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CALI AND OTHERS v. TURKIYE JUDGMENT

In the case of Cali and Others v. Tiirkiye,
The European Court of Human Rights (Second Section), sitting as a
Committee composed of:
Jovan Ilievski, President,
Péter Paczolay,
Juha Lavapuro, judges,
and Dorothee von Arnim, Deputy Section Registrar,
Having regard to:
the applications against the Republic of Tiirkiye lodged with the Court
under Article 34 of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and
Fundamental Freedoms (“the Convention™) by the applicants listed in the
appended table (“the applicants”), on the various dates indicated therein;
the decision to give notice of the complaints under Article 6 § 1 (the right
to a fair trial) and Article 7 of the Convention (no punishment without law)
to the Turkish Government (“the Government”) represented by their Agent,
Mr Abdullah Aydin, Head of the Department of Human Rights of the
Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Tiirkiye;
the parties’ observations;
the decision to reject the Government’s objection to the examination of the
applications by a Committee;
Having deliberated in private on 2 June 2026,
Delivers the following judgment, which was adopted on that date:

SUBJECT MATTER OF THE CASE

1. The case concerns the applicants’ convictions for membership of an
armed terrorist organisation described by the Turkish authorities as the
“Fetullahist Terror Organisation/Parallel State Structure” (Fetullah¢t Teror
Orgiitii / Paralel Devlet Yapilanmasi, hereinafter referred to as “the
FETO/PDY”), considered by the authorities to be behind the coup attempt
that took place in Tiirkiye on 15 July 2016. The broader domestic background
and context to the present applications was set out by the Court in
Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya v. Tiirkive (JGC], no. 15669/20, §§ 10-22 and 108-40,
26 September 2023).

2. The applicants’ convictions were based decisively on their use of an
encrypted messaging application by the name of “ByLock”. The domestic
authorities and courts considered that the ByLock application was designed
for the exclusive use of the members of the FETO/PDY and that the
establishment of the use of that application was sufficient on its own for
conviction under Article 314 § 2 of the Criminal Code for membership of an
armed terrorist organisation (ibid., §§ 155-65 and 257).

3. Other evidence against the applicants, if any, involved mainly an
admission of using ByLock, decrypted message content confirming use of
that application or witness statements attesting to such use; membership of a
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trade union, association and/or foundation considered to be affiliated with the
FETO/PDY; account activities at Bank Asya, which was considered by the
authorities to be a part of the financial structure of the FETO/PDY; possession
of pro-FETO/PDY publications or other audio-visual material; participation
in trips considered to have been organised by the FETO/PDY and records of
exit from and entry to Tiirkiye; donations to FETO/PDY -affiliated
foundations; participation in various demonstrations considered to be in
support of the FETO/PDY or in other organisational activities; social media
posts in favour of the organisation; residence in FETO/PDY student houses
or dormitories; use of other messaging applications, such as Kakao Talk or
Eagle, to communicate with other members of the organisation; HTS
(Historical Traffic Search) records indicating communications with others
prosecuted for the same offence or other digital evidence suggesting
membership of the organisation; employment by and/or membership of
FETO/PDY-affiliated institutions, organisations or companies; witness
statements as regards such employment and/or membership, or as regards
other connections to the FETO/PDY. In the case of some of the applicants,
the convictions were imposed without waiting for the submission to the case
files of the detailed ByLock findings and evaluation reports — which
potentially included decrypted content of communications over ByLock —on
the ground that the establishment of the use of that application sufficed for
conviction, irrespective of the nature and content of the communications.

4. The individual applications lodged by the applicants with the
Constitutional Court against their convictions were summarily dismissed by
that court as being inadmissible, on the basis of its case-law endorsing the
Court of Cassation’s landmark judgments on the matter
(see Yiiksel Yalcinkaya, cited above, §§ 169-88).

THE COURT’S ASSESSMENT

I. JOINDER OF THE APPLICATIONS

5. Having regard to the similar subject matter of the applications, the
Court finds it appropriate to examine them jointly in a single judgment.

II. ALLEGED VIOLATION OF ARTICLES6§1 AND 7 OF THE
CONVENTION

A. Alleged violation of Article 6 § 1 of the Convention

6. The applicants complained that their trials and convictions under
Article 314 § 2 of the Criminal Code for membership of the FETO/PDY had
violated the right to a fair trial under Article 6 § 1 of the Convention,
primarily for the reasons set out in Demirhan and Others v. Tiirkiye
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(nos. 1595/20 and 238 others, § 29, 22 July 2025). In particular, they
complained of various alleged irregularities in the collection and admission
in evidence of the ByLock data, as well as of the difficulties encountered in
challenging them and the inadequacy of the reasoning in the courts’ decisions
vis-a-vis that evidence, which in their opinion had rendered their trials unfair.

7. The Government reiterated their observations as outlined in Demirhan
and Others (ibid., §§ 31-34). They submitted that, while notice of the present
applications had been given to them as raising issues similar to those
addressed by the Court in Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya (cited above), the Court’s
considerations in that judgment had related to the specific facts of that case.
They argued that the Court should therefore refrain from extrapolating the
findings made therein to the present applications and invited it to assess the
criminal proceedings conducted against each applicant on the basis of their
own particular circumstances. They claimed, in particular, that the
convictions in the present applications had not been based solely on the
applicants’ use of the ByLock application, but had involved a wide variety of
other evidence, not all of which had been subject to assessment in
Yiiksel Yalcinkaya (cited above; see the evidence listed in paragraph 3 above).
The domestic courts, which had enjoyed direct contact with the evidence at
issue, had established each applicant’s membership of the armed terrorist
organisation on an individual basis following a careful assessment of all the
elements in their specific case files.

8. The Court notes that the applicants’ complaint under Article 6 § 1 is
not manifestly ill-founded within the meaning of Article 35 § 3 (a) of the
Convention or inadmissible on any other grounds. It must therefore be
declared admissible.

