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Despite Turkey's being 2 member of the
£ M £
Council of Europe since its creation in 1949,

Despire Turkey's obligations to the Council
of Europe’s and the UN's Human Righis
Conventions, which prohibit torture under
all circumstances,

Despire Turkey's being ruled for many
vears by a demucratically clected govemn-
ment,

Despite successive Turkish governments
having clearly promised to abolish rorwre.

Despite the excellent effors of three Tur-
kish centrss for the treament of tormure
vicims to spread information about and
prevent toriwre in Turkey,

the Council of Europe’s committee for the
prevention of torture, inits report of Decermn-
ber 1992, concluded that torture and other
forms of maltreatment in police custody
were continuing in Tarkey, and that toriure
methods were ased against people Suspec-
ted of ordinary crimes and people arrested
under the anti-terror laws,

This situation is of course very unhappy. &
makes it more difficult for the Council of
Europe and the member countries to argue
convincingly against torture in other conti-
nents. In this way, the situation in itself adds
to the use of torture. For the many of us who
have met torture victims. it is gruesome

awful to admit that toriure is commonly
used in a Eurepegn demeocracy.

It is quite unigoe that the committee de-
cided to publish the report. This has not
happened before or since. The pablication
presupposes that the country in question,
i.e. Turkey, refuses to collaborate or to -
prove the situation in the light of the com-
mittee’s recommendations. It is thus an ag-

cusation, sot only of torture, but also of a
lack of will to abolish jt. |

If Turkey had applied for membership of
the European Council today., it is sy opin-.
ion that it would be refused.

The reaction from the decision-making
organ of the European Council, the commit
tee of ministers, has been muted. This is
probubly mainty due to the fact that all
countries, including Turkey, must agree on

decisions. But a mild reaction to such seri-
ous conclusions is in itself serigus. i

To make up for #, all of us who can put
pressure on Terkey must do so: we mus
support the three centres that are working
efficiently under difficult conditions, and
we must promise each other not to stop this
effort at any time,

These considerations form the serious

background for the decision by the editoriat
board of TORTURE 1o publish the commit-
tee’s report in #s entirety. !
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{UROPEAN COMMITTEE, FOR THE

PREVENTION OF TORTURE AND
INHUMAN OR DEGRADING TREATMENT

OR PUNISHMENT

PUBLIC STATEMENT ON TURKEY

Adopted on 15 December 1997

Introduction

1. The European Commitee for the Prevention of
Torture and Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment {CPT) has to date organised three
visits to Torkey. The first two visits, carried out
from 9 10 21 September 1990 and 29 September
0 7 October 199F, were of an ad hoe nature, They
wert visits which appeared to the Committes “10
be required in the cireumstances™ (Anicle 7, para-
graph 1, of the European Coavention for the
Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or Degrading
Treatment or Punishment?, The chrcumstiances in
guestion were essentially the considerable num-
ber of reporis received by the Commitree, from a
variety of sources, containing allegations of tor-
ture or other forms of ill-treatmen: of persons
deprived of their liberty in Turkey. The reports
related in particular te persons held in police
custedy. The third visit took place from 22 No-
vernber 1o 3 December 1992, and formed part of
tre CPT’s programme of periodie visits for tha
vearn

2. Throughout 1991 and 1997 an ongoing dia-
logue has beesgmaintained between the Turkish
awthorities and the CPT on matters of concern,
based on the reports drawn up by the Committee
after its first and second visits and the repots
provided by the Turkish avthorities in response.
This diglogue cultninated in a rumber of meetings
hetseen the Turkish autherities and a dele gation
of the CPT held in Ankara from 22 10 24 Seplers-
ber 1992,

Subseqguently, at its 14th meeting (28 September

" T Gétober 19925, the CPT reviewed the action

taken by the Turkish authorizies upon the recom-
mendations made by the Committee in s visir
reposts. The Commitiee concluded tha the cont-
nuing faiture of the Turkish anthorities to mprove
the situation in the light of iis recommendations
concerning () the sirengthening of legal safe-
guards against torture and other forms of ill-
reatment in police {and gendarmerie) estab-
lishments and (if) the activities of the Anti-Terror
Departments of the Ankarz and Divarbakir
Police, justified resort 10 Article 10, paragraph 2,
of the Convention.

3. The Turkish authorities were informed of the
conclusion reached by the CFT and, in accord-
ance with the Convention, invited 1o make knows
their views. Those views were received on 16
Movember 1992, The CPT examined the views
presented by the Twrkish awhorities &t s 15tk
meeting, held froan 14 1o 17 December 1992 oy
ihe same occasion, the Committee considered the

facts found by the delegation which carsied oul
the periodic visit to Turkev in November/Decem-
ber 1992, in particular insofar as they related to
matters of police and gendarmerie custody. By
the required majority of two-thirds of its mem-
bers, the Committes decided to make 1 public
staiement.

The ad hoe visits

a) first visi

4. In the report drawn up following its first visi
te Turkey in 1990, the CPT reached the conchu-
sion that torture and other forms of severe ifi-tre-
atment were importart characteristics of potice
custody in that country, More specifically. in the
light of alf the mformation gathered concerning
the Anti-Tersor Departments of the Ankars and
Biyarbakir Police. the CPT concluded that detec-
tives in those departments frequently re-sorted
& torture andfor other forms of severe il-troat-
ment, both physical and psychological, when hol-
ting and questicning suspects. A variety of ele-
ments lod the Committes 1o those conclu-sions,

3. In the first place. the CPT was struck by the
extremely large number of allegations of torture
and other forms of ill-treatment by the police
received in the course of the visis, the wide range
of persons making those ailegations, and their
COMSISIeNCY a5 regards the particular types of
tarture znd ill-reatment seid to have been inflict-
ed. It should be noted that the atlegations eman-
ated from persons suspected or convicted of of-

. Tenses under anti-terrosism provisions. and from

persons suspected of convicied of ordinary crimi-
nid offences. As regards the latter. the number of
allegations was especially high ANONE PETSons
detzined for drugreinted offences. offences
against property (burglary. robbery, theft) and sex
aifences. Concerning the types of ill-weatment
involved. the following forms were alleged time
and time again: suspension by the arms; sespen-
sion by the wiists, which were fastened behind
the victim (so-called “palestinian hanging”, a
techniges apparemly emploved in particelar in
amti-terror departrments); electric shocks to sen-
sitive panrs of the body {inciuding the genitalsy;
squeezing of the testicles: beating of the soles
of e feet (“falaka™); hosing with pressurised
eold water: incarceration for lengthy pertods in
very smxall, dark and unven-tilated cells; threats
of toftiwe or other forms of serious ilhtreat
ment o the person detsined or aguinst others:
severe piveholopgical humiliation.

&. The CPT's medical findings must also be
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