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“Who’s Guilty?” Project was designed in order to 
make visible all the violence and discrimination 
a woman experiences from her infancy to her 
adulthood as well as reveal its perpetrators. 
Think about a girl;
Even before she is born, she starts to face disc-
rimination as soon as her gender is identified.      
After she is born, she is deprived of majority of 
her rights. 
She is discriminated against her brother.           
Her life is surrounded by shame and taboos. 
Sometimes, she cannot exercise her right to 
education,
Sometimes, she is married off at an early age 
when she is a child. 
Sometimes, she is forced to be the wife of a man 
whom she never knows or knows but does not 
love. 
She is subjected to every form of violence. 
Then, one day something happens. It is either an 
incident of violence that she cannot bear any-
more or an incident of murder that takes away 
her life. 
If she survives and can find the courage, she fi-
les a lawsuit to claim her rights.

If she loses her life, either a relative or the public 
prosecutor files the lawsuit. 

Most probably, all her past will be ignored and she 
will be humiliated over that case because she is a 
woman and yet she will try to seek her rights. 

As if the history behind this case is non-exis-
tent…

Therefore, we wanted to ask;

Expected Outcomes
 
With the fieldwork planned within the scope of 
the project, it would be ensured that the target 
group became aware of and sensitive to gender-
based violence and discrimination; the conditi-
ons and needs of refugees would be identified 
and the support they need would be provided.
During the fieldwork and neighborhood mee-
tings, awareness and sensitivity about child-
ren’s rights would be raised. 
With the awareness and sensitivity generated 
among public, cooperation with state institu-
tions and organizations would be established 
and all the aspects of the incidents of violence 
known by the public would be handled and for 
each case investigated, “Who’s Guilty?” reports 
would be written. 
In this way;
The awareness and sensitivity created would 
increase women’s potential to struggle against 
violence and discrimination they experience, 
Women would start changing their confined        
lives and benefiting their legal and social rights 
as well as opportunities, 
Identifying the Invisible perpetrators of each 
case would be attempted.

Target Group of “Who’s Guilty?” Project

23.000 women in total to be interviewed face-
to-face in 23 provinces of Eastern and Southe-
astern Anatolia regions (in the disadvantaged 
and confined neighborhoods formed through 
migrations, including LGBTI individuals)
6.000 women participating in neighborhood me-
etings conducted after face-to-face interviews 
(meetings held in the neighborhoods these women 
reside)
1.000 women seeking help to end violence and 
would be monitored during the supporting phase
500 public institutions of cooperation (relevant 
institutions women need the support of)
100 case files to be monitored and reported in 
detail.

SUMMARY OF “WHO’S 
GUILTY?” PROJECT

Who is guilty? 

Family? 

State? 

Society? All of us? Each of us? 



7

Some of the findings obtained from the case fi-
les reviewed are indicated below: 

KAMER planned to examine 100 legal cases 
with “Who’s Guilty?” Project. 102 legal cases 
from provinces of Eastern and Southeastern 
Anatolia region where KAMER centers are orga-
nized and 6 from western provinces of Turkey, 
108 in total have been reviewed.
Among these legal cases, there were more than 
one criminal case or civil case that belong to a 
single woman victim as well as both a criminal 
case and a civil case that belong to a single wo-
man. 
Of 108 legal cases, 60 were criminal cases, 48 
were civil cases such as divorce, alimony, pre-
ventive and protective cautionary decisions. 
Of the criminal cases, 13 were femicide cases, 1 
were complete (but imperfect) attempt to kill, 2 
were forced suicide, 6 were child abuse, 3 were 
rape cases. The remaining were cases of injury, 
threatening with death and replevin. 
It was determined that, of women whose legal 
cases were reviewed, 17 were illiterate and were 
never schooled,
5 could not speak any Turkish,
20 were married off at an early age.
Only 7 women were employed.
It was observed that in 3 legal cases, women’s 
inheritance rights were violated.
The victims of 10 cases were children. Besides, 
in two cases, there were children among the 
perpetrators. 3 children in total were out on trial 
as perpetrators.
Only 6 of the cases were filed with a demand for 
judicial assistance.
In 6 of the femicide cases, the murder was co-
vered as suicide, and in 3 cases, women were 
forced into suicide.
In 11 of the femicide cases, it was determined 
that women filed complaints with the police sta-
tion more than once because of violence they 
were subjected to.
3 of the cases were related to marital rape.  

AN OVERVIEW OF THE 
FINDINGS OF THE PROJECT

Good conduct time allowance was granted in all 
criminal cases except for 6.
In 10 cases, Ministry of Family and Social Polici-
es was involved via its attorneys.
Only 1 of 10 protective and preventive cautio-
nary decisions was given in accordance with the 
characteristics of the incident. Once again, only 
one case was monitored.
It has been observed that Law No. 6284 on Pre-
vention of Violence is only implemented when 
protective and preventive  cautionary decisions 
need to be taken. Istanbul Convention was not 
refered in any of the cases.

To describe “Who’s Guilty?” Project to women 
and win their trust to confidently give their ca-
ses was possible through household visits.
Household visits were conducted in 22 provin-
ces of Eastern and Southeastern Anatolia Regi-
ons. Due to security reasons, it was not possible 
to conduct work in Kilis.

In 22 provinces, face-to-face interviews were 
held with 22.864 women. In these interviews, 
both women’s profiles and needs were estab-
lished and they were encouraged to become 
aware of violence in their lives as well as take 
action for receiving support against violence 
when needed.
We got together with 4.163 women who were 
interviewed in household visits in 138 neighbor-
hood meetings.
1.500 of these women formally applied to 
KAMER centers about violence they experience.
726 of 1.500 applicants started to receive sup-
port to free themselves from violence. These 
processes of receiving help against violence 
were monitored.
504 government bodies and public institutions 
were visited and cooperated in order to provide 
support for women.
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Findings 

91 percent of 22.864 women in total believe 
that women are victims of violence. However, 
a majority of women do not take action aga-
inst violence for a variety of reasons, primarily 
fear, helplessness, language barriers and not 
knowing what to do.
Although figures indicate that 40 percent of 
women on average fall victim to various forms 
of violence in Turkey, we observe that the real 
percentage is around 50 due to hidden cases of 
violence
Poverty is an important factor that renders vio-
lence against women and children invisible. Many 
women acknowledge the fact that they experien-
ce violence, but trivialise it, saying “yes, but it can’t 
be my priority when I can’t even feed my children”.
Children are the invisible victims of the violence 
targeting women. The number of children per 
household is 4 on the average, meaning that the 
violence against the mother is experienced by 
her four children as well. They are beaten, pu-
nished and flee together with their mothers.
Even if we take into account the cases where 
no physicial violence is exerted, the traditional 
education system for children is inherently cha-
racterised by violence. To say the least, children 
are treated as an accessory of the family.
Very regrettably the fact that violence target-
ting children is a product of the “gender roles” 
internalised by the society is not adequately 
acknowledged in Turkey.
As the reviewed legal cases clearly reveal, wo-
men start life way behind men even from their 
conception. Giving birth to a girl, not being able 
to give birth to a boy or not being able to con-
ceive a baby is always seen as women’s fault. 
Women suffer the consequences of this “fault” 
through violations of the their basic rights, by 
being discriminated, tortured, exposed to vio-
lence, not being schooled, forced to early mar-
riage usually with someone they do not know 
and love.          

FINDINGS AND 
SUGGESTIONS

Women’s status and victimization do not chan-
ge even if the places they live in are different. 
Because of the prejudices, customs and traditi-
ons that are based on the conceptions that wo-
men are inferior to men, that men and women 
have traditional gender roles, women continue 
to live being drifted from one violent environ-
ment to another.
As understood from the cases, the existing judi-
cial system with all its phases is far from being 
restorative and constructive as well as trans-
formative and rehabilitative. In judicial proces-
ses, the victim’s human rights are not protected 
and effective investigations are not carried out. 
Even if the laws change, this judicial practice and 
discriminatory mindset do not change parallel 
to the legal reforms introduced. Femicides oc-
cur as the final and inevitable step of a series of 
discriminatory practices.
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Suggestions

Combating violence against women that 
has become a vicious cycle is only possible 
through nation-wide implementation of inclusi-
onary, coordinated and holistic policies prepared 
with a gender perspective covering all the phases 
of the process.  Such inclusionary, coordinated 
and holistic policies can merely be implemented 
by the State. Placing victim’s rights at the cen-
ter of all preventive measures and ensuring the 
implementation of all these policies together with 
an effective cooperation with all relevant govern-
ment bodies, institutions and women’s organiza-
tions is under the authority and responsibility of 
the State.  
In order to make the effects of all forms of violen-
ce on children understood, the State should start 
educational campaigns and programs to generate 
sensitivity and awareness in all sections of the 
society in this respect. At every stage of the offi-
cial curriculum and education process, the issues 
of gender equality, gender roles, mutual respect, 
nonviolent conflict resolution should be included 
in the teaching materials. Inclusive policies should 
be developed in order to ensure girls exercise 
their educational rights. Women’s rights should 
be presented to women as accessible and in-
telligible information and training of the experts 
should be emphasized.
Media should avoid using sexist language; all the 
printed and visual materials should be prepared 
considering gender equality. They should provide 
the necessary basis for ensuring such an appro-
ach.
The cooperation among non-governmental orga-
nizations (NGOs), particularly women’s organiza-
tions and bar associations should be established 
regarding women’s protection from violence, re-
moving the obstacles to women’s right to access 
justice and conducting effective investigation and 
prosecution.
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OVERVIEW 
OF THE CASES

Within the scope of “Who’s Guilty?” Project, 108 
legal cases submitted to the court have been 
reviewed and meetings were conducted in 18 
provinces.

The cases have been selected by KAMER cen-
ters working in the field; all the civil and criminal 
cases submitted have been examined without 
exception.

In the meetings held in the provinces, public of-
ficials, representatives of local NGOs, women 
and lawyers from bar associations have been 
consulted. 

In these interviews conducted in the form of 
a conversation, the answers to the following 
questions were sought: Why violence against 
women cannot be prevented despite the recent 
law amendments made? How do the judicial 
authorities interpret the relevant laws? What 
kind of difficulties is experienced during the 
implementation? How does the process follow 
and what are the results? How are the problems 
of accessing justice as well as problems faced 
at the local level are handled? Why the targeted 
outcomes of Law No. 6284 on the Protection of 
Family and Prevention of Violence Against Wo-
men and Istanbul Convention are not reached?

The question, “Who ‘s Guilty?” was asked. 
The case files were examined by taking into con-
sideration the social, economic, and educational 
status of women and their families; women’s 
status within the family; if married, whether the 
marriage took place on women’s free will; the 
marriage age; briefly, the whole process women 
went through from birth until she became the 
subject or a party to the case. Such informati-
on was provided by KAMER team working in the 
provinces.

The case files were examined under these 
headings: access to justice, the processes of            

seeking justice and obtaining information on 
legal regulations, how law enforcement and ju-
diciaries interpret violence against women and 
the process of seeking justice and how they 
implement the laws, co-operation problems, 
the attitude of public institutions involved in the 
process, effective investigation, duty of care, 
language barriers.

The incidents of the lawsuits and evaluation of 
each case are handled separately and they are 
included in the section titled “Information and 
Evaluation of the Reviewed Cases”.  Victim wo-
men’s real names are changed. In case of mul-
tiple files belonging to the same woman, these 
multiple files are examined under the same hea-
ding in order to evaluate the process holistically. 

RESULTS

1. 108 cases in total, one sexual abuse case of 
a male child and the other cases belonging to 
60 women, have been examined.  Among the-
se legal cases, there are more than one criminal 
case or civil case that belong to a single woman 
victim as well as both a criminal case and a civil 
case that belong to a single woman.

2. Of 108 legal cases, 60 are criminal cases and 
48 are civil cases such as divorce and alimony as 
well as cases related to preventive and protecti-
ve cautionary decisions. 

3. Of the criminal cases, 13 are femicide, 1 is 
complete (but imperfect) attempt to kill, 2 are 
forced suicide, 6 are child abuse, and 3 are rape 
cases. The remaining are cases of injury, threa-
tening with death and replevin.

4. Of the civil cases, 25 are divorce cases, 10 are 
related to preventive and protective cautionary 
decisions. The remaining are lawsuits for ali-
mony, guardianship, and inheritance.  
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5. It has been observed that 17 women whose 
cases have been examined, have never been 
schooled and are illiterate. Research over the 
cases indicates that women who were vic-
tims of unequal and discriminatory practices 
throughout their lives have been depri-
ved of their most basic rights and they have 
normalized this situation. 
The content of the cases as well as the external 
information gathered about women subjects of 
these cases reveal that some women were ne-
ver schooled whereas a majority of them had to 
drop out of school even before they graduated 
primary school and were forced into early mar-
riage. It has also been observed that families 
discriminate between female children and male 
children on using their educational rights where 
male children are schooled while female children 
are not able to exercise their right to education. 
Families that treat female children unequally 
and subject them to discrimination also deprive 
them of their right to education.

6. 5 of these women cannot speak Turkish at all.
Majority of women are illiterate, besides many 
cannot speak a secondary language except from 
their mother tongue, Kurdish or Arabic. It is also 
a fact that many women who are assumed to 
speak a secondary language cannot express 
themselves clearly enough in another langua-
ge. In cases where such language barriers take 
place, ushers or officers with no expertise that 
are accidentally there and assumed to speak 
Kurdish or Arabic are asked for translation ins-
tead of professional interpreters. There are no 
independent and competent interpreters, thus 
women cannot express themselves.

7. It was revealed that 20 of these women were 
married off at an early age. 
It is observed that women were married off at 
an early age and majority of these were forced 
marriages. 
One third of women whose case files were ac-
cepted without considering their age within the 
scope of the project are wedded before they 
were 18 years old. In some of these marriages, 
the marriage age fell to 12 or 13. It has also been 
observed that female children are sold for a bri-

de price, are subjects of exchanges between fa-
milies. Despite being children and not physically 
and psychologically ready, they are expected to 
give birth and become mothers.
It is also seen that these marriages cause per-
manent diseases as well as premature birth 
especially among young female children who-
se rights are collectively violated. Most of early 
marriages result in these children’s death as in 
the cases of M.M., K.E., S.P., E.B., H.R. and M.K. 

Child abuse is recognized as an offence under 
the penal code and severe punishment is impo-
sed. However, because rehabilitative measures 
and constructive mechanisms cannot be for-
med, as the case of K.E. strikingly demonstra-
tes, the judicial executive in person permitted 
the continuation of this crime. The prosecutor, 
on the one hand, initiated a prosecution of the 
offense, on the other, sent the suffering female 
child back to the perpetrator since there are no 
essential supportive mechanisms provided for 
this and similar cases. The rehabilitative mea-
sures that cover children’s treatment, develop-
ment, education and recovery were not taken.  
What should be done in case of a pregnancy of 
the victim was not considered and only the pu-
nishment of the offence was increased

This grim reality has been an item on the agen-
da of meetings held in the provinces and it 
appeared that this example was in fact a very 
common practice rather than being an excepti-
on. The lawyers we interviewed expressed that 
this situation is a result of cultural and traditio-
nal practices and it will take time to struggle this 
reality specific to this region. A doctor from a 
medical institution mentioned that they frequ-
ently encounter such incidents, yet since they 
think that there is no solution to the problem 
and, basically, there is nothing else to do, they 
do not report the incident to judicial authorities.

These are examples of how considering the 
problem solely in terms of punishment instead 
of addressing it with all its dimensions leads to 
an impasse as well as how the judicial authoriti-
es in person allow the continuation of the crime. 
It is clear that the recent attempt for the legisla-



12

tive regulation known as “rape law” in the public 
that caused rightful reactions will complicate 
things ensuring the continuation of the problem 
rather than solving it. 

Besides, it is obvious that a great number of 
marriages such as bride exchange, betrothal in 
the cradle, bride price marriage, blood money 
marriage, marriage with a relative and marria-
ge due to economic reasons are based on co-
ercion and maintained under coercion. It is also 
observed that these children non-consensually 
married to men they have never met before ex-
perience violence, sometimes resulting in death 
and suicide, and live in a deep misery that haunt 
them throughout their lives.  Lawsuits were filed 
against mothers and fathers, mother-in-laws 
and father-in-laws of female children wedded 
off at an early age as the abettors of the of-
fence. On the grounds that women are believed 
not to have a voice about marriage, mothers 
and mother-in-laws were acquitted. The imams 
were sought, yet the identity of the imams who 
performed the religious marriage ceremony 
was not attained since a proper investigation 
was not carried out in any of the cases.

It is also observed that women and female child-
ren whose right to marriage based on free and 
full consent by choosing one’s partner is violated 
do not any have chance to say “no” to these mar-
riages. Turkey, as a signatory country of Istanbul 
Convention, is under the obligation of accepting 
forced marriage as an offence and yet, this obli-
gation is still not fulfilled. 

When the question “who is guilty of this pro-
cess?” is asked, it is obvious that families wed-
ding their female children at an early age, imams 
performing religious marriage ceremonies des-
pite knowing she is a child, society with its tradi-
tional prejudices that normalize child abuse, all 
the agents of judicial process including experts, 
police force, lawyers are collectively guilty of 
this crime. 

8. Only 7 of these women are employed. 
One third of women have been deprived of 
their right to education and their physical and    

psychological development is hindered through 
early marriage and at the same time, women 
are made dependent upon their husbands eco-
nomically.  

It is observed that, except for a few examples 
as these 7 women, women are not employed 
and do not have an income of their own, for that 
reason, they do not prefer divorce and continue 
to stay in violent homes despite extreme forms 
of violence that are exposed to. It is monitored 
that one of these 7 women filed a divorce case 
with the help of KAMER as soon as she earned a 
monthly income of only 100 TL. Another woman 
working professionally at KAMER benefited le-
gal aid and filed for divorce and custody.  Even 
these two examples reveal the importance of 
women’s economic empowerment as well as 
the significance of learning their rights. 

9. 4 of the cases are related to custody rights.  
It is observed that women who are not consi-
dered as the subject of any right are also dep-
rived of custody rights of their children. When 
the husband dies, woman has to stay with the 
husband’s family with her children. As a matter 
of fact, as seen in cases of M.M, H.D. and S.A., 
children are adopted by the brother or father of 
the deceased husband. In this way, women are 
deprived of any right and authority over their 
children and women’s custody rights are ta-
ken away from them. In addition to these, it is 
also seen that women’s custody rights are not 
only violated by society, men and their fami-
lies but also ignored by the judicial executives. 

10. In 3 of the cases, it is observed that wo-
men’s right to inheritance was violated. 
In cases of A.Ç., F.D. and S.Ö. it has been observed 
that women are deprived of their right to inheri-
tance. Male members of the family inflict torture 
and exert violence and oppression over women 
not to exercise their legal rights despite women 
being legal inheritors. Women are murdered by 
their brothers who cannot get what they want 
or are forced into suicide by other male inheri-
tors. Although this rate seems to be lower than 
results of household visits KAMER carried out, 
it is compatible with the findings of these visits.  
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According to the results of household visits, 
while only 37 percent of women can have a 
share in inheritance, 58 percent cannot have 
a share in inheritance at all. 5 percent do not 
know whether or not they can get any share in 
inheritance. During household visits, it was ob-
served that when women were asked questions 
about inheritance, they first looked around and 
answered the question when they were sure 
that none of the family members would hear 
their answer. This result not only indicates the 
normalization of violation of women’s right 
to inheritance but also is a clear indicator that 
women cannot claim their right to inheritance.

11. The victims of 10 cases are children.
Women who were victims of early marriage are 
not included in this number; only those who are 
not of full age at the time of trial are taken into 
consideration. 

12. In two of the cases, children are among the 
perpetrators and 3 children in total are tried as 
perpetrators. 
Except for one of the child victims or perpetra-
tors, neither the trauma these children suffe-
red is taken into consideration, nor restorative 
and rehabilitative measures are taken. Only in 
a single case, the prosecutor directed the rape 
victim female child to the medical institution 
for treatment, yet this treatment was not given 
since the cautionary judgment was not pursued.

13. Only 6 of the cases were filed with a de-
mand for judicial assistance.
It has been detected that despite the impor-
tance of benefiting judicial assistance in acces-
sing justice, only six women demanded legal aid 
that is limited to civil cases such as divorce or 
alimony.  In the meetings held in the provinces, 
lawyers and women were asked why the rate 
of benefiting judicial assistance was so low and 
the following results were obtained:

 a) Since women’s rights are not presented 
to women as intelligible and accessible informa-
tion, women do not know about legal aid that 
provide lawyers and other services free of char-
ge.  These women cannot read basic documents 

since they are illiterate. What’s more, in addition 
to the failure to present intelligible information 
to these women about their rights, there are no 
mechanisms that can lead them to such infor-
mation without facing any obstacles. Besides, it 
has been observed that there are no regulations 
that consider the language problems of Kurdish 
and Syrian women whose mother tongue is not 
Turkish.
  
 b) Majority of women who are informed 
about their rights cannot leave their homes to 
reach legal aid offices of bar associations. It is 
seen that these women requested legal aid 
lawyers to come to places they reside on the 
phone. We have been told that since women are 
obliged to apply to bar associations in person, 
a great number of women cannot benefit from 
this service. Those who could reach bar associa-
tions are asked to bring documents such as po-
verty certificate, residence permit issued by lo-
cal authorities, therefore, these women usually 
give up their demands and return their homes. 
It is also observed that lawyers working in bar 
associations do not fulfill their obligation of no-
tification about women who reach them on the 
phone for legal aid. These women are deprived 
of their right to legal protection and accessing 
justice. 

 c) Women whose mother tongue is not Tur-
kish and who cannot speak a secondary langu-
age except for their mother tongue hardly ever 
apply to bar associations for legal aid

 d) The experiences resulting from unjust 
suffering and lack of confidence in judicial sys-
tem as well as the complicated and slow pro-
cedures of legal processes reduce the rate of 
benefiting legal aid services. 

14. In 16 of the cases, women’s rights to life 
were violated. In 15 case files, the ones who 
were murdered or forced into suicide were wo-
men. Only in 1 case, male perpetrator of vio-
lence was killed. 
The range of perpetrators in the murder ca-
ses is as follows: in five of the cases, the per-
petrator was the husband; in one case fat-
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her-in-law and mother-in-law together with 
the husband; in one case brother; in one case 
ex-husband; in one case acquainted men; in 
one case uncle, uncle-in-law and male cou-
sins; in one case father and grandfather; in one 
case father-in-law; in one case mother-in-law. 
In case of attempted murder, the perpetrator 
was the husband. 

In both cases of forced suicide, perpetrators 
were male relatives. 

In sexual abuse cases; the perpetrators were 
husband, mother, father, mother-in-law and 
father-in-law in one case; in three cases, they 
were male relatives; in one case, it was elder 
brother, in one case it was acquainted men.

In rape cases, a village guard in one case, a public 
officer in one case, husband in one case were the 
perpetrators. 

15. In 6 femicide cases, murder was covered 
as suicide; in 3 cases, women were forced into 
suicide. 
It has been observed that when women and 
girls, who are expected to obey unconditional-
ly to the norms of patriarchal gender roles and 
are confined in its borders, slightly deviate from 
these norms, this disobedience results in opp-
ression, torture and even murder. 
It appeared that although recent legal reforms 
were introduced which annulled sentence redu-
ctions in killings in the name of “honor”, “honor 
killings” still continue; however, this time, the 
killings occur in the form of forced suicides or 
covering murders as suicide.  

Notions such as “chastity” and “honor”, which 
are hard to define and strictly belong to person 
himself/herself, surface as generally accepted 
value judgments of families and relatives. As it 
is obviously seen in cases of F.D., H.D. and M.M., 
women are introduced as dishonoring their fa-
milies, and therefore must be punished; men, 
relatives and all family members collectively are 
introduced as people who are restoring their 
honor. Society perceives violence committed in 
name of “honor” not as a crime, but as a punish-

ment of the crime. Hence, other members of the 
family avoid testifying against the perpetrators 
of the crime. 

It is revealed that lives of divorced or wi-
dowed women are under control of male rela-
tives for the sake of protecting their “honor”. 
The neighbors and even the community they 
live in indirectly contribute to this controlling. 

No one has been convicted of forcing women 
into suicide and the perpetrators are left un-
punished. Courts are ruling the acquittal of the 
offender on the grounds of lacking positive 
evidence in cases of forced suicide. Looking for 
positive evidence in these cases contradicts the 
natural flow of life and social reality. Social re-
ality reveals itself as punishment of victim wo-
men instead of perpetrators when an offence is 
in question or when rumors spread; social rea-
lity is a woman being told either “to kill herself” 
or she will be killed by her family; as it is seen in 
the case of M.M., social reality is the execution 
of the punishment upon the decision of family 
council. 
 
16. In 11 of the femicide cases, it is observed 
that women filed complaint with police stati-
ons more than once because of violence they 
were exposed to. 
Although 11 murdered women filed complaints 
with the police stations many times as the only 
way they knew in order to stop violence, no ef-
fective protection orders were issued and these 
women’s route to death was simply overloo-
ked. In fact, all the actors of this process were 
accomplices in this murder.  Among murdered 
women, some filed complaints with police sta-
tion for 25 times, some for 13 and some for 
11 times. It is seen that women who asked for 
help from their families instead of police stati-
ons were sent back to those violent homes by 
their fathers as in the case of M.K. where she 
begged for help to save her from site of violence. 
Families, judicial and administrative authorities, 
health care professionals are all accomplices of 
these murders. Despite the existing legal arran-
gements ensuring women’s effective protection 
against violence, effective protective mecha-
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nisms are not put into effect since the problem 
of struggling against violence is not handled 
from women’s perspective. Judicial institutions 
do not carry out risk assessment in cases of vi-
olence against women. Coordinated protection 
and supportive measures are not taken when 
there is recurring violence or death risk.   

Law enforcement officers, prosecutors and ju-
dges approach to violence cases or violation 
of women’s rights as ordinary trials, therefore 
they implement the usual and formal decision 
making processes. They investigate the cases 
as if they are files to be closed not as files to 
be examined through victim’s point of view. And 
the closed cases are put into the archive. 

The issue is not handled from victim’s point of 
view and the precautionary decisions specific 
to the cases are not taken. As a result, in the 
following phases of the process, they have to 
handle these as murder cases. 

In these cases, it is obvious that the institutions, 
individuals and even judicial authorities that are 
supposed to be effective in preventing violen-
ce against women do not exercise due diligence 
and sensitivity towards these cases; besides, 
cooperation among institutions and govern-
mental bodies do not exist. It is clearly seen in 
the processes of these cases that femicides are 
the ultimate point a series of sexist practices 
reach. 

17. In 2 of murder cases, the perpetrators were 
acquitted. 
In one of the murder cases, the suspect was a 
special operations police officer. After the acqu-
ittal of the suspect, a femicide case was closed 
as unidentified murder. In the other case, effec-
tive investigation and prosecution were not car-
ried out; the evidence was examined not in favor 
of the victim’s rights but favoring the perpetra-
tor’s rights. The investigation and prosecution 
processes of these cases are not compatible 
with the principle of impartiality of the judicial 
authorities. In both cases, the law enforcement 
officers did not collect the evidence and judicial 
authorities did not carry out effective investi-

gation and prosecution. Despite both cases be-
ing femicides, the attorneys of the Ministry of 
Family and Social Policies did not pursue these 
legal cases. Besides, the judicial authorities did 
not report it to the Ministry of Family and Social 
Policies.

18. In 16 cases, which did not result in murder 
yet, women filed complaints about violence 
more than once. 
Women exposed to constant violence are dep-
rived of legal support and protection although 
they struggle to access justice many times. 
They are condemned to lead a life with physical 
and psychological scars of violence in addition 
to suffering from life-threatening wounds. One 
step ahead of such condemnation is murder. 

For instance, in cases where victim lodged 
complaints 25 times or 11 times against the 
perpetrator, all these complaints were handled 
as ordinary incidents and a formalistic legal pro-
cedure was followed. In some cases, although 
the perpetrator was identified as a “personality 
with a criminal tendency”, no rehabilitative and 
protective measures were taken and no risk as-
sessment was carried out.

The existing judicial system is far from being 
restorative, constructive, transformative and 
rehabilitative, covering all the phases of these 
cases. Instead of asking “why”, it focuses on 
“how” questions, and it is considered that fin-
ding a perpetrator and punishing him regardless 
of death risks will restore justice.  

It is evident that judicial authorities handle the 
issue from a patriarchal viewpoint and cannot 
get out of patriarchal mindset considering the-
ir tendency to underestimate the severity of 
violence, the reluctance to comprehend discri-
mination women are subjected to and even the 
tendency to normalize violence. This kind of an 
approach affects the capacity of dissuasiveness 
of legal regulations.

19. 3 of the cases are related to marital rape. 
In one of the complaints related to marital rape, 
complainant woman was murdered, and the 
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lawsuit was brought as a murder case and the 
victim’s allegations for marital rape before her 
death were ignored. In the other case, the court 
ruled the acquittal of the rapist husband “des-
pite the existing substantial doubt, thereunder 
the principle of presumption of innocence where 
if reasonable doubt remains, the accused is to 
be acquitted”.  

This decision is a striking example in terms of 
revealing judicial executives’ attitude towards 
the offenses of coerced sexual intercourse in 
marriage. Requiring proof as in ordinary cases 
in the crimes of sexual assault in marriage is a 
reflection of the mindset that perceives women 
not as the subjects of any rights but as objects 
possessed by men. Besides, in this case, there is 
enough evidence to punish the perpetrator. As is 
known, the difficulty of providing proof in such 
offences committed by the husband against the 
wife is greater than that in the cases of sexual 
offences in general. Specifically traditional pre-
judices aggravate this difficulty.