9. As regards the merits, the Court indeed observes that the evidence in
respect of some of the applicants included material that was not at issue in
Yiiksel Yalcinkaya (cited above). That being said, having examined all the
material and arguments submitted to it, the Court finds no reason in the
present case to depart from its findings in Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya (cited above,
§§ 300-56), for the reasons set out in detail in Demirhan and Others (cited
above, §§ 35-47).

10. It notes in this connection that the finding of violations of Articles 7
and 6 § 1 of the Convention in Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya (cited above) had resulted
notably from the domestic courts’ characterisation of the use of ByLock,
according to which anyone whose use of ByLock was established could be
convicted on that sole basis of membership of an armed terrorist organisation
pursuant to Article 314 § 2 of the Criminal Code (ibid., §§ 364, 413 and 414).
It therefore follows, as also underlined in Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya (cited above,
§ 414), and subsequently reiterated in Demirhan and Others (cited above,
§ 38), that the situation that led to a finding of a violation of Articles 7 and 6
§ 1 of the Convention in that case was not prompted by an isolated incident
or attributable to the particular turn of events specific to the facts of that case,
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but potentially applied to everyone convicted for membership of the
FETO/PDY on the basis of their use of ByLock.

11. The Court does not rule out that there may be other evidence in respect
of some of the applicants, other than their use of ByLock, that may
demonstrate their organic link with the FETO/PDY based on the continuity,
diversity and intensity of their activities and their submission to its hierarchy
as required under the Court of Cassation’s case-law (see Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya,
cited above, § 184) and thus secure their conviction as charged (see for the
Convention requirements in this regard also Yasak v. Tiirkive [GC],
no. 17389/20, §§ 200-13, 5 May 2026). The fact nevertheless remains that the
establishment of the mere use of ByLock served, on its own, as conclusive
proof of the presence of all of the constituent elements of the crime of
membership of an armed terrorist organisation as defined in domestic law.

12. The Court would further note that the criminal proceedings conducted
separately against each applicant may indeed have shown differences in
certain procedural respects, depending mainly on the evidence produced for
or against the applicant and the administration of such evidence. However,
irrespective of the possible particularities of each file, the domestic courts’
uniform and global approach to the use of ByLock has effectively defined the
procedural framework of the criminal proceedings at issue, which have
therefore suffered from the main shortcomings identified in Yiiksel
Yal¢inkaya under Article 6 § 1 (cited above, § 345; see also Demirhan and
Others, cited above, §§ 42-45). The Court concluded in these cases that the
domestic courts’ failure to put in place appropriate safeguards vis-a-vis the
use of the ByLock data as the key piece of evidence at issue to enable the
applicants to challenge them effectively, to address the salient issues lying at
the core of the case and to provide reasons justifying their decisions was
incompatible with the very essence of the applicants’ procedural rights under
Article 6 § 1. The Court accepts that the difficulties facing Tiirkiye in the
aftermath of the attempted military coup of 15 July 2016 are undoubtedly a
contextual factor which must be taken into account in cases such as the
present one. Yet, for the reasons explained in detail in Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya
(cited above, §§ 353-55), it has no basis on which to hold that the limitations
on the applicants’ fair trial rights at issue were strictly required by the
exigencies of the situation within the meaning of Article 15 of the
Convention.

13. In view of the above considerations, the Court concludes that there
has been a violation of Article 6 § 1 of the Convention on the facts of the
present case (see also Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya, cited above, § 356, and Demirhan
and Others, cited above, § 46).
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B. Alleged violation of Article 7 of the Convention

14. Some of the applicants also complained that their convictions for
membership of the FETO/PDY had violated the principle of no punishment
without law under Article 7 of the Convention. The Government argued that
those complaints had not been duly raised before the Constitutional Court,
either expressly or in substance, and that they should therefore be rejected for
non-exhaustion of domestic remedies.

15. The Court reiterates that the main problems identified by the Grand
Chamber in this group of cases in Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya (cited above), and
subsequently reaffirmed in Demirhan and Others (cited above), was not
attributable to the particular turn of events or procedural issues specific to
those cases, but resulted notably from the domestic courts’ characterisation
of the use of ByLock and the uniform and global approach adopted by the
Turkish judiciary vis-a-vis the ByLock evidence (see Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya, cited
above, §§ 364, 413 and 414, and Demirhan and Others, cited above, §§ 37,
38 and 42). Having already found that this approach amounted to a violation
of Article 6 § 1 of the Convention in the present case (see paragraph 13
above), which will enable the applicants to seek the reopening of the domestic
proceedings in the light of the principles enunciated in Yiiksel Yalcinkaya
(cited above, §§ 411, 412 and 425; see also paragraph 18 below), the Court
does not deem it necessary to examine whether the Government’s preliminary
objection under this head may be upheld in respect of each individual
application concerned.

16. Accordingly, the Court decides not to examine separately the
admissibility and merits of the Article 7 complaints raised by some of the
applicants (see for the relevant principles Tsaava and Others v. Georgia
[GC], nos. 13186/20 and 4 others, §§ 228-29, 11 December 2025; and,
mutatis mutandis, Turan and Others v. Turkey, nos. 75805/16 and 426 others,
§ 98, 23 November 2021; and, for an application of these principles in similar
circumstances, Seyhan and Others v. Tiirkiye [Committee], nos. 57837/19
and 851 others, §§ 14-16, 16 December 2025).

III. OTHER ALLEGED VIOLATIONS OF THE CONVENTION

17. The Court notes that some of the applicants also lodged complaints
under other provisions of the Convention, such as Articles 5, 8, 9, 10, 11 and
14, or raised complaints relating to other aspects of Article 6 (as in
Yiiksel Yalginkaya, cited above, §§ 357, 358, 368 and 374). However, having
regard to the finding of a violation of Article 6 § 1 above (see paragraph 13),
the reasons for that finding (see paragraphs 10-12 and 14-15) and the specific
circumstances of the case, the Court considers that it has dealt with the main
legal question raised by the case and that there is no need to address the
admissibility and merits of any remaining complaints (see, mutatis mutandis,
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Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya, cited above, §§ 365,367 and 373; Turan and Others, cited
above, § 98; and Demirhan and Others, cited above, § 48).

