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Meeting: 1577th meeting (December 2026) (DH) 

Communication from the applicants' representative (27/10/2026) in the cases of Demirhan and Others
v. Türkiye (Application No. 1595/20) (in respect of the applications Topuz v. Türkiye (Application
No. 41563/22), Keyik v. Türkiye (Application No. 13515/23), İslamoğlu v. Türkiye (Application No. 41735/22),
Özdemir v. Türkiye (Application No. 54095/22), Özcan v. Türkiye (Application No. 18984/22), Demirbilek
v. Türkiye (Application No. 16496/22)) and Bozyokus and Others v. Türkiye (Application No. 39586/20)
(in respect of the application Hakan v. Türkiye (Application No. 18226/21)) (Yuksel Yalcinkaya group) -
appendices in Turkish are available at the Secretariat upon request

Information made available under Rule 9.1 of the Rules of the Committee of Ministers for the supervision of 
the execution of judgments and of the terms of friendly settlements. 

* * * * * * * * * * *

Document distribué sous la seule responsabilité de son auteur, sans préjuger de la position juridique ou 
politique du Comité des Ministres.

Réunion : 1577e réunion (décembre 2026) (DH) 

Communication du représentant des requérants (27/10/2026) relative aux affaires Demirhan et autres
c. Türkiye (Requête n° 1595/20) (en ce qui concerne les requérants Topuz c. Türkiye (Requête n° 41563/22),
Keyik c. Türkiye (Requête n°. 13515/23), İslamoğlu c. Türkiye (Requête n° 41735/22), Özdemir c. Türkiye
(Requête n° 54095/22), Özcan c. Türkiye (Requête n° 18984/22), Demirbilek c. Türkiye (Requête n°.
16496/22)) et Bozyokus et autres c. Türkiye (Requête n° 39586/20) (en ce qui concerne le requérant Hakan
c. Türkiye (Requête n°18226/21)) (Groupe Yuksel Yalcinkaya) [anglais uniquement] - des annexes en turc
sont disponibles auprès du Secrétariat sur demande

Informations mises à disposition en vertu de la Règle 9.1 des Règles du Comité des Ministres pour la 
surveillance de l’exécution des arrêts et des termes des règlements amiables. 



27.10.2026

COUNCİL OF EUROPE

DGI _ DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF HUMAN RİGHTS AND RULE OF LAW
DEPARTMENT FOR THE EXECUTİON OF Jl-İDGMENTS OF THE EUROPEAN

C()tiRT oF tltüMAN RiGHTs

F-6707 5 Strasbourg Cedex

France

ılg i -c x e c ut i on(d,coe. inı

Subject: Notiflcation by the representativc attorney pursuanı to Article 9(2) ol the lnternal
Rules ol procedure ol the committee of Ministers regarding the impiementation and
complaint of the European court of Human Rights judgment in the case of İuksel yalçınkaya
v. Turkey (Application No. l5669/20)

l- Clients:
-. Al,şegtil Topuz (Mat). Ali ihsan Kevik. Abdullah islamoğlu. Özdemir Özdemir. Musa
()zcan. ınd Murat l)enıirbilek in the casc ı>f Demirhon anıl oıhers v, Turkey (Application
\iı. ]_595,'20 ı.t seg. ).- Rcgardiı-ıg Serrct Hakan iıı tlıe case of Boy,gftrış anrl Olhers v, Turkey (AppIication
No. 39586/20 and l3l others ct seq.), (Article 7)'l'he complaint that the.onui.İion *r,
based on the allegation of Byl.ock usage--which was taken as the basis for accepting that
the material and n-ıoral eleııreııls ol thc criıııc hacl been established relied on a 6road
interpreıation of'Arıicle 3I] ııl'the-furkish Pcııal ('tıtic. and ıhat as a rcsult. the applicant
rras scıılcııccrl to inı prisoıılıcı,ıl ııl r iolaliiın ol',\niclç 7 ol'1hc ('on\,eırtioıı; and 1nrilcıe o,)
lhc ('oun acccptcd the coıııplainls thaı the applicuııt rıas uııable to ellecti,ely challenge
tlıc c,itleııce regarding the use ol Byl.ock on ıı hich the con,iction *a, bas.d-L
accordaııce with the saf'eguards set forth in Article 6(l) of the convention, and that ıhere
was no oppoılunity to effectively contest the Bylock data or mount a defense against it,
and ruled that these rights had been violated.
Following the findings of violation, applications were filed wiıh the firsıinstance High('riminal courts where the clients werc tried. requesting a retrial, and the retrıal
l)r(ıce(J ings lıai e conınıenccd.