In sexual offences, requiring to provide general-
ly acknowledged evidence is above all against 
Istanbul Convention and Law No. 6284 on the 
Protection of Family and Preventing Violence 
Against Women. 

The other case is not concluded yet.

20. Good conduct time allowance was given in 
all criminal cases except for 6. 
Except for 6 criminal cases issued final decision, 
the punishment was reduced in all cases pursu-
ant to Article 62 of Turkish Penal Code. 

Article 62 of Turkish Penal Code provides reduc-
tion of the penalty in favor of the offender when 
there are grounds for discretionary mitigation. 
For instance, if the offender did not commit any 
offense in the past, and if the behavior of the of-
fender after the commission of the offense as-
sures that he will not commit an offense again, 
the judge can reduce the penalty to be imposed. 

In 27 criminal cases, more than one complaint 
were filed against the perpetrators of violence 

and each complaint became a subject matter in 
the trials, yet each was handled as a separate 
case and while delivering the judgment, good 
conduct time allowance was given. However, in 
the files of the cases, there are criminal records of 
the perpetrators. Besides, with the National Ju-
diciary Informatics System (UYAP), the previous 
criminal records of the suspects are accessible. 

In some of these rulings, the Court itself made 
the identification of perpetrator as a “perso-
nality with a criminal tendency”; nonetheless, 
the court applied the Article 62 of Turkish Penal 
Code known as “good conduct time allowance”. 
In this way, in the same decision, the perpet-
rator was both defined as a “personality with 
criminal tendency” and yet was granted good 
conduct time allowance as if he had no criminal 
record in the past and will not commit any of-
fence in the future. Even this situation is an indi-
cation of judicial authorities not carrying out risk 
assessment and required duty of care on issues 
of violence against women and protection of 
women. It is believed that the patriarchal mind-
set nurtured by gender stereotypes is effective 
in the interpretation and implementation of law. 

Sentence reduction for “unjust provocation” 
was issued more carefully after the decision of 
Court of Cassation General Assembly of Crimi-
nal Chambers except for the case of E.Ş., and yet 
good conduct time is given almost automatically. 
It is obvious that granting good conduct time 
that will clearly have no effect on the behaviors 
of the perpetrator instead of taking precautio-
nary measures such as treatment, education 
and rehabilitation of the perpetrator is not an 
effective method for struggling against violence. 
Besides, these decisions pave the way for new 
violence incidents. 

In one of the 6 cases with no good conduct time 
allowance, it is observed that the Court board 
was also affected by the monstrosity of met-
hods of the murder committed. The second is a 
sexual abuse case of a male child where more 
than one suspect is on trial. However, since this 
judgment is reversed by the Appeal Court, it is 
not concluded yet. These two rulings are two 
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positive examples of the application of Article 
62 of Turkish Penal Code. 

In a case where three suspects were on 
trial, the Court issued sentence reductions due 
to good conduct for two suspects, whereas it 
did not grant good conduct time to the other 
suspect. The reason the Court based its ruling 
on for good conduct time allowance was very 
striking. The suspect exhibited disrespectful 
behavior to the court board during the trial and 
kicked the desks at the hearing room. For that 
reason, the Court did not issue good conduct 
time allowance to the suspect. As this ruling 
clearly indicates, disrespectful behavior against 
women does not hinder the application of the 
Article 62 of Turkish Penal Code and yet if the 
suspect behaves disrespectfully towards the 
Court, he cannot receive sentence reduction. 

The common characteristic of the four ca-
ses the Court did not grant good conduct time 
is that, the demands of relevant units of bar 
associations and non-governmental organiza-
tions for intervening the case were admitted in 
addition to attorneys of Ministry of Family and 
Social Policies and they actively contributed to 
trials. This characteristic is extremely striking in 
revealing the importance and effectiveness of 
cooperation. They should be foregrounded as 
positive examples.  

21. In 10 cases, the Ministry of Family and So-
cial Policies was involved via its attorney. 
One of the cases in which the attorney of the 
Ministry of Family and Social Policies was invol-
ved was related to sexual abuse and the other 9 
cases were femicides. Attorneys of the Ministry 
of Family and Social Policies usually attended 
the second or third hearings of the cases with 
wide media coverage pursued by feminist or-
ganizations and it is observed that only two of 
these attorneys were actively involved in the 
hearings. In two of the involvements, the attor-
ney neither attended the hearings nor appealed 
the decision in the case where a public official 
was put on trial.  

22. In 6 cases, the perpetrators were govern-
ment officials.  
In these cases, the perpetrators were a special 
operations police officer, an employee of gen-
darmerie, a village guard, a public official or a 
security guard. Although the State, under such 
circumstances, should avoid being affiliated 
with violence and ensure that the state officials 
conducting the investigation act in accordance 
with duty of care they are entitled to, such legal 
obligation was not fulfilled. 

In one of the murder cases, the perpetrator was 
acquitted, and in the other case, during the pre-
liminary investigation, the case was attempted 
to be dismissed with a declaration of nolle pro-
sequi; however, with efforts of the persistent 
lawyer pursuing the case on behalf of murdered 
woman’s family, the lawsuit was filed and the 
perpetrator was punished. 

The Ministry of Family and Social Policies fol-
lowed only the sexual abuse case of these law-
suits, yet the perpetrator was acquitted. The 
attorney of the Ministry neither attended the 
hearings nor appealed the decision.  

However, it is vital that the State must pay ut-
most attention to the cases where government 
officials are tried and should take every possible 
measure for conducting an effective investiga-
tion including training of the officials, prosecu-
tors and judges investigating the case. The at-
torneys of Ministry of Family and Social Policies 
should attentively pursue such cases. 

Majority of lawyers we interviewed told that 
they were hesitant in pursuing the cases where 
perpetrators are government officials or coming 
from powerful families and in case they insist, 
they feel concerned about their lives. These 
lawyers also stated that such cases can be re-
solved through cooperation among bar asso-
ciations as well as lawyers from other regions 
pursuing these lawsuits can solve this problem. 
They pointed out that they can provide every 
possible support to lawyers from other bar as-
sociations, yet they do not want to come to the 
forefront and attend the hearings.  
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If the perpetrator of violence comes from a 
wealthy family, or is a member of a tribe or 
works in a governmental institution, this can 
seriously render the impartiality of the inves-
tigation and prosecution questionable. These 
cases were either finalized with acquittal of the 
perpetrator or handled in favor of the offenders 
and mitigating interpretations of the offense 
were delivered. The evidence was not collected. 

On the other hand, particularly the active in-
volvement of lawyers of Ministry of Family and 
Social Policies to these cases in addition to the 
training of the experts in terms of solving the 
problem and restructuring the judicial system ac-
cordingly will not only mean that the State avoids 
being affiliated with the offenses committed by 
its own officials but also contribute to conducting 
an effective investigation and a fair conclusion of 
the case. 

23. Only in one case, the demand of the bar 
association and a women’s organization to be 
involved in the case has been accepted. 
Particularly in femicide cases, the request of the 
bar associations and women’s organizations to 
get involved in the cases was accepted only in a 
single case and in other cases, this demand was 
rejected on the grounds of “not being directly 
affected by the crime”. Since violence against 
women is not perceived is a multi dimensional 
problem, cooperation with other occupational 
groups and civil society organizations was not 
carried out and their cooperation demands were 
rejected. The importance of cooperation with 
civil society, experts and particularly with wo-
men’s organizations and women commissions 
of bar associations, as well as the importance 
of benefiting from their experiences was clearly 
seen in the case of C.K.. The truth was revealed 
by the incredible efforts of lawyers working in 
the woman commission of bar association, by 
their outside collaboration with victim’s lawyers 
and with the report received from university 
whose fee was paid by the bar association.

24. It is observed that 11 of these women who 
were continuously exposed to violence filed 
alimony cases instead of divorce cases and did 

not prefer divorce. 
These cases reveal that economically disad-
vantaged women do not prefer divorce despite 
the physical and psychological violence they 
are exposed to. Poverty, lack of education and 
community’s prejudices affect women’s choices; 
thus, women with children do not generally pre-
fer divorce and suffice with alimony claims. It is 
seen that women who do not have an income 
and are not employed are confined within the 
boundaries of the site of violence and their vio-
lent relationship. 

25. Only one of the divorce cases was filed as 
an uncontested divorce. 
Except for one, the cases are contested divor-
ce cases. Only in one case, both parties agreed 
upon the issues of divorce, alimony, compen-
sation and custody and submitted the protocol 
they prepared to approval of the Court. 

26. Only in one of 10 cases with protective and 
preventive cautionary decisions, cautionary 
decisions were taken considering the particu-
larity of the case; once again only one of these 
cases was monitored. 
It has been observed that despite each case and 
its risks are different, routine printed cautionary 
decisions without considering the particularity 
of each case are implemented in every case 
except for one. Only in one file, it was decided 
that the drug addict perpetrator of violence 
should be treated upon the insistence of the 
lawyer, yet since this decision was not monito-
red, it was not put into practice. 

In addition to lack of cautionary decisions taken 
in accordance with the particularity of the case, 
in none of the cases, experts from other occu-
pational groups were involved in the process. 
There are significant problems in implementing 
and monitoring cautionary decisions. In two ca-
ses, it was observed that the cautionary decisi-
ons taken by the law enforcement were deemed 
invalid since they were not submitted to the 
Court for approval in its due time.  

The inspection and monitoring of the convicts 
are not carried out; therefore the decisions taken 
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are not implemented and women are attacked 
again. Only in one case, after tens of complaints 
filed and cautionary decisions breached, a wo-
man and her children were offered effective 
protection.  

It is observed that recently law enforcement, 
especially in the province of Batman, took ca-
utionary decisions pursuant to Law No. 6284 
and applied to Family Court for approval within 
its due time. And yet, these decisions were also 
routine printed cautionary decisions that were 
taken in regard to moving the perpetrator of 
violence from the shared dwelling or its vicinity 
and restricting the perpetrator’s approach to 
whereabouts of protected victim and her rela-
tives. 

It is revealed that the same cautionary 
decisions were taken in different cases with a 
holistic approach without considering the par-
ticularity of each case as well as the personality 
and behaviors of the perpetrator. This approach 
is far from paying attention to the specific needs 
of the victim and being human rights-centered. 
For instance, for the perpetrators committing 
violence recurrently due to their tendency to 
aggression and violating the preventive measu-
res many times, the same cautionary decisions 
were given and rehabilitative measures such as 
treatment, rehabilitation were not considered. 

There are no cautionary decisions taken in 
regard to ensuring the participation of the 
perpetrator of violence in training and reha-
bilitation programs aiming at behavioral and 
attitude change via raising awareness on the 
issues of anger control, coping with stress and 
prevention of violence. In cases of addiction 
to alcohol, drugs and stimulants or in cases of 
mental disturbance, no cautionary decisions 
regarding the examination and treatment of 
the perpetrator in a health center were taken 
except for a single case.  Cautionary measures 
are not taken pursuant to the aim of the law 
and regarding the particularity of each case. 

It also appears that women do not apply for 
cautionary decisions relevant to the particularity 

of their case. This situation is an indication of 
women lacking the necessary knowledge about 
their rights. 

The law enforcement personnel and lawyers 
we interviewed in the meetings held in the pro-
vinces explained that the cautionary decisions 
taken without considering the characteristics 
of the region cause problems; thus, they do not 
apply for or implement cautionary decisions for 
removal of the perpetrators from dwelling due 
to some concerns. They mentioned that the 
perpetrators issued a stayaway order feel hu-
miliated and insulted due to this decision and 
become more aggressive with the pressure 
coming from their community. They commented 
that the cautionary decisions are incompatible 
with the realities of the region and issuing stay-
away orders increases violence. Another result 
that came out of the case files examined and also 
was mentioned by the implementers of the deci-
sions is that women do not want to go to shelters. 

27. It is revealed that Law No. 6284 is only 
implemented when it comes to taking protec-
tive and preventive cautionary decisions and 
in none of the cases, there is any reference to 
Istanbul Convention. 
Law No. 6284 is a special regulation since it 
handles an important social problem. In the hie-
rarchy of norms, it is above all other laws. Istan-
bul Convention, on the other hand, involves the 
binding regulations pursuant to Law No. 6284. 
Both regulations require expert implementers 
since both involve punishment and legal norms. 
The structure of judicial system that does not 
allow specialization as well as ill-judged deci-
sions of appointments hinder the realization of 
the goals of these two regulations. 

The judges examine these files through their 
general knowledge on civil and family law. When 
the standard proof is not offered, they dismiss 
the cases and cautionary decisions, and rule an 
acquittal for the perpetrators. 
 
28. Not fulfilling the obligation of notification 
occurs as an important problem. 
It is seen that cases of domestic violence are not 
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reported to the authorities due to being con-
sidered as a private matter, and only if a case 
of murder or an incident on the brink of death 
resulting from torture occurs, unnamed notifi-
cations are given. 

It also appears that on the part of the ex-
perts, there are significant problems related to 
notifying the authorities. Besides, many experts 
do not even report violence incidents due to pre-
judices prevalent in the region despite the risks of 
occurrence of further violent acts. 

However, in the murder case of M.K., it is revea-
led that law enforcement, administrative chief 
and the prosecutor did not take action despite 
notification. A public official reported to police 
and gendarmerie that M.K. is about to die, and 
yet the officials in these institutions did not in-
tervene in on the grounds that prosecutor held 
the authority although they had legal power 
to do so. The prosecutor could not be reached 
throughout the day despite all the attempts, 
thereupon the public official applied to admi-
nistrative chief in person and yet she/he could 
not get any results. The prosecutor was finally 
reached and did not intervene in on the grounds 
of this being an offence prosecuted on comp-
laint. In response to this, the public official 
called the newspapers and informed them 
about the incident and after the case had me-
dia coverage, the prosecutor took action.

WHO’S 
GUILTY?
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INFORMATION AND EVALUATION
ON THE CASES REVIEWED

1. A.B.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
A.B. was married off to N.A. at the age of 14 
with a religious ceremony and had one child 
named Ü.H.A. in this marriage. During her mar-
riage, A.B. was continuously subjected to vi-
olence by N.A., assaulted with a knife, insulted 
and threatened with death. When A.B. left the 
house and took shelter in her family, N.A threa-
tened to kill her, her brothers and parents saying, 
“I will kill you and your parents will suffer the grief 
of losing a child”.  In the last incident, on Febru-
ary 28, 2015, N.A. battered A.B., walked up to 
her with a knife he was carrying. A.B. escaped 
as her brother-in-law intervened in. When they 
were alone, N.A. got her on the ground by pul-
ling her hair, stepped on her feet to prevent her 
from escaping, and poured boiling water from 
the teapot on the stove on her face and arms, 
burnt her leaving life-threatening scars on her 
body and serious scars on her face. N.A. did not 
let her to go to the kitchen and pour some cold 
water on herself for a long time although she 
begged for it. When she was taken to hospi-
tal, A.B. filed a complaint and opened a lawsuit 
against N.A. A.B. and her family filed an appli-
cation with the police 11 times in total before 
this incident. In two of these applications, nolle 
prosequi declarations were made and in the ot-
hers, criminal prosecutions were initiated. In the 
last violence incident, N.A. fled with their child in 
common and continued to threaten A.B. and her 
brothers with death to withdraw this compla-
int as in the other incidents. Despite numerous 
applications, neither judicial nor administrative 
authorities took action for preventing violence 
against A.B. or protecting A.B. from violence. 
Barely almost one month after the last violence 
incident, Ağrı Provincial Directorate of Security 
took a cautionary decision pursuant to Article 
5 of Law No. 6284 and submitted it to Family 
Court for approval. It is observed that it was a 
routine cautionary decision issued in each case. 

EVALUATION
1. A.B. is a victim of a discriminatory and preju-
diced mindset that does not perceive woman as 
an individual.  Women are grown up in families 
and communities where gender discrimination 
is normalized and they are deprived of even pri-
mary education. By wedding women at an early 
age, not only their physical and psychological 
development is hindered but they are made 
economically dependent on the person they 
married as well.  
2. Continuously exposed to violence, A.B. did not 
receive legal support and protection despite her 
futile efforts to access justice and this ignoran-
ce caused her suffering from life threatening in-
juries. She is bound to carry the deep scars bur-
ned by boiling water on her body and on her face 
throughout her life. One step further than this is 
murder. As understood from case files, A.B. filed 
complaints to judicial authorities against N.A. 11 
times and yet all these complaints were handled 
as ordinary incidents and routine mechanisms 
of justice were put into effect. In this case, it is 
obvious that judicial authorities approached to 
the issue with a patriarchal viewpoint. It is also 
clear that they either do not know the aim of the 
law or do not exercise due care.  
3. A.B. did not receive legal aid in any of her app-
lications. In the lawsuits filed, no lawyers rep-
resented A.B., yet N.A. benefitted legal aid and 
attended the hearings with his lawyer. We think 
that this is due to economic reasons. Economi-
cally disempowered A.B. could not exercise her 
right to access justice and legal aid services. 
4. During the investigations carried out and law-
suits filed upon A.B.’s applications, although the 
Law No. 6284 and Istanbul Convention were in 
effect, the provisions of this law and conven-
tion were ignored and no cautionary measure 
was taken considering the particularity of the 
case except for the last one of 11 applications. 
This situation can be considered as woman not 
knowing her rights as well as law enforcement 
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and judicial authorities not knowing the laws or 
not exercising due care.  
5. In all cases issued final decision, the article 62 
of Turkish Penal Code prescribing reduction of 
penalty in favor of N.A. is applied. Implementa-
tion of article 62 of Turkish Penal Code in all ca-
ses of violence against women and particularly 
in this case poses a problem in itself. Article 62 
of Turkish Penal Code provides a discretionary 
mitigation in favor of the perpetrator and defi-
nes the grounds for this reduction. For instance, 
if the offender did not commit any offense in the 
past, and if the behavior of the offender after 
the commission of the offense assures that he 
will not commit an offense again, the judge can 
reduce the penalty to be imposed. In all case fi-
les, that N.A. has tendency to violence and an 
aggressive personality can be understood eit-
her from file content or from his criminal record. 
In fact, in some of these decisions, the identi-
fication of his “personality with a criminal ten-
dency” was made by the Court itself; however, 
despite this fact, the article 62 known as good 
conduct time allowance was applied. In other 
words, in the same decision, the perpetrator 
was identified as a “personality with a criminal 
tendency” and yet the penalty to be imposed 
was also reduced as if the offender did not com-
mit any crime in the past and will not commit 
any offense again. Even this situation indicates 
that judicial executives do not handle the issue 
of prevention of violence and women’s protec-
tion sincerely and do not fulfill their duty of care. 
We think that the patriarchal mindset nurtured 
by stereotyped gender roles is effective in inter-
pretation and implementation of laws.

2. A.K.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
A.K. filed a divorces case to T.K. whom she mar-
ried in 2005 due to suffering from oppression 
and violence from him and his family. While this 
case continued, T.K. committed suicide. Althou-
gh the custody of their children S.R. and S.M. 
belongs to mother pursuant to Civil Law, after 
T.K.’s suicide, his father and brothers did not give 
the children to A.K. since they blamed her for 

his death. Each time A.K. attempted to get her 
children back, she was threatened with death by 
these people; therefore, she applied for a prote-
ction order.  A.K. applied to law enforcement and 
public prosecution office to get her children back 
many times, yet, none of her attempts were 
successful. She filed complaints against her fat-
her-in-law R. and brother-in-laws T.K. and Y.K. 
on the grounds that they kidnapped her children 
and threatened her with death. However, the 
prosecution gave a decision of non-prosecution 
due to lack of evidence regarding kidnapping of 
children and threats. A.K. applied to Batman Go-
vernorate and Provincial Directorate of Family 
and Social Policies with the decision of tempo-
rarily awarding the custody of her children to 
her until the case is concluded upon the social 
investigation report of Mersin 2. Family Court 
where the hearing of the divorce case takes 
place.  However, she still couldn’t get her child-
ren back.  In these applications, she informed 
the authorities that the brother-in-law who 
kidnapped the children uses drugs and does 
not send children to school although they ar-
rived at school age. Nevertheless, none of the 
legal authorities she applied took children’s 
development, health and their rights into con-
sideration.  The father-in-law filed a lawsuit in 
order to change custody of children to take the 
parental power from the mother and appo-
int the guardianship to himself when he reali-
zed that A.K. wouldn’t give up. In this case, the 
Court decided to appoint a guardian ad litem to 
the children and the guardian was A.K.’s fat-
her. Despite lack of any legal barriers, A.K. still 
could not get her children back due to threats.  

EVALUATION 
1. A.K. is a victim of a gendered practices as well 
as discriminatory and prejudiced mindset that 
does not perceive woman as an individual. Sin-
ce A.K. is a woman, she is seen as the subject 
of normalized victimization and is deprived of 
her rights. If in this case the subject of the in-
cident were a man instead of a woman, in ot-
her words if the deceased was A.K., he wouldn’t 
suffer from anything A.K. did. This is a result of 
a mindset that does not perceive women as the 
subject of their rights. 
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2. A.K.’s right to access justice was hindered 
although she applied to public prosecution of-
fice, as well as Provincial Directorate of Family 
and Social Policies in order to take her children. 
There are no mechanisms to guide and provide 
counseling services to A.K. who does not know 
her rights. She didn’t have a lawyer in any of her 
applications. 
3. The judicial authorities she applied did not 
conduct effective investigation and explicitly 
reached a verdict contrary to law. To exemplify, 
pursuant to article 336 of Civil Code, in case one 
of the spouses dies, the custody belongs to li-
ving partner. In this incident, because the divor-
ce did not take place yet, the custody belongs 
the mother. Judicial authorities must implement 
the law in the first place; however, they depri-
ved two children, one is 4 and the other is six 
years old, of motherly affection. They resorted 
to concluding the cases with a formalistic app-
roach. This obvious violation of laws can be exp-
lained by not considering the best interest of the 
children and not exercising due care, instead of 
not knowing the laws.  
4. Besides, when it comes to children, the most 
basic principle to consider is the best interest of 
the child. As per United Nations Convention on 
the Rights of the Child, Council of Europe on the 
Exercise of Children’s Rights and Juvenile Pro-
tection Law, acting in order to develop children 
physically, mentally, psychologically, morally 
and socially is necessary and this is as per the 
best interest of the child. In this case, this basic 
principle and legal regulations were violated.  

3. A.Ç.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
A.Ç. got married with a religious ceremony and 
after her husband died, she started to live with 
her father-in-law D. with her 4 children. F.A. is 
the brother of the deceased husband and since 
he doesn’t want to share the inheritance with 
A.Ç.. He is trying to prevent her from getting her 
share. Therefore, he first forced her to marry her 
with himself and when this did not take place, 
with the help of his relatives, he started to beat 
and threaten A. Ç. to leave the house. When all 

his attempts yield no results, F.A. developed 
grudge against her and started to spread the 
rumors that A.Ç. was in relationship with her 
distant relative H.A.. He set up a parallel pho-
ne line to the house where she lived with her 
father-in-law and wiretapped phones together 
with R., F. and S.A.. One day, these men stopped 
H.A. on his way claiming that he was going to 
meet with A. Ç., and injured him and tried to drag 
him to in front of A.Ç.’s dwelling. However, peop-
le in the vicinity intervened and took H.A. to the 
hospital. The suspects then went to A.Ç.’s dwel-
ling and exerted physical violence against A.Ç. 
and insulted her, blamed her with dishonesty 
and ignominy. They told her to commit suicide 
in order to restore her honor. The statements of 
suspects driving her to suicide and defamation 
against her were explicitly recorded by the law 
enforcement in an official report on April 24, 
2008 and the suspects signed the report.  The 
police officers that took the statements of the 
suspects justified their statements when they 
testified in the hearing as witnesses. As the in-
vestigation continued, A.Ç. committed suicide 
by hanging herself in the backyard of the house. 
According to forensic report, the incident is a su-
icide. The lawsuit was filed with the offenses of 
injury, defamation, driving suicide and violating 
the privacy of communication; however, in the 
Court decision, the perpetrators were acquitted 
on the grounds that there are no adequate and 
conclusive evidence to prove the offense of dri-
ving her to suicide and disturbing the victim can-
not constitute the elements of the imputed of-
fense. They were penalized for injury, defama-
tion and violation of privacy of communication.

EVALUATION 
1. A.Ç. case is the most solid evidence of how wo-
men’s lives are made miserable through prejudi-
ces, customs and traditions that perceive wo-
men as secondary to men with no equal rights.  
2. A.Ç. is a victim of normalized and naturalized 
traditions. She had to live with her father-in-law 
when her husband died because a woman who-
se husband is deceased does not have right to 
custody due to traditional prejudices and religi-
ous beliefs. As she is seen as a property of the 
husband, it is accepted that woman belongs to 
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her husband’s family. According to these rules, 
custody belongs to husband and when husband 
dies, it belongs to husband’s family. For that 
reason, A.Ç. could not leave her dwelling not to 
leave her children despite the violence, oppres-
sion and torment she suffered from her brot-
her-in-laws. 
3. Traditional prejudices also led to violation of 
A.Ç.’s right to inheritance. Therefore, her brot-
her-in-laws tried to throw her out of the house 
in order to prevent her from having a share in 
the inheritance and continuously oppressed her.  
4. Traditional prejudices, customs and traditions 
cost A.Ç.’s life. With pressure coming from the 
community she lived in, she preferred death. 
According to her social and cultural community, 
if a widow woman with children gets “a bad re-
putation” and rumors spread about her, this is 
seen as a matter of honor. If the woman does 
not commit suicide, then she is murdered upon 
the decision of family council. A.Ç. is forced into 
suicide thinking that she had no options left.   
5. However, in this case, the fact that A.Ç.  was 
driven and forced into suicide was explicitly sta-
ted in the official reports of the police as well 
as in the testimonies of the police officers in 
the hearings. And yet, the perpetrators were 
acquitted of the offence of driving into suicide 
provided in the article 84 of Turkish Penal Code. 
The perpetrators were only found guilty of in-
jury and violation of privacy of communication 
and were fined for these crimes.  This situation 
not only is an indication of lacking an effective 
investigation and prosecution in a case where 
a woman was deprived of her right to life but 
reveals the judicial executives’ approach to the 
issue as well.

4. A.Ş.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
A.Ş., lived in the Baykan district of the Siirt. She 
was forced to marry her uncle’s son at the age 
of 13 by her alcoholic father who continuous-
ly resorted to violence at home. This time, she 
was subjected to continuous violence by her 
husband and her father-in-law. Her nose got 
broken and they put out cigarettes on her arms. 

A.Ş. could not stand violence anymore, got di-
vorced and turned back to her father’s home. 
Meanwhile, she met the perpetrator H.H., an 
officer from Police Headquarters Special Ope-
rations Department. They held a wedding ce-
remony in Baykan so as to get married in the 
province of Mardin where H.H. was assigned to 
and started to live together. Before they left for 
Mardin, when they came to her father’s house, 
A.Ş.  had bruises on her face. A.Ş. told her sister 
that H.H. was very nervous and she did not want 
to go. Her mother also did not want to send her. 
Yet, the father made a scene at home, exerted 
violence towards A.Ş.’s mother and sisters, and 
insulted them. Thereupon,  A.Ş. had to leave 
for Mardin. Five days after she arrived Mardin, 
on June 10, 2013, she was shot to death in her 
chest with a gun belonging to H.H. The perpet-
rator H.H. claimed that the incident was a suici-
de. In fact, A.Ş. did not attempt to suicide despi-
te all the violence she suffered from before the 
incident and she did not know how to use a gun, 
on the contrary, she was afraid of even holding 
it. The second suspect L.D. worked as the door-
man of the flat A.Ş. and H.H. rented. H.H. pou-
red a large bottle of water over seriously injured 
A.Ş.’s body, meanwhile, the other suspect was 
with him. They carried A.Ş. to the store at the 
entrance of the apartment. A.Ş. died on the way. 
Both suspects tried to remove the traces of the 
incident, clean gunshot residue, fingerprints and 
traces of the struggle. In the site of murder, rub-
ber gloves with gunshot residue and A.Ş.’s blo-
odstain, A.Ş.’s broken cell phone, 2 bullets and 
an empty case were found. In the autopsy re-
port, bruises on A.Ş.’s face, lips and all over her 
body and an 8 cm cut on the left side of her bra 
were detected. In the report, it was written that 
the bullet entered left side of A.Ş.’s chest with 
a straight angle and left from lower left of her 
back. The criminal case filed against the suspe-
cts was concluded with their acquittal from at-
tempted murder. The case file was sent to Court 
of Cassation upon objection of A.Ş.’s family. 

EVALUATION 
1. A.Ş. was forced into marriage at an early age 
and as a result of this marriage, her educati-
on was interrupted. Early marriage is still very 
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common in Turkey and there are no legislations 
on forced marriage that consider it as a crime.
2. In this present incident, A.Ş. had been to three 
different households in three different dwel-
lings during her short life and yet she was the 
subject of violence wherever she went. Her right 
to a life without violence was violated in each 
dwelling and wherever she went, she had to live 
under dominance of men.
3. Due to prejudices, customs and traditions 
based on customary gender roles and the view 
that “women are the secondary sex”, A.Ş. was 
exhausted by being dragged from one violent 
household to another, and in the end, was mur-
dered by a man. 
4. Upon A.Ş.’s death, an investigation was la-
unched by Mardin Prosecution Office. However, 
during this investigation, the suspect H.H.’s gun 
was not seized, on the contrary, it was handed 
back to him. The broken cell phone was not 
examined and handed back to him, too. The 
prosecutor did not visit the crime scene, did 
not collect detailed physical evidence to reveal 
how the incident took place, sufficed with cri-
me scene investigation report written down by 
the police and did not issue a warrant for arrest 
of the suspects. In this way, H.H. not only put 
pressure on the witnesses but also threatened 
A.Ş.’s family. A.Ş.’s family’s lawyer requested for 
reexamination of the rubber glove found in the 
site of murder and the clothes of the suspects 
by the gendarmerie on the grounds that the po-
lice were one-sided. Yet, this investigation could 
only take place after a long time. Despite all 
these, gunshot residue was found on the rubber 
glove and on clothes of the suspects. 