APPLICATION OF ARTICLE 41 OF THE CONVENTION

18. The Court considers, for the reasons explained in Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya
(cited above, §§ 404, 411, 412 and 425; see also Demirhan and Others, cited
above, § 53), that the finding of a violation of Article 6 § 1 of the Convention
can be regarded as sufficient just satisfaction in respect of any non-pecuniary
damage sustained by the applicants in the present case. It notes in this regard
that the applicants have the possibility under Article 311 § 1 (f) of the Code
of Criminal Procedure to have the domestic proceedings reopened following
the delivery of the present judgment (see Yiiksel Yal¢inkaya, cited above,
§ 411), and that the reopening of the proceedings in a manner compatible with
the “conclusions and spirit” of the judgment would in principle constitute the
most appropriate form of redress, should they so request.

19. Furthermore, for the reasons set out in Demirhan and Others (cited
above, §§ 54-56), the Court makes no awards for costs and expenses in
respect of follow-up applications of this type.

FOR THESE REASONS, THE COURT, UNANIMOUSLY,

1. Decides to join the applications;

2. Declares the applicants’ complaint that their trials and convictions for
membership of the FETO/PDY had violated the right to a fair trial under
Article 6 § 1 of the Convention — as concerns the rights of the defence in
respect of the evidence underlying the conviction — admissible;

3. Holds that there has been a violation of Article 6 § 1 of the Convention,;

4. Holds that there is no need to examine the admissibility and merits of the
applicants’ remaining complaints;

5. Holds that the finding of a violation constitutes in itself sufficient just
satisfaction for any non-pecuniary damage sustained by the applicants;

6. Dismisses the remainder of any claim made by the applicants for just
satisfaction.
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Done in English, and notified in writing on 23 June 2026, pursuant to
Rule 77 §§ 2 and 3 of the Rules of Court.

Dorothee von Arnim Jovan Ilievski
Deputy Section Registrar President
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Osman SEZER
1975
Afyonkarahisar
Turkish

66.

6300/22

Karabryik v. Tiirkiye

21/12/2021

Bayram
KARABIYIK
1979

Istanbul
Turkish

Emre
AKARYILDIZ

67.

6897/22

Coskun v. Tirkiye

29/12/2021

Hasan COSKUN
1981

Antalya

Turkish

Tarik BAYSAL

68.

7126/22

Sadiklar v. Tiirkiye

18/01/2022

Cevdet SADIKLAR
1971
Turkish

Meral OZATA
OZGUROL

69.

9370/22

Demir v. Tirkiye

09/02/2022

Zafer DEMIR
1985

Balikesir
Turkish

Burcu HAS

70.

9726/22

Giindogdu v. Tiirkiye

26/01/2022

Muhammed
GUNDOGDU
1984

Istanbul
Turkish

Burhan DEMIRCI

71.

9906/22

Ekmen v. Tirkiye

09/02/2022

Ali EKMEN
1972
Istanbul
Turkish

Lezgin Ahmet
BAYBASIN

72.

10048/22

Tekin v. Tiirkiye

24/01/2022

Meryem TEKIN
1990

Istanbul

Turkish

Mustafa YELBEY
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73.

10464/22

Kenan v. Tiirkiye

11/02/2022

Fatih KENAN
1985

Trabzon
Turkish

Adem
SAHINTURK

74.

10845/22

Yavas v. Tiirkiye

23/02/2022

Halime YAVAS
1977

Mersin

Turkish

Ali KIZILTEPE

75.

11991/22

Oztiirk v. Tiirkiye

22/02/2022

Tugba OZTURK
1992

Usak

Turkish

Adnan ERDOGAN

76.

13606/22

Gileg v. Tiirkiye

25/02/2022

Durmusali GULEC
1990

Balikesir

Turkish

Mustafa YELBEY

77.

13692/22

Simsek v. Tirkiye

21/02/2022

Yusuf SIMSEK
1981

Ankara

Turkish

Naim UZUN

78.

14485/22

Tulukcu v. Tiirkiye

15/02/2022

Seyit TULUKCU
1970

Konya

Turkish

Ayse Siieda UNAL

79.

15180/22

Kiling v. Tiirkiye

11/03/2022

Mehmet Liitfi
KILINC

1990

Balikesir
Turkish

Senay
GUZELBABA

80.

15640/22

Onem v. Tiirkiye

17/03/2022

Samet ONEM
1989
Afyonkarahisar
Turkish

Mustafa Etka OZER

81.

16008/22

Bilgin v. Tiirkiye

24/03/2022

irfan BILGIN
1958

Istanbul
Turkish

Melek BILGIN

82.

18566/22

Tanriverdi v. Tiirkiye

22/03/2022

Hasan TANRIVERDI
1969

Bursa

Turkish

Mustafa YELBEY

&3.

18785/22

Turbay v. Tiirkiye

01/04/2022

Faruk TURBAY
1993

Ankara

Turkish

Miicahit TURBAY
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84.

18995/22

Durmus v. Tiirkiye

29/03/2022

Burhanettin
DURMUS
1965
Kocaeli
Turkish

Arzu BEYAZIT

85.

22572/22

Parmaksiz v. Tiirkiye

26/04/2022

Iskender
PARMAKSIZ
1966

Tokat

Turkish

Kamile OZBULUT

86.

22637/22

Akyaz1 v. Tirkiye

24/04/2022

Umur AKYAZI
1982

Istanbul

Turkish

Naim UZUN

87.

