and in the absence of Tunç and her lawyer. The court ruled
to defer the announcement of the verdict.
2.2. Judicial fines
At the fifth hearing of the trial in which the since-shuttered Özgür Gündem daily’s
editor-in-chief Eren Keskin and managing editor Reyhan Çapan faced “defying the Press
Law no. 5187” charge, the İstanbul 2nd Criminal Court of First Instance imposed judicial
fines of 12500 Turkish Liras on Keskin and Çapan. The court reasoned that Keskin and
Çapan “published news in a way which disclosed the identities of victims or perpetrators of
crimes under the age of 18” citing the news articles about Berkin Elvan who was killed by the
police during the Gezi Park protests.
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2.3. Acquittals
Case file
no.

Defendant

Charges

Occupation

2021/589

Olaf Boelo
Koens

Defying the Law no. 2565
on Military Forbidden
Zones and Security Zones

Journalist

2021/589

Pepijn
Nagtzaam

Defying the Law no. 2565
on Military Forbidden
Zones and Security Zones

Journalist

2019/300

17 Peace
Mothers and 1
other
defendant

Defying the Law no. 2911
on Demonstrations and
Assemblies

Activists

2021/340

Yılmaz
Odabaşı

Inciting the public to hatred
and hostility

Author

2021/340

Yılmaz
Odabaşı

Publicly degrading a
section of the public

Author

2022/48

Murat Güzel

Making propaganda for a
terrorist organization

Politician

2019/442

Derya Okatan

Insult

Journalist

3. Additional Notes on the Right to a Fair Trial
3.1. Punctuality of the hearings
In May, 33 out of 43 hearings monitored started late. While 1 hearing started earlier than
scheduled, 9 hearings started on time.
On average, hearings monitored in May started 95 minutes late. Two hearings held in
İstanbul started more delayed than the average:
❖ The May 11th hearing of the “TÜGVA case” in which journalist Metin Cihan
stand trial together with a person who is alleged to be his source started 4
hours late because of the court’s workload,
❖ The May 17th hearing of the trial in which ETHA reporter Ali Sönmez Kayar
stand trial together with 8 people, started 4 hours and 5 minutes late because
of the court’s workload.
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22 out 33 the delayed hearings started late because of the court’s workload. 6 hearings were
delayed because the presiding judge or the judges in the court panel were late to the
hearing. The May 10th hearing of the trial of the President of SOL Party Keçiören district
Murat Güzel started late because 10 witnesses were heard in the previous case.
In May, 17 hearings held in İstanbul, 4 hearings held in Diyarbakır, 2 hearings held in
Ankara, 2 hearings held in Antalya, 2 hearings held in Batman, 2 hearings held in Van, 1
hearing held in Edirne, 1 hearing held in Hakkari, 1 hearing held in İzmir and 1 hearing held
in Mardin started late.
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 8 hearings in May.
❖ The monitors recorded that they were not allowed to observe the May 10th
hearing of the trial in which musician Ferhat Tunç faces terrorism-related
charges; the May 10th hearing of the trial in which Gökhan Yavuzel faces
“insulting the president” charge and the May 26th hearing of the trial in which
journalist Burhan Ekinci faces “making propaganda for a terrorist
organization” charge. The monitors were denied access to these hearings
because the hearing was held in the clerk’s office.
❖ The monitors were denied access to two courtrooms at two hearings held in
İstanbul. The court denied access citing “precautions against the pandemic”
even though there are no precautions enforced in courthouses.
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❖ For three hearings to which the monitors were denied access, no reason was
specified for the court’s decision.
MLSA monitors recorded that they could access the courtroom at 30 hearings after they
identified themselves as the members of the press.
For 9 hearings, the monitors recorded that the courtroom made following the hearing
challenging for themselves as well as the audience. For all these hearings, the monitors
recorded that it was quite hard for them to hear the judges and the prosecutor and that the
courtroom was too small.
3.3. Changes in the presiding judges
Except for 10 trials of which the first hearings were held in May, MLSA monitors recorded
that in 19 out of 31 cases, the presiding judge was changed.
13 out of 19 changes were recorded in cases heard in high criminal courts. The presiding
judges were changed in 6 cases heard in criminal courts of first instance.
3.4. Changes in the panel of judges
21 trials out of 41 monitored in this period were heard in courts where there was a panel of
judges. The monitors recorded that in 16 cases out of 21, 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
Case File