Upon A.Ş.’s death, a lawsuit was filed in Mardin 
Assize Court, yet the court did not take A.Ş.’s 
family’s testimony, and did not view the site 
of murder.  Despite the insistent request of the 
lawyer, it did not receive a report from Forensic 
Medicine Institute. Although it was insistent-
ly mentioned that A.Ş. was left-handed, thus 
could not have shot herself over her left breast 
by using her left hand, even this situation was 
not investigated by the Court. H.H.’s phone cal-
ls were not investigated and not even a single 
question about suspicious situations such as 

why they poured a bottle of water was asked 
to the suspects. As a result, the court concluded 
the trial. In the court ruling, the suspects were 
acquitted of murder. The case is still at the Court 
of Cassation. 
As a result, despite the severity of the issue, an 
effective investigation was not carried out du-
ring investigation and trial stages, and the sus-
pects were acquitted despite all the evidence 
and suspicious situations.
5. The investigation conducted and the trial are 
far from being victim-centered. It is observed 
that patriarchal mindset nurtured by gendered 
stereotypes is effective in interpretation and 
implementation of law.  
6. The suspect H.H. is a police working for the 
State. In these kinds of incidents, the State must 
avoid being affiliated with violence and ensure 
that the state officials conducting the investi-
gation act accordingly.    
Besides, there is a general view in the public 
about Special Operations Officers working in 
the region regarding the issues of use of dispro-
portionate force, violation of human rights and 
being untried of offenses they committed. In 
this case, the State must act responsibly, take 
every possible measure for an effective inves-
tigation including the training of investigation 
officers, the prosecutors and judges, and the 
agencies of Ministry of Family and Social Polici-
es must monitor these cases carefully.  

5. B.A.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
The plaintiff B.A. got married to Ç.A. in 2002 
and they had a child named S. in this marria-
ge. Ç.A. was addicted to gambling and alcohol. 
Ç.A. acted irresponsibly towards his family and 
to the household, came home late, and perpet-
rated violence against B.A. and their child S.A., 
as well as insulted and swore at them. B.A. and 
S.A. applied to legal authorities many times 
about violence, insults and threats of Ç.A. Two 
of these applications became lawsuits and Ç.A. 
was penalized. B.A. filed a divorce case and wit-
hdrew it upon the insistence coming from family 
elders. After a while, B.A. filed a divorce case 
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again and got divorced. In the case file of the Fa-
mily Court which gave the ruling for divorce, the 
social worker reported that it is the best interest 
of the child S.A. to stay with her mother in terms 
of child’s development and psychology. In accor-
dance with this report, the child’s custody was 
given to the mother. 

EVALUATION 
1. B.A.’s case sets a symbolic example to wo-
men’s power overcoming multiple victimizati-
ons and escaping relatively from a disadvanta-
ged position. B.A. is a high school graduate and 
works in a women’s organization. That she was 
working in KAMER ensured a relative economic 
empowerment for her. In this way, she could le-
arn her rights and benefit a legal aid lawyer. This 
case shows the importance of women’s access 
to their educational rights, economic empower-
ment and knowing their rights. 
2. B.A.’s case is an exceptional example where 
a woman could overcome various obstacles in 
front of her and could exercise her right to ac-
cess justice. It is exemplary in showing the im-
portance of women’s organizations.

6. C.K.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
At the age of 17, C.K. started to work in a restau-
rant at nights as she continued her education. At 
the time of incident, after she finished her night 
shift, she went to a boat to meet N.D. whom she 
calls a brother. Meanwhile, the perpetrator M.P. 
is also at the boat. Her elder sister and her rela-
tives did not hear any news from her after that 
night, and started to look for her. As they could 
not find, they went to gendarmerie.  A couple 
of days after the incident, C.K.’s dead body was 
found in the sea. According to the autopsy re-
port issued by the Mugla Forensic Medicine Ins-
titute Branch Office, C.K. had bleedings related 
to head trauma as well as bruises around her 
mouth, throat and neck. These findings indica-
ted that C.K. was strangled either with hands 
or with a tie and then was thrown into the sea. 
Her cause of death was related to these two 
factors. There were also findings in her genital 

area indicating that she also had been sexually 
assaulted. Besides, it was found that her under-
wear was torn. C.K.’s clothes were found under a 
bridge. The arrested perpetrators N.D. and M.P. 
admitted that they were with C.K. on the night 
of the incident; they threw her clothes from 
the bridge and burned some of her belongings. 
However, they defended themselves by saying 
C.K. jumped into the sea despite not knowing 
how to swim, and disappeared in the water, and 
they pleaded that they did not have sexual in-
tercourse with her. A witness that shared the 
same room with the suspect M.P. testified that 
he saw marks like scratches on the suspect’s 
belly the day after the incident. Provincial Direc-
torate of Family and Social Policies, Muğla Bar 
Association and We Will Stop Femicide Platform 
requested to get involved in the case but it was 
rejected except for the involvement of Provin-
cial Directorate of Family and Social Policies. The 
case file was sent to Forensic Medicine Institu-
te. According to this report, cause of C.K.’s death 
was due to drowning. This report contradicts 
not only the autopsy report of Muğla Forensic 
Medicine Institute but other existing reports in 
the case file as well. Upon the objection of in-
tervening parties, the case file was sent to Fo-
rensic Medicine Institute General Assembly. The 
report of Forensic Medicine Institute General 
Assembly indicated that the cause of death was 
due to drowning. The Courts released the sus-
pects on the grounds of Forensic Medicine Insti-
tute’s report. The report Muğla Bar Association 
Commission of Women and Children’s Rights 
received from Suleyman Demirel University 
Research and Application Hospital Department 
of Forensic Science verified the autopsy report 
contrary to Forensic Medicine Institute’s report 
and was submitted to the case. Also, upon the 
insistent requests of the lawyer, the doctor who 
performed the autopsy testified in the hearing 
and stood behind his report. The prosecutor 
expressing his opinion demanded the suspects 
to be penalized based on the autopsy report. 
The Court ruled for an aggravated punishment 
for the suspects and did not grant good conduct 
time allowance.  
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EVALUATION
1. C.K. case is significant example in showing 
the courts’ approach to femicides. Until the last 
phase, it is not possible to say that the judgment 
protected victim’s rights and an understanding 
of gendered violence was considered. C.K.’s mur-
der is a typical example of how a routine judicial 
process will not reveal the truth about femicides.  
2. The rejection of women’s organizations and 
bar associations’ demand to get involved in the 
case not only shows the way judicial authori-
ties interpret femicides but also reveals that 
judicial executives do not know about Law No. 
6284 and Istanbul Convention. The fact that an 
effective cooperation plays a significant role in 
revealing the truth is obvious in this case. Des-
pite their request to get involved in the case, 
Mugla Bar Association Women Center received 
a special report paying the fee on their own and 
had these reports added to the case through 
the lawyers of the lawsuit. This case also indi-
cates that bar associations’ involvement in the 
case is of vital importance in revealing the truth.  
3. The case is monitored by the public and Mi-
nistry of Family and Social Policies is involved in 
the case. As it is seen in other cases, Ministry 
of Family and Social Policies only gets involved 
in the cases, which are monitored by the public. 

7. E.Ö.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
In the divorce case E.Ö. filed against M.Ö., the 
Family Court gave the ruling dated May 26, 2014 
granting the divorce and custody of children to 
the mother E.Ö..  M.Ö. appealed the ruling and 
did not give children to mother and prevented 
them from seeing her on the ground that the 
decision was not finalized. E.Ö. applied to Forced 
Execution Office via her lawyer and requested 
that he gave the children back to her pursuant 
to execution order. M.Ö.’s lawyer objected to 
execution order on the grounds that the deci-
sion was not finalized yet, the custody was an 
extension of divorce decision, thus could not be 
executed separately and demanded suspen-
sion of the execution proceedings. The Court 
first suspended the execution of proceedings as 

a precaution and then revoked the decision to 
suspend, and yet, then repealed that again. Ulti-
mately, it gave the ruling dated October 17, 2014 
reversing the judgment on execution of procee-
dings, and decided that mother E.Ö. pay the liti-
gation costs and retainer. The divorce decision 
was approved by Court of Cassation in 2016, 
and E.Ö. could take her children three years later. 

EVALUATION
1. The case of E.Ö. is a typical example of the 
mindset that does not perceive women as 
the subject of any rights. At the same time, 
it is exemplary of how children’s healthy de-
velopment and best interests are sacrificed 
to this discriminative patriarchal viewpoint.  
2. This incident is also exemplary of how laws 
are implemented formalistically in a concrete 
case. In this case, children’s rights and safety 
are not pursued, the case is not handled from 
the viewpoint of children’s best interest and 
healthy development, and by implementing 
an article of procedural law narrowly and for-
malistically, the provisions of Children’s Rights 
Convention, Law on Protection of Children, Law 
No. 6284 and Istanbul Convention are viola-
ted and mother’s right to custody is restricted.
3. The case of E.Ö. is an incident where judicial 
executives do not exercise due care on the issu-
es when children and women are the subjects. 
Despite the existing legal regulations that prote-
ct the best interests of the child, it is an example 
of how the judicial authorities do not perceive 
the issue from this perspective and approach 
to them as ordinary cases; in addition, they do 
not protect children and violate mother’s rights.

8. E.G.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
E.G. is married to G.G.. E.G. was a graduate of 
Siirt University from Faculty of Education and 
worked as a teacher. G.G. worked as a security 
officer in a security company. On the day of in-
cident, G.G and his friend B.Ü. took E.G. to a pic-
nic area known as “Kale” and she died tumbling 
down the cliff. E.G.’s mother and father filed a 
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complaint against these two claiming that she 
was thrown down the cliff by G.G. and B.Ü. All 
the witnesses heard by the prosecution infor-
med that they considered this incident a murder. 
According to testimonies of the witnesses, it 
was revealed that G.G. resorted to violence con-
tinuously, threatened her with death, because 
he exerted violence a week before the incident, 
she sheltered in her father’s house, and G.G. and 
his relatives watched the house with knives in 
their hands. When E.G. wanted to divorce, G.G. 
said “There is no such thing as divorce for us, or I 
will kill you and your siblings as well.” Before the 
incident, he also took E.G. late at night to a newly 
developing region of Siirt, Eruh road and a dis-
trict of Baykan where alcohol and drug addicts 
and vehicles of prostitution hang around, threa-
tened her and wounded her leaving a scar on her 
face. E.G.’s mobile phone was found in the glove 
box of the car driven by the suspect B.Ü.. One 
year before the incident, E.G. and her relatives 
filed a complaint against the suspect G.G. with 
Yeni Mahalle Police Station. In the judging of 
E.G.’s death, a detailed investigation of her pho-
ne card was not carried out. Although DNA of a 
male was found in the victim’s fingernails, this 
situation was not investigated. Besides, despite 
suspicious situations visible to the naked eye in 
the site of murder, decision of non-prosecution 
about both suspects was issued, and they tried 
to conclude the case. In fact, there is adequate 
doubt and ample evidence to open the case. As a 
result of the insistent and extraordinary efforts 
of the lawyer of E.G.’s parents, the lawsuit was 
filed. In the lawsuit, legal experts visited the 
crime scene. When the place E.G. first hit, the 
way she fell, the acceleration she gained while 
falling, traces of blood, detailed measuring, the 
simulation of the incident though photographs, 
analyses, sketches, calculations, graphics and 
reports were evaluated together, it was revea-
led that the suspect G.G. killed E.G. intentionally 
and calculatingly by means of pushing her from 
the cliff. In the Court decision, the other suspect 
B.Ü. was acquitted. The Court sentenced G.G. 
to life imprisonment reaching a conclusion that 
it was not a premeditated murder but he killed 
upon a sudden decision. He was granted good 
conduct time allowance pursuant to article 62 

of Turkish Penal Code. 

EVALUATION
1. This murder is the ultimate point of a series 
of patriarchal practices that has continuity in it-
self. It is one of the most solid evidence of how 
women’s lives are ruined through prejudices, 
customs and traditions based on the mindset 
that perceive women as a secondary sex with 
no equal rights with men. Although E.G. is an 
educated and economically empowered woman 
working as a teacher, she could not escape being 
subjected to violence. When she wanted to di-
vorce, she was exposed to violence as a result of 
the religious and traditional mindset that does 
not grant women the right to divorce and her 
right to equality is violated. 
2. This incident is an indicator of lacking an ef-
fective mechanism of complaint in preventing 
violence against women as well as lack of a 
woman-centered perspective in her protection 
despite the adequate legal arrangements. If ef-
fective and attentive precautionary measures 
had been taken in order to protect E.G. when 
she applied to police station, she would be alive 
today.  
3. During the investigation phase of E.G.’s death, 
they attempted to close the file despite existing 
adequate doubt and evidence through a decisi-
on of non-prosecution for the suspects, and yet 
with extraordinary efforts and insistence of a 
lawyer, the case could be opened. 
4. The suspect husband is a security officer. 
In these kinds of incidents, although the State 
must avoid being affiliated with violence, inves-
tigating authorities did not exercise due care 
and the lawyers of Ministry of Family and Social 
Policies did not attend the hearings. 
5. In a male-dominated society where the rate of 
violence against women is high, judicial mecha-
nisms are important in regard to implementing 
necessary precautionary measures in order to 
prevent these incidents. The shortcomings and 
negligence in implementing the laws not only 
threatens people’s access to justice, but also 
is discrediting the reliability of justice system.  
6. It is worth noting that in this case, one of the 
suspects were acquitted and the other suspect 
were granted good conduct time allowance pur-
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suant to relevant article of Turkish Penal Code 
and the penalty was reduced.

9. F.Ç.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
F.Ç. and O.Ç. wedded with a religious ceremony 
in 2012, and solemnized their marriage when 
their child E. was born. During their marriage, 
O.Ç. exerted physical and psychological violen-
ce against F.Ç., threatened and insulted her. F.Ç. 
was unemployed, thus did not have an income 
or any property of her own. F.Ç. claimed custody 
of child in common and divorce in the divorce 
case she filed with legal aid. The case was dis-
missed and yet she was granted the alimony. 
The verdict was not appealed, thus finalized.  
Since we don’t have the verdict, we don’t know 
the grounds for dismissal. 

EVALUATION
1. The most striking element in this case is that 
the victim F.Ç. did not file lawsuit against O.Ç.’s 
actions such as battering, coercion, injury, th-
reatening and insult where each constituted a 
crime but only filed for divorce. In fact, this be-
havioral pattern is common among many wo-
men. Numerous women who are worried about 
increasing oppression of male perpetrator opp-
ressing not only the woman herself but also her 
close kin, settle with divorce or alimony case 
instead of filing complaints. It is also observed 
that there are other reasons why women pre-
fer this option such as not knowing their rights, 
lack of effective complaint mechanisms, social, 
economic and cultural obstacles in accessing 
justice. 
2. However, despite the troublesome proce-
dures, the fact that F.Ç. applied for legal aid is 
both an important step for her and a significant 
indicator of her economically disempowered po-
sition. 

10. F.D.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
F.D., who was born in 1955, and the perpetra-
tor M.D. are siblings. When their father died, 

M.D. claimed all the inheritance and did not 
give any share of the inheritance to his four 
sisters including F.D. Later on, when their 
mother died, four sisters inherited the olive 
grove worth of 166.000 Turkish Liras and gave 
the house worth of 100.000 Turkish Liras to 
M.D. M.D. wasted his share on gambling and 
lavish lifestyle in a short time and started to ask 
for some more share from his sister F.D. again 
and threatened her and his other sisters when 
he couldn’t get what he wanted. F.D. and her 
younger sister filed a complaint against M.D. for 
threatening them with death 9 months before 
the incident. Yet, M.D. continued his threats and 
oppression. One day before murder, F.D. applied 
to judicial authorities for being threatened with 
death. On October 6, 2015, when F.D. was co-
ming from hospital, M.D. stopped her shooting 
7 times and killed his elder sister F.D.. According 
to forensic report, the cause of death is inter-
nal bleeding due to damage done to the visce-
ral organs by gunshot injury. Bruises on F.D.’s 
body were also detected. Murder weapon was 
found and the witnesses identified M.D. The 
witnesses told that M.D. continued to shoot 
even after F.D. fell to the ground. “We Will Stop 
Femicides” Platform and the bar association got 
involved in the case. Although the advocates of 
Ministry of Family and Social Policies were invol-
ved in the case, they did not attend the hearing.
The case is still before the Court of Cassation.

EVALUATION 
1. The murder of F.D. is an indication of how 
prejudices, customs and traditions that per-
ceive women as secondary to men with no 
equal rights are legitimized to an extend that 
deprive women of their right to life. In fact, 
this is the ultimate point patriarchal practi-
ces reach. It can be seen that women’s chal-
lenging experiences in exercising their legal 
right to inheritance is almost inevitable due 
to their normalized victimization occurring 
as a result of social inequalities. According to 
prevailing traditional mindset, women do not 
have right to inheritance or it is half of men’s. 
2. There are no effective complaint mecha-
nisms. Although F.D. was threatened with 
death, no protective and preventive measures 
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were taken in order to stop violence she was 
exposed to. Even the hearing of the lawsuit fi-
led in a formalistic legal understanding is dated 
after the murder of F.D. The judge knew the pat-
riarchal mindset prevalent in the region and yet 
the judicial executives assigned a date for the 
hearing with a formalistic understanding despi-
te the need for due care to the case and closed 
the file to be opened on the appearance day.  
3. Despite the existing legal arrangements for 
ensuring effective protection of women aga-
inst violence, because the case was not handled 
from this perspective, an effective protection 
was not provided. F.D.’s was deprived of her 
right to personal security and an equal share 
in inheritance. In the end, her right to life was 
violated.  
4. Underestimating the severity of violence 
experienced, the reluctance to perceive it, and 
even tendency to normalize it are among the ot-
her factors that affect the capacity of dissuasi-
veness of law and this situation affects women 
the most.  
5. In the murder case, the fact that the demands 
of a women’s organization and bar association 
to get involved in the case were accepted is a 
positive situation in terms of cooperation.  

11. H.Ç.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
H.Ç. was a first grade student at Derik Girls’ 
Technical and Vocation High School. She was 
in a relationship with one of the perpetrators 
R.O. and wanted to end this relationship upon 
hearing the rumors about R.O. using drugs, be-
ing affiliated with mafia, and being involved in 
woman trafficking. From that day on, she was 
continuously threatened by R.O. and his friends. 
H.Ç. told this situation to her school counselor 
and the counselor told her that she was safe 
since she was using the school bus to go to the 
village. However, on December 25, 2014, beca-
use she was told that the school bus they took 
everyday was broken down, H.Ç. and the other 
students had to get on the school bus A.B. was 
driving. While driving, the other perpetrator A.B. 
informed someone on the phone continuously 

about his location and the route. When they ar-
rived a winding road, R.O., M. and Ö. cut off the 
school bus with a white vehicle and got H.Ç. for-
cibly out of the bus by using a cudgel and a gun 
and threatened the other students with death. 
When H.Ç. resisted, they wounded her with the 
cudgel. While all these were taking place, the 
driver A.B. did not help H.Ç.,  prevented the ot-
her students from helping by locking the doors 
of the bus, and seized their phones until the per-
petrators moved away. With the intervention of 
law enforcers, the perpetrators were captured. 
However, because of this incident, her parents 
removed H.Ç. from school and forced her into 
marriage with her uncle’s son. H.Ç. in her tes-
timony narrated the incident with these exact 
words: “My education life was ended because of 
this incident. In our community, when something 
happens like this, you are either forced into marria-
ge or die. Since I don’t have any other options, I had 
to marry my uncle’s son upon coercion of my family. 
Besides, since I am still being threatened, I don’t 
think I have life safety. Therefore, I request issuance 
of a protection order pursuant to Law No. 6284.”
We do not know the final decision about the 
protection order. 

EVALUATION
1. In this incident, although H.Ç. is threatened 
and victimized by the actions of male perpetra-
tors, she is the one who is punished. Her educa-
tional life ends despite her willingness to con-
tinue. What’s more, she is forced into marriage 
against her will. If she does not accept it, her pu-
nishment will be death, if we put it in her words.  
2. It is understood that the perpetrator A.B. 
works for the gendarmerie. Under such cir-
cumstances, the State must avoid being affili-
ated with violence. Yet, the investigating autho-
rities did not exercise due care and the lawyers 
of Ministry of Family and Social Policies did not 
attend the hearings.  
3. In the testimony H.Ç. gave at the court, she 
told that she was still being threatened by R.O., 
he was trying to abduct her and she did not have 
life safety, therefore, she requested protection 
order pursuant to Law No. 6284. The judge who 
took her statement only appended it to the trial 
records and did not feel the necessity to notify 



31

the Family Court or prosecution to issue protec-
tion order. In fact, H.Ç. explicitly stated that she 
was under threat. This situation is exemplary of 
how judicial executives’ do not fulfill their duty 
of care.

12. H.D.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
H.D.’s mother H.D.U was married to G.D. under a 
religious ceremony. When H.D.U was pregnant, 
her husband G.D. died. When H.D. was born, she 
was registered under her uncle E.D.’s name. Wi-
dowed H.D.U and her daughter H.D. lived with 
deceased husband’s parents. When H.D. was 
13, she was forced to marry someone she di-
dn’t love under religious ceremony. She couldn’t 
keep this marriage going and came back home. 
Yet, she was continuously humiliated there and 
she couldn’t escape from being treated like a 
burden. When she died, she was 15 years old. 
20 days before the incident, H.D. told her mot-
her that she did not have her period; her mother 
and her sister-in-law took her to hospital. At the 
medical examination, it was revealed that she 
was pregnant. H.D. told that her uncle’s son Ö. 
and aunt’s son S. raped her at different times 
and she did not know whose child it was. On 
December 15, 2012, the family council gathered 
under the leadership of H.D.’s grandfather Y.D. 
and grandmother K.D. and they decided to kill 
H.D. The execution of the decision was given to 
H.D and G.D., the fathers of the rapists S. and 
Ö.. H.D. and G.D. took the victim H.D. to Batman 
stream and drowned her. According to formal 
criminal charge, S. and Ö. helped their fathers. 
In the autopsy performed, it was determined 
that there were lesions on H.D.’s forehead due 
to coercion, her trachea was torn and the cause 
of death was identified as drowning through be-
ing forced into water. A lawsuit was filed against 
G.D., H.D., S.D. ve Ö.D., the executers of H.D.’s 
death sentence, together with the other mem-
bers of the family council, against 12 people in 
total. G.D. ran away right after the incident and 
could not be found. According to the report of 
Istanbul Forensic Medicine Institute, the biolo-
gical father of the fetus is S.D.. As a result of the 

trial, the file on the fugitive G.D. was separated. 
The grandfather Y.D and grandmother K.D. were 
sentenced to aggravated life imprisonment for 
incitement to murder; E.D and H.D were senten-
ced to aggravated life imprisonment for mur-
der, other suspects including S.D. and Ö.D. were 
acquitted. 

EVALUATION
1. This case is reveals the ultimate point natura-
lized and normalized practices of honor killings 
can reach.
2. Besides, this case is a typical indicator of how 
traditional gender roles as well as responsibili-
ties attributed to women and men within family 
and society differ and how this difference is jus-
tified. For instance, when the father dies, the 
custody of the child is not given to the mother, 
her registration is not on the mother, a mem-
ber of deceased husband’s family, his brother 
gets the custody. The mother is not the subje-
ct of any right. When her husband dies, she has 
to live with her husband’s family as if she is a 
burden for the family. Not only she is deprived 
of her educational rights since she was not sent 
to school, but her daughter H.D. is also deprived 
of her right to education. H.D. is also forced into 
marriage with someone she doesn’t love, and 
when she returns home as cannot stand the 
violence, she is continuously humiliated, trea-
ted like a burden and assaulted sexually. As it is 
clearly seen in this incident, not the rapist male 
children but the raped female child is punished.    
3. In this murder case, no effective prosecuti-
on was conducted and legislative regulations 
were not enforced. For instance, although H.D.’s 
mother explicitly stated in the hearings that 
her daughter mentioned about the rape to her, 
the perpetrators of rape were acquitted. The 
Court’s justification for the verdict of acquittal 
in the rape case was that the victim’s statement 
was not heard at first hand and there was no 
evidence verifying this rape in the case file. Even 
if the fact that the act of rape cannot be proven 
is admitted, the suspects who had sexual in-
tercourse with the victim must be punished for 
sexual abuse of a child. H.D. was 14 years old at 
the time of the sexual intercourse. Hence, pur-
suant to law in effect at the time of the offense, 
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they committed the offense of sexual abuse of 
child as per Article 103/1 of Turkish Penal Code.  
4. The acquitted suspects S. and Ö. are also 
children. The Court might have ruled for acquit-
tal of two suspects from the imputed offenses 
since they are children. However, considering 
the fact that both suspects were taken to the 
site of murder and took part in the crime, that 
the decision of acquittal will not have rehabili-
tative effects is not taken into account. It is evi-
dent that, throughout their lives, they will carry 
the burden and traces of this murder that they 
had to aid and abet. This is a proof of lacking a 
restorative and constructive justice system. 
The Court must have ruled not only for the pu-
nishment of both children for the acts they com-
mitted but for their psychological treatment and 
rehabilitation as well. 
5. The discourse of the trial is highly proble-
matic.  Before the claims for rape is properly 
investigated, the Court prejudge H.D. with the 
accusation of incest and rejects the allegations 
about rape by stating that H.D. is involved in an 
incest relationship and this relationship is aga-
inst the norms and life style of society. Besides, 
the Court penalizes the suspects for the offence 
of murdering H.D. with inducement of “custom” 
and justifies the verdict by stating “upon reac-
hing a conclusion that there is an expectation 
of this improper action deserving death in the 
society the suspects live in, they decided to kill 
H.D. with the pressure and inducement of this 
expectation.” Without doubt, the Court punis-
hes the suspects for inducement of “custom” 
due to its heavy penalty and believes that it is 
good, still what it does basically is distinguis-
hing the phenomenon defined as “custom” and 
“tradition” from its patriarchal forms, and desc-
ribing it as a unchanging fact exclusive of social 
relations.  
6. We witnessed that the lawyers of Ministry of 
Family and Social Policies appeared at the third 
hearing of the case after the case had media 
coverage. What distinguishes their participation 
in this case from others is that the lawyers of 
Ministry of Family and Social Policies got acti-
vely involved in the process. In this respect, it is 
a positive step.  

13. H.Ş.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
H.Ş. and M.Ş. got married in 1987 and had two 
children. M.Ş. was claimed to have a quick-tem-
pered personality and exerted violence against 
his wife H.Ş. from the first days of their marri-
age. The violence reached to the extent of tor-
ture. A lawsuit was filed in Criminal Court of Pe-
ace against M.Ş. who beat up H.Ş. to the extent 
that she had to take a 10-day incapacity report. 
Moreover, the Criminal Court of Peace, as per 
ruling no. 2000/305, issued a cautionary deci-
sion stating that M.Ş. must avoid committing 
violence and intimidating his wife  for 6 months. 
Despite being a perpetrator of violence and a 
faulty party, M.Ş. filed for divorce, yet the Court 
dismissed the case. As soon as three years pas-
sed after the verdict was finalized on February 
16, 2001,  M.Ş. filed another divorce case pursu-
ant to article 166/IV of Civil Code on the grounds 
that the parties did not reconcile within 3 years. 
Economically disempowered H.Ş. demanded 
the dismissal of divorce case and claimed for 
alimony and compensation for her children and 
herself. The Court granted divorce, gave the 
custody of children to the mother and issued 
maintenance order. The claim for non-pecuniary 
compensation was sustained, yet the amount 
was so small. Upon appeal, the Court of Cassa-
tion reversed only this aspect of the judgment 
on the grounds that the amount of compensati-
on should be increased and the Court increased 
the amount of non-pecuniary compensation. 

EVALUATION 
1. This case is exemplary of how an economical-
ly dependent and disadvantaged woman has to 
continue to live in her violent environment in a 
violent relationship. Despite all forms of violen-
ce she is exposed to, H.Ş. demanded the dismis-
sal of divorce case and only claimed for alimony. 
Economic disempowerment and poverty lead 
to deepening of unequal relationships. H.Ş. only 
claims for alimony and compensation despite 
being exposed to torture 
2. During her marriage, H.Ş. is deprived of her 
right to a life without being humiliated, treated 
cruelly and inhumanely, her right to a life with-
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out punishment, her right to equal protection, 
personal security, equality within the family and 
yet her economic disempowerment and depen-
dence on her husband force H.Ş. to continue to 
live in the violent environment.   

14. H.Y.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
H.Y. got married to C.Y. in 1991, and was a mot-
her of two children. C.Y. resorted to physical and 
psychological violence against his wife H.Y. and 
she applied to police station a few times beca-
use of this violence. C.Y. left the house in April 
2012, moved to Tatvan and started to live there 
with another women. C.Y. had two more children 
from his second relationship. Since H.Y. did not 
have any place to go, she stayed together with 
her mother-in-law in the house left from her 
father-in-law. H.Y. and her two children lived on 
her mother-in-law’s pension. H.Y. was economi-
cally disempowered. C.Y. left his wife and sent 
small amount of money to his wife and children 
in the first few months. However, later on he 
stopped sending money. C.Y. filed a divorce case. 
In the lawsuit petition, he explicitly stated that 
he was living with another woman and had two 
children from this affair and claimed for divorce. 
In her plea, H.Y. claimed for alimony. The Court 
ruled for divorce, granted the custody of child-
ren to the mother and awarded alimony.