22956/22

Cihangir v. Tiirkiye

30/04/2022

Nurullah CIHANGIR
1973

Kiitahya

Turkish

Mehmet ARI

88.

23000/22

Uludag v. Tirkiye

28/03/2022

Mustafa Miicahit
ULUDAG

1978

Konya

Turkish

Siieda KADIOGLU

89.

23195/22

Kendiizler v. Tiirkiye

29/04/2022

Alaattin
KENDUZLER
1971

Ankara

Turkish

Hurigiil OZCAN
KISA

90.

23508/22

Yilmaz v. Tiirkiye

25/04/2022

Tarik YILMAZ
1973

Malatya

Turkish

fsa KARGIN

91.

24876/22

Bakan v. Tirkiye

13/04/2022

Vedat BAKAN
1970

Istanbul
Turkish

Kadir OZTURK

92.

28135/22

Okan v. Tiirkiye

07/06/2022

Osman OKAN
1976

Tekirdag
Turkish

Mehmet CAVDAR

93.

30593/22

Kundakgei v. Tiirkiye

09/06/2022

Mesut KUNDAKCI
1969

Kirikkale

Turkish

Emine KUNDAKCI
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94.

31980/22

Ozdil v. Tiirkiye

20/06/2022

Yasin OZDIL
1976

Tekirdag
Turkish

Adem UZAK

95.

32378/22

Koka v. Tiirkiye

24/06/2022

ihsan KOKA
1981

Antalya
Turkish

Nurgil YAYMAN

96.

32659/22

Polat v. Tiirkiye

16/06/2022

Nedim POLAT
1986

Ankara

Turkish

1rem
DANACIOGLU
GUNES

97.

34380/22

Demirci v. Tiirkiye

08/07/2022

Erdogan DEMIRCi
1973

Manisa

Turkish

Burhan DEMIRCI

98.

35127/22

Girel v. Tirkiye

02/06/2022

Alpaslan GUREL
1979

Karabiik

Turkish

Ziimriit SAHIN

99.

35250/22

Akyol v. Tiirkiye

16/06/2022

Abdurrahman
AKYOL

1964
Afyonkarahisar
Turkish

Seckin KESKIN

100.

37466/22

Tugberk v. Tiirkiye

31/05/2022

Murat TUGBERK
1978

Konya

Turkish

Firdevs ERYAMAN
UTKU

101.

37584/22

Ozyurt v. Tiirkiye

07/07/2022

Fatih OZYURT
1977

Tekirdag
Turkish

Tarik Said
GULDIBI

102.

37625/22

Unsal v. Tiirkiye

04/07/2022

Osman UNSAL
1986
Turkish

Serra Yagmur
ERGUC

103.

38592/22

Karacik v. Tiirkiye

20/07/2022

ibrahim KARACIK
1971

Ankara

Turkish

Naciye Refia
COKER

104.

38881/22

Yurtalan v. Tiirkiye

22/07/2022

Bilal YURTALAN
1987

Ankara

Turkish

Kamile OZBULUT
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105.

39175/22

Kogasl v. Tiirkiye

22/07/2022

Ali ihsan KOCASLI
1980

[zmir

Turkish

Nafize GULCU

106.

41124/22

Kalayli v. Tiirkiye

01/08/2022

Mehmet KALAYLI
1964
Kahramanmaras
Turkish

Okkes Mihsan
YAGLI

107.

41194/22

Topkara v. Tiirkiye

30/07/2022

Aysel TOPKARA
1976

Antalya

Turkish

Nurgiill YAYMAN

108.

41200/22

Durak v. Tiirkiye

22/07/2022

Kurtulus DURAK
1985

Samsun

Turkish

Siikrii KOCUK

109.

41213/22

Aydogdu v. Tirkiye

02/08/2022

Caner AYDOGDU
1978

Ankara

Turkish

Ahmet Serdar
GUNES

110.

41240/22

Oztiirk v. Tiirkiye

05/07/2022

Savas OZTURK
1978

Van

Turkish

Aysegiil SEN

111.

41409/22

Giinay v. Tirkiye

03/08/2022

Abdulkadir GUNAY
1986

Istanbul

Turkish

Mustafa
RESULOGLU

112.

41483/22

Bas v. Tiirkiye

09/08/2022

Hiiseyin BAS
1963

Antalya
Turkish

Esra BAS

113.

41491/22

Colak v. Tirkiye

08/08/2022

Sabri COLAK
1974

Samsun
Turkish

Ferhat
MEMMEDZADE

114.

41545/22

Karabudak v. Tiirkiye

05/08/2022

Ufuk KARABUDAK
1982

Bilecik

Turkish

Liitfullah GUN

115.

41608/22

Yenidogan v. Tiirkiye

05/08/2022

Hasan YENIDOGAN
1986

[zmir

Turkish

Ayse AYGUN
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116.

41741/22

Karakayali v. Tiirkiye

03/08/2022

Eyiip KARAKAYALI
1981

Giresun

Turkish

Siikrii KOCUK

117.

41969/22

Aydogan v. Tirkiye

10/08/2022

Hatice AYDOGAN
1990

Manisa

Turkish

Arife
YUKSEKDAG

118.

42008/22

Bal v. Tiirkiye

10/08/2022

Adem BAL
1971
Turkish

Sinan
TUMLUKOLCU

119.

42028/22

Hiismen v. Tiirkiye

11/08/2022

Abdulmunis
HUSMEN
1972

Isparta
Turkish

Emine Pinar
TEKINSEN

120.

42044/22

Oymez v. Tiirkiye

11/08/2022

Atilla OYMEZ
1978

Ankara

Turkish

Adem UZAK

121.

42091/22

Riizgaresen v. Tiirkiye

12/08/2022

Zarife
RUZGARESEN
1989

[zmir

Turkish

Nafize GULCU

122.