Defendant

2022/128

Ramazan
Aydoğdu

Arrested on

Imprisoned in

Occupation

24.11.2021

İstanbul
Paşakapısı
Prison

Other

❖ Ramazan Aydoğdu was not brought to the May 11th hearing of the trial.
❖ At the May 11th hearing, the court released Ramazan Aydoğdu and imposed
judicial control measures on him.
3.6. Judicial control and protection measures
In 13 out of 41 cases monitored in May, there were judicial control or protection measures
imposed on the defendants. Judicial control measures imposed on the defendants in 5
separate cases were all in the form of international travel bans.

There have been arrest warrants issued against 9 people who are tried in 8 separate trials
monitored in May. 8 of the 9 people against whom an arrest warrant has been issued were
journalists. The other person against whom an arrest warrant has been issued was an artist.
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3.7. Additional notes by the court monitors on the right to a fair trial
In 9 trials monitored in May, MLSA monitors made additional observations concerning the
violations of the right to a fair trial.
❖ At the May 11th hearing of the trial in which journalist Hatice Şahin faces
“membership of a terrorist organization” charge, numerous police officers
were present in the courtroom even though there was no obvious security
issue or a threat.
❖ On May 12th, at the third hearing of the trial in which journalist Çetin Kurşun
faces terrorism-related charges, there was another change in the panel of
judges. This is the third time a change in the panel of judges was recorded
ever since Kurşun’s retrial began.
❖ On May 17th, at the first hearing of the trial in which journalist Nurcan Yalçın
faces “aiding and abetting an organization willingly and knowingly without
belonging to the hierarchical structure of the organization” charge, the
prosecutor presented his final opinion as to the accusations. Disregarding the
ECtHR’s Bakır & others v. Türkiye and İmret v. Türkiye judgments, the
prosecutor requested that Yalçın be sentenced. The prosecutor also did not
take into account the defense of journalist Yalçın and proceeded to present
his final opinion he had prepared earlier.
❖ On May 17th, at the 14th hearing of the trial in which 9 people including ETHA
reporter Ali Sönmez Kayar face “membership of a terrorist organization”
charge, the presiding judge scolded a defendant who is also a lawyer. The
defendant could not continue with her defense.
❖ On May 17th, at the 14th hearing of the trial in which 9 people including ETHA
reporter Ali Sönmez Kayar face “membership of a terrorist organization”
charge, the presiding judge continued his attitude towards the defendant even
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❖

❖

❖

❖

❖

after the hearing was concluded. In a manner which reflects his bias, the
judge referred to the defendant and said “You should not have been involved
with these people. Why am I not here on trial, why is my child not here on
trial?”
On May 18th, before the first hearing of the trial in which 16 activists who
were taken into police custody before the “Freedom for the Ill İmprisoned
Watch” planned to be held before the Yenibosna Forensic Medicine Institution
on February 3, 2022 face “defying the Law no. 2911 on Demonstrations and
Assemblies” charge, many police officers were waiting outside the courtroom.
It was also recorded that two police officers were inside the courtroom during
the hearing.
On May 20th, the 29th hearing of the trial in which 35 people, including the
former reporter of the since-shuttered Dicle News Agency (DİHA) Engin Eren
face numerous charges was held. At this hearing, the case file has been
referred to the prosecution for the fourth time. However, the prosecution’s final
opinion as to the accusations has yet to be prepared in a case which has
been going for more than seven years.
On May 26th, at the first hearing of the retrial in which Ertuğrul Mavioğlu and
Çayan Demirel face “making propaganda for a terrorist organization” charge,
Çayan Demirel was obligated to attend the hearing to prove that he was
indeed visually and hearing impaired and had to travel from İstanbul to
Batman where the is being heard.
On May 31st, at the second hearing of the trial in which journalist Velat
Öztekin faces “insulting the president” charge, the court ruled to wait for the
wit issued to the İstanbul Anadolu 12th Criminal Court of First Instance so that
Öztekin’s statement can be taken. However, at the previous hearing, the court
had subpoenaed Öztekin. The İstanbul Anadolu 12th Criminal Court of First
Instance too ruled to subpoena Öztekin and adjourned the hearing.
Hearing the case after the 8 months 22 days prison sentence given to
journalist Zelal Tunç via “simple trial procedure” was appealed, the Van
Muradiye Criminal Court of First Instance, convicted journalist Tunç at the first
hearing of the trial and in the absence of Tunç and her lawyer. The court ruled
to defer the announcement of the verdict.
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4. Hearings Monitored in May 2022
The date of
the hearing