EVALUATION
1. The one who left the house, had an affair with 
another woman and had two children from this 
affair is C.Y. and still it is not the victim woman 
but the husband C.Y. who filed the divorce case.  
2. H.Y. is exposed to physical, economic and 
psychological violence, yet there are no effecti-
ve complaint mechanisms she can apply and, in 
fact, H.Y. do not know her rights. H.Y. is illiterate 
since she is deprived of her educational rights 
and also her right to equality within the family 
is also violated.  
3. As it is clearly seen in this case, women’s eco-
nomic disempowerment and dependence on ot-
her people deepen the unequal relations women 
suffer from.  

15. H.Z.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
H.Z. and S.Z. got married in 2008, and had a child 
named A.Y. in this marriage. S.Z. was indifferent 
to his family; he was irresponsible towards the 
needs of household and rarely came home.  He 
resorted to physical, psychological and verbal 
violence against his wife H.Z. In fact, he perpet-
rated violence even during H.Z.’s pregnancy. 
H.Z. could not stand the violence anymore and 
took shelter in her father’s house. While she was 
at her farther house, S.Z. not only rented out 
their mutual dwelling but also furnished anot-
her house they bought together and started to 
live with another women in that house. When 
H.Z. filed an alimony case against S.Z., S.Z. fi-
led a divorce case and demanded the dismissal 
of alimony case. The Court joined the cases and 
ruled for the dismissal of divorce case, awarded 
alimony of 400 Turkish Liras for H.Z. and 200 
Turkish Liras for the child per month. Since the 
claim for divorce was dismissed, this marriage 
still continues. H.Z. applied to Family Court with 
petition dated July 8, 2014, claiming for putting 
annotation of matrimonial home to the house 
they bought together with S.Z. in order to start 
living there with her son on the grounds that 
S.Z. rented their shared dwelling out and fur-
nished the house they bought together to live 
with another women, and she and her son were 
left without a dwelling. Batman Family Court 
dismissed the case, and stated the grounds for 
dismissal as follows: “In the aforementioned 
incident, except for the plaintiff’s non-physical 
claims, there is no solid evidence; besides con-
cerning the subject of request, filing a lawsuit is 
necessary and issuing a cautionary decision is 
not possible, therefore, the claim is overruled.” 

EVALUATION
1. This case is exemplary of how implementers 
of law do not approach to these cases from a 
woman-centered and child-centered perspec-
tive despite the existing legal arrangements in 
order to protect children and women. It is an 
example of how an effective protection is not 
provided.  
2. Law No. 6284 is a special regulation since it 
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handles an important social problem. In the hie-
rarchy of norms, it is above all other laws. Besi-
des, provisions of Civil Code regarding matrimo-
nial home clearly indicate how the judge should 
rule in this present case. Despite all, the judge 
handles the case as an ordinary lawsuit and 
overrules the claim on the grounds of lacking 
solid evidence. This attitude can be explained by 
not knowing the relevant law, by not exercising 
due care or by handling the issue from a patriar-
chal point of view. 
Yet, according to the legislation in effect and 
decision of Court of Cassation, during marriage, 
there is only one matrimonial house. For that 
reason, the annulment of the rental contract, 
handing it over to someone else or partially or 
completely limiting similar legal transactions is 
left to informed consent of the other spouse. In 
the present case, S.Z. rented out the matrimoni-
al home without the consent of his spouse. Eco-
nomically disempowered woman and the child 
need this house. The judge should have handled 
the case from victims’ point of view and should 
have implemented the law.

16. H.A.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
H.A. was abducted by her aunt’s son Y.A. at 
the age of 13 and stayed married to Y.A in the 
province of Batman until the day she was mur-
dered. According to the statement of H.A.’s 
mother T.K. before the Court, Y.A. was a drug 
addict and he forced H.A. to beggary and selling 
drugs. With the money she got, he bought and 
used drugs. At the same time, Y.A. perpetra-
ted physical violence against his wife H.A. and 
insulted her continuously. H.A.’s family wanted 
to interfere in this situation, yet they held back 
because of Y.A.’s threats and occurrence of pos-
sible problems among relatives. H.A. applied to 
judicial authorities repeatedly due to violence, 
death threats and insults she was exposed to. 
More than one investigation against Y.A. was 
conducted upon these incidents and yet judicial 
authorities did not issue any cautionary decision 
for protection of H.A. Among these numerous 
complaints, only one lawsuit was filed in Bat-

man 2. Criminal Court of Peace. In the ruling of 
the court, it was admitted that H.A. was beaten 
by belt serving as the weapon, and yet because 
H.A. called her husband “stupid” in a quarrel due 
to family matters, the offense was admitted to 
be committed under provocation therefore, re-
duction of punishment due to provocation was 
granted. In addition to that, the Court ruled for 
the deferment of the announcement of the ver-
dict upon considering the personality of Y.A. as 
well as his behaviors and attitudes during the 
trial positive. In H.A.’s last complaint, she infor-
med that her husband Y.A. threatened to kill her 
by putting a gun to her head. On July 13, 2013, 
Y.A. first injured H.A. by hitting her with a club, 
and then killed her by shooting in her chest.  Y.A. 
warned his close kin around site of murder to 
tell that H.A. shot herself and then fled. Y.A. was 
then arrested as a result of the warrant issued 
by the court, but he did not have his gun. Not 
only he got rid of the gun but also the close kin 
of the suspect collected the bullet casings in 
the site of murder, trying to leave no evidence 
behind. In his testimony, Y.A. denied the allega-
tions, claiming that H.A. committed suicide. In 
the autopsy report, it was stated that it was a 
contact fire; however, no gunshot residue was 
found in H.A.’s hand swap.  This refutes the as-
sertion that H.A. committed suicide. It was ob-
served that after the lawsuit was filed, the pho-
tographs of the site of murder as well as the CD 
of the autopsy were not added to the case file, 
as the Prosecution did not send these two im-
portant documents. CD was requested from the 
Prosecution many times but it was not found. 
Then, CD was requested from the cameraman 
who recorded the autopsy and the photograp-
hs were requested from the police. Long after 
the suspect was arrested and testified, he pre-
sented a note to the court asserting that it be-
longed to H.A.. The note said, “The only reason I 
kill myself is my husband”. Thereupon, the Court 
inquired whether the note belonged to H.A. or 
not, and yet, since H.A. did not continue her edu-
cation after primary school and did not work in 
any institution, a sample for her hand writing 
could not be found. The Court discharged the 
suspect by giving him the benefit of the doubt. 
As a result, the Court, contrary to prosecutor’s 
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dictum, acquitted the suspect of murder, but 
sentenced him to 1 year 3 months of imprison-
ment for using an unregistered firearm, and 7 
months and 15 days of imprisonment for injury. 
The verdict was finalized and in this way, H.A.’s 
murder remained unsolved.  

EVALUATION
1. H.A. is a victim of discriminatory prejudices, 
daily and common patriarchal practices and the 
mindset that does not perceive women as an in-
dividual. She was grown up in a family and com-
munity where discrimination against women 
is normalized and she was even deprived of a 
basic education. Being forced into marriage at 
an early age not only hindered her physical and 
psychological development but made her eco-
nomically dependent on the person she married 
as well.  
2. H.A., being subjected to violence continuously, 
struggled to access justice, yet no legal support 
or protection was provided for her. Although she 
applied to judicial authorities repeatedly, her 
route to death was in fact overlooked as no pre-
ventive and protective measures were taken. 
Since H.A. did not know about the law and provi-
sions for protective measures, she tried the only 
way she knew; to file complaint with the police 
station. Among these numerous complaints she 
filed, only one lawsuit was filed in Batman 2. Cri-
minal Court of Peace. In the ruling of the court, 
it is admitted that H.A. was beaten by belt ser-
ving as the weapon, and yet because H.A. called 
her husband “stupid” in a quarrel due to family 
matters, the offense was admitted to be com-
mitted under provocation therefore, reduction 
of punishment due to provocation was granted. 
In addition to that, the Court ruled for the defer-
ment of the announcement of the verdict upon 
considering the personality of Y.A. as well as his 
behaviors and attitudes during the trial positive. 
In H.A.’s last complaint, she informed that her 
husband Y.A. threatened to kill her by putting a 
gun to her head. These examples indicate that 
H.A.’s complaints were assessed as ordinary is-
sues related to security and a formalistic justice 
mechanism was carried out. It is evident that 
the implementers of law approach to the issue 
with a patriarchal point of view and do not exer-

cise due care in providing protection for women 
from violence.  
3. H.A. did not get any legal aid in any of her 
applications. No lawyers represented H.A. in the 
lawsuits filed. Economically disempowered H.A. 
could not benefit her right to access justice since 
she did not know about her rights. 
5. Recently, it is observed that femicides are 
frequently committed under the cover of suici-
de or by making it seem like a suicide. This case 
is an example to these kinds of incidents. H.A. 
was murdered, the evidence in the site of mur-
der was collected, the murder weapon was lost, 
and the perpetrator defended himself asserting 
that it was a suicide. 
6. Effective investigation and prosecution is not 
carried out; as a result, H.A.’s file is closed as an 
unsolved murder. Underestimating the severity 
of violence experienced, the reluctance to per-
ceive it and even the tendency to normalize it 
are among the other factors that affect the ca-
pacity of dissuasiveness of law. 
7. Despite the existing legal arrangements for 
ensuring effective protection of women against 
violence, the case was not handled from this 
perspective, hence effective protection was not 
provided. H.A.’s murder is one of the most stri-
king examples of this situation.

17. K.E.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
K.E. was one of 12 children of M.E. and S.E. who 
lived in a district of Van. She was never schoo-
led, was illiterate, her mother tongue was Kur-
dish and could not speak Turkish. At the age of 
12, she was married off in a bridal exchange 
with religious ceremony and taken to M.A.’s fa-
mily house in Pervari district of Siirt. K.E. beca-
me a mother at the age of 13 and in her second 
pregnancy, she fell sick and had a preterm deli-
very at Siirt Pervari Hospital. The hospital staff 
reported to the District Gendarmerie Command 
that a 13-year-old female child had a preterm 
delivery. Gendarmerie immediately notified the 
Chief Public Prosecutor’s Office and the prose-
cution launched an investigation for sexual abu-
se of a child, requested taking the testimonies 
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of K.E. as the victim and her mother and father 
as the suspects. According to the record of her 
testimony taken on November 13, 2013 with a 
video camera, in the presence of a lawyer and 
with attendance of guidance and counseling 
expert M.A., via translation of a non-expert 
translator, K.E. told that she was 21 years old 
and requested for returning to her husband 
M.A. The guidance and counseling expert com-
mented that K.E. looked mature in terms of her 
physical appearance, therefore it was conveni-
ent for her to return to her husband M.A. The 
Public Prosecutor instructed the gendarmerie 
to return K.E. to the perpetrator M.A. In this way, 
K.E. was handed over to the perpetrator of an 
act described as an offense in the law and she 
was sent back to the crime scene. During the in-
vestigation, K.E.’s age was detected` and as of 
September 12, 2013, the day she had preterm 
delivery, it was revealed that she was younger 
than 15 years old. Meanwhile, M.A. left the vil-
lage to do his military service. While K.E. con-
tinued to live with M.A.’s parents in the same 
house, on January 13, 2014, she lost her life 
due to wounding with a rifle.  K.E.’s death was 
investigated in a separate investigation file by 
building it on the claims for suicide and it was 
concluded without conducting an effective in-
vestigation. When K.E.’s heartbreaking story 
got media coverage, the lawyer of Ministry of 
Family and Social Policies appeared in the he-
aring and got involved in the case. In the case 
file of sexual abuse of the child and deprivation 
of liberty, K.E.’s mother and M.A.’s mother were 
acquitted on the grounds that women’s consent 
in the decisions for marriages is not asked and 
women do not have a right to speak. M.A. as the 
principal offender and fathers as the aider and 
abettors were punished. All the suspects rece-
ived sentence reductions pursuant to article 62 
of Turkish Penal Code.  

EVALUATION
1. The incident of K.E. is a significant example 
of showing the ultimate point a series of pat-
riarchal practices that have continuity in itself, 
injustice, inequality, oppression and violence in 
its cruelest form can reach. K.E., coming from a 
poor family with many children, was married off 

with tradition of bridal exchange at the age of 
12, and her family abandoned K.E. to her fate as 
if they got rid of another burden.  Since K.E. were 
never schooled, she cannot speak Turkish. She is 
one of those female children who are not seen 
as individuals but as financial burdens. Although 
she, as a child, was still physically growing, she 
got pregnant to her second child at the age of 
13 and fell sick due to this pregnancy and was 
taken to the hospital. Upon the notification of 
the hospital staff to the gendarmerie, the Pro-
secution took action. 
2. According to the hospital staff, K.E. who gave 
preterm delivery is 13 years old. In this case, an 
offense of child sexual abuse is committed and 
the principal offender is M.A..  However, prose-
cution took K.E.’s testimony via a non-expert 
translator and sent her back to site of crime, 
handing her over to the perpetrator. This means 
encouraging the repetition of the offense and it 
can be explained not only through lack of pro-
tective mechanisms for the victim and lack of a 
restorative justice system but also with unde-
restimating the severity of things experienced, 
the reluctance to perceive it, and even tendency 
to normalize traditional relations. 
3. Lack of a victim-centered approach affects 
thousands of children’s future in K.E.’s situation 
and as in K.E.’s case, this results in their death.  
4. K.E. cannot speak the language spoken in the 
institutions she is taken to, therefore cannot 
express herself. She does not know about her 
rights, either. Her testimony is taken via trans-
lation of a member of the staff present at the 
time of the incident and this renders the validity 
of the testimony questionable.  
5. As seen from the present case, the ultimate 
point of naturalized and normalized patriarchal 
practices is K.E.’s murder and covering of this 
murder as suicide. As the child’s sexual abuse 
case was still under judgment, K.E. was found 
shot with a rifle, for that reason, another inves-
tigation file is launched. Although whether K.E. 
committed suicide or not is not clear yet, the 
Court conducting trial on child’s sexual abuse 
admits K.E.’s suicide as certain information in its 
justified decision. The findings related to K.E.’s 
death in the justified decision is as follows: “after 
she came to the village as a bride, her family did 
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not show any concerns for her, she had a miscar-
riage and her psychology was negatively affected 
from this situation, and her husband left to do his 
military service. Due to all these reasons, she fell 
into depression and committed suicide. A separate 
investigation on her suicide is being carried out…”
6. The attorney of Ministry of Family and Social 
Policies attended the trial on January 13, 2014, 
that’s to say, the attorney got involved in the 
case after K.E.s death and after wide media co-
verage, yet the lawyer was not effective in the 
investigation on K.E.’s death.  

18. K.G.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
K.G. and I.G. got married in 2002 and had 4 dau-
ghters. K.G were never schooled and was illite-
rate. Her husband I.G. was an irresponsible per-
son, thus did not take care of his children and his 
wife. He did not pay the rent, sold some of hou-
sehold goods and spent the money on enjoying 
himself. There were rumors that he was having 
affairs with other women. Because he did not 
pay the rent, the owner of the house confisca-
ted the remaining furniture on account of his 
debt. He rarely came home and when he came, 
he insulted K.G., resorted to physical violence, 
broke K.G.’s foreteeth, beat her up so badly that 
she was hospitalized. After Van Earthquake, 
Housing Development Administration of Turkey 
(TOKI) granted a house to I.G, yet I.G. sold the 
house. K.G. and the children still continues to 
live in the container city. K.G. sells her handcraft 
products and earns 100 Turkish Liras per mon-
th. When I.G. was jailed for cigarette trafficking, 
K.G. filed a divorce case with a request for legal 
assistance by the support of KAMER and clai-
med her children’s custody. 

EVALUATION 
1. K.G.’s case reveals the importance of wo-
men’s organizations in prevention of violence 
against women as well as in advocating wo-
men’s rights. Due to her economic dependence 
and not knowing about her rights, K.G. had to 
live with violence and felt confined to the violent 
home. After she contacted a women’s organiza-
tion, she could file a divorce case. K.G.’s case is 

exemplary in demonstrating the importance of 
civil society. 
2. This case is significant in the sense that K.G. 
filed the divorce case with a request for legal 
assistance, learned about her rights and clai-
med these rights. 
3. The fact that K.G. earns a very small amount 
of money through handicraft can be considered 
as an important step for her in claiming her right 
to live in a violent free environment.  

19. L.D.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
Provincial Police Chief of Batman requested the 
approval of the cautionary decision issued pur-
suant to article 5 of Law no. 6284 against Z.D. 
as perpetrator of violence in the document da-
ted March 11, 2016 and the Court approved the 
cautionary decision. 
The cautionary decision is as follows:
- For three months, the perpetrator must not 
exhibit attitudes and behaviors including the th-
reats of violence, insult and humiliation against 
the victim of violence, 
- He must not approach to the victim and other 
protected persons and to their dwellings,
- If deemed necessary, he must not approach 
the friends or relatives, witnesses and children 
of the protected person without prejudice to the 
decisions that allow the personal connection 
with children.  

EVALUATION 
1. This case is a positive incident taking place 
recently in the sense that law enforcement is 
taking cautionary decisions and submitting it to 
the Court for approval within its due time. It is 
important, still it is also an example of a routine 
cautionary decision issued. That law enforce-
ment takes immediate action for preventing vi-
olence against women and for protecting them 
is significant. However, the fact that this printed 
cautionary decision on issues mentioned above 
is applied to every case without considering the 
characteristics of each incident does not serve 
its purpose most of the times. As each incident 
has its own characteristics, precaution should 
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be defined in accordance with these particula-
rities. 
2. Issuing routine cautionary decisions is far 
from serving to a restorative and transformati-
ve judicial system, and basically it is because of 
failing to fully grasp the intendment of law.  

20. M.A.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
M.A. and K.A. were married for 22 years. They 
had 3 daughters named B., Ö. and G. in this mar-
riage. M.A. was despised, isolated, insulted and 
subjected to violence by her husband and his fa-
mily for years for not giving birth to a male child 
but a girl. The children were also subjected to 
violence and were deprived of their right to edu-
cation. K.A. and his relatives perpetrated phy-
sical and verbal violence against M.A. and the 
children. They threw them out of the house se-
veral times and attempted to leave them out by 
changing the locks of the house. Because M.A. 
reacted against her husband upon learning that 
he was cheating on her, she was beaten and in-
jured. M.A. and children filed complaints many 
times. Because of these complaints submitted 
to judiciary and police, several stayaway orders 
were issued for K.A.. K.A. was sentenced to pre-
ventive imprisonment due to acting contrary to 
these cautionary decisions. Since K.A. threate-
ned M.A. and the children with death repeatedly, 
they applied to police headquarters more than 
once on the grounds that they did not have life 
safety. On June 23, 2015, M.A. filed for a divorce 
case and claimed in her petition for putting an 
annotation of matrimonial house to the shared 
dwelling and requested allocation of this house 
to M.A. and children in common until the conc-
lusion of the lawsuit. The Court acting as the 
Family Court overruled the claim for cautionary 
judgment, in this way; the Court gave the op-
portunity to the defendant K.A. for conveyance 
of the deed of mutual dwelling to his brother. 
Title deed of the house was transferred to his 
brother’s name after the lawsuit was filed and 
K.A.’s brother as the new owner of the house 
asked M.A. and her children to leave the house. 
This time, the Court overruled the claim for an-
notating the shared dwelling as a family house 

on the grounds that record information regar-
ding the title deed registry was not reported. 
The children, who were deprived of their right 
to education, tried to continue their education 
via distance education, but again they were ex-
posed to violence due to these attempts. When 
one of the children B. took a taxi to take the 
distance education exams, her father and her 
uncles stopped the taxi and beat the taxi driver, 
M.A. and B. with clubs and iron bars. District 
Gendarmerie Command issued a cautionary de-
cision for the perpetrators of violence, K.A. and 
his brothers I.A. and R.A., and submitted it to the 
Court for approval. Because of the divorce case, 
M.A. and children were continuously threatened 
and beaten. Although protection orders were 
issued several times, the perpetrators continu-
ed to assault M.A. and the children; as a result, 
the woman and children were moved to another 
place. 

EVALUATION
1. This incident is an example of multiple discri-
minations women are exposed to starting from 
their birth. M.A. is discriminated and exposed to 
every form of violence because she gave birth to 
female children. 
2. K.A. and his family deprived the female child-
ren of their right to education, and resorted to 
violence, as they wanted to go to school. When 
they tried to access education on their own, not 
only the father but also their uncles perpetrated 
violence. 
3. Because of violence they were subject to, 
M.A. and her children applied to judicial autho-
rities many times, but the cautionary decisions 
issued were violated. Until the last cautionary 
decision, the measures taken were not effective 
since the judicial authorities handled the inci-
dent as an ordinary judicial case. 
4. Due to lack of effective mechanisms to help 
women exercise their right to access justice and 
lack of victim-centered approach among judi-
cial authorities, the violence continued and the 
number of victims suffering from violence inc-
reased. 
5. Although there are appropriate legal regula-
tions, the Court handled the cautionary decisi-
on claimed for allocating a family dwelling as a 



39

routine claim, and overruled the claim because 
the title deed registry was not submitted to the 
court. In this way, the Court punished the vic-
tims. In fact, it is not difficult to access registry 
information. Despite the fact that the Court 
could have accessed this information via an of-
ficial letter submitted to land registry office, it 
overruled the claim leaving M.A. and her children 
without a dwelling. 
6. At the end of the process where cautionary 
decisions were not effective and the assaults 
continued, the Court carried out a risk assess-
ment and decided to move M.A. and her child-
ren to another place to protect them. This last 
decision is positive and effective in the sense 
that it is taken considering the particularity of 
the incident. 

21. M.M.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
On December 2, 2009, the police were informed 
that A.M. and F.M. killed M.M. and buried her 
under the hennery at the backyard of the hou-
se. The ones who were alleged to kill and bury 
M.M. under the hennery were the farther and 
the grandfather. M.M. was 16 years old and was 
missing. By the judicial authorities, the concrete 
floor with a height of 10 cm under the hennery 
was torn and at a depth of 1.60 meters, M.M.’s 
left hand was found. At a depth of 1.90 meters, 
M.M.’s dead body was found sitting with her 
knees pulled towards her chest, she had her 
clothes and headscarf on, and her hands were 
tied with a rope. According to forensic report, 
the cause of death was suffocation due to being 
buried under the ground alive.  As stated by the 
report, there were small pieces of sand and soil 
in her alimentary canal, sand and soil in her right 
bronchus, traces of sand throughout lumen and 
these findings indicated that she was buried 
alive. It is understood that she died of asphyxia 
due to being buried alive. M.M. struggled un-
derground to live and died suffering great pain. 
Her hands were tied with a rope as if handcuf-
fed. Her teeth came out due to death agony she 
suffered from under the ground, two of her te-
eth were found in her mouth. Except for one of 
her fingernails, all were detached. It was found 

that she struggled to survive underground and 
fought for her life with every possible human 
response. She tried to dig the soil, thus her fin-
gernails came out, tried to breathe thus her te-
eth came out due to pieces of earth and rocks 
filled in her mouth, her lungs were filled with 
earth.  She was murdered cruelly dying in agony 
and suffering great pain.  M.M., her brothers, her 
mother and father all resided together with the-
ir grandfather F.M.. The grandfather F.M. was a 
highly aggressive and despotic person. Contrary 
to male children in the family, none of the fe-
male children were schooled and were depri-
ved of their educational rights. They were even 
not allowed to go out. In January of 2009, the 
grandfather F.M. saw M.M. in front of the house 
talking to a male child. After this incident, he th-
reatened M.M. with death, beat her up and tied 
her to the balcony of the house.  Upon this, M.M. 
filed a complaint against her grandfather. Beca-
use of his act, the grandfather was sentenced 
to a 10-month imprisonment and his gun was 
confiscated with the verdict of Criminal Court 
of First Instance, numbered 2009/82 E and da-
ted 2009/244 K. The grandfather F.M. turned 
against M.M. after this incident. He oppressed 
her and started to say, “either kill yourself or I will 
make you suffer, I will kill you”. One day before 
M.M.’s murder, the grandfather and the father 
sent the whole family to stay somewhere else 
except for M.M. Before they left, the grandfat-
her asked M.M.’s mother to bring some pieces of 
wood telling her that he will fix the hennery. The 
mother brought the wood and left them in the 
backyard. When the family came back home one 
day later, they realized that the hennery’s flo-
or was concrete. When the mother couldn’t see 
M.M., she asked to the grandfather and he told 
her that M.M. ran away, and they reported her to 
the police as missing. In fact, the police did not 
have any applications for this. F.M. wanted the 
family members to tell people that they sent her 
to her uncle-in-law in Antalya to avoid disgra-
ce. The testimonies of the suspects, who used 
their rights to remain silent at the police station 
and prosecution office, are contradictory and 
inconsistent. During the prosecution, the sus-
pect grandfather denied the allegations, but the 
other witnesses and suspects stated that the 
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grandfather F.M. oppressed and tortured M.M. 
extremely, repeatedly told her “kill yourself, or I 
will do it if you don’t”, and when the lawsuit was 
filed, he forced his son and daughter-in-law to 
take the blame. The Court sentenced the gran-
dfather and the father to aggravated imprison-
ment, did not grant good conduct time allowan-
ce and the verdict is finalized. 

EVALUATION
1. M.M.’s short life and her murder is an inte-
resting and yet bitter example of the ultimate 
point naturalized and normalized patriarchal 
practices can reach. When M.M. was murdered, 
she was only 16 years old. She was subjected to 
excessive violence. During M.M.’s short life, not 
only she was deprived of her right to equality 
within the family, her right to personal security 
and personal freedom, her right to education, 
her right to a life without being humiliated or 
treated inhumanely and a life without punish-
ment, but also in the end, her right to life was 
violated by using a monstrous method. 
2. M.M. filed a complaint against her grandfat-
her despite all these unequal relations and vio-
lence she was subjected to. However, the judici-
al authorities handled the complaint as an ordi-
nary application instead of exercising due care 
and taking preventive measures considering the 
particularities of the incident. They filed a penal 
suit and sent M.M. to the site of violence leaving 
her to the mercy of the perpetrator.  
3. Considering the difficulties women face es-
pecially in exercising their rights, particularly 
their right to access justice due to their nor-
malized victimization based on social inequa-
lities, it is courageous of M.M. to take the risk 
to file a complaint against her grandfather. The 
unwillingness of judicial authorities to detect 
the possible risks M.M. can face is nothing more 
than their tendency to normalize violence against 
women. 
4. It is also observed in this incident that the fa-
mily members remained silent about the mur-
der and protected the perpetrators. 
5. The Court did not grant good conduct time al-
lowance to the perpetrators. In that sense, it is 
a positive decision. 

22. M.K.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
M.K. was married off to F.K. at an early age, was 
not schooled and could not speak Turkish. M.K. 
got pregnant as a child, had a preterm delivery 
and the baby died. As a result of this incident, 
she was subjected to violence, oppression and 
humiliation by her husband and his family on 
the grounds that she could not bear children. 
She gave birth second time at the age of 16. 
When she was pregnant with her third child, 
she was taken to hospital since she could not 
stand upright, yet because she did not receive 
the necessary treatment; she got worse and 
could not walk. M.K. could not get out of bed 
after her delivery. Within six months before her 
death, she was never taken to any health ins-
titution. Because of her illness, she had an in-
continence problem. Owing to this problem, the 
suspects, father-in-law K.K. and mother-in-law 
N.K., forced her to live in the toilet of the house 
despite harsh winter conditions in the last three 
months before her death. In this way, she spent 
last three months of her life in the toilet confi-
ned to bed. Nobody took care of her or cleaned 
her, nor was she fed owing to her incontinence 
problem. Also, M.K.’s father did not take action 
on time although he knew about her daughter’s 
illness and the fact that she did not receive any 
treatment. He didn’t have her treated. In this 
case, the testimony of B.L., the headman of the 
village, is very important. According to his tes-
timony, four or five years ago, M.K.’s father K.L. 
told the headman B.L. that his daughter M.K. had 
a miscarriage and the husband’s family threw 
her out and the outside temperature was minus 
40 degrees. Because he had a quarrel with fat-
her-in-law of M.K., he could not go to see her, 
therefore he asked help from the headman B.L. 
The next day her father K.L. and the headman 
went to the village M.K. lived and took her back 
to home after a long argument. The Headman 
told these exact words in his testimony: “M.K. 
lost her psychological balance she had before she 
got married, she looked miserable. She looked like 
a person left without food and water and thus lost 
balance. She could not speak well. She looked me 
in the eye and said “Get me out of here”. She could 
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walk then. I took her to my home. Her mother and 
my wife bathed her, took care of her. The next day 
K.L. told that he would take her daughter to his vil-
lage. I told him that I would give her neither to you 
nor to her husband. His father swore on Quran that 
he would not give M.K. back to her father-in-law. 
10 days passed and I learned that they took the 
girl back.” As understood from this testimony, 
despite M.K.’s call for help, her father sent her 
back to the home where she was subjected to 
violence. The rest of headman B.L.’s testimony 
is exemplary of revealing the approach and in-
difference of judicial authorities, administrati-
ve authorities, and health care workers to the 
issue in case of an emergency. Headman B.L. 
expresses these exact words in the rest of his 
testimony: “This year when we were traveling to 
Doğubayazıt,  K.L. told me that his daughter was 
sick. He said that they cut her hair and locked her 
to the toilet. Meanwhile, my phone rang. I cannot 
tell the name since it is one of the relatives of the 
suspects. The person said, ‘What kind of people are 
you? Your relative M.K. is in a very poor condition’ 
and hung up. I called the gendarmerie station after 
this call, they told me that city center is police’s ter-
ritory, therefore gave me the number of chief police 
officer. I called the chief police officer, told him that 
M.K. was tortured and maltreated, explained the in-
cident, and he told us to come.  We went there. They 
told us that they could not give M.K. to us without 
calling district attorney. They called the district at-
torney again and again but could not reach. Thereu-
pon, they said, ‘Go and talk to the District Governor’. 
I went to see her. They told me that she was not 
available but she was informed about the situation. 
I insisted and they told me to wait again. Meanwhi-
le, I called all the press members I knew and asked 
for help. When the press was involved, the District 
Governor told me to calm down and asked what 
the matter was. I told her that the girl was in a very 
poor condition. She repeated that they could not en-
ter the house without District Attorney’s permissi-
on. She called the Chief Doctor of the hospital. Chief 
Doctor told that whoever their family doctor was 
could enter the house. District Governor sent the 
Chief Doctor with me and we left. The Chief Doctor 
told me to wait there saying that he would come 
back with the family doctor and the nurses but he 
never came back. It was night time and dark out-

side. I came back home. They called me at 8 in the 
morning, told that they reached District Attorney, 
and that I could take the girl. I sent her father K.L. 
and our relative T.L.. They took M.K. and came back. 
I was moved when I saw her condition. We had her 
bathed in K.L.’s house and took her to the hospital 
to the emergency department.  That day M.K. told 
me that they were torturing her.” At Ağrı Hospi-
tal, wounds on her wrist and hips due to being 
bedded, traces of battering and coercion, frac-
tures in her bones were detected. M.K. was sent 
to Ankara Dış Kapı Yıldırım Bayezit Training and 
Research Hospital on the grounds that she had 
a risk of death. On July 15, 2012, before she died, 
with the help of a translator, she told doctor F.Ç. 
that she was tortured, not fed, locked in the toi-
let and not bathed. According to forensic report, 
the function loss of whole body was 98 percent. 
As a result of being confined to live in the toilet 
of the home lying still on a piece of wood un-
der poor conditions, it was detected that M.K. 
suffered from infected wounds on both sides of 
her buttocks, bruises on her legs and feet, seve-
re anemia and squalor. The cause of death was 
identified as the infected wounds and spreading 
of this infection to whole body. It was concluded 
that if the medical care and treatment were pro-
vided, the recovery was possible medically; the-
refore, there is a causal relation between lack 
of providing the need for nourishment, medical 
care and treatment, and her death. The Court 
penalized the suspects for committing murder 
by means of acts of omission and granted good 
conduct time allowance. They were not penali-
zed for the offenses of torture, maltreatment 
and oppression. 