42102/22

Yavas v. Tiirkiye

05/08/2022

Ismail YAVAS
1962

Balikesir
Turkish

Arif OZER

123.

42235/22

Kochan v. Tiirkiye

01/08/2022

Murat KOCHAN
1979

Izmir

Turkish

Nermin KOCHAN

124.

42280/22

Simsek v. Tirkiye

10/08/2022

Sabiha SIMSEK
1977

Denizli

Turkish

ibrahim
KOCAOGUL

125.

42348/22

Bulut v. Tiirkiye

18/08/2022

Harun BULUT
1984

Elazig

Turkish

Abdulkadir
BALTACI

126.

42371/22

Gilik v. Tirkiye

02/08/2022

Yunus Emre GiLiK
1988

Osmaniye

Turkish

irem
DANACIOGLU
GUNES
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127.

42647/22

Sahin v. Tiirkiye

11/08/2022

Adnan SAHIN
1975

Kirikkale
Turkish

Mustafa KOC

128.

42701/22

Akdemir v. Tirkiye

18/08/2022

Alaattin AKDEMIR
1972

Diizce

Turkish

Omer Faruk
YAZGELDI

129.

42749/22

Gedik v. Tirkiye

18/08/2022

Bahtiyar GEDIK
1972

Kocaeli

Turkish

Elvan BAG
CANBAZ

130.

42769/22

Sener v. Tiirkiye

22/08/2022

Yasin SENER
1979

Kocaeli
Turkish

Meryem GUNAY

131.

42784/22

Bayram v. Tirkiye

08/08/2022

Murat BAYRAM
1983

Diyarbakir
Turkish

Lezgin Ahmet
BAYBASIN

132.

42803/22

Yildiz v. Tiirkiye

22/08/2022

Mustafa YILDIZ
1988

Adiyaman
Turkish

Abdurrahman
AKINCI

133.

42815/22

Cankesen v. Tiirkiye

23/08/2022

Mehmet CANKESEN
1990

Gaziantep

Turkish

Idris TASKIN

134.

42824/22

Yildiz v. Tiirkiye

16/08/2022

ibrahim YILDIZ
1966

Antalya

Turkish

Kamile KILDAN

135.

42872/22

Kirtag v. Tiirkiye

08/08/2022

Aysegiil KIRTAC
1985

Kocaeli

Turkish

Bilal KIRTAC

136.

42938/22

Tiryaki v. Tiirkiye

18/08/2022

Muharrem TIRYAKI
1986

Gaziantep

Turkish

Alime TIRYAKI

137.

42977/22

Duymaz v. Tiirkiye

18/08/2022

Orhan DUYMAZ
1984

Adiyaman

Turkish

Seyho SAYA
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138.

42978/22

Olmez v. Tiirkiye

16/08/2022

ibrahim OLMEZ
1990

Kayseri

Turkish

Mesut Can TARIM

139.

42990/22

Borazan v. Tiirkiye

27/07/2022

Omiir BORAZAN
1964
Turkish

Yiicel ALKAN

140.

43082/22

Aydogan v. Tiirkiye

02/09/2022

Kasim AYDOGAN
1990

Balikesir

Turkish

Arif OZER

141.

43362/22

Polat v. Tiirkiye

26/08/2022

Oguzhan POLAT
1992

Corum
Turkish

Ferhat
MEMMEDZADE

142.

43403/22

Esen v. Tiirkiye

17/08/2022

Ahmet ESEN
1978

Mersin
Turkish

Mustafa KOC

143.

43642/22

Catalbas v. Tiirkiye

20/08/2022

Resul CATALBAS
1981

Aydin

Turkish

Or¢cun MUSLU

144.

43649/22

Sagir v. Turkiye

20/08/2022

Serdar SAGIR
1978

Aydin

Turkish

Or¢un MUSLU

145.

43655/22

Sagaz v. Tiirkiye

20/08/2022

Sahin SAGAZ
1966

Aydmn

Turkish

Or¢un MUSLU

146.

43662/22

Aydin v. Tiirkiye

24/08/2022

Aykut AYDIN
1985

Istanbul
Turkish

Seckin KESKIN

147.

43666/22

Tagbademi v. Tiirkiye

29/08/2022

Murat TASBADEMI
1978

[zmir

Turkish

Lezgin Ahmet
BAYBASIN

148.

43751/22

Karakus v. Tiirkiye

24/08/2022

Ugur KARAKUS
1985

Antalya

Turkish

ibrahim
KOCAOGUL
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149.

43770/22

Yilmaz v. Tiirkiye

01/09/2022

Abdullah YILMAZ

1981
[zmir
Turkish

[brahim Halil
UZUN

150.

43800/22

Kogak v. Tiirkiye

19/08/2022

Veysi KOCAK
1981

Kars

Turkish

Zehra
KARAKULAK
BOZDAG

151.

43815/22

Algan v. Tiirkiye

23/08/2022

Mustafa ALGAN
1987

Mardin

Turkish

Saadet ALGAN

152.

43847/22

Unlii v. Tiirkiye

22/08/2022

Kadir UNLU
1987

Antalya
Turkish

Miinip ERMIS

153.

44195/22

Sen v. Tiirkiye

05/09/2022

Ramazan SEN
1979

Amasya
Turkish

Yusuf APAYDIN

154.

44288/22

Yildiz v. Tiirkiye

08/09/2022

Refik YILDIZ
1981

Manisa
Turkish

Ugur BAY

155.

44295/22

Arn v. Tirkiye

24/08/2022

Aydin ARI
1982
Turkish

Ahmet Serdar
GUNES

156.

44308/22

Giller v. Tiirkiye

24/08/2022

Kuddiis GULER
1974

[zmir

Turkish

Seckin KESKIN

157.

44330/22

Ayhan v. Tiirkiye

05/09/2022

Mustafa AYHAN
1979

Ankara

Turkish

Selguk TOSUN

158.

