
 
 

0 
 

  



 
 

1 
 

The Reality of 251 Deaths in Türkiye on 15th of July, 2016 Incidents  

Contents 
The Reality of 251 Deaths in Türkiye on 15th of July, 2016 Incidents ................................................... 1 

Contents ............................................................................................................................................. 1 

Dictionary and Abbreviations ..................................................................................................................... 3 

I. Introduction ............................................................................................................................................ 3 

III. Investigation of Death Cases ................................................................................................................. 5 

Bosphorus Bridge (The 15 July Martyrs Bridge) ..................................................................................... 5 

Victims whose deaths bear similarities (23 death cases) .................................................................. 5 

Abdullah Tayyip Olçok (23.06.1999, Student) .................................................................................. 10 

Erol Olçok (04.03.1962, Advertising Executive and Political Consultant) ........................................ 11 

Akın Sertçelik (18.01.1975, Taxi driver) ........................................................................................... 13 

Burhan Önder (15.02.1974, Construction Worker) ......................................................................... 13 

Şükrü Bayrakçı (23.02.2025, Private Driver) .................................................................................... 14 

Muharrem Kerem Yıldız (31.08.1987, Sales Manager) .................................................................... 14 

General Staff Headquarters – Ankara .................................................................................................. 14 

Mustafa Avcu (08.08.1994, Student) ............................................................................................... 14 

Suat Akıncı (01.01.1984, Plumber) ................................................................................................... 15 

Ziya İlhan Dağdaş (01.01.1985, Master Sergeant) ........................................................................... 16 

Bülent Aydın  (19.04.1969, Senior Sergeant ) .................................................................................. 17 

Özkan Özendi (01.01.1961, Retired) ................................................................................................ 18 

Osman Arslan (01.01.1963, Retired/Plumber) ................................................................................. 19 

Hasan Altın (10.05.1956, Deputy Manager) ..................................................................................... 20 

İstanbul Atatürk Airport ....................................................................................................................... 21 

Zekeriya Bitmez  (01.06.1959, Retired State Railway Employee) .................................................... 21 

Ferdi Yurduseven (01.01.1985, Courrier)  - Hikmet Baysal (01.01.1993, Worker) .......................... 22 

Akıncı Military Residence Security Gate .............................................................................................. 22 

Victims whose deaths bear similarities (7 death cases) .................................................................. 22 

Lokman Biçinci  (10.10.1991, Worker) ............................................................................................. 25 

Turkish Presidential Complex ............................................................................................................... 27 

Rüstem Resul Perçin  (31.12.1997, Elektrician) ............................................................................... 27 

Ümit Çoban (December 31, 1976, Swimming Instructor) ................................................................ 28 

Gendarmerie General Command Beştepe Region ............................................................................... 30 

Sedat Kaplan (31.12.1984 , Municipality Worker) ........................................................................... 31 

Medet Ekizceli  (19.10.1981, Worker) .............................................................................................. 32 

Hasan Gülhan (28.09.1970, Police Officer) ...................................................................................... 34 

Şener Dursun (03.10.1968, Self Employed) ..................................................................................... 35 



 
 

2 
 

Erkan Er (31.12.1971, Furniture Maker) .......................................................................................... 35 

Sümer Deniz (01.03.1974, Self Employed) ....................................................................................... 37 

Ömer Can Açıkgöz (31.12.1994,  Student) ....................................................................................... 39 

Tevhit Akkan (10.01.1956, Retired) ................................................................................................. 40 

Ankara Police Headquarters ................................................................................................................ 41 

Cüneyt Bursa (27.10.1979, Police Officer) ....................................................................................... 41 

Muhammet Oğuz Kılınç (01.01.1990, Police Officer) ....................................................................... 43 

Marmaris .............................................................................................................................................. 43 

Mehmet Çetin (15.12.1977, Police Officer) ..................................................................................... 43 

Nedip Cengiz Eker (17.11.1975, Police Officer) ............................................................................... 44 

İstanbul Sabiha Gökçen Airport ........................................................................................................... 45 