EVALUATION
1. M.K. was not seen as an individual in any pha-
se of her short life, thus could not benefit any of 
her rights. M.K. was deprived of her right to edu-
cation, and her right to equality within the fa-
mily, was married off when she was a child and 
sent to another village. Here, M.K.’s right to a life 
without torture, cruel, inhumane and humilia-
ting treatment, her right to have a physically and 
mentally healthy life, her right to equal protec-
tion, nutrition, and treatment were violated and 
in the end, also her right to life was infringed. 
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M.K. was  left to die in agony under inhumane 
conditions without food and water, and prima-
rily her father and almost everyone around her 
watched her death.
2. M.K. begged to be saved from the site of tor-
ture but her father returned her to the site of vi-
olence although she did not want to go at all and 
as a result, he abetted her murder. 
3. Unfortunately the headman B.L.’s efforts 
were in vain. Although judicial and administrati-
ve authorities, health care workers and doctors 
had the necessary legal instruments, they did 
not cooperate and take action. 
4. The matters of not being able to reach the 
district attorney an entire day as well as offi-
cials passing the responsibility to each other 
demonstrate the extent of how negligibly, ca-
relessly and insensitively public officials handle 
the issue.  
5. On the other hand, there are adequate legal 
regulations, primarily Law No. 6284, that aut-
horize the administrative chief and law enfor-
cement to take cautionary decision under such 
circumstances. The District Attorney asserts 
the need for complaint to be able to intervene 
but this means violation of Istanbul Convention 
since providing these services cannot be depen-
dent upon victim’s complaint or testifying aga-
inst the perpetrator. 

23. N.B.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
N.B. was married to A.B. since 1987 and had 3 
children. The plaintiff husband was having an 
affair with another women, abandoned his wife 
and children, moved to another city and was li-
ving with his lover there. He did not contribute 
to the expenses of home and children, he did not 
send money, and he even did not call them. The 
plaintiff not only had a relationship with another 
women but also did not leave his wife and child-
ren in peace. 
A.B. continuously perpetrated physical and ver-
bal violence against his wife N.B. N.B. got into 
depression because of this and received a treat-
ment in psychiatry department of state hospi-
tal.  Although A.B. was the faulty party, he filed 

a divorce case. The Court ruled the dismissal of 
the case on the grounds that there was not a 
single fault on the side of N.B. and the plaintiff 
could not make any claims since he was the fa-
ulty party and it issued a temporary alimony. 

EVALUATION
N.B.’s case reveals that economically disem-
powered women do not prefer to divorce despi-
te all the oppression, physical and psychological 
violence they are subjected to. Poverty and lack 
of education play an important role on women’s 
choices and women with children usually do not 
prefer divorce and suffice with alimony claims. 

24. N.K.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
N.K. was 15 years old and she was raped by 
her brother A.K. when she was sleeping. Be-
cause she was afraid, N.K. could not tell about 
the rape to anyone. When she realized she was 
pregnant, she told to her mother and her sister. 
The mother E.K. told her daughter, “Go and th-
row herself into haymaker or I will tell it to your 
father and he will kill you”. By saying this, she 
not only refused to help her but also induced her 
to kill herself. Thereupon, N.K. first went to a 
teacherage in the village on September 5, 2008 
and from there, she went to Kars and applied 
to police station filing a complaint. The brother 
was sued for the offense of child sexual abuse 
and the mother was sued for inducing the vic-
tim to suicide. During the judgment process, it 
was detected that N.K. was fifteen years old at 
the time of the offense. Due to sexual abuse she 
was subjected to, her bodily and mental health 
were impaired, and she was suffering from post 
trauma stress disorder. It was also determined 
by the forensic report that the biological father 
of the baby was her brother A.K. by 99,99 per-
cent. The entire family rejected the allegation 
and tried to acquit the brother. At the end of the 
trial, the mother was acquitted, and the brother 
A.K. was sentenced to 24-year imprisonment 
for sexual abuse of the child. He received a pe-
nalty reduction pursuant to article 62 of Turkish 
Penal Code.
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EVALUATION
1. Women take the risk of a difficult process 
when they file a complaint due to rape. Espe-
cially if this rape is committed by one of the fa-
mily members, it is almost impossible. However, 
in the present case, N.K. first took shelter in the 
teacherage in the village and filed a complaint 
after she arrived Kars. In that sense, it can be 
perceived as a positive example. 
2. In a case of rape, it is the victim not the per-
petrator who is blamed as a result of the inequ-
alities between women and men, discriminatory 
practices and traditional prejudices. As a refle-
ction of naturalized and normalized patriarchal 
practices, raped woman is induced to kill her-
self; if she doesn’t, she is told that male mem-
bers of the family will kill her. As a matter of fact, 
in plenty of cases we examined, either women 
committed suicide or men killed those who did 
not. In this case, the mother induced N.K. to 
suicide by telling her either to kill herself or her 
father would. 
3. Despite all, N.K. decided to face the difficul-
ties of this process and took the risks, left the 
house, and applied to judicial authorities. This is 
a rare courageous act. However, in the case filed 
upon N.K.’s complaint, it was obvious that the 
mother committed an offence by inducing her to 
suicide, yet she was acquitted. Judicial authoriti-
es’ attitude is vital in eliminating the inequalities 
between men and women. The judicial execu-
tives are inclined to underestimate severity of 
violence, file a lawsuit, punish the perpetrator 
and close the case instead of transforming so-
cial relations that lead to violence with a resto-
rative penal system. In this case, no cautionary 
decisions were taken for child N.K.’s treatment 
or rehabilitation.

25. N.R.A. 

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
N.R.A.  was a citizen of Syria, could not speak 
Turkish and was illiterate. She was married to 
R.M. for 11 years. They had three children aged 
8, 7 and 5. Since polygamy is legal in Syria, she 
was staying in the same house with the other 

wife. R.M. migrated to Turkey with his two wives 
and his children and they still reside in Batman.  
R.M. did not want to stay in Turkey, wanted to 
go to Europe, yet since European countries do 
not allow polygamy, he wanted to divorce from 
N.R.A. and go to Europe with the other wife ta-
king the children with him. N.R.A. did not accept 
divorce and they argued. One day N.R.A. could 
not stand the pressure and took refuge in family 
friend A.H.’s house. R.M. came there and per-
petrated violence against N.R.A., hit her on the 
head and stomach. According to A.H.’s state-
ment, he swore, insulted her and got her on the 
ground by pulling her hair, and kicked her in the 
stomach. N.R.A. was taken to Batman District 
State Hospital. She recounted the incident in her 
testimony dated February 25, 2016 and filed 
a complaint against R.M. claiming a stayaway 
order. She also stated that she did not have 
shelter and divorce request. Batman Provincial 
Security Directorate issued a cautionary deci-
sion and the following day, submitted it to the 
Family Court. The cautionary decision included a 
3-months stayaway from the victim, vicinity of 
the dwelling, and school as well as a ban for ex-
hibiting behaviors including violence, threat and 
humiliation against the victim. 

EVALUATION
1. Batman Provincial Security Directorate issu-
ed a cautionary decision pursuant to Law. 6284 
and submitted it to the Court within its due time. 
2. However, the cautionary decision is again a 
routine printed decision disregarding the chara-
cteristics of the case. In fact, in this case, pol-
ygamy is legitimate and legal in Syria, yet it is 
against legal regulations of Turkey. When issu-
ing the cautionary decision, the particularities of 
the incident must have been considered. Plus, its 
pursuance and execution should be monitored.
3. It is apparent that polygamous marriages and 
their family members will have problems in the 
areas such as civil code, family law, children’s 
status, and inheritance law. Both law enforce-
ment and the Court should have handled this 
issue from this perspective and made attempts 
for finding solutions to this problem. Law enfor-
cement and Court adopted routine procedures 
and closed the case until the renewal of the 
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case.
4. Language problem of refugee women is a vi-
tal issue to be handled. In addition to not spe-
aking the language, the fact that there are no 
expert independent translators prevents these 
women from claiming their rights. 
5. It is highly probable that these issues will ap-
pear as great problems in the future due to Sy-
rian women lacking of any kind of assurance as 
seen in this case.

26. N.C.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
N.C. and E.C. got married on July 11, 2002,  and 
had three children. N.C. lived in the same house 
with her husband’s sisters, mother and father in 
the first years of her marriage. Within this pe-
riod, E.C. continuously humiliated, insulted her, 
perpetrated physical violence, did not take care 
of his children and his wife, and used drugs. He 
was also gambling, and not coming home since 
he enjoyed nightlife. N.C. filed a divorce case on 
April 30, 2013 but withdrew the lawsuit on June 
10, 2014. 

EVALUATION
This case shows the extent of women’s disem-
powerment, thus presents a significant examp-
le to the issue. N.C. withdraws the lawsuit and 
continues to live with the perpetrator of violen-
ce despite being exposed to physical, psycholo-
gical and verbal violence. 

27. N.Ç.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
N.Ç. and H.Ç. got married on June 21, 2006 and 
had two kids; B.R. was 7 and E.N. was 3 years 
old. H.Ç. was a teacher and one day he said “I 
don’t want to live with you” and started not to 
come home. N.Ç. was not employed as she was 
a housewife. They learned that H.Ç. was living 
with another women. One month before the 
case was filed, H.Ç. asked for his appointment to 
another city behind his wife’s back and abando-
ned the house after taking his personal belon-

gings and 5.999 Turkish Liras cash. He moved to 
the district of Yüksekova. N.Ç. filed a temporary 
alimony case with a request for legal assistan-
ce. The Court demanded the investigation of 
economic conditions. 
The rest of the case is missing in the file. We 
do not know what happened then. 

EVALUATION
1. N.Ç. is economically disempowered and is de-
pendent upon her husband. Therefore, she pre-
ferred to file a temporary alimony case instead 
of divorce. 
2. We do not know about the course of the case 
and how it ended, yet since it was opened with 
a request for legal assistance, we at least know 
that she has some knowledge about accessing 
justice. 

28. O.Y.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
Born in 1999, O.Y. was a senior student in voca-
tional school of health. She was a very success-
ful student and since her family resided in the 
village, she was staying in the girls’ dormitory. 
O.Y. was found dead by means of being hung 
in the dormitory. According to forensic report 
of O.Y., the cause of death was mechanical as-
phyxia due to being hung. In the investigation, it 
was understood that while she was doing inter-
nship in Ağrı State Hospital, one of her father’s 
friend F.P. saw her talking to a male friend from 
her school as he was taking his own father to 
hospital. After that F.P. harassed and sexual-
ly abused O.Y.. O.Y. told about the abuse to his 
family in tears, she went to police station with 
her father and filed a complaint against F.P. In 
O.Y.’s testimony taken before a lawyer and a so-
cial worker from Police Department Children’s 
Bureau, she recounted the events as follows: 
“When I was doing my internship, I met one of my 
male friends from school and talked to him. My 
father’s friend F.P. came to hospital for his father’s 
treatment. He told me ‘Is he your boy friend that 
you are talking to him?’ I told him ‘Uncle F., he is 
my friend from school.’ He said ‘I took your pictu-
re and will tell your father’. I begged him not to tell 
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my father. He took my number, and told me that he 
would call me again. The same day, he called me 
again and told me to come in front of ER. He asked 
me to come to his car to tell me something. Since we 
know him as a family and he is my father’s friend, 
I didn’t think anything bad and got into the car. He 
drove the car to the car park, started to kiss, touch 
my legs and breasts, forced me to sit on his lap. I cri-
ed, I begged him not to do. When I cried a lot, he let 
me go.” After this incident, it was revealed by the 
testimonies of the witnesses that O.Y. got into 
depression and attempted suicide before due to 
the fear that her family would remove her from 
school. The witness D.Ö. recounted that one of 
her father’s friend abused her; therefore, she 
attempted suicide. After her attempt, she wrote 
this note to her notebook: “Please forgive me my 
God! I tried to kill my self, please help me finish my 
school.” In the second attempt, O.Y. lost her life. 
F.P. is a member  of a powerful tribe and is the 
Director of Education, Social Assistance and So-
lidarity Association and has a criminal record for 
inciting to commit crime. F.P. has been arrested 
for harassment. In the reason of arrest, the fin-
ding that O.Y. got into depression due to incident 
of harassment was included. 
The lawsuit was filed in Assize Court and still 
continues. 

EVALUATION 
1. O.Y. was a very successful student who had 
an education life full of struggles. O.Y was a vi-
ctim of prejudices prevalent in her community 
and her biggest fear was being removed from 
school by his father due to sexual abuse she 
was exposed to.
2. She is a victim of prejudices and discrimina-
tory practices that punish the victim rather than 
the perpetrator sexually abusing his friend’s da-
ughter who calls him “uncle”. 
3. She filed a complaint for the abuse, yet the 
social worker and judicial executives present in 
her testimony handled the issue as an ordinary 
complaint and after they completed the process, 
they continued with their daily lives. However, if 
they had been a little bit more sensitive and at-
tentive, if they had distanced themselves from 
patriarchal mindset, they could have foreseen 
the risks threatening O.Y.’s life. In fact, in the 

region they work and live, they have witnes-
sed many incidents revealing what happens to 
sexually abused female children.  
4. If they had been a little bit more attentive in 
providing O.Y. psychological and rehabilitative 
support considering her age and the trauma 
she went through, she would be alive today and 
could graduate from the school that she loved 
very much.

29. S.P.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
S.P. got married to Ş.B. at the age of 16, after 
staying married for 25 years, she got divorced 
on November 17, 2014. She was killed with a gun 
by Ş.B. on July 28, 2015. The suspect Ş.B. not 
only perpetrated violence against S.P. throug-
hout their marriage but also disturbed, stalked 
and threatened her saying “if I leave here, I will 
kill you.” Once he attempted to throw S.P. from 
the balcony entering the house with the key 
while she was hanging out the laundry.  At ano-
ther time, he tried to kill her with a knife. They 
had three children in common aged 16, 14 and 
10. Most of the time, the children prevented Ş.B. 
from killing S.P. On June 28, 2015, S.P. went to 
suspect’s house and asked the suspect and his 
family to stop oppressing her saying “leave me 
alone, our marriage is over, we broke up”. While 
she was walking down the stairs, she was shot 
by a gun 9 times and lost her life due to multiple 
organ injury. In S.P.’s fingernails, tissue sample 
of another male was found. 

No gunshot residue was detected in the suspe-
ct’s hand. In addition to the attorney of Ministry 
of Family and Social Policies, Children’s Rights 
Center of Bar Association, Union of Office Wor-
kers (BES) got involved in the case. At the end 
of the trial, the Court sentenced Ş.B. to life im-
prisonment for intentional murder, and one year 
imprisonment for possession of unregistered 
firearm and did not grant good conduct time al-
lowance pursuant to article 62 of Turkish Penal 
Code. 
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EVALUATION
1. S.P. was subjected continuous violence by Ş.B. 
whom she was married off at an early age. After 
she started working, she was no longer econo-
mically dependent on her husband and with this 
self-confidence, she got divorced. 
2. Despite their divorce, Ş.B. continued to stalk 
S.P. together with his brothers, disturbed her 
and resorted to physical violence since he did 
not see her as an independent individual but as 
his own property. 
3. S.P.’s murder is a case made to seem like a 
suicide and this is a very common method for 
femicides that we face recently.  
4. Effective investigation and prosecution is 
not carried out. For instance, there was tissue 
sample of another male found in S.P.’s finger-
nails in addition to the suspect Ş.B.’s. This fin-
ding reveals that S.P. struggled with someone 
else before she died. The thing to do is to make 
a DNA investigation; in the first place all people 
in the site of murder as well as Ş.B.’s relatives 
must be checked.  However, the Court chose to 
arrest and judge only one suspect instead of 
conducting a multifaceted investigation. 
5. Besides, in this case, it is significant that both 
the prosecution and the Court made mitigating 
interpretations in the manner that it can be in 
favor of the perpetrator. For instance, it was cle-
ar that the perpetrator Ş.B. continued to harass 
and threaten the victim S.P. despite their divor-
ce. Still, there were mitigating interpretations 
in favor of the perpetrators such as “while the 
parties were arguing, S.P. swore at the perpet-
rator and he felt humiliated and insulted, with a 
sudden decision, he fired his gun.”
6. The attorney of Ministry of Family and Social 
Policies got involved in the case in the second 
hearing. That the claims of Bar Association and 
Union of Office Works to get involved in the case 
in addition to the attorney of Ministry of Family 
and Social Policies were recognized is vital and 
positive.  It is a result of this cooperation that 
the suspect was not granted good conduct time 
allowance as per article 62 of Turkish Penal 
Code.

30. S.K.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
The parties got married on September 6, 2002 
and had two children, one girl, and one boy. S.K. 
was not employed and took care of housework 
and the children. The defendant N.K. met a Sy-
rian woman while he was working at the cafe-
teria of Syrian refugee camp, and started to live 
with this Syrian woman although his marriage 
still continued. N.K. rented a new house and fur-
nished it. He did not see his wife and children in 
this period and did not cover the expenses of 
the family at all. S.K. filed a lawsuit against her 
husband N.K. in the Family Court and claimed 
temporary alimony for herself and her children. 
The union of marriage is still valid and yet since 
N.K. resides in a different dwelling, the lawsuit 
petition and summons to the hearing were sent 
to N.K.’s new dwelling and he was notified in this 
address. The fact that notification was sent to 
another address shows that he was living in a 
separate dwelling. N.K. attended the trial and 
stated that he was unemployed since Decem-
ber  of 2014, therefore he did not want to pay 
alimony. The Family Court dismissed the case in 
its verdict dated May 14, 2015 on the grounds 
that S.P. did not present evidence and witness 
to the court and ruled that S.K. paid the cost of 
proceedings. 

EVALUATION
1. According to legal regulations, as is in regu-
lations of custody and personal connection, 
to rule for child maintenance does not require 
request. The judge is authorized to take a de-
cision on his/her own. The purpose of all these 
regulations is to serve the best interest of the 
child and to nurture healthy children.  
2. Both the Civil Code and Law No. 6284, Child 
Protection Law and international conventions 
state that considering the best interest of the 
child is a necessity in this and similar cases. 
However, in this decision, the judge ruled for the 
dismissal of the case since the plaintiff did not 
present evidence to the court. In the present 
case, it is evident from the notification address 
that the husband moved from the house and 
started to live in another dwelling and he also 
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came to the hearing and stated that he did not 
want to pay alimony due to being unemployed. 
The mother is a housewife and does not have 
any income. The judge who overruled the ali-
mony claim did not even bother how the children 
would manage. 
3. The fact that the judge gave such a grave de-
cision might be because he handled the issue as 
a routine procedure or because he misinterpre-
ted it. In either case, it is evident that the judge 
did not exercise due care for the issue and did 
not consider child’s best interest.   

31. S.Ö.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
The plaintiff and the defendant are siblings. The-
ir father sold some of the immovable properti-
es to male children before he died. The plaintiff 
S.Ö. asserted that the transactions their father 
made was fraudulent, they set it up in order not 
to give her rightful share in the inheritance, and 
therefore she claimed for cancelation of the title 
deed and requested equal portion of the inhe-
ritance. The Court issued an injunction for the 
immovable property of dispute, visited the spot 
and listened to the witnesses and made an app-
raisal via experts. Ultimately, the Court partially 
accepted the case and ruled for paying the value 
of a small share. 

EVALUATION
1. Women are not perceived as the subjects of 
their rights, therefore cannot exercise their in-
heritance rights. This case is opened against 
such an incident.  The traditional mindset and 
prejudices tend to ignore women’s right to in-
heritance. The plaintiff S.Ö. and the defendants 
are legal heirs to their father’s inheritance. For 
this reason, after their father’s death, S.Ö. and 
her defendant brothers have their rightful equal 
share in inheritance. Since this is the legal re-
gulation, the father wanted to disinherit S.Ö. 
by setting up a fake sale of the immovable pro-
perty to his sons so that they could benefit and 
S.Ö. was disinherited. 
2. The Court entirely ignored social prejudi-
ces and traditional practices and handled the 

incident as an ordinary inheritance case and a 
routine case for cancellation of title deed. Ulti-
mately, the Court found the sale of the property 
legal and gave a decision meaning S.Ö. would 
suffice with a little share. 

32. Ş.E.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
The lawsuit was filed for changing the custody 
of young E.D. and appointing the grandmother 
Ş.E. as the guardian. Young E.D.’s mother and 
father got divorced, and the mother was awar-
ded the custody. However, the mother resided 
in Kartal district of Istanbul, did not take care of 
her children and E.D. lived with her/his grand-
parents since infancy. The grandmother Ş.E. fi-
led a lawsuit claiming for the change of custody 
and appointing herself as the guardian since the 
child had no relationship with the mother and 
the grandmother had serious problems during 
official proceedings. Social Worker interviewed 
E.D. and reported that the child wanted to live 
with the grandmother. According to E.D.’s sta-
tement, E.D. did not see the mother and the 
father. They never called the child and when the 
child went to the mother, she resorted violence. 
The case is continuously adjourned due to chan-
ge of judges and still goes on. By the way, E.D.’s 
mother wanted the custody to be given to the 
father. 
Decision?

EVALUATION
In this case, what the Court will rule in terms 
of the best interest of the child as well as the 
trauma of the child due to being abandoned by 
its parents is highly significant. We are following 
the developments of the case. 

33. Ş.A.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
Ş.A., was not schooled and at the age of 16, she 
was married off to C.A. via religious ceremony. 
She gave birth to two children; E.C. and E.R. 
and yet, since she did not have civil marriage, 
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the children were registered under the name of 
C.A.’s mother and father. C.A. had an irrespon-
sible personality; he did not take care and cover 
the expenses of the house and children and con-
tinuously perpetrated physical violence against 
Ş.A. and insulted her. Once, he did not give Ş.A. 
1 Turkish Liras to go to the hospital and when 
she insisted, he assaulted and beat her. There 
are 4 complaints with the police related to bea-
tings and violence incidents. He tried to smother 
Ş.A. by covering her mouth with a scarf as she 
wanted bread for the hungry children. The ne-
ighbors helped her and called the police, so Ş.A. 
was saved. Ş.A. filed a divorce case, claiming the 
custody of the children and alimony. The Court 
accepted the case and awarded the custody of 
children to the mother. 

EVALUATION
1. This case is an example of how women suffer 
from multiple victimizations. Ş.A. is not schoo-
led, is not granted her right to equality within 
the family, deprived of her educational rights 
and married off at an early age via religious ce-
remony. At home, she is subjected to continuous 
violence; she is even deprived of her right to own 
the custody of children she gave birth to. 
2. This case is also an example of how judicial 
authorities and law enforcement do not conduct 
an effective investigation and do not handle the 
issue with a victim- centered approach. Althou-
gh Ş.A. applies to police station four times, no 
cautionary measures are taken to protect Ş.A. 
and the children and to prevent violence. 
3. Ş.A.’s right to access justice is violated. The-
re are no supportive mechanisms that can help 
Ş.A. who does not have any knowledge about 
the ways to access justice except for applying 
to the police station. However, the acceptance 
of divorce case and awarding the custody of 
children to the mother can be seen as positive 
decisions.  

34. Ş.T. – Bebek T.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
Ş.T. whose husband died in 2008 lived in a village 
of Eruh distritct in Siirt Province with her 7 child-

ren in total, three daughters and 4 sons. She 
was impoverished, did not have an income ge-
nerating employment, had never been to school 
and could not speak Turkish. The village Ş.T. lived 
was known as village of guards. The suspect 
A.Ü. resided in the same village and had worked 
as a village guard, but actually he was a butcher. 
In March of 2012, A.Ü. raped Ş.T. while collecting 
brushwood in the stream down the police sta-
tion and left the site threatening her not to tell 
anyone. Ş.T. kept the rape incident as a secret 
since she was terrified and yet she got pregnant. 
She thought that she would have a miscarriage 
so that nobody would know, thus she also kept 
her pregnancy as a secret. The perpetrator A.Ü. 
wanted her to have abortion. On October 31, 
2011, the staff of Siirt Maternity Hospital called 
the police station and reported that a woman 
named Ş.T. fell off as she was harvesting grapes 
and got injured, and the baby died due to uteri-
ne rupture. When the incident was heard, A.Ü. 
ran away and yet after search warrant, he was 
caught and arrested. In the investigation launc-
hed thereupon, first Ş.T. only stated that she fell 
and got injured and there was a rupture in her 
uterine. She did not want to tell who the father 
of the baby was and did not file a lawsuit. In her 
statement she gave later on, she filed a compla-
int against the suspect, recounting that she was 
raped, the suspect tried to take the baby out of 
her belly but he failed to do, she ran away to her 
brother H.E.’s house and told him that she fell 
off a three and got injured, because of her dress, 
they did not see the baby, and they thought that 
the blood on her dress was due to the injury, 
and they learned that she was pregnant at the 
hospital. All the witnesses heard verified Ş.T.’s 
testimony before the Court. The suspect A.Ü. 
denied all the allegations about rape and forcing 
her to miscarry the baby. The Court had mole-
cular analysis conducted taking DNA samples 
from the plaintiff, the suspect and the baby. 
According to the forensic report prepared by Is-
tanbul Forensic Medicine Institute, the suspect 
A.Ü. is identified as the biological father of the 
baby. The Court sentenced the suspect on the 
grounds of sexually assaulting Ş.T. by means of 
raping but acquitted him for forcing her to mis-
carry the baby. In the ruling dated November 05, 
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2014, the suspect were sentenced to 7 years 
imprisonment and were granted good conduct 
time allowance and ultimately, the punishment 
was reduced to 5 years 10 months. 

EVALUATION
1. This incident is one of the examples indicating 
how raped women cannot benefit their right to 
access justice and cannot apply to judicial aut-
horities. In addition to social prejudices, the fact 
that the rapist is a “village guard” constitutes an 
impediment for Ş.T. to apply to judicial authori-
ties. That Ş.T. cannot speak the official langu-
age and that she does not know her rights are 
among significant reasons why she keeps the 
rape incident as a secret.
2. The Court ruled for the punishment of the 
suspect for his offense of sexual assault upon 
the forensic report. However, despite the exis-
ting offense of forcing the victim to miscarria-
ge, the Court did not conduct any investigation 
about this crime. The perpetrator of this offense 
was not searched. The findings that there is a 
clean cut on Ş.T.’s belly and the cut can only be 
made by someone with anatomy knowledge are 
not investigated, and ultimately an act defined 
as an offense is ignored. Despite the existing 
doubt that the butcher suspect could be a pos-
sible perpetrator of this crime, no investigation 
was carried out in this direction. It is possible 
to think that the suspect’s being a village guard 
plays a role in this approach. 

35. T.T. 

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
T.T. and Y.T. got married in 2014 and settled in 
Istanbul. Y.T. forced T.T. to watch the camera re-
cordings of a sexual intercourse he shot with a 
woman he had an affair with before he got mar-
ried to T.T. When T.T. resisted, he perpetrated 
physical, psychological and verbal violence aga-
inst her. T.T. could not stand the oppression and 
violence she was subjected to, thus took refuge 
in her mother’s house and filed a divorce case. 
Thereupon, Y.T. continuously threatened T.T. and 
her family with death and assaulted her in mo-
ther’s house and resorted to physical violence. 