44378/22

Ince v. Tiirkiye

02/09/2022

Mehmet INCE
1973

Osmaniye
Turkish

Sinan
TUMLUKOLCU

159.

44413/22

Erdur v. Tirkiye

05/09/2022

Hasan ERDUR
1957

[zmir

Turkish

Kadri INCE
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160.

44440/22

Kavakoglu v. Tiirkiye

29/08/2022

Onder
KAVAKOGLU
1969

Denizli

Turkish

Ebubekir CAKIR

161.

44499/22

Erdogan v. Tiirkiye

01/09/2022

Emrullah ERDOGAN
1973

Mersin

Turkish

Demir
ABDULSELAM

162.

44568/22

Demirhan v. Tirkiye

02/09/2022

Tuncer DEMIRHAN
1974

Kirikkale

Turkish

Mustafa KOC

163.

44585/22

Savasg v. Tiirkiye

09/09/2022

Ebubekir SAVAS
1981

Giresun

Turkish

Yasin TURKSOY

164.

44610/22

Aydir v. Tiirkiye

09/09/2022

Harun AYDIR
1983

Manisa

Turkish

Ceyhun CAKIR

165.

44695/22

Yediparmak v. Tiirkiye

07/09/2022

Ahmet
YEDIiPARMAK
1968

Ankara

Turkish

Fatih DONMEZ

166.

44787/22

Akpinar v. Tirkiye

12/09/2022

Nail AKPINAR
1978

Aydin

Turkish

Orcun MUSLU

167.

44826/22

Karakog v. Tiirkiye

01/09/2022

Fatih KARAKOC
1980

Eskigehir

Turkish

Mustafa ALGAM

168.

44830/22

Kaya v. Tiirkiye

08/09/2022

Hasan KAYA
1984

Bursa

Turkish

Tarik Said
GULDIBI

169.

44983/22

Karatay v. Tiirkiye

05/09/2022

Gokhan KARATAY
1983

Antalya

Turkish

Samet YILMAZ
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170.

45061/22

Gedik v. Tirkiye

07/09/2022

Adem GEDIK
1983

Ankara
Turkish

Meryem GUNER

171.

45224/22

Uzun v. Tirkiye

09/09/2022

Mehmet Ali UZUN
1991
Turkish

Ahmet Serdar
GUNES

172.

45280/22

Evin v. Tirkiye

07/09/2022

Hamza EVIN
1990

Aydin
Turkish

Talha ATAY

173.

45390/22

Demirel v. Tiirkiye

12/09/2022

Aydin DEMIREL
1972

Ankara

Turkish

Ali ARTUK

174.

45430/22

Gilingor v. Tiirkiye

22/08/2022

Miiberra GUNGOR
1982
Turkish

Nazli MERT

175.

45461/22

Balkan v. Tirkiye

16/09/2022

Ersel BALKAN
1976

Balikesir
Turkish

Burcu HAS

176.

45482/22

Sahin v. Tiirkiye

12/09/2022

Kiymet SAHIN
1968

Kirsehir
Turkish

Biisra KOCAOGLU

177.

46449/22

Gilingor v. Tiirkiye

21/09/2022

Mehmet Ali
GUNGOR
1990
Afyonkarahisar
Turkish

Seckin KESKIN

178.

46555/22

Karatas v. Tiirkiye

21/09/2022

Davut KARATAS
1978
Kahramanmarasg
Turkish

Adem ATES

179.

47976/22

Tanyildiz v. Tiirkiye

29/09/2022

Yakup TANYILDIZ
1975

Konya

Turkish

Sefanur BOZGOZ

180.

48048/22

Baran v. Tiirkiye

30/09/2022

ilknur Nezaket
BARAN

1988

Malatya
Turkish

[brahim ERDOGAN
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181.

48106/22

Kurtgoz v. Tirkiye

28/09/2022

Lokman KURTGOZ
1987

Mardin

Turkish

Ayse KURTGOZ

182.

48120/22

Tuncer v. Tirkiye

30/09/2022

Tuba TUNCER
1984

Samsun

Turkish

Tahir EREN

183.

48387/22

Avcilar v. Tiirkiye

06/10/2022

Halil AVCILAR
1972

Istanbul

Turkish

Nihan AVCILAR

184.

48443/22

Kantarci v. Tiirkiye

23/09/2022

Bilal KANTARCI
1986
Kahramanmaras
Turkish

Lezgin Ahmet
BAYBASIN

185.

48856/22

Altun v. Tiirkiye

07/10/2022

Burkay ALTUN
1985

Ankara

Turkish

Ahmet Serdar
GUNES

186.

49641/22

Koca v. Tiirkiye

07/10/2022

Saban KOCA
1987

Mersin
Turkish

Serpil ATICI

187.

50258/22

Yamli v. Tiirkiye

11/10/2022

Zekeriya YAMLI
1984
Afyonkarahisar
Turkish

Beyza ERDOGUS
SAGCAN

188.

50283/22

Cetin v. Tirkiye

17/10/2022

Zahit CETIN
1987

Kocaeli
Turkish

Nuri TAN

189.

50454/22

Ocak v. Tiirkiye

19/10/2022

Pmar OCAK
1983

Erzurum
Turkish

Levent
MAZILIGUNEY

190.

50611/22

Sar1 v. Tiirkiye

19/10/2022

Ahmet Yasir SARI
1991

Adana

Turkish

Miicahit AYDIN

191.

51510/22

Ogiidiicii v. Tiirkiye

13/10/2022

Mehmet OGUDUCU
1968

Canakkale

Turkish

Hande AKIN

25




CALI AND OTHERS v. TURKIYE JUDGMENT

Application no.

Case name

Lodged on

Applicant

Year of Birth
Place of Residence
Nationality

Represented by

192.

52058/22

Ozsoy v. Tiirkiye

27/10/2022

Naile 0ZSOY
1985
Kahramanmarasg
Turkish

Ahmet AKSOY

193.