Case file no.

City

Court

10.05.2022

2022/99

Hakkari

High criminal court

10.05.2022

2018/949

Diyarbakır

High criminal court

10.05.2022

2022/48

Ankara

High criminal court

10.05.2022

2016/106

İstanbul

High criminal court

10.05.2022

2019/58

Diyarbakır

High criminal court

10.05.2022

2022/294

Şanlıurfa

Criminal court of first
instance

11.05.2022

2020/294

Diyarbakır

High criminal court

11.05.2022

2019/271

İstanbul

High criminal court

11.05.2022

2022/128

İstanbul

Criminal court of first
instance

11.05.2022

2022/23

Ankara

Criminal court of first
instance

12.05.2022

2021/413

İstanbul

Criminal court of first
instance

12.05.2022

2021/340

Antalya

Criminal court of first
instance

12.05.2022

2021/247

Mardin

High criminal court

12.05.2022

2021/479

İstanbul

Criminal court of first
instance

12.05.2022

2020/33

İstanbul

High criminal court

12.05.2022

2021/589

Edirne

Criminal court of first
instance

İzmir

Criminal court of first
instance

13.05.2022

2021/431

13.05.2022

2019/237

Antalya

Criminal court of first
instance

13.05.2022

2022/27

İstanbul

Criminal court of first
instance

16.05.2022

2022/3

İstanbul

Civil court of first
instance

17.05.2022

2022/80

Diyarbakır

High criminal court

17.05.2022

2018/57

İstanbul

High criminal court

18.05.2022

2019/300

İstanbul

Criminal court of first
instance
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18.05.2022

2022/137

İstanbul

Criminal court of first
instance

18.05.2022

2022/12

İstanbul

High criminal court

20.05.2022

2015/294

Batman

High criminal court

Antalya

Criminal court of first
instance

İstanbul

Criminal court of first
instance

24.05.2022
24.05.2022

2021/340
2021/273

24.05.2022

2021/242

İstanbul

Criminal court of first
instance

24.05.2022

2021/298

Diyarbakır

High criminal court

24.05.2022

2022/85

İstanbul

High criminal court

26.05.2022

2016/34

Diyarbakır

High criminal court

26.05.2022

2020/205

İstanbul

Criminal court of first
instance

26.05.2022

2022/62

Batman

High criminal court

26.05.2022

2018/185

İstanbul

High criminal court

26.05.2022

2020/174

İstanbul

High criminal court

26.05.2022

2022/145

Van

Criminal court of first
instance

27.05.2022

2022/48

Ankara

High criminal court

30.05.2022

2018/136

Diyarbakır

High criminal court

31.05.2022

2019/442

İstanbul

Criminal court of first
instance

2021/540

Diyarbakır

Criminal court of first
instance

31.05.2022

2021/779

Van
(Muradiye)

Criminal court of first
instance

31.05.2022

2016/85

İstanbul

High criminal court

31.05.2022
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