Y.T. threatened T.T. and her family with death to 
make them withdraw their complaint submitted 
to judicial authorities. He repeatedly mentioned 
that she should make 2 meters of cerement 
ready unless she withdrew the complaint and 
alimony claim whose hearing would take place 
on February 24, 2016. He even started to say 
that he would kill his own relatives who get into 
touch with T.T.  When T.T. and his mother were 
visiting his sick aunt Ş.Ç. in her house, he attac-
ked this house with a gun, killed 4 people inclu-
ding T.T., his aunt and his aunts’ child, wounded 
2 children suffering from life threatening injuries 
and he ran away. The other day, T.T. went to his 
uncle M.T. who hosted T.T. in his house in Sam 
village and also killed 5 people in this house in 
total and then ran away. The prosecution joined 
the cases, the lawsuit filed for 9 homicides in to-
tal and 2 attempted murder still continues. 

EVALUATION
1. The murder of T.T. and other 8 people is a stri-
king example of how judicial authorities handle 
the issue from a patriarchal viewpoint and as-
sess each complaint as separate and ordinary 
applications instead of taking protective mea-
sures for women and preventive measures aga-
inst violence. A careless and insensitive appro-
ach to the issue instead of a victim-centered 
viewpoint resulted in death of 9 people as well 
as 2 people with life-threatening injuries.
2. The suspect Y.T. threatened T.T., her family, his 
own relatives who got into touch with her with 
death in front of public eye including law enfor-
cement and judicial authorities. By resorting to 
violence, he walked the path of murder without 
being interrupted and no body stopped him. Y.T. 
went to his relatives after committing murders 
and these people did not fulfill their obligation 
to notify, on the contrary, they harbored  Y.T. in 
their houses. The relatives have an important 
role and responsibility in realization of the se-
cond series of murder. 

36. V.Ç.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
A.Ç. and V.Ç. got married on November 17, 2002 
and had six children. A.Ç. resorted to violence 
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continuously against his wife V.Ç. by means of 
battering, strangling, getting her on the ground 
by pulling her hair. V.Ç. could not stand violence 
anymore and took refuge in her father’s house, 
yet the suspect A.Ç. attacked her father’s hou-
se, fired at them, broke the window of his bro-
ther-in-law’s car and damaged the car with his 
fists. V.Ç. filed a complaint with her family and 
at the same time filed a divorce case. However, 
later on, family elders got involved and recon-
ciled V.Ç. and A.Ç.. V.Ç. and her family withdrew 
the complaint during the trial phase. Since they 
withdrew the complaint, the Court ruled for dis-
continuance of the cases filed for injury and pro-
perty damage. While searching the body of the 
suspect, a flick knife was found. Since carrying it 
is a crime pursuant to article 4 of Law 6136 and 
it is not an offense dependent upon a compla-
int, the Court ruled 2 months imprisonment 
and 25 days punitive fine. This punishment was 
reduced by 1/6 by granting good conduct time 
allowance. Ultimately, the announcement of the 
verdict is deferred. 
However, A.Ç. continued to exert violence. V.Ç. 
was hospitalized due to an attack in 2012 and 
was treated there. When discharged from hos-
pital, V.Ç. turned back to her family’s house and 
started to live with them. In the case filed for 
this incident, despite the existing judicial re-
ports about violence V.Ç. was subjected to and 
despite being proven guilty as charged, the per-
petrator of violence also received sentence re-
duction by 1/6 by granting good conduct time 
allowance. Since V.Ç. did not have a job and in-
come, her siblings took care of her.  Meanwhile, 
A.Ç. started to live with another woman and had 
children from this affair. He also resorted to vi-
olence against this woman with whom he lived 
illegally and legal action was taken against him 
due to offenses of injury, threatening and humi-
liation. A.Ç. did not let V.Ç. to see the children in 
common.

EVALUATION
1. It is observed that V.Ç. was continuously su-
bjected to violence and her right to lead a non-
violent life was violated. She also could not 
exercise her right to access justice. She does not 

know another way to struggle violence except 
for applying to police station and in fact, these 
applications are handled as routine complaints 
and when the victim withdraws the case, the 
lawsuit is dismissed. However, in the present 
case, it is obvious that the perpetrator continu-
es to exert violence, yet an effective protection 
is not provided and an effective precaution is 
not taken. 
2. It appears that despite the existing legal regu-
lations for effective protection of women aga-
inst violence, the issue is not handled from this 
perspective. For that reason, effective protec-
tion cannot be offered. Risk assessment is not 
carried out, and precautionary measures that 
can ensure coordinated protection and support 
to women in case of reoccurring violence as well 
as life threatening incidents are not taken. 
3. During judicial processes, the problem is not 
handled with a victim-centered approach, an 
effective investigation is not carried with duty 
of care and the suspect.  

37. H.K.M. 

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
H.K.M. and E.M. got married in 2008 and had 
one child in this marriage. Although they had a 
companionate marriage, E.M. perpetrated phy-
sical violence against his wife H.K.M. continu-
ously during their marriage. H.K.M. was subje-
cted to physical and verbal violence even in the 
last days of her pregnancy, thus she took shelter 
in her family in bruises, filed a divorce case, cla-
imed for custody, alimony and compensation. 
H.K.M.  was not employed and did not have an 
income.  As a result of the trial, the Court ruled 
for divorce, awarded the custody of the child to 
the mother and issued a small amount of ali-
mony, overruled the claim for compensation. 
The verdict was appealed and the Court of Cas-
sation reversed the decision on the ground that 
the claim was overruled despite the existing 
conditions for non-pecuniary compensation. 

EVALUATION
1. In this case, even though H.K.M.’s claims for 
divorce, custody and alimony were met, her cla-
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im for compensation is overruled despite the 
existing conditions and contributing causes. 
In the case file, it is evident that E.M. resorted 
to verbal, physical and psychological violence 
against his wife continuously and yet the claim 
is overruled despite this fact. This means that 
women’s personal rights are not taken into con-
sideration. 
2. H.K.M. benefits the legal aid in this case and 
the verdict is appealed thanks to legal aid law-
yer, and the claim for compensations is met 
even if it is a small amount. This is a case in point 
revealing the importance of benefiting the legal 
aid. 

38. P.B.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
P.B. and M.B. got married in 2011 and started 
to live together with M.B.’s parents in the same 
house. M.B. and his family perpetrated violence 
against P.B. in the second month of their marri-
age. Due to violence she was subjected to, P.B. 
wanted to go back to her family, yet her husband 
M.B., her mother-in-law A.B. and father-in-law 
R.B. told her to take off the bracelets and neck-
lace and hand the jewelry to them. They said she 
could leave after giving these. When P.B. reje-
cted to give jewelry that belonged to her, they 
beat and prevented her from going. P.B. wanted 
to call her parents and yet they grabbed the 
phone and broke  it into pieces by throwing aga-
inst wall. They got her on the ground holding her 
hands and arms and tried to take the jewels out 
forcibly. Due to P.B.’s resistance, M.B. and his fa-
mily couldn’t take the jewelry, thereupon, threa-
tened her with a gun. By pointing the gun to her 
head, they seized the jewelry. When under at-
tack, P.B. continuously shouted for help. One of 
the neighbors who heard the noise came to the 
house and saw P.B.. This person did not help, on 
the contrary, warned P.B. to cover her hair since 
her head scarf got loose and left. After the at-
tackers took the jewelry, they released P.B. and 
she called her mother for help. P.B.’s mother cal-
led the gendarmerie, and they called P.B. asking 
whether she wanted to bring a complaint aga-
inst them or not. When she said yes, they came 

to the house. According to medical report; there 
were cuts and edema in P.B.’s head and neck, 
cuts and bruises on right and left hand. The sus-
pects denied the imputed offenses in their tes-
timonies. As a result of the trial held, the Court 
penalized three suspects for plundering, gran-
ted good conduct time allowance for mother-
in-law and father-in-law, but did not grant good 
conduct time allowance to the suspect M.B. for 
being rude to the court board. The Court ruled 
acquittal of three suspects for the offenses of 
deprivation of liberty and intentional injury. The 
case was appealed but its examination by Court 
of Cassation is not finalized yet. 

EVALUATION
1. This case is a striking example of how vio-
lence in the private sphere is ignored and how 
people turn a deaf ear to women’s cry for help. 
Only one person came to the house hearing her 
screams. This person who was a witness heard 
in the trial was only interested in the headscarf 
of the victim rather than helping her and then 
left the house. 
2. The attitude of gendarmerie is interesting. 
The gendarmerie who was notified called the 
women and asked her if she had a complaint and 
yet when they learned that she had, they took 
action. What would happen if the Gendarmerie 
could not reach her when they called? Probab-
ly, they would not intervene in this incident of 
domestic violence on the grounds of being a pri-
vate sphere. This situation is against the norms 
and intendment of Law No. 6284 and Istanbul 
Convention. 
3. The Court’s decision on good conduct time is 
also interesting. As the Court ruled for sentence 
reduction for two of three suspects, it did not 
grant good conduct time allowance to the third 
on the grounds that the suspect disrespected 
the Court. The suspect who could not receive 
good conduct time kicked the desks in the he-
aring room at the end of the trial and shouted: 
“What kind of justice is this?”. It seems that every 
suspect who behaves well during the trial will be 
granted this reduction. Disrespect against wo-
men, on the other hand, is not important at all. 
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39. D.K.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
D.K. and E.K. got married in 2003 and had one 
children. D.K. was subjected to physical and ver-
bal violence by her husband and his family from 
the first day of their marriage. E.K. did not take 
care of his child and the house and got married 
to another woman with a religious ceremony 
and had another child from this relationship. D.K. 
was not allowed to see her own child, thus she 
filed a divorce case claiming that her child was 
provoked against her, that the child was instilled 
with negative thoughts towards her, that she 
was thrown out of the house upon defamati-
ons against her and she claimed for the custody 
of the child. The defendant E.K. asserted in the 
previous lawsuit he filed that the plaintiff did not 
take care of the child and the house, she was se-
eing someone on the internet, she was cheating 
on him with more than one person, she was se-
eing these people when the child was with her, 
and even she ran away with one of these people 
and lived with him for two months. The witnes-
ses of the plaintiff D.K. stated that a separate 
house was not provided to the parties, the de-
fendant and his family resorted to physical and 
verbal violence against the plaintiff, ultimately, 
they threw her out of the house by slandering 
her about being disloyal, they did not let her see 
her child, and the defendant seized her jewelry. 
The witnesses of the defendant stated that the 
plaintiff did not take care of the household cho-
res and the child and she was cheating on her 
husband by means of seeing someone on the 
Internet. A pedagogue interviewed and exami-
ned the child and reported that the little child 
was staying with grandparents, the defendant 
father was working abroad, he could see the 
child once in two or three months, the needs of 
the child was taken care of, since the child had 
negative thoughts about the mother, awarding 
the custody of the child to the defendant fat-
her would be for the best interest of the child in 
terms of his/her psychosocial development. As 
a result of the investigation carried out for the 
plaintiff D.K., it was reported that she was sta-
ying with her family and her environment was 
suitable for raising a child. 

EVALUATION
This case is significant in terms of considering 
the principle of healthy development and best 
interest of the child. The child is separated from 
the mother and staying with grandparents. As 
the father is working abroad, the child can see 
the father once in a few months and thus the 
child lives separated from both the mother and 
the father. It is clear that the father and the 
grandparents the child is staying with are conti-
nuously instilling negative thoughts against the 
mother. They try to influence the child against 
the mother claiming that she is leading a disho-
norable life and having an affair with someone 
else.  A divorce case was filed against the mo-
ther with these allegations and yet since these 
claims were not proven, the case was dismis-
sed and the decision was finalized. The custody 
is awarded to the father on the grounds of the 
report submitted by the pedagogue stating 
that the child insistently wanted to stay with 
the grandparents. While giving the verdict that 
would result in child’s separation from both the 
mother and the father, the Court must have ru-
led for rehabilitation of the child with psycho-
logists and pedagogues regarding the fact that 
child’s negative thoughts towards the mother 
would affect its entire life. A decision in this di-
rection would be more suitable for considering 
the best interest of the child and in terms of 
implementing a restorative justice. 

40. H.A.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
H.A. and M.A. got married on November 10, 
2009, and had a daughter born on November 
11, 2010. The parties filed divorce case against 
each other and claimed for divorce and custody 
of the child. Besides, they claimed compen-
sation from each other. H.A. asserted that her 
husband did not fulfill the responsibilities of 
marriage, resorted to physical, psychological 
and economic violence against her, had an af-
fair with another woman, had a criminal record 
in Germany, was deported due to the possibi-
lity of hurting himself and another person, used 
drugs, and abused the child. She claimed that 
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as soon as she realized this situation, she left 
the house. H.A. filed a criminal complaint aga-
inst her husband for sexually abusing the child. 
On the other hand, M.A. asserted that his wife 
was retired due to being diagnosed “bipolar af-
fective disorder” while working as a nurse, she 
was extremely jealous of him, she swore at and 
insulted him even while walking on the stre-
et, she did not take care of the child due to her 
psychological problem, she drugged the child 
with the knowledge she had about medicine 
and used ointment, for that reason, she caused 
problems in the child’s anus and genitalia. In 
the pedagogue’s report, it was stated that H.A. 
did not have any physical ailment and yet she 
suffered from psychological problems but she 
could take care of herself and express herself 
comfortably. In the interviews conducted with 
M.A.’a parents, they stated that they and M.A. 
took care of the child, thus they wanted to look 
after the child thereafter.  In the report prepared 
upon the interview with the child, it was stated 
that the child could express herself clearly and 
wanted to stay with the mother; since the child 
was born in 2010, due to her age, she needed 
motherly affection and maternal care; being se-
parated from the mother would affect her deve-
lopment negatively; H.A.’s family supported the 
plaintiff, child was not neglected; H.A.’s psycho-
logical problems would not pose an obstacle for 
the mother to take care of  the child, thus it is 
proper to award the custody to the mother. In 
the report taken from Malatya State Hospital, 
it was informed that H.A. had “bipolar affecti-
ve disorder”, and it would be proper to decide 
upon monitoring the patient after she stayed in 
a psychiatry clinic. The Court ignored the peda-
gogue’s report and awarded the custody to the 
father on the ground of Malatya State Hospital’s 
report. In fact, in the report, it was stated that 
the decision could be given after H.A.’s moni-
toring in a psychiatry clinic. The Court ruled for 
divorce and awarded the custody to the father. 

EVALUATION
1. This ruling is a typical example of how the 
Court does not consider the best interest of the 
child. In the justified decision, it is not explained 

clearly why the pedagogue’s report stating that 
the mother’s sickness does not pose an obstac-
le for the mother in terms of child’s custody as 
well as child’s wish to stay with her mom is not 
accredited. Malatya State Hospital’s report does 
not present a final judgement and indicates that 
giving a decision is possible after monitoring 
the patient in the clinic. In such a highly sensi-
tive issue as child’s custody, without conducting 
a proper investigation due to the complexity of 
the present situation, the custody was awarded 
to the father. Even this situation is all by itself 
is an indicator of how judicial executives do not 
handle the issue with due care and sensitivity. 
2. The allegations against the father that he 
sexually abused the child, the child had prob-
lems with her anus and genitalia due to sexual 
abuse and that the child did not want to stay 
with the father were nol-prossed. However, 
these allegations must have been investigated 
carefully by expert psychologists for a healthy 
development of the child and yet the case is 
concluded with a highly formalistic approach. 
3. The girl was born in 2010 and needs mother-
ly care and attention. This decision was given 
without investigating the reason why the fat-
her was deported from Germany and without 
considering his habit of using drugs and it might 
lead to irreparable damages for the child in the 
future. The Court must have investigated all the 
allegations thoroughly before deciding about 
custody between a mother with psychological 
problems and a father using drugs and must 
have ruled favoring the best interest of the child

. 
41. K.A.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
The lawsuit is related to marital rape. K.A. mar-
ried to B.A. in 2010 and after the first months 
of their marriage, B.A. started to force his wife 
K.A. to anal intercourse. K.A. did not allow this 
because she did not want it as well as it was 
against her religious belief. However, B.A. resor-
ted to violence and raped her anally and despite 
K.A.’s objections, even during her pregnancy, he 
continued to rape her and proposed her to re-
cord their intercourse and sell it. B.A. prevented 
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K.A. from packing and leaving home a few times 
and threatened her with death. K.A. could not 
stand this anymore and escaped to her family’s 
house taking the child with her. When the child 
fell down the stairs and got injured, B.A. came 
to see his child at the hospital. They argued and 
K.A.’s family learned about the marital rape. 
When K.A.’s brother asked B.A. whether it was 
true, K.A. admitted the point in question. K.A. 
filed a complaint against B.A. with prosecution 
with the support of her family. The suspect B.A. 
denied the allegations indicating that his wife 
K.A. left the him and went to live with her fa-
mily in Malatya, filed a divorce case and in order 
to prove herself right in this case, she asserted 
these claims. According to the report prepared 
by Forensic Medicine Institute Branch Offi-
ce together with the diagnose and treatment 
documents from the hospital she was treated 
and the report submitted by Akdeniz University 
Forensic Medicine Department, it was stated 
that the problem might have been caused by 
anal intercourse and yet it might also occur due 
to inadequate hygienic conditions, obesity, use 
of antibiotics, systematic diseases such as di-
abetes and factors like sexual life with multiple 
partners. The Court issued a decision of acquit-
tal for the suspect of the imputed offense, ba-
sed on the principle of in dubio pro reo despite 
the existing substantial doubt that the suspect 
committed the offence charged. 
The case is before the Court of Cassation. 

EVALUATION
1. This decision is a striking example in terms 
of revealing the judicial authorities’ attitude 
towards offenses related to coerced sexual in-
tercourse in marriage. The Court acquitted the 
suspect as per the principle of in dubio pro reo, 
as the claim could not be proven despite the su-
bstantial doubt that the suspect committed the 
offence charged. In the offenses of sexual assa-
ult committed within marriage, requiring proof 
as in ordinary cases is in fact a reflection of a 
mindset that perceives women not as a subject 
of any right but as objects possessed by men. 
As is known, the difficulty of providing proof in 
such offences committed by the husband aga-
inst the wife is greater than that in the cases of 

sexual offences in general. Specifically traditio-
nal prejudices aggravate this difficulty.
2. In sex crimes, requirement of proof as in ordi-
nary cases to be able to convict the offender is 
first of all against Istanbul Convention and aga-
inst Law No. 6284. 

42. F.Ü.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
F.Ü.  was illiterate and lived in Malatya. She was 
the second wife of the defendant. She had two 
children and one of them is at the age of cus-
tody. F.Ü. also took care of 6 children from the 
defendant’s previous marriage. F.Ü. was subje-
cted to violence from the first days of her mar-
riage. The defendant husband did not support 
his wife F.Ü. financially, thus she tried to earn 
money by herding livestock and selling milk and 
yogurt. The defendant husband resorted to vi-
olence continuously; therefore, F.Ü. escaped 
from home but had to come back after a whi-
le since she was not supported financially and 
morally by her family. However, the defendant 
husband started to exert more brutal forms of 
violence. F.Ü. had a lung cancer and one of her 
lungs was removed. Although the doctors res-
trained sexual intercourse, the husband did not 
pay attention to this. F.Ü. was beaten heavily 
even under these circumstances. The defendant 
resorted to psychological and sexual violence in 
addition to physical violence. In front of child-
ren’s eyes, he dragged F.Ü. to bedroom and hu-
miliated F.Ü. who could not have sex due to can-
cer by saying “What kind of a woman are you? 
You are not even a woman.” F.Ü. had platinum 
plate in her arm. The defendant hit F.Ü. on her 
chest and her broken arm on purpose. F.Ü. had 
a medical report related to physical violence she 
experienced. One day, when she was beaten, 
her daughter took her to the hospital, she filed 
a complaint here and a month protection order 
was issued. However, the defendant did not abi-
de by the protection decision and attacked F.Ü. 
at home. F.Ü. left the house taking her children 
and yet due to her economic disempowerment, 
she had to come back home. The divorce case 
was filed during the protection order. While 
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F.Ü. was crying in the courthouse in bandages, 
the lawyers saw her and took her case free of 
charge. In addition to divorce case, they claimed 
alimony, compensation and another protection 
order that covered the children and injunction 
on the property. Besides, the lawyers helped 
F.Ü. to receive social aid. The Court ruled alimony 
for F.Ü. and her minors, accepted the claims for 
protection order and injunction on property and 
yet did not reach a verdict about divorce. 

EVALUATION
1. This case is exemplary of the victimizations 
experienced by an illiterate and economical-
ly disempowered woman. It reveals the victim 
F.Ü.’s helplessness against physical and psycho-
logical violence she is exposed to in bandages 
and plaster cast. Despite the excessive violence 
she is subjected to, she does not have any other 
choice but to return to site of violence and to the 
perpetrator of violence. She does not know her 
rights, and cannot exercise her right to access 
justice. She could only file a lawsuit and benefit 
social aid by the support of women lawyers who 
are sensitive to the issue and whom she met by 
coincidence.
2. This case is also a striking example to the 
issue of execution and monitoring of protecti-
on orders. Protection order was issued yet F.Ü. 
was subjected to violence during the protection 
order since the execution and monitoring of the 
order was not carried out. 

43. S.Ü.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
S.Ü. was 91 percent visually impaired and suffe-
red from diabetes to the highest degree. While 
she was residing in Istanbul together with her 
family, she was anally raped by her father’s 
male cousin and she filed a complaint. As the 
lawsuit filed upon this incident continued, her 
father died, thus she moved to their home-
town Elazig with her mother. Her father was a 
village guard. During the procedures for getting 
her father’s death indemnity, she met A.T.. A.T. 
was the headman of the village. A.T. took S.Ü.’s 
phone number to help and inform her about the 

proceedings and from this date on, he called 
her continuously, visited their home and tried 
to earn their trust and impressed S.Ü. by saying 
that he fell in love with her. S.Ü. trusted A.T. and 
believed that he was in love with her, and told 
him about the rape incident in Istanbul. One day, 
A.T. went to her house knowing that her mother 
was not at home and she was alone, and raped 
S.Ü. anally. S.Ü. told A.T. that she would file a 
complaint against him but A.T. threatened her 
to tell the rape incident in Istanbul to everyo-
ne. The perpetrator raped her more than once. 
Systematically raped S.Ü. told her mother about 
the rape and her mother turned to prosecution. 
According to report of Firat University Medical 
Faculty Sex Crimes Board of Health, S.Ü. was 
in a condition where she could not defend her-
self physically and she was mentally depressed. 
Besides, in S.Ü.’s underwear and on tissue pa-
per, DNA samples that belonged to the suspect 
were identified. A lawsuit was filed against the 
suspect for sexual assault and the attorney of 
Ministry of Family and Social Policies got invol-
ved in the case, yet lawyer did not defend the 
victim effectively nor did he appeal the verdict 
of acquittal. In this way, the verdict was finali-
zed. The Court justified the decision of acquittal 
on as follows: “That the suspect did not commit 
the imputed act by force appeared in the Court, 
and there was no sufficient, convincing proof 
beyond a shadow of doubt.” 

EVALUATION
1. In this case, the victim is a disabled woman 
who cannot defend herself physically and psy-
chologically. She was a victim of sexual assault 
repeatedly and yet she is the one who is punis-
hed. The suspect, the headman of the village, 
committed this crime repeatedly by means of 
his power and position. However, since he is 
acquitted, the victim will pay the attorney’s fee. 
The judges acting with the patriarchal mindset 
do not handle the case considering the victim’s 
rights and the decision is far from being vic-
tim-centered. An effective investigation is not 
carried out and ultimately, the perpetrator is 
acquitted. 
2. The suspect is a headman and public offici-
al. The attorney of Ministry of Family and Social 
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Policies got involved in the lawsuit, and yet was 
not effective in the hearings and did not make 
necessary interventions. For instance, s/he did 
not object to the ruling in a trial where the pla-
intiffs, the victim and her mother, did not attend 
the hearing, and s/he did not even appeal the 
ruling.  

44. B.S.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
B.S. and M.S. got married in 2000 and they had 
two children named Ş. and A.. B.S. filed a claim 
for alimony for herself and her children on the 
grounds that her husband did not fulfill his res-
ponsibilities towards the house, did not contri-
bute financially, resorted physical and verbal 
violence, and she tried to earn a living by selling 
handicraft and cleaning the houses, she couldn’t 
stand the violence against herself and her child-
ren anymore, thus left the house and moved to 
her parents’ home. The defendant husband de-
nied the allegations, asserted that he loved his 
wife, his financial situation was not sufficient 
for paying alimony, thus he claimed for dismis-
sal of the case. According to the investigation of 
economic conditions carried out  it was revealed 
that B.S. was a housewife and did not have an 
income. 
The lawsuit still continues.  

EVALUATION
This case is an example of how economically di-
sempowered woman claims for alimony instead 
of divorce despite having left the house and li-
ving separated from the husband. B.S. could le-
ave the site of violence together with her child-
ren with the support of her family and yet she 
does not prefer divorce. 

45. B.Ö. - N.Y.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
B.Ö. got married to Ç.Ö. in 2011 and they had a 
child named A.P. Ç.Ö. and B.Ö lived together for 
a while before the civil marriage. After marriage, 
they started to live together with B.Ö.’s family 
since Ç.Ö. did not have a regular job. It can be 

understood from the case that the drug and 
alcohol addict Ç.Ö. battered and attacked his 
wife, his child, and his father-in-law with a kni-
fe, resorted to physical and verbal violence and 
threatened them with death under the effect of 
these substances. Due to injuring his father-in-
law with a knife, Ç.Ö. was penalized for intenti-
onal injury by the Penal Court of Peace. Besides, 
Civil Court of First Instance issued a stayaway 
order from the mutual dwelling for one month 
due to battering and threatening B.Ö. In addition 
to these, Ç.Ö. was penalized for intentionally in-
juring and threatening his wife B.Ö. by Criminal 
Court of First Instance. On the day of the inci-
dent, Ç.Ö. came to house drunk, started to shout 
and swear at his mother-in-law and B.Ö., and 
threatened both of them with death. The child 
was scared and started to cry and while B.Ö. 
was breastfeeding to calm the child down, he 
strangled her and tried to tear her mouth apart 
with his fingers. B.Ö.’s mother N.Y. went out to 
balcony to call the police, this time, Ç.Ö. attac-
ked his mother-in-law, pulled her inside and 
prevented her from calling the police. While B.Ö. 
was taking care of the child in another room, 
she heard a noise and run to the room and saw 
that her husband and her mother were fighting 
and he had a knife in his hand. When she tried 
to take the knife away, she realized that there 
was blood on the knife.  When she shouted that 
there was blood, both parties pulled themselves 
together and left the knife. During the incident 
Ç.Ö. was injured from his belly and right side of 
his left breast, he was taken to the hospital and 
yet died. The suspect N.Y., tried for murder, sta-
ted that it was Ç.Ö. who first took out the knife 
and she took the knife from his hand to defend 
herself. After she took it, she started to wave 
it around randomly by closing her eyes, and she 
opened her eyes when her daughter screamed 
and then she realized Ç.Ö. was injured. The sus-
pect N.Y. was sentenced to life imprisonment for 
intentional homicide. As per provisions of unjust 
provocation, her sentence was reduced to 15 
years and the Court granted good conduct time 
allowance for her behaviors and attitude during 
trial and in the end, she was sentenced to 12 ye-
ars 6 months imprisonment. 
The case is still before Court of Cassation. 
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EVALUATION
1. This incident is an example of lacking an ef-
fective mechanism of complaint in prevention 
of violence against women as well as lack of a 
woman-centered perspective in her protection 
despite the adequate legal arrangements. Ef-
fective and careful measures were not taken in 
order to protect B.Ö. and her family who applied 
to police station, prosecution and to the Court. 
Although it was known that Ç.Ö. was a drug and 
alcohol addict and lost his control when he used 
these substances, no rehabilitative measure 
was taken or treatment provided. As a result, 
this tragic incident occurred and Ç.Ö. lost his 
life. In fact, pursuant to Law No. 6284, there are 
rehabilitative measures to be taken to prevent 
this incident. 
2. If an effective and careful protection had 
been provided to B.Ö. and her family who appli-
ed to police station, prosecution and court, Ç.Ö. 
would not have died and N.Y. would not spent 
rest of her life in prison.
3. Law enforcement officers, prosecutors and 
judges approach to violence cases or violation 
of women’s rights as ordinary trials, therefore 
they implement the usual and formal decision 
making processes. This is an example to this si-
tuation. Judicial executives investigate the cases 
as if they are files to be closed not as files to be 
examined through viewpoint of victim’s rights. 
And the closed cases are put into the archive.
4. The issue is not handled with a victim-cen-
tered approach and the precautionary decisions 
specific to the cases are not taken. As a result, 
in the following phases of the process, the judi-
cial authorities have to handle these as murder 
cases. As a matter of fact, the course of events 
in this case ran in this direction. 
5. In these cases, it is also obvious that the ins-
titutions, individuals and even judicial authoriti-
es that are supposed to be effective in preven-
ting violence against women do not exercise due 
diligence and sensitivity towards these cases; 
besides, cooperation among institutions and 
governmental bodies does not exist. 

46. S.O.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
Ö.A. and S.O. got married in 2008 and had a child 
named M.E.. Ö.A. was an irresponsible person 
and resorted to violence continuously against 
his wife S.O. If her family supported S.O., Ö.A. 
also perpetrated violence against them. Once, 
Ö.A. beat his mother-in-law and broke her nose. 
He did not have a regular job. S.O. moved to her 
family’s house since she could not stand vio-
lence anymore. Ö.A. filed a divorce case against 
S.O. for leaving home. S.O. stated that she did 
not want to divorce, yet she would only accept 
it if alimony is granted. The plaintiff Ö.A.’s wit-
nesses including his mother and father testifi-
ed that S.O. was subjected to violence and was 
battered. Meanwhile, while the case proceeded, 
S.O. gave birth to her second child. The Court 
ruled for divorce of both parties, and awarded 
the custody to the mother, granted child main-
tenance and alimony for the mother. However, 
Ö.A. was insistent not to pay the alimony des-
pite the execution for debt of alimony was star-
ted.    