52109/22

Basogul v. Tirkiye

31/10/2022

Muhammet
BASOGUL
1981

Isparta
Turkish

Ummii Biisra
KARAGOZ

194.

52145/22

Mert v. Tiirkiye

24/10/2022

Muhammed MERT
1963

Bolu

Turkish

Samet YILMAZ

195.

52285/22

Uysal v. Tiirkiye

04/11/2022

ibrahim UYSAL
1978

Balikesir

Turkish

Burcu HAS

196.

52296/22

Uzunyol v. Tiirkiye

02/11/2022

Biilent UZUNYOL
1975

Ankara

Turkish

Latife Nazh
GUVEN

197.

52466/22

Top v. Tiirkiye

03/11/2022

Numan TOP
1987
Afyonkarahisar
Turkish

Kadir OZTURK

198.

52662/22

Emektar v. Tirkiye

03/11/2022

Ahmet EMEKTAR
1979

Kocaeli

Turkish

Samed OZBULUT

199.

52704/22

Sert v. Tiirkiye

08/11/2022

Tuncay SERT
1980

Denizli
Turkish

Mehmet TUNCER

200.

52728/22

Karag6z v. Tiirkiye

31/10/2022

Ali KARAGOZ
1975

[zmir

Turkish

Deniz DEMIR

201.

53196/22

Tiirker v. Tiirkiye

11/11/2022

Biisra TURKER
1990

Balikesir

Turkish

Burcu HAS

202.

53238/22

Yavuz v. Tiirkiye

04/11/2022

Sabit YAVUZ
1981

Aydin

Turkish

Or¢cun MUSLU
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203.

53240/22

Yardim v. Tiirkiye

04/11/2022

Hasan YARDIM
1978

Aydin

Turkish

Or¢cun MUSLU

204.

53247/22

Ekiz v. Tirkiye

07/11/2022

Avni EKIZ
1968
Denizli
Turkish

Mehmet TUNCER

205.

53249/22

Ersoy v. Tiirkiye

04/11/2022

Kamil ERSOY
1987

Aydm

Turkish

Or¢cun MUSLU

206.

53261/22

Senyigit v. Tiirkiye

04/11/2022

Halil SENYIiGiT
1971

[zmir

Turkish

Orcun MUSLU

207.

53267/22

Alanci v. Tiirkiye

07/11/2022

ibrahim ALANCI
1980

Denizli

Turkish

Mehmet TUNCER

208.

53312/22

Gilingor v. Tiirkiye

07/11/2022

Murat GUNGOR
1990

Istanbul

Turkish

Mahir ORAK

2009.

53343/22

Onayl v. Tirkiye

02/11/2022

Ali ONAYLI
1968

Adana
Turkish

Mesut Can TARIM

210.

53376/22

Durmus v. Tiirkiye

11/11/2022

Tarikk DURMUS
1988

Denizli

Turkish

Ozge KIYAK
MUSAN

211.

53456/22

Durmus v. Tiirkiye

11/11/2022

Saliha DURMUS
1989

Denizli

Turkish

Ozge KIYAK
MUSAN

212.

53478/22

Simsir v. Tiirkiye

04/11/2022

Sema SiMSIR
1993

Bursa

Turkish

Adem FINDIK

213.

53523/22

Karanfil v. Tiirkiye

07/11/2022

Coskun KARANFIL

1976
Turkish

Nihat KILIC
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214.

53586/22

Aydin v. Tiirkiye

04/11/2022

Resat AYDIN
1987
Turkish

Omer Faruk
BOZDEMIR

215s.

53660/22

Karag6z v. Tiirkiye

11/11/2022

Meryem KARAGOZ
1978

[zmir

Turkish

Kamil Furkan
CANDEGER

216.

53808/22

Alceren v. Tiirkiye

03/11/2022

Naci ALCEREN
1974

Kayseri

Turkish

Vahap OZBUDAK

217.

53942/22

Topal v. Tiirkiye

09/11/2022

Burcak Serap
TOPAL

1981

Kocaeli
Turkish

Burcu HAS

218.

54005/22

Karakaya v. Tiirkiye

07/11/2022

Harun KARAKAYA
1977

Konya

Turkish

Merve CALISKAN

219.

54168/22

Selim v. Tiirkiye

17/11/2022

Kamil SELIiM
1984

Istanbul
Turkish

Muhammet USTUN

220.

54338/22

Ersoz v. Turkiye

08/11/2022

Siileyman ERSOZ
1985

Bolu

Turkish

Sezgin OZDEMIR

221.

54389/22

Yatagan v. Tiirkiye

17/11/2022

Hatice YATAGAN
1991

Sakarya

Turkish

Ozge KIYAK
MUSAN

222.

54539/22

Sagir v. Tirkiye

10/11/2022

Serafettin SAGIR
1984

[zmir

Turkish

Omer Faruk
YAZGELDI

223.

54546/22

Durmaz v. Tiirkiye

17/11/2022

Mustafa DURMAZ
1975

Ankara

Turkish

Hasan TOK

224.

54548/22

Seymen v. Tiirkiye

07/11/2022

Serkan SEYMEN
1982

Ankara

Turkish

Ebubekir CAKIR
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225.

54626/22

Sahin v. Tiirkiye

15/11/2022

Levent SAHIN
1973

Ankara

Turkish

Fitnat GUNEY

226.

54699/22

Temiz v. Tirkiye

14/11/2022

Mustafa TEMIZ
1974

Ankara

Turkish

Halil SAHIN

227.

54710/22

Kirboga v. Tiirkiye

21/11/2022

Mehmet KIRBOGA
1986

Denizli

Turkish

Hazal KIRBOGA

228.

54953/22

Dogrul v. Tiirkiye

11/11/2022

Hakan DOGRUL
1971

Eskisehir

Turkish

ilhan CECEN

229.