2 In cases »,here the ljuropean C'ourt of Hunıan Rights (ECHR) has ruled that lhere was a
violation of Aııicle 7 olthe ljuropean Convention on Human Rights (ECHR), conducting
aıı invcstigation iı-ık,ı ııeı, ei,idcnce agaiırst tl.ıe convictcd person as part ol'a retrial woul;
not onl}, tiıil to rcnıcdl ıhc ı iolation ınti ils cıı ı.ıscq tıenccs but rroul<l also amount to
applring thc procctlurc fbr ıcıriıl ııhich is inlcıııletl to bcncljı tlıı. ctını,icled pcrson
againsı tlıc convictcd pcrson.

3- with regard to the proceedings at issuc in the complaint, in the context of a retrial
conducted due to a violation ol Article 7 of the EGHR, the mere allegation that the
Bylock application was used, account lransaction records held by a bank Jperating under
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a license granted b),the stale and under the state's supervision and control; sending one.s
child to edı.ıcaliona] inslitutions operating under a liceırse granted by the State anj under
the State's stıPcrvisioı-ı and çoııtrol wlıich were subsequentiy assessed as having ties to a
tcı-rori51 OrganiZatioır: eııplor ı-ı-ıcnl rccuı,ds at instituıİoııs assessed to be in Th" .uaa
siluation; exisıing HTS records involviııg individuals tricd 1br the same crime; Ef,fbrts are
being made to generate neu evidence based on such nıaterials as ıhe tesı,inıony ot
individuals listed in Bylock reports, the re-examination ol individuals who have benefited
fron-ı the "effectil'e repentance" provisicın as rıitnesses. and other similar evidence. The
court transcripts of the hearings held in the High criminal courts for thc client§
mentioned abovc are attached hereto. (AT'IACHMENT l) As can be scen from these
transcripts, inlbrmation that was not ıncluded in the initial trial was addecl to the
case file following the decision to grant a retrial. consequently, it cannot be said that
the EcHR ruling was implementcd, given that requests to take witness testimony, to
include ner, Bylock reports in the case file, and to examine raw Bylock data were
rejected during the retrial process.

.l- }lor all tlrese reasoı-ıs. I respecıfullv request that the ('ommittee monitor whether the
nccessal) indiı idua] measures irave bccıı taken to eırsure tlie efTective implementation ol
tl'ıc tj('t}lIl's dccision and" rvlıçı,c appropriate. rcquest clarilication from the relevant
a u thı,l,it ic. ()l] tlıcs{j nıatlers.

RJQUEST T0 THE COMMITTEE OF MINISTERS

For the reasons statcd abor,e. tl-ıe ('oıı-ıı-ıı itlcc o1'Ministers is rcqucsted. within the iianıework
ol' ıııonitoı,ing the iı-ı,ıple ır-ıentatitıı,ı o1'lıuropcarı ('oun o1' I lı.ııı.ıan Ilights judgmenıs:

5- Assess wlıether the individual measures taken by the authorities of the Republic o11,urkey
have effectively remedied the violations identified by the EcHR in the Applicants. cases,6- Where deemed necessary to remedy the consequences of the violations, taı<e additional
individual measures, including the genuine and effective re-examination of the cases in
accordance with the requirements of the ECHR judgment,

7- where deenred necessary, to requesl additional iniormation from the Govemment of the
Republic ol''l'urkey regarding the reopened case, the reasoning of the domestic court, and
how the violations in the cases subjec1 to lhe complainı were remedied,

8- ro uke this petition into account as par1 of the ongoing monitoring of the implementation
of the relevant ECLIR judgnıent,

9- we request that it examine this matter within the framework of the extended procedure
and during the relevant meetings. and thaı it keep ıhe |tılloıı.up on this case on tİ-ıe agenda
ol'e\ er\ human rights mectin!ı.

'fhis. petition. is rcspectliıll1, subn-ıitıcd liır consideratir.ın within ıhe fiamework of the
n-ıonitoring olthe implementation olthe relevant HCHR judgıııent.

Sincerely Yours,

Attorn ık AVŞAR

,,1ııııexes: Coarl Transcriptsfrom the Applicants' Criminat Case |-iles
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