EVALUATION
This case reveals that economically disem-
powered S.O. does not prefer divorce despite 
all the oppression, physical and psychological 
violence she is subjected to. Poverty and lack 
of education, prejudices of the community and 
children play an important role on S.O.’s choice. 
Although the fact that she was exposed to vio-
lence is explicitly stated even by the witnesses 
of the plaintiff husband, S.O. stated to the Court 
that she did not want to divorce. 

47. N.A.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
N.A. and Ü.K. got married in 2005. They had 
one child in common. The parties applied to the 
Court for an uncontested divorce. In the divorce 
protocol, both parties stated that they reached 
a mutual fair agreement on decision of divorce, 
on awarding the custody of child to the mother. 
They do not have claims for alimony and com-
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pensation. The Court, taking the protocol and 
statements of the parties into consideration 
ruled for divorce and awarded the custody of 
the child to the mother N.A.. The Court ruled 
issuance of a notification writ to the Family 
Court on duty in order to file a lawsuit regarding 
protection of child’s property when the case 
is concluded. The decision was finalized and a 
lawsuit was filed by Erzurum Family Court for 
protecting the child Z.’s property. In the afore-
mentioned case, the defendant mother N.A. 
stated that she provided for the child herself, 
that she did not have any property, if she owned 
a property or a opened a deposit account for the 
child, she would report it to the Court. N.A. was 
notified by the Court regarding the written no-
tification she had to submit to the court within 
one month after acquiring the property and the 
case was finalized. 

EVALUATION
Among divorce cases examined, this case is the 
only example of an uncontested divorce where 
parties requested approval of the protocol they 
submitted to the Court by reaching mutual ag-
reement beforehand. 

48. H.Ö.S.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
H.Ö.S. and A.Ö. got married in 2003 and had two 
children. A.Ö. did not fulfill his responsibilities 
towards the household and perpetrated violen-
ce against his wife. In 2013, he was sentenced 
to 18 years of imprisonment for intentional ho-
micide and is still in prison. H.Ö.S. filed a divorce 
case. In the interviews with the pedagogue, the 
children in common stated that they wanted to 
stay with their mother. The Court ruled for di-
vorce considering H.Ö.S.’s claims, testimonies of 
the witnesses and existing evidence and awar-
ded the custody to the mother regarding A.Ö.’s 
imprisonment and children’s statements. Since 
there was not any claim for alimony and the fact 
that A.Ö. is in prison, the court did not rule for 
alimony. 

EVALUATION
This case is an example of how economically 
disempowered H.Ö.S, could decide for a divorce 
only after her husband was sentenced to impri-
sonment for murder despite the physical and 
psychological violence she was subjected to. If 
the husband had not been sentenced to impri-
sonment for a long time, we could assume that 
the marriage, therefore violence would conti-
nue. Poverty, lack of education, the prejudices 
of the community and children play a significant 
role on women’s choices. 

49. E.B.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
E.B. and R.B. wed through arranged marriage 
and had three children. R.B. had a personality 
prone to violence and before he murdered his 
wife E.B., he had a criminal record of 13 filed 
cases and had some penalties from these ca-
ses. During their marriage, E.B. was exposed to 
continuous violence, thus she applied to police 
station many times. Once, she was even sent 
to a women’s shelter but she could not take her 
children to the shelter. Her sister-in-law came 
to the shelter and tried to convince E.B. to re-
turn home. E.B. could not stand being separated 
from her children, thus came back home. R.B. 
started to influence his children to kill their mot-
her saying “you are a child, you do not get punis-
hed”. E.B. forced her to withdraw the lawsuit fi-
led upon her complaint. E.B. withdrew it, still he 
continued to attack her. R.B. killed his wife E.B. 
with a gun by firing 4 or 5 times while she was 
lying in her bed. R.B. defended himself saying 
that he argued with E.B. and E.B. shouted at 
him, thereupon he took his gun out of the ward-
robe, pointed at E.B., meantime, E.B. did not get 
out of bed. In the police record for site of murder 
and bill of indictment, the suspect’s statements 
were given as facts. However, the claim that a 
person will continue to stay in the bed without 
any reaction is against the natural course of life. 
E.B.’s body was found on the bed. The witness 
F.G.’s testimony stating E.B. being killed while 
sleeping is consistent with the course of the in-
cident. The Ministry of Family and Social Policies 
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and We Will Stop Femicides Platform requested 
for involvement in the case.  The Court recog-
nized the claim for involvement of Ministry of 
Family and Social Policies and yet overruled We 
Will Stop Femicides Platform’s claim. It was ob-
served that attorney of Ministry of Family and 
Social Policies was effective and concerned in 
this case in contrast to other cases. At the end 
of trial, the Court sentenced the suspect R.B. to 
aggravated life imprisonment. 

EVALUATION
1. R.B. has a personality prone to violence. Ac-
cording to his criminal record, 13 cases were 
filed against him and had some penalties from 
these cases. E.B. applied to police station many 
times in order to stop violence as the only way 
she knew and yet law enforcement and judicial 
authorities did not issue any effective protecti-
on orders and E.B.’s route to death was simply 
overlooked. 
2. Despite the existing legal arrangements en-
suring women’s effective protection against vi-
olence, the issue is not handled from this pers-
pective, for that reason, effective protection is 
not offered. Risk assessment is not carried out, 
and precautionary measures that can ensure 
coordinated protection and support to women 
are not taken. Although R.B. needs to be hospi-
talized for a psychological treatment, he is not 
directed to a health institution and as a result, 
E.B.’s right to life is violated. 
3. It is observed that E.B. is sent to a women’s 
shelter upon her request. However, she is not 
admitted to the shelter with her children. Un-
der these circumstances, it is obvious that she 
cannot stand being away from her children and 
will return to perpetrator of violence.  In fact, 
there are legal regulations ensuring E.B.’s ac-
commodation in the shelter together with her 
children as well as providing alimony to her and 
her children. She was not offered any of these. 
On the contrary, E.B.’s sister-in-law came to the 
center and convinced her to go back home. This 
shows that everyone knows location of wo-
men’s shelter and surely sister-in-law knows 
it as well. This incident eliminates the benefits 
sought from woman’s shelters. 
4. Another fact this case reveals is that law en-

forcement and judicial authorities do not carry 
out an effective investigation and prosecution 
in cases of violence against women. Additional-
ly, there are problems with language and inter-
pretation of laws. R.B.’s narration of the events 
is admitted as facts despite being completely 
inconsistent with the course of events. With the 
language used and interpretations made, R.B.’s 
act is attempted to be extenuated.  For instan-
ce, despite the existing substantial proof that 
E.B. is murdered when she is sleeping, that they 
argued is accepted as a fact and R.B.’s narration 
about E.B.’s misconduct is credited. 
5. The advocate of Ministry of Family and Social 
Policies gets involved in the case. What makes 
this case different from others is that the advo-
cate of the ministry effectively got involved in 
the case and attempted to reveal the truth.

50. E.K.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
The case is a divorce case. E.K. and H.K. got 
married five years ago. According to E.K.’s tes-
timony, she filed the divorce case with the help 
of her uncle on the grounds that she did not 
bear children for two years since her husband 
deceived and cheated on her and resorted to vi-
olence, she mentioned about the problems she 
had with her husband to her family but they did 
not support her, she repeatedly took shelter in 
her family, and yet each time, her husband con-
vinced her family and she returned home, she 
found her husband’s lover through his text mes-
sages and phone calls, she talked to the woman 
and the woman told her that she did not know 
H.K. was married, still continued her relations-
hip with H.K., when the families interfered, the 
woman left H.K., subsequent to this, he came 
back home, yet one night, H.K.’s phone rang, 
he handed the phone to herself and told her to 
speak, she did not know who was on the pho-
ne, when she asked who he was, he answered 
“Don’t you know? Didn’t your husband tell?”, she 
hung up the phone, later on she understood that 
her husband started to prostitute her to other 
men, that night she passed out and when she 
wake up, she asked her husband what he was 
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trying to do, he apologized cagily, thereupon, 
she left the house in the morning. 

EVALUATION
This case shows the despair this woman is in. 
Despite being humiliated, cheated, and subje-
cted to violence, E.K.’s family does not support 
her. E.K. accepts all these negativities and yet 
she can only leave the house with the support 
of her uncle and files a divorce case when her 
husband prostitutes her to other men. 

51. A.D.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
A.D. was married off to M.D. at the age of 16. She 
had a child in this marriage. Her husband M.D. 
was an irresponsible person working in tempo-
rary jobs. M.D. forced economically disadvan-
taged A.D. to prostitution when she asked for 
money and resorted to violence continuously. 
M.D. took men that she did not know to home, 
forced her to have sex with these men, when 
she rejected, he perpetrated violence.  M.D. gave 
A.D.’s phone number to men she did not know 
and these men kept calling her making nasty 
propositions. A.D. filed a divorce case with the 
support of her family and KAMER and claimed 
for divorce, custody, alimony and compensation. 
What happened in the case? There is no decisi-
on made. Did she benefit legal aid?

EVALUATION
1. A.D.’s physical and mental development was 
hindered and she was deprived of her right to 
education by an early marriage. In addition to 
these, she became economically dependent 
upon her husband
2. A.D.’s right to a free and willful marriage, right 
to choose her partner, right to education is viola-
ted; she is deprived of her most basic rights, and 
is exposed to violence, still she continues her 
marriage. Only when she is forced into prostitu-
tion by her husband M.D., she files a divorce case 
with the support of KAMER. This incident shows 
the importance of women’s organizations. 

52. E.Ş.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
In 2012, Ç.Ş. married to E.Ş.. He was working in a 
shopping mall. The couple could not have child-
ren. They learned from the doctor that Ç.Ş. was 
infertile. When Ç.Ş. learned that he was infertile, 
he started to come home late, exerted violence 
against E.Ş. using minor problems as an excuse 
and quitted his job. In January 2015, Ç.Ş. tried to 
kill his wife E.Ş. by means of strangling her. E.Ş. 
did not file a complaint against her husband and 
yet told him that she wanted to divorce. Thereu-
pon, Ç.Ş. grabbed E.Ş.’s phone and bag by force, 
drew out a knife and threatened her with death. 
Upon this incident, E.Ş. filed a complaint aga-
inst him and filed a divorce case. This time, Ç.Ş. 
perpetrated violence against E.Ş.’s sibling, and 
threatened her with death. Since she sheltered 
in her father’s house, he attacked her father’s 
house. Due to these events, E.Ş. and her family 
filed complaints against Ç.Ş. more than once. On 
E.Ş.’s birthday, Ç.Ş. made a surprise to her saying 
that he hired a house, that he would change and 
wanted to start over. The night E.Ş. went back to 
home, he perpetrated violence against her aga-
in. E.Ş. moved to her family’s house again and 
she could not leave the house because of Ç.Ş.’s 
threats. She even could not got to the hearing of 
her divorce case. On the day of incident, when 
E.Ş. was in her car, Ç.Ş. approached her with the 
car he rented and wanted E.Ş. to open her win-
dow to say something. E.Ş. stopped the car due 
to fear and could not start it again. She saw the 
gun in Ç.Ş.’s hand, she desperately held her head 
with both hands and leaned down the seat next 
to her. The suspect fired 7 times and 6 bullets 
hit E.Ş.. Subsequently, Ç.Ş. called E.Ş.’s mother, 
saying “I killed your daughter, go and get her 
from the hospital” and he hung up. According to 
forensic report, E.Ş. was shot from body parts 
of vital importance and she had a risk of death. 
An investigation against Ç.Ş. was launched for 
offences of attempted murder and using unre-
gistered gun and bullets. In Ç.Ş.’s pretrial tes-
timony, he told that because E.Ş. spoke to him 
with humiliation, he shot to scare her; he left 
the site of incident with the car he rented and on 
the way, he threw the gun and two bullets out of 
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the car.  When he was before the Court, he as-
serted that his wife cheated on him. He claimed 
that she said, “whoever I sleep with is none of your 
business”. Thereupon, he fired. The Court ruled 
a remission for aggravated life imprisonment 
Ç.Ş. got  for “attempted premeditated murder 
towards wife” since the act remained as an at-
tempts; as a result, the court reduced it to 18 
years. Besides, the Court also reduced the pe-
nalty to 13 years 6 months on the grounds that 
the act was committed under unjust provocati-
on. The Court also granted good conduct time 
allowance by considering his behavior during 
the court as “good conduct” and reduced the 
penalty to 11 years 3 months. The Court ruled 
2 years of imprisonment for using unregistered 
gun. However, the wife E.Ş. filed criminal comp-
laint against Ç.Ş. with police and prosecution 25 
times before the last incident. 5 of these comp-
laints became criminal cases. Besides, E.Ş. who 
filed a divorce case clearly expressed Ç.Ş.’s vio-
lent attitude and acts in the case. Nonetheless, 
judicial authorities did not take any preventive 
and protective measure except for taking Ç.Ş.’s 
statement, and no risk assessment was carried 
out. In the last incident, E.Ş. survived the attack 
by chance and she still lives in fear.  

EVALUATION
1. E.Ş. and her family applied to police and pro-
secution 25 times for protection from violence 
and 5 of these complaints turned into criminal 
cases and yet, no effective protection order was 
issued since each complaint was not handled 
from with a victim-centered approach No risk 
assessment was carried out as well. As a result, 
E.Ş. survived by chance despite the injuries she 
got during the attack.  
Law enforcement officers, prosecutors and ju-
dges approach to cases of violence against wo-
men and violation of women’s rights as ordinary 
trials; therefore, they implement the usual and 
formal decision making processes. E.Ş.’s case is 
an example to this situation. 
2. Contrary to other cases, in this file, sentence 
reduction due to unjust provocation is offered 
and the reason behind this reduction is that they 
credited the suspect’s testimony and ignored 
victim’s statements. Starting from the law en-

forcement phase of the process, assertions that 
the suspect made in order to benefit sentence 
reduction for unjust provocation are taken as 
facts and they are interpreted as if to extenu-
ate the suspect’s acts. In addition to that, good 
conduct time allowance is granted. The previous 
acts and offenses of the suspect are ignored. 
3. Underestimating the severity of violence ex-
perienced, the reluctance to perceive it and even 
the tendency to normalize it are indicators of 
how judicial authorities handle the issue from a 
patriarchal point of view and cannot leave be-
hind patriarchal mindset. 

53. S.T.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
S.T. was 14 years old. She was raped by her re-
lative Ş.T.. Ş.T. threatened S.T. not to tell about 
the rape to anyone. Thus, S.T. could not say an-
ything about the rape incident. S.T. got pregnant 
but did not realize that. When she started blee-
ding, she gave birth in the ambulance called by 
her family while being taken to hospital. In the 
bill of indictment prepared upon investigation, it 
was requested that Ş.T. was punished for sexual 
abuse of the child. 
In the case file, the rest is missing? What hap-
pened?

EVALUATION
S.T.’s case is an example of how child abuse is 
committed by the closest circle of children. This 
abuse case made a 14 year-old girl’s life mise-
rable physically and psychologically. In the pre-
term delivery that took place in the ambulance, 
S.T. nearly died, and the baby was stillborn. The 
prosecutor requested S.T.’s referring to an heath 
institution for treatment, yet this decision is not 
pursued yet. In cases as such, it is of vital impor-
tance to cooperate between restorative judicial 
institutions and health personnel; therefore, 
restorative and rehabilitative measures should 
immediately be taken.  
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54. E.E.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
E.E. was 16 years old and was a student. E.E. 
was a male child who was raped by K., owner of 
the grocery in his neighborhood, whom he called 
“uncle” when he was 13 years old. Until 2015, he 
was sexually abused by this man several times. 
Besides, from 2014 to 2016, until the investiga-
tion was launched, he was sexually abused by 
4 men by means of frightening or threatening 
with a knife repeatedly. When one of these men 
physically attacked him, he went to the police 
filing a complaint first against him, then against 
all of them. In the investigation launched, only 
the suspect K. admitted the act, and showed 
repentance, yet other suspects denied the al-
legations. According to forensic report received 
during investigation, E.E. suffered from post 
trauma stress disorder and personality change 
as well as had anal fissure resulting from anal 
intercourse. At the end of the trial, the Court ru-
led heavy penalties for three suspects and did 
not grant good conduct time allowance to any 
of the suspects pursuant to article 62 of Turkish 
Penal Code. However, the suspects applied to 
Appeal Court and the Appeal Court reversed the 
judgment. 

EVALUATION
1. The men who sexually abused E.E., who was 
born in 2000, from 13 years of age to 16 are his 
acquaintants and he even calls them “uncle”. 
This case is another example of how sexually 
assaulted children are abused by their closest 
circle. The suspects denied their acts, yet the 
grocer of the neighborhood who abused E.E. at 
the age of 13 said that the boy had consent, cla-
iming that the child even forced him to do it. 
2. Although the suspect is a child, E.E. had to 
testify at the police station, prosecution and 
during trial again and again. He was asked to tell 
the sexual abuse he was subjected to explicitly 
and in detail. It is clearly stated that E.E. is suf-
fering from post trauma stress disorder during 
the trial as well as in the forensic report received 
during the investigation. As a result of these, 
E.E. had to suffer from further trauma each time 
his testimony about the sexual assault is taken. 

3. This case is one of the six files where the 
suspects are not granted good conduct time al-
lowance. 

55. S.D.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
S.D., married to A.D. with a religious ceremony 
in 2011 at an early age. She had two children 
named M.N. and G. A.D. suffered from chronic 
schizophrenia resistant to treatment. For that 
reason, he could not work, thus could not fulfill 
the responsibilities of the household, care for 
his children and provide maintenance. S.D. was 
in a financial difficulty and on one hand, she was 
trying to take care of his husband, on the other, 
she tried to find a job and worked. She filed a 
divorce case with a request for legal assistan-
ce on the grounds that she was oppressed by 
her husband’s family instead of getting support, 
they seized her phone and salary debit card and 
did not let her see her children. In this case, she 
claimed for custody, alimony and compensation. 
The court recognized her claims and awarded 
the custody of the children to the mother. S.D. 
received financial aid from Ministry of Family 
and Social Policies and started to work in multi-
purpose community center (ÇATOM). 

EVALUATION
1. S.D. is married off at an early age, in this way, 
her right to a free and willful marriage and right 
to choose her partner are violated. If she could 
exercise these rights, she would not choose 
a husband with an incurable illness and would 
not be condemned to an unhappy life. S.D. tries 
to continue her marriage despite all. She both 
works and undertakes the responsibility of her 
children and her husband.
2. S.D.’s efforts are in vain and she cannot esca-
pe psychological and economic violence exerted 
by her husband’s family.  Desperate S.D. files a 
divorce case with a request for legal assistance 
and claims for the custody of her children.
3. This case can be seen as a positive examp-
le for implementation of provisions of Law No. 
6284. That the Ministry of Family and Social 
Policies provides financial aid for S.D. and the 
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children as well as employs her to enable her 
economic empowerment is highly important. 

56. D.D.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
D.D., was married to C.D. since 2012 and they 
had a child born in 2013. C.D. perpetrated phy-
sical, verbal and economic violence against her 
wife D.D. C.D. did not have a regular job and 
wanted his wife to give all her income to him. 
When she did not give, he resorted to violence. 
C.D. tried to kill her by means of strangling as 
his wife D.D. wanted to divorce. D.D. had to leave 
the house in despair leaving all her belongings 
behind and sheltered in one of her relative’s 
house. C.D. attacked D.D.’s workplace and tried 
to get her fired, and threatened to kidnap the 
child. D.D. applied to Family Court and claimed 
for protection order and alimony for herself and 
her child. The Court issued a stayaway order of 6 
months, banning C.D. from approaching vicinity 
of D.D.’s dwelling, disturbing her and her relati-
ves, exerting verbal violence. The Court also ru-
led for payment of alimony for D.D. and the child 
in common.

EVALUATION
What makes this cautionary decision different 
from other decisions included in our project is 
that it is taken pursuant to Law. No. 6284 wit-
hout the need for proof. In that sense, it is a po-
sitive example. 

57. M.A.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
M.A. and O.A. got married in 2013 and had a 5 
months baby at the time of the incident. O.A. 
perpetrated physical and sexual violence aga-
inst his wife M.A. starting from the first days 
of their marriage. As they stayed with O.A.’s fa-
mily, his family exerted economic violence. M.A. 
asserted that her husband O.A. collected por-
nographic visual material in a USB stick, forced 
her to watch porn, forced her to anal intercourse 
closing her mouth with a pillow; she had medical 

problems due to this; he wanted to have group 
sex and forced her to intercourse during her 
pregnancy and afterbirth. M.A. moved her mot-
her’s house taking the child with her and filed an 
alimony case. After the alimony case, O.A. filed 
a divorce case claiming that M.A. started argu-
ments continuously, left home and moved to 
her mother’s house; she did not want his family, 
their marriage actually ended. In addition to di-
vorce, he claimed for compensation for pecu-
niary and non-pecuniary damages. M.A. requ-
ested for consolidation of two cases, claimed 
custody of children, alimony and compensation. 
She also requested being referred to Forensic 
Medicine Institute to determine the findings of 
anal intercourse. 
The case still continues.

EVALUATION
In this case, M.A. files an alimony case instead 
of divorce despite sexual, physical and economic 
violence she is exposed to. The party who files 
the divorce case is the perpetrator of violence. 
Each of O.A.’s violent acts is defined as offen-
ses in the penal code, yet the woman files only 
an alimony case. That M.A. felt economically di-
sempowered in addition to the traditional pre-
judices is thought to have a role in this choice. 
Women’s empowerment will affect the way she 
decides and chooses freely and independently. 

58. N.E.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
N.E. got married to A.R.E. in 2013 and had three 
children in this marriage. N.E. was continuously 
exposed to violence and filed complaint against 
her husband with the prosecution and police 
12 times. Additionally, she applied to Family 
Court and the Court issued a protection order. 
Despite protection order, A.R.E. continued to 
attack her. He perpetrated verbal and physical 
violence against N.E., threatened her to withd-
raw her complaints and the protection order 
and started defaming her. He was a drug addi-
ct and provoked the male children in common 
against their mother to withdraw cases; the 
children attacked their mother, broke the win-
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dows and beat N.E.. The elder child F.E. threate-
ned to kill her unless she withdraws the cases. 
The Family Court issued a 6-month protection 
order banning A.R.E. from resorting to violen-
ce, humiliation and insult. N.E. objected to this 
order and asserted that her husband lived in a 
separate house with another woman; she was 
threatened since 2015 and continuously beaten; 
because a stayaway order was not issued she 
could not go to grocery due to fear and she lived 
under continuous threat of death. Her husband 
had been the headman of the village since 2009. 
As he was acquainted with the police officers, 
she did not feel safe. Her husband threatened 
her before the judge in the hearing of a case in 
2009 and was punished for that. Due to these 
reasons, she claimed for issuing the stayaway 
order. The Family Court revised the objection, 
and ruled that it was not legally possible to is-
sue a protection order in addition to the obje-
cted decision, hence the victim should apply to 
the Family Court with a new petition. As a result, 
the Court overruled the objection.

EVALUATION
1. N.E. who is continuously subjected to violen-
ce files 12 complaints against the perpetrator. 
She tries all the possible ways she knows in ac-
cessing justice, still effective measures are not 
taken for N.E.’s protection. Cooperation among 
institutions as well as risk analysis is not carried 
out and precautions considering the characte-
ristics of the case are not taken. 
2. In the case where 12 complaints are filed 
against the perpetrator of violence with judici-
al authorities, these complaints are handled as 
ordinary incidents and a formalistic legal proce-
dure is followed.
3. The final verdict of Family Court is a striking 
example of the formalistic approaches of the ju-
dges in these cases. The Court overrules N.E.’s 
claim for protective order due to formal proce-
dures and yet since the Court handles the inci-
dent as an ordinary case, the burden of another 
application falls on N.E.’s shoulders. In fact, if 
the judge had carried out risk assessment in the 
present case, he would have seen N.E.’s strugg-
le and would have ruled for cautionary decision 
considering the particularity of the incident. 

59. S.Ç.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
S.Ç. and N.Ç. got married in 2000 and had 4 
children. N.Ç. was a drug and alcohol addict, 
perpetrated extreme physical and psychologi-
cal violence against his wife and children, the 
violence intensified every other day especially 
when he used drugs and took alcohol. Approxi-
mately one year before the last complaint, upon 
the insistence of family elders, N.Ç. was convin-
ced to see a psychiatrist. However, he used the 
prescription medicine taken on the permission 
of Ministry of Health together with alcohol and 
drugs. As a result, violence intensified. S.Ç. had 
medical reports regarding the physical violence 
she was exposed to. On May 25, 2016, N.Ç. un-
dressed and beat his wife S.Ç. in front of child-
ren; when children tried to interrupt, he chased 
them with a cup of boiling water. When children 
ran away and took shelter in their neighbors, the 
neighbors called the police. He even attacked 
the police. Thereupon, police issued a cautio-
nary decision pursuant to Law No. 6284 and yet 
it was not submitted to the judge for approval 
within its due time, so the decision was nullified. 
S.Ç. who was staying with her 3 children in her 
relative’s house claimed for alimony and prote-
ction orders in addition to her husbands treat-
ment in a medical institution on the grounds that 
she herself, her children and her relatives were 
under threat and she did not have an income of 
her own. The Court issued a 3-month routine 
cautionary decision and did not give any verdict 
of either approval or refusal regarding the claim 
for treatment of the perpetrator of violence in 
any health institution. S.Ç. filed a divorce case 
and in this case, she claimed for alimony and 
custody of their children in common in addition 
to divorce. Meanwhile, two cases against N.Ç. 
were filed for battering, threatening and humili-
ating. S.Ç. applied to the Family Court again sub-
mitting the investigation of prosecution against 
N.Ç. together with the medical report. She clai-
med for issuing a 6-month stayaway order, and 
protective and preventive cautionary decisions 
on the grounds that she was being threatened 
not to attend the hearings of the cases. In ad-
dition to this, she claimed for referring N.Ç. to a 
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health institution on the grounds that he had a 
personality prone to violence. The Court recog-
nized her claims yet, regarding the treatment of 
the perpetrator in a health institution, the Court 
ruled for a 6-month ban on use of alcohol, drugs 
or stimulants in places where the protected pe-
ople are present and a ban on approaching the 
protected people and whereabouts while under 
the influence of these substances and ensuring 
to have a medical examination and treatment 
including in-patient treatment in case of the 
addiction. However, until the date of this report 
being written, there were no developments in 
terms of pursuing the decision on perpetrator’s 
treatment neither by the Ministry of Family and 
Social Policies nor by law enforcement. Actually, 
a copy of this decision is sent to these instituti-
ons to do the necessary

EVALUATION 
This case is different from others in terms of the 
cautionary decision issued. In her first applica-
tion, S.Ç. states that N.Ç. has alcohol and drug 
addiction as well as a personality prone to vio-
lence and requests for his treatment in a medi-
cal institution. Yet, the judge does not issue the 
cautionary decision and takes routine measu-
res. Nonetheless, upon S.Ç.’s insistence on is-
suing the cautionary decision, the Court issued 
the decision in her second application. However, 
in terms of its execution, this decision involves 
ambiguity. The judge rules for ensuring to have 
a medical examination and treatment including 
in-patient treatment in case of the addiction, 
but in this decision, it is not certain who is go-
ing to decide whether N.Ç.’s has an addiction 
or not. Instead, the judge him/herself could ask 
the referral of the perpetrator to hospital for his 
treatment. Provincial Directorate of Ministry 
of Family and Social Policies and Prosecution 
are notified about this decision as prescribed 
by law, yet until the date this report is written, 
none of the institutions took any steps in terms 
of execution and pursuance of the decision.  

60. Ş.S.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
Ş.S. and A.S. got married in 1992  and had th-

ree children. A.S. was an irresponsible person 
who did not fulfill the responsibilities of marri-
age, and caused trouble for his family by getting 
into debt repeatedly. Form time to time, he left 
home for 15-20 days. One day, Ş.S. saw the text 
message from a woman in A.S.’s phone and they 
argued and Ş.S. wanted to divorce. Thereupon, 
A.S. came to her workplace and stabbed her 
with a knife in 6 places including her face, head, 
hips and calf. When Ş.S. shouted, he escaped 
from the site of crime. Ş.S. was taken to hospital 
with life-threatening injuries and treated there 
for a long time. The Forensic Medicine Institu-
tion reported that Ş.S. was wounded fatally by 
means of a sharp object injury and its effects on 
the person could not be cured with simple me-
dical interventions. A lawsuit was filed against 
A.S. for attempted murder of a close relative. 
The perpetrator of violence A.S. testified that 
he went to his wife’s workplace to talk, yet his 
wife insulted him, thereupon, he got mad and 
drew out the knife in order to frighten her and 
did not remember the rest of the events and he 
regretted. Ş.S. stated that she would not bring 
a complaint against him in her testimony in the 
hearing. The case was finalized and A.S. was 
sentenced to 3 years 9 months imprisonment 
for intentional injury. Ş.S. filed a divorce case 
and claimed the custody of children below age 
18  and did not claim for alimony and compen-
sation, furniture in the mutual dwelling and legal 
costs. The case was filed as uncontested divor-
ce but the Court handled it as a contested divor-
ce due to the incident of fatal injury and adopted 
the procedures for a contested divorce, received 
the opinion of pedagogue and ruled for divorce 
and awarded the custody of children aged below 
18 to the mother.

EVALUATION
This case is an example of how women are not 
perceived as free individuals who have a right to 
make their own decisions. Although Ş.S. under-
takes all the responsibility of the household, its 
maintenance and children’s care, she does not 
have any rights since she is not seen as an in-
dividual. Her claim for divorce almost costs her 
life and she escapes it by chance. The offense 
of attempted murder is converted to injury upon
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victim’s withdrawal of her complaint, thus the 
perpetrator of violence receives less penalty.