55007/22

Temiz v. Tiirkiye

11/11/2022

Giingor TEMIZ
1989

Samsun

Turkish

Tahir EREN

230.

55063/22

Yilmaz v. Tiirkiye

11/11/2022

Nihat YILMAZ
1969

Tokat

Turkish

[lhan CECEN

231.

55100/22

Ertekin v. Tirkiye

21/11/2022

Kanber ERTEKIN
1973

Kirikkale

Turkish

Merve KOC

232.

55144/22

Koca v. Tiirkiye

23/11/2022

Ali KOCA
1970
Denizli
Turkish

Ugur BAY

233.

55346/22

Likoglu v. Tiirkiye

23/11/2022

Merve LIKOGLU
1993
Turkish

Kadri INCE

234.

55380/22

Yildirim v. Tirkiye

21/11/2022

Yahya YILDIRIM
1979

Ankara

Turkish

Ebubekir CAKIR

235.

55456/22

Tulukgu v. Tiirkiye

21/11/2022

Fatma Rumeysa
TULUKCU
1994

Konya

Turkish

Refia TASCIOGLU
ERBIROL
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236.

55507/22

Aydin v. Tiirkiye

25/11/2022

Melike AYDIN
1992
Afyonkarahisar
Turkish

Giingdr AYDIN

237.

55523/22

Yigittepe v. Tiirkiye

28/11/2022

Hiidaverdi
YiGITTEPE
1965
Eskisehir
Turkish

238.

55682/22

Ozdemir v. Tiirkiye

08/11/2022

Selcuk OZDEMIR
1984

Bursa

Turkish

Abdullah TOMUR

239.

55843/22

Zotluoglu v. Tiirkiye

10/11/2022

Yusuf ZOTLUOGLU
1979

Samsun

Turkish

Metin ATESOGLU

240.

55861/22

Incetas v. Tiirkiye

28/11/2022

Hiiseyin INCETAS
1989

Kahramamaras
Turkish

Bilge Kagan
TOPTAS

241.

55903/22

Kutlu v. Tiirkiye

18/11/2022

Serdar KUTLU
1974

Samsun

Turkish

Metin ATESOGLU

242.

55921/22

Aslanhan v. Tiirkiye

21/11/2022

Rubeyda
ASLANHAN
1987
Erzincan
Turkish

Tahir EREN

243.

56023/22

Topkara v. Tiirkiye

25/11/2022

Adem TOPKARA
1981

Denizli

Turkish

Mehmet TUNCER

244.

56850/22

Baz v. Tiirkiye

05/12/2022

Seyma BAZ
1990

isparta
Turkish

Or¢cun MUSLU

245.

57421/22

Celen v. Tiirkiye

05/12/2022

Murat CELEN
1960

Isparta
Turkish

Ummii Biisra
KARAGOZ
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246.

57449/22

Bilgin v. Tiirkiye

06/12/2022

Cemil BILGIN
1979

Kayseri
Turkish

Selim YILMAZ

247.

83/23

Karagiiven v. Tiirkiye

16/12/2022

Cafer KARAGUVEN
1981

Aksaray

Turkish

Kiibra GULACTI

248.

372/23

Ustaoglu v. Tiirkiye

02/12/2022

Ersoy USTAOGLU
1977

Ankara

Turkish

Burhan DEMIRCI

249.

3132/23

Tusan v. Tirkiye

23/12/2022

Ziilfiikkar TUSAN
1985

Hatay

Turkish

Esma TUSAN

250.

3286/23

Tas v. Tirkiye

28/12/2022

Ahmet TAS
1976
Ankara
Turkish

Arzu BEYAZIT

251.

3556/23

Baber v. Tiirkiye

26/12/2022

Orhan BABER
1976

Osmaniye
Turkish

El¢in MERIC

252.

3683/23

Kiigiik v. Tiirkiye

10/01/2023

Murat KUCUK
1969

Corum

Turkish

Muhammet
MARASLI

253.

3701/23

Tafraci v. Tiirkiye

03/01/2023

Gazanfer TAFRACI
1974

Karabiik

Turkish

Yakup Yasar
MIRZAOGLU

254.

3929/23

Gliney v. Tirkiye

17/01/2023

Ozcan GUNEY
1989

Ankara

Turkish

Hasan TOK

255.

5047/23

Kilisar1 v. Tiirkiye

20/01/2023

Hasan KILISARI
1975

Konya

Turkish

Kiibra GULACTI

256.

5073/23

Gilindiiz v. Tiirkiye

19/01/2023

Esra GUNDUZ
1986

Kirikkale
Turkish

Merve KOC
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257.

5101/23

Layik v. Tiirkiye

17/01/2023

Nurullah LAYIK
1983

Corum

Turkish

Murat CAM

258.

5129/23

Yildiz v. Tiirkiye

13/12/2022

Cahit YILDIZ
1971

Adana

Turkish

Sinan
TUMLUKOLCU

259.

6251/23

Yilmaz v. Tiirkiye

13/01/2023

Muharrem YILMAZ
1980

Ordu

Turkish

Neziha YILMAZ

260.

11578/23

Orhan v. Tirkiye

22/02/2023

Recep ORHAN
1982

Ankara

Turkish

Ahmet Serdar
GUNES

261.

12599/23

Harmandar v. Tiirkiye

13/03/2023

Onur HARMANDAR
1988
Turkish

Hasan TOK

262.

13044/23

Cete v. Tiirkiye

02/03/2023

Mehmet CETE
1975

[zmir

Turkish

Elif GIRGIN

263.

17882/23

Pazar v. Tiirkiye

14/04/2023

Ali PAZAR
1980
Aksaray
Turkish

Thsan MAKAS

264.

27624/23

Yasa v. Tiirkiye

27/03/2023

Hasan YASA
1981

Bilecik
Turkish

Tarik Said
GULDIBI
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