61. A.Ç.

SUMMARY OF THE INCIDENT
A.Ç. was around 14-15 years old. After her fat-
her’s murder by his enemies, she collected pie-
ces of his body scattered on the ground. A.Ç. told 
that she was deeply affected by this incident. 
Due to dispute occurring under the name of 
blood feud, she was sent to her uncle. Her uncle 
had a lengthy criminal record and he forced A.Ç. 
to marry M.Ş.D. for a bride price with religious 
ceremony at an early age. A.Ç. gave birth to a 
child. Her uncle this time attacked the guests in 
her father-in-law’s house, injured A.Ç.’s father-
in-law and one person died. Thereupon, M.Ş.D. 
started to mistreat A.Ç. due to hostility occurred 
upon this incident and A.Ç.’s family start to force 
her to come back leaving her child behind. A.Ç.’s 
mother filed a complaint with the police claiming 
that her daughter was subjected to violence and 
was held forcefully. In the investigation carried 
out, the prosecutor realized her young age and 
referred A.Ç. to Forensic Medicine Institute for 
age assessment and it was revealed that when 
A.Ç. married to M.Ş.D., she was not 15 years old. 
A lawsuit for sexual abuse of the child was filed 
against M.Ş.D., M.Ş.D.’s parents, A.Ç.’s mother 
and her uncle. The identity of the imam who 
performed the religious ceremony could not be 
identified as in the other cases.  At the end of 
the trial, M.Ş.D. and A.Ç.’s uncle were sentenced 
for the offenses of sexual abuse of the child and 
forceful holding and they were granted good 
conduct time allowance.

EVALUATION
A.Ç., is shaken psychologically by her father’s 
death as a child and is sent to her uncle’s house 
due to lack of her life safety. A.Ç. is deprived of 
her educational rights and is forced into marria-
ge with someone she does not know at all for a 
bride price by her uncle. She gets pregnant at an 
early age and gives birth to a child. When hos-
tility arouses between families, this time she is 
exposed to psychological violence.  This case is 

an example of how children’s lives are made mi-
serable by being forced into marriage at an early 
age through a series of discriminatory practices 
and how they are forced to sexual intercourse 
and bearing children despite not being ready 
physically and psychologically. 

If the hostility had not taken place between fa-
milies and A.Ç.’s mother had not complained to 
the police, this marriage would still last today. 
As clearly revealed by this case, these acts defi-
ned as offenses in the penal code are practiced 
commonly and penal code is continuously viola-
ted in terms of sexual abuse of child. It is seen 
that punitive measures are not effective in sol-
ving the problem. Under these circumstances, it 
is clear that extensive, holistic and coordinated 
policies are needed. The power, which will plan 
and implement these policies, is the power of 
the State. 
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In 2016, 22.864 women in 22 provinces of Eastern and Southe-
astern Anatolia Regions were visited and asked various questions 
about their families, marriages and children.  The language for inter-
views was 85,6 percent Turkish, 14,2 percent Kurdish and the rema-
ining were in Arabic and Zazaish. The mother tongue of women was 
56,8 percent Kurdish, 33,1 percent Turkish, 7,2 percent Zazaish and 
2,8 percent Arabic. The average age of women interviewed was 36, 
the youngest was 13 and the oldest was 89. 

75 percent of women we visited were married, the remaining were 
single. 96,2 percent of marriages were both civil and religious mar-
riages. Among single women, the percentage of women that never 
married were the highest, 362 women were divorced and 1094 wo-
men lost their husbands. 

REPORT ON 
HOUSEHOLD VISITS

Married Number %

Only religious marriage 374 2,2

Only civil marriage 183 1,1

Both civil and religious marriage 16.484 96,1

Living together (unmarried) 25 0,1

Married, living separated 79 0,5

Total 17.145  

Single Number %

Never married 4.263 74,6

Divorced 362 6,3

Husband deceased 1.094 19,1

Total 5.719  

Marital status

Married

Single

25%

75%
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In terms of age, 44 percent of women expressed that they married before they were 18 years old. In 
terms of marriage form, 62 percent had arranged marriages, 4 percent had forced marriages while 34 
percent had known and loved their husbands before marriage. Forced marriages were mostly marriages 
with relatives, co-wife marriages and bride exchange marriages. 

Forced marriages Number %

Kin marriage 350 53,0

Married with brother-in-law 13 2,0

Co-wife 115 17,4

Bride exchange 156 23,6

Blood feud 9 1,4

Betrothed in the cradle 17 2,6

Total 660  

22% 22%

Arranged marriages

I didnt want 
but married 

when family 
elders asked

I liked and loved 
him when i met, 
and married

I couldn’t reject 
because he was 
a relative

How did she get married?

62%

34%

4%

Knew and 
loved her 
husband 

before 
marriage

Arranged
marriage

Forced 
marriage

29%

14%

Age of first marriage

Age 16-17

18 and older

12 and 
younger

Age 13-15

1%

56% 56%
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30 percent of women we vi-
sited expressed that they 
migrated. The most common 
reason for migration was mar-
riage, followed by employ-
ment and security reasons.  

Reasons for migration?

6%
1%

Finding 
a job

Marriage

Blood
feud

Security

Other

Have you migrated?

No

Yes

30%
17%

70%

28%

48%

In the houses we visited, the 
number of the rooms was 3,1 
and 5,3 people on average lived 
together in these houses. 

The income of the houses we 
visited mostly ranged from 500 
to 2000 Turkish Liras. 

Who does the house 
belong to?

Husband

Other
No income

Own 
property

To a 
relative, 
does not 
pay rent

More
than
2000 TL

Average monthly income of 
the household

Between
1000 

and 
2000 TL 

Between 500 
and 1000 TL

Between
100 and

500 TL

9%

33%
41%

Rental

31% 30%

6%6% 8%

24%
12%

Educational status

6%
0% Vocational 

courses
University

Illiterate

High
school

Primary 
school

Secondary 
School

Literate

13% 10%
16%

29%

26%
26 percent of women we in-
terviewed were illiterate. 64 
percent had the opportunity to 
go to school; however, nearly 
half of these women couldn’t 
continue their education after 
primary school.
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Approximately 6 percent of 
the houses were women’s 
own property. The percen-
tage of women working out-
side their homes was 7 and 
3 percent of women were 
working from their homes. 

Do you do an income-generating  activity except 
for the house work?

Works 
outside

home

Does not have an 
income generating
activity

Does an income 
generating 
activity from 
home

Wants to work
but can not 
find a job

Wants to work 
but her  hus-
band/family  

does not let her

37 percent of women could take 
their share from inheritance. In 
a detailed analysis of the pro-
vinces, it could be said that the 
more women are educated and 
participate in working life, the 
more percentage of inheritance 
share they take. 65,7 percent 
of women who take their sha-
re from inheritance stated that 
this sharing was conducted 
according to the civil code and 
usually it was an equal share. 

In your family, do you women take share from inheritance?

Yes

No

I don’t know

What is the basis of distributive 
share of inheritance? Number %

Civil code 5.626 65,7

Customs (religion, beliefs etc.) 2.836 33,1

I don’t know 107 1,2

Total 8.569  

How is the inheritance distributed? Number %

Equal to men and women       5.604 66,2

Two shares for men, 1 share for women            1.973 23,3

Three shares for men, 1 share for women            742 8,8

Other 140 1,7

Total 8.459  

6% 3%7% 3%

81%

5%

37%

58%
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91 percent of women we vi-
sited think that women are 
subjected to violence. 
Generally, these women think 
that women are subjected to 
all forms of violence, sexual 
violence being less. 30 percent 
of women we interviewed told 
that women who are subjec-
ted to violence are struggling 
to end violence in their lives. 
To end violence, women con-
sult to their families in the first 
place. The second choice would 
be police stations, prosecu-
tion office or friends.  The most 
important reason for majority 
of women not struggling aga-
inst violence in their lives is fear 
from the perpetrator. The suc-
ceeding reasons are giving in 
to violence, language problems 
in some of the provinces and 
not knowing where to apply. 

Do you think that women are subjected to violance?

Yes

No

Are women trying to end 
violence in their lives?

Why do women not make an effort 
to end violence in their lives? 

9%

91%

What forms of violence are women subjected to?

Economic Psychological

All forms

Other

Verbal Physical

Sexual

30,7%

1%

44,8% 43,6%
45,6%

59,4%

45,8%

No

Yes

30%

70%

They give in 
to violence

They are 
afraid

Other
They don’t 
speak the 
language

They don’t know
where to apply

7,4%
6%

16,7%

63,5%

38,5%

Where do women apply to end violence in their lives?

Police station Friends

Family

Emergency 
HotlinesAll

Court of Justice Women’s
Organizations Provincial

Directorate..
Lawyer

7,8% 6,7%
16,2%

6,4%
9,8%

2,3%

20,7%

63,1%

28%

* The respondent might have chosen more than one answer
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What is the reason for not spending quality time with your 
child/ children at home?

17447 of women we visited 
have 3.6 children on average 
and the age for bearing the first 
child is 19,9. 68 percent of wo-
men could spend quality time 
with their children at home. 
Those who could not spend 
quality time with their children 
expressed mostly lack of time 
as a reason. 14,2 percent of 
mothers expressed that they 
did not feel the need to spend 
quality time with their children. 

There are 
too many 

children,which 
one shall I spend 

time with?

I don’t
have time

Other

Children play  one 
another. Do they  

need to play with 
me?

I don’t feel 
the need

12,5%

3,6%

14,2%

76,7%

22%

Do you spend quality time with your child at home?

Yes

No

32%

68%

What do you do if you could spend quality time with your 
child/ children at home?

Watch TV 
Household 
chores

Play games

Other

Sing a 
song All Painting

30,7%

2,5%

32,4% 31,7%

41%

55,7%

46,8%

* The respondent might have chosen more than one answer

* The respondent might have chosen more than one answer
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Do you consult your children when you make 
decisions about family matters?

Yes

No

38%

62%

How do you react if your children state their opinion 
without you asking them? Number  %

We take into consideration 11.915 68,3

We get angry with her/him for interfering 
in things s/he is not supposed to 4.794 27,5

Other 730 4,2

Total 17.439  

How do you solve the problems you have with your child/children at home?

I listen and try 
to understand 

him/her I threaten him/her
about complaining 

to his/her father

I talk to him/her,
try to find a 
solution together

I force him/her 
to do what I want

I sometimes
beat/punish 
him/her I don’t do 

something s/he 
wants

I intimidate 
him/her

9,1%
5,9%

22,5%
10,1%

28,4%

60,5%

34%

60,5 percent of women expres-
sed that they solved problems 
with their children through 
talking and listening to them. 
Less than 30 percent solved 
problems through punishment 
and intimidation. 62 percent of 
women who have children con-
sult to their children when they 
are making a decision about fa-
mily matters. 
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33 percent of women who have 
children we visited stated that 
they participated in an activity 
with their children and only 39 
percent expressed that they 
would like to participate in ac-
tivities that will be carried out 
in the future. Both percenta-
ges seem quite low. Previous-
ly, families may not have the 
opportunity to participate in an 
activity with their children due 
to lack of opportunities; howe-
ver, the low rate of the unwil-
lingness to participate in future 
activities cannot be explained 
with the available data. 

Women who answered our 
questions expressed that in 
the neighborhoods they lived, 
they have problems of poverty, 
insufficient infrastructure, 
lack of children’s playgrounds 
and security. They stated that 
their most important need is 
economic support and emp-
loyment. 17 percent wanted 
to learn about their rights, 
3 percent asked for support 
to struggle against violence.

What is your most important and urgent need?

Have you ever participated in 
an activity with your children?

Would you like to participate in 
an activity with your children?

No
No

Yes Yes

What is the most important problem of your 
neighbourhood?

Poverty
Children’s 
Playgrounds

All

Lighting

Roads

Security

OtherWater

33% 39%

67% 61%

6% 6%

15%

9%

3%

17%

25%

19%

All

Learn 
about my 

rights

Economic 
support

Employment

Other

Support to end 
violence3%

17%

5%

21%

32%

22%
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Mother Tongue Number %
Turkish 134 18,5

Kurdish 473 65,2

Zazaish 36 4,9

Arabic 80 11,0

Russian 0 0,0

Farsi 2 0,3

Other 1 0,1

Total 726

REPORT ON APPLICATIONS 
TO END VIOLENCE 

726 women from 22 provinces of Eastern and Southeastern Anatolia who were subjected to violence 
and came to KAMER for support in the year 2016 were interviewed and violence monitoring forms 
about these women were filled. 93,3 percent of the first interviews with women were conducted fa-
ce-to-face and 6,7 percent were conducted via telephone. The average age of women interviewed was 
34,4, the youngest was 12 and the oldest was 74 years old. 

The mother tongue of majority of women was Kurdish. In terms of educational status, 28 percent of 
women were illiterate. Only nearly 20 percent of the women who came to KAMER had access to high 
school education or a higher degree.

Age of Applicants
Average 34,4

The youngest 12

The oldest 74

Number of the respondents 726

Educational Status Number %
Illiterate 203 28,0

Literate 74 10,2

Primary School 191 26,3

Secondary School 116 16,0

High School or its equivalent 102 14,0

College /University 38 5,2

Vocational Course 2 0,3

Total 726
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75 percent of women were 
married and 80,9 percent of 
these marriages were both 
civil and religious marriages, 
while 8,3 percent were only 
religious marriages. Among 
single women, the percentage 
of women that never married 
was the highest; 35,7 percent 
of them were divorced, and 21,4 
percent lost their husband. 54,3 
percent of women who are still 
married or have been through 
a marriage expressed that they 
married before they were 18 
years old. 573 women have 3,4 
children on average.

Marital status

Marriage status Number %

Only religious marriage 45 8,3

Only civil marriage 7 1,3

Both civil and religious marriage 440 80,8

Living together (unmarried) 2 0,4

Married, living separated 50 9,2

Total 544

If single Number %

Never married 78 42,9

Divorced 65 35,7

Husband deceased 39 21,4

Total 182

Married

Single

25%

75%
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Arranged marriages Number %

I didn’t want but married when family elders asked 165 37,7

I liked and loved him when I met, and married 200 45,8

I couldn’t reject because he was a relative 72 16,5

Total 437

In terms of marriage form, 67 
percent of women who applied 
had arranged marriages, and 8 
percent had forced marriages. 
Nearly half of women who had 
arranged marriages expressed 
that they loved their husbands 
after they met. 45 women in 
forced marriage were married 
off to mostly relatives or forced 
to co-wife marriages while 4 
women were forced into bridal-
exchange, 1 woman was forced 
to marry with her brother-in-
law and 1 woman was betrot-
hed in the cradle.

Forced Marriages Number %

Kin marriage 28 62,2

Married with brother-in-law 1 2,2

Co-wife 11 24,5

Bride exchange 4 8,9

Blood feud 0 0,0

Betrothed in the cradle 1 2,2

Total 45

How did she get married?

Knew and 
loved her 
husband  

before 
marriage

Arranged 
marriage

Forced 
marriage

Age of first marriage

Age 16-17 

18 and older

12 and
younger

Age 13-15

8%

67%

25%

2%

19%

46%

33%
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43 percent of women who 
came to KAMER expressed that 
they migrated and 19,4 percent 
of these women said that they 
migrated in the recent year. The 
most common reason for migra-
tion was marriage and security.

Reason for migration?

Security

Marriage

Blood 
Feud

Finding 
a job

Other

Has she migrated?

Time of migration Number %
Less than a year 60 19,3

1-5 years 89 28,7

6-9 years 47 15,2

More than 10 years 114 36,8

Total 310

Why doesn’t she work outside home? Number %
She wants to work but her family/husband 
does not let her 51 14,9

She wants to work, but cannot find a job 140 40,9

She does not want to work 151 44,2

Total 342

Only 10 percent of women 
who came to KAMER for sup-
port against violence worked 
outside home. 44,2 percent of 
women who do not work exp-
ressed that they didn’t want to 
work, 40,9 percent could not 
find a job, and 14,9 percent were 
not allowed to work. 84 percent 
of women who came to KAMER 
did not have an income of their 
own, and 36,6 percent did not 
have any health insurance.

No

Yes

43%

57%

Does she work outside home?

No

Yes

10%

90%

6%
1%

15%

41%

37%
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15 percent of women who came to KAMER lived in the slums. Only 
21,6 percent of the houses they lived in belonged to women or their 
husbands and the majority of women lived in a rented house. 

Does she have social security? Number %
She has health insurance                                271 37,3

She benefits her father’s health insurance  63 8,7

She benefits her husband’s health insurance       123 16,9

She is a retired civil servant or worker            3 0,4

She does not have social security 266 36,7

Total 726

Sources of Income Number %
She does not have an income of her own 610 84,0

She has an income of her own 93 12,8

She benefits her father’s income 10 1,3

She has an income by way of her deceased 
husband   5 0,7

She is babysitting 4 0,6

She receives alimony 4 0,6

Total 726

Who does the house belong to? Number %
Her own property 33 4,5

Husband 124 17,1

Rental 315 43,4

Her father’s/farther-in-law’s/relative’s, 
she does not pay rent 233 32,1

Other 21 2,9

Total 726

Number of the households members Number %
1-5 people 407 56,1

6-10 people 265 36,5

11-20 people 49 6,7

More than 20 5 0,7

Total 726

Type of housing she lives in

Apartment 
house

Single 
family 
house

Slum

Other1%

15%

46%

38%
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Identity of perpetrator outside family Number %
Chief in her workplace          3 5,4

Colleagues in her workplace      3 5,4

In the streets 8 14,3

In custody                0 0,0

In a state institution/organization    22 39,2

Other 20 35,7

Total 56

7,7 percent of women who applied to KAMER expressed that violence they were subjected to came 
from people outside of family and the remaining were subjected to domestic violence. 5,6 percent of 
women talked about the possibility of an honor killing. The perpetrators of domestic violence were 72 
percent husband or the person she lived with and 8 percent ex-husband or the person she left. Violence 
women were subjected to outside home was mostly coming from state institutions. 

In terms of forms of violence, physical violence, by 89 percent, is the most common type of violence, 
followed by economic violence and verbal violence. 48,3 percent of women expressed that they were 
subjected to physical violence and 38,3 percent were subjected to sexual violence.

Case definition The identity of the perpetrator of domestic violence

Forms of violence Number %
Physical 351 48,3

Economic 601 82,8

Verbal 500 68,9

Sexual 282 38,8

Psychological 646 89,0

Number of respondents 726

* The respondent might have chosen more than one answer

Possibility of an 
honor killing

Domestic

Outside
family

6%

86%

8%
Ex-husband/

person she left
Other women 

in the family
Other men

in the family

Husband/person
she lives with

Father
Son

Brother-in-law
/father-in-law

Brother
Other

3% 2%2%
0%

5% 3%5%

72%

8%
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90,5 percent of women who 
applied to KAMER due to vi-
olence they were subjected 
to did not have any physical 
marks on them. 7,4 percent had 
pain in various parts of her body 
while 8 women had cuts and 
bruises, 3 had deeper cuts and 4 
suffered from a severe trauma.

Physical condition of applicant woman Number %
No physical marks 657 90,5

Cuts and bruises 8 1,1

Deeper cuts and bruises (that need stitches) 3 0,4

Broken bones 0 0,0

Injury that needs operation, head trauma etc.. 4 0,6

Pain in the body due to violence (waist, arm, neck etc.) 54 7,4

Total 726

Does the applicant woman have a medical 
report or a forensic report? Number %

Forensic report (Less than 10 days) 16 2,2

Forensic report (More than 10 days) 13 1,8

Medical report 40 5,5

Rape report 1 0,1

No report 656 90,4

Total 726

How physical violence is perpetrated? 

Body  of the 
perpetrator

Both

With an 
object0%

59%

41%
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Only less than 10 percent of women who were subjected to violence could have the chance to evidence 
it with a medical report. 12 percent of women expressed that the perpetrator also threatened her with 
death, and 2,3 percent had miscarriages.

Is the applicant woman threatened by death? Number %
Yes 87 12,0

No 639 88,0

Total 726

Miscarriage Number %
Yes 17 2,3

No 709 97,7

Total 726

37,5 percent of women expres-
sed that violence started a few 
years after their marriage and 
32,6 percent said violence star-
ted from the first day of their 
marriage.

When was she first subjected to 
an act of violence? Number %

In her childhood 46 6,3

Before marriage 37 5,1

In the first days of marriage/relationship 237 32,7

In her first pregnancy 24 3,3

When the first child was born 25 3,4

In the later years 272 37,5

A short period before the application 67 9,2

Other 18 2,5

Total 726

Duration of the violent relationship

2-5 
years

More 
than10 
years

6-9 
years Less 

than a 
year

14%19%

37%

30%
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41 percent of women who came 
to KAMER expressed that they 
were subjected to sexual vio-
lence. The most common form 
of sexual violence was being in-
different, by 49.5 percent. 35,8 
percent of women were forced 
to sexual intercourse by bea-
ting, 21,8 percent were cheated 
and 18,4 percent were raped.

Forms of sexual violence Number %
Rape 54 18,4

Forced to sexual intercourse by beating 105 35,8

Forced to anal sex 6 2,0

Forced into prostitution 8 2,7

Sexual bullying with the use of an object  4 1,4

Incest 3 1,0

Forcing to watch pornographic movies, pictures etc. 3 1,0

Cheating on her 64 21,8

Forcing her to watch him having an intercourse 
with another woman/ group sex 20 6,8

Forcing her to have intercourse in front of 
her children’s eyes 3 1,0

Harassment 27 9,2

Indifference 145 49,5

Other 8 2,7

Is she subjected to sexual violence? 

* The respondent might have chosen more than one answer

Yes,
in her 

marriage

No

Yes, 
outside her 
marriage

Yes,
in her 
childhood

3%3%

59%

35%
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73 percent of women looked 
for support in struggling aga-
inst violence they were expo-
sed to. 87,2 percent of women 
went to their families for sup-
port while 10 percent of women 
went to police stations, friends 
and prosecution office asking 
for support against violence. 
Those who did not apply to any 
institution or organization exp-
ressed that they were afraid 
of the perpetrators or families 
prevented them from applying. 

87,7 percent of women who applied to police stations said that she was taken care of and more than 
90 percent of women answered that they were taken care of in the prosecution office. The percentage 
of support for women who went to their friends and families was less than others. This percentage was 
78,6 among friends and 30,5 percent among family.

Where did she apply to? Did she apply to anywhere?

Why didn’t she apply to anywhere? Number %
She was afraid of man’s occupational status 58 29,6

Husband/children prevented her 15 7,7

Family prevented her 40 20,4

Man’s friend/acquaintance/relative prevented her 13 6,6

No answer or other reasons 70 35,7

Total 196

Applications to police station Number %

They supported the perpetrator  3 5,3

They reconciled and sent back home 4 7,0

They made fun of her, humiliated, dismissed 0 0,0

They were interested and sent to the relevant 
institution (hospital, prosecution, KAMER) 50 87,7

Total 57

Support asked from friends Number %
They reconciled and sent back home 11 19,6

They humiliated and got rid of 1 1,8

They were interested and sentto the 
relevant institution 44 78,6

Toplam 56

Yes

No

27%

73%

Police 
station

Family

Friend Prosecution
office

10%10,6%

87,2%

10,8%
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37 percent of women who were 
subjected to violence moved 
away from their relationships, 
60 percent of this distancing 
lasted less than a year. 15 per-
cent of women received treat-
ment due to violence she was 
subjected to, 4,1 percent were 
hospitalized, and 5,1 percent 
attempted suicide at least once.

Applications to the prosecution office Number %
They made it difficult not to put the application in 
process 4 7,5

They humiliated/dismissed  1 1,9

They put the application in process 45 84,9

They sent her to the hospital 3 5,7

Total 53

If so, for how long did she move away 
from her relationship? Number %

Less than a month 68 25,4

Less than a year 91 33,9

More than a year 109 40,7

Total 268

Support asked from family Number %
They are indifferent 168 36,4

They supported 141 30,5

They are against divorce 29 6,3

They asked to leave her children and then come 13 2,8

Men in the family approve of violence 6 1,3
They want to support but are afraid of the perpet-
rator 21 4,6
They want to support but cannot due to economic 
difficulties 82 17,7

Other 2 0,4

Total 462

Did she move away from her relationship? 

No

Yes

37%

63%
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Did she receive any treatment? Number %
Yes 109 15,0

No 617 85,0

Total 726

Was she hospitalized? Number %
Yes 30 4,1

No 696 95,9

Total 726

Does she still receive a treatment? Number %
Medicine 78 79,6

Therapy 13 13,3

Other 7 7,1

Total 98

Suicide attempt Number %
She attempted once 24 3,3

She attempted more than once 13 1,8

She thought of/planned but not attempted 96 13,2

She is not suicidal 593 81,7

Total 726

How does the perpetrator treat his children? Number %
Interested 164 26,2

Indifferent 352 56,2

Uses violence on children 88 14,1

Beats girls 4 0,6

Beats boys 1 0,2

Beats children and humiliates them 1 0,2

Beats children and throws them out 0 0,0

Beats the daughter who protects the mother 0 0,0

Beats the son who protects the mother 0 0,0

Beats stepchild 0 0,0

Intimidates them 16 2,5

Total 626

In families where domestic violence occurred, only 26,2 of perpetrators were interested in their child-
ren. Women who were exposed to violence expressed that they could not take care of their children well, 
were angry with them, beat them and wreaked their anger on their children. 
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What do you think of how do we, women, 
treat our children? Number %

We get angry since we think they don’t listen to us 142 21,4

We beat them since we think they don’t listen to us 24 3,6

We wreak our anger on them when we are exposed 
to violence 149 22,4

We might disrupt their daily care and nutrition 109 16,4

All 213 32,1

Other 27 4,1

Total 664

How did she reach KAMER? Number %
Via KAMER’s Centers 24 3,3

NGOs 19 2,6

Directed by state institutions 13 1,8

Women who participated in awareness groups 82 11,3

Young people they met in the streets 4 0,6

Media (TV, newspapers, fliers) channels 66 9,1

During neighborhood meetings 456 62,8

Other 62 8,5

Total 726

Women came to KAMER after they learned about it in the neighborhood meetings. When women 
came to KAMER, they mostly applied for psychological, economic, legal support and employment and it 
is significant that KAMER could provide majority of the support needed.

The needs of the applicant woman

Economic 
support

Legal 
consultancy

Psychological  
consultancy/ 
support

School/daycare 
for her childrenEmployment

Accomodation Medical support

Wanted to 
communicate....

3,4% 2,6%

12,4%

Other

9,6%

28,2%

54,1%

41,3%

2,1% 1,1%
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What did KAMER do? Number %

Directed to medical support 17 2,3

Directed to legal support 201 27,7

Directed to psychological support 323 44,5

Supported in finding a job 61 8,4

Directed her children to psychological support 11 1,5

Sent her children to school/daycare 10 1,4

Participated in awareness groups 75 10,3

Accompanied (police station, hospital, court) 14 1,9

Aid in kind 9 1,2

Directed to women’s shelters 23 3,2

Provided support from Social Assistance and 
Solidarity Foundation 213 29,3

Other 166 22,9

Number of respondents 726

* The respondent might have chosen more than one answer
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REPORT OF VIOLENCE 
MONITORING FORM - 2

According to the 2nd violence monitoring form we used with 106 women who were subjected violence, 
women applied to Provincial Directorate of Family and Social Policies the most for support in the first 
place. The percentage of women who expressed that they were taken care of in this institution is 98. 

Age of the Applicants

Average 35,3

The youngest 13

The oldest 62

Number of the respondents 106

Women applied for support to  
1st Institution 2nd Institution 3rd Institution

Number % Number % Number %
Provincial Directorate of Family 
and Social Policies 35 33,0 4 12,5 2 16,7

Police station 3 2,9 3 9,4 0 0,0

Prosecution office 1 0,9 1 3,1 0 0,0

Governorship 19 17,9 8 25,0 1 8,3

Bar association 27 25,5 2 6,3 1 8,3

Other 21 19,8 14 43,7 8 66,7

Total 106  32  12  

How was she treated in the 
institutions she went?  

1st Institution 2nd Institution 3rd Institution
Number % Number % Number %

Interested 97 98,0 29 90,6 10 100,0

Indifferent 0 0,0 0 0,0 0 0,0

Accusing and rude 0 0,0 1 3,1 0 0,0

Tried to seem interested but did 
not put the application in process      2 2,0 1 3,1 0 0,0

Tried to send back home 0 0,0 1 3,1 0 0,0

Other 0 0,0 0 0,0 0 0,0

Total 99 32 10  
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REPORT OF VIOLENCE 
MONITORING FORM - 3

Age of Applicants
Average 37,4

The youngest 26

The oldest 48

Number of the respondents 8

What were the results if the applicant went 
first to Provincial Directorate of Family and 
Social Policies for support?

Number %

Her demand for shelter was met            0 0,0

Education support for children was given                   3 75,0

Took action on rental expenses        0 0,0

All 0 0,0

No action was taken      0 0,0

Other 1 25,0

Total 4  

What were the results if the applicant went 
second to the police station for support? Number %

Sent to the prosecution under protection          0 0,0

Contacted with shelter 0 0,0

Provided her security          0 0,0

No action was taken 0 0,0

Total 0  
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What were the results if the applicant 
went third to the Governorship? Number %

Applicant was directed to prosecution 0 0,0

Disciplinary punishment was inflicted to the 
perpetrator 0 0,0

In kind aid/monetary aid was given to the 
woman who was exposed to violence    2 100,0

No action was taken 0 0,0

Total 2  

What were the results if the applicant went 
fourth to the bar association? Number %

Legal aid was given      4 80,0

Asked to come back later 1 20,0

No one was interested 0 0,0

Total 5  