Ozan Özen (10.09.1993, Police Officer) ........................................................................................... 45 

Etimesgut Armored Forces School ....................................................................................................... 46 

Emin Güner  (09.12.1962, Self-employed (Digital Radio Systems Manufacturer)) .......................... 46 

İstanbul ................................................................................................................................................. 46 

Emrah Sağaz  (01.04.1989, Textile Worker) ..................................................................................... 46 

Halil İbrahim Yıldırım (18.12.2001, Student / Car Dealership Worker) ............................................ 47 

Mahmut Eşit (01.01.1972, Tradesman) ........................................................................................... 47 

Erhan Dündar  (01.01.1995,  Textile Worker) .................................................................................. 48 

İsmail Kayık (02.10.1961, Retired) ................................................................................................... 48 

Ramazan Meşe (04.04.1991, Carpenter) ......................................................................................... 49 

Engin Tilbeç (25.04.2001, Textile worker) ........................................................................................ 49 

Balıkesir ................................................................................................................................................ 49 

Mahmut Eren (13.06.1970, Tradesman) .......................................................................................... 49 

V. Conclusion ............................................................................................................................................ 50 

Annex A – Autopsy Reports ........................................................................................................ Annex A - 1 

Annex B – Expert Reports........................................................................................................... Annex B - 1 

Annex C – The alleged and actual causes of the deaths ............................................................ Annex C - 1 

Annex D – The missing evidences and issues at the 15 July Courts ........................................... Annex D - 1 

 
  



 
 

3 
 

Dictionary and Abbreviations  
 

ACM                : Heavy Penal Court  (HPC) 

FSM  : Fatih Sultan Mehmet 

HTS  : Historical Traffic Search 

JGK  : Gendarmerie General Command (GGC) 

JÖAK  : Gendarmerie Special Security Command (GSSC) 

KHK  : Decree with the force of law 

ÖKK   : Special Forces Command (SFC) 

PÖH  : Special Operations Police (SOP) 

SDM   : Sniper Designated Marksman  

TC  : Turkish Republic (TR) 

TEM  : Counter Terrorism (CT) 

TOMA  : Social Incident Intervention Vehicle (SIIV) 

 

I. Introduction 

1. From the evening of 15 July 2016 onwards, there was military activity in several cities across Turkey, 

primarily in Istanbul and Ankara. Some military personnel and vehicles were deployed in various cities, 

including symbolic locations such as the Bosphorus Bridge and the General Staff Headquarters. While 

the elements involved in this activity claimed they had left their barracks for security reasons in response 

to a terrorist threat, the government and those close to it alleged that this was an uprising carried out 

by a group targeted by the government. 

2. On the morning of 16 July 2016, a process began with the dismissal of 4,006 judges and prosecutors 

from their professions1, and a state of emergency was declared2 across Turkey, starting on 21 July 2016 

and continuing until 17 July 2018. During this process, 125,678 public servants working in various sectors 

were dismissed, 28,790 people were detained as of 15 July 2020 on the grounds of the alleged coup 

attempt, and 179 media organizations were closed down3.  Due to the pressure exerted on the media, 

which continues to this day, free media has been silenced, and regime-aligned media now constitutes 

84% of the total.4 

3. On the night of 15-16 July 2016, following the President's call for the public to gather in the squares, 

people took to the streets, and after 16 July 2016, numerous deaths occurred among civilians and 

soldiers. According to official statements, 251 people lost their lives5,  excluding the accused soldiers 

 
1 Adalet Bakanı Yılmaz Tunc canlı yayında soruları yanıtladı.Accession Link: https://www.adalet.gov.tr/adalet-bakani-yilmaz-

tunc-canli-yayinda-sorulari-yanitladi_94526. (Accession Date:01.11.2025 ) 
2 OHAL sona erdi: İki yıllık sürecin bilançosu Accession Link: https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler-turkiye-44799489 
(Accession Date: 15.11.2025) 
3 15 Temmuz darbe girişimi sonrasında kaç kişi görevinden ihraç edildi, kaç kişi tutuklandı? Accession Link: 
https://tr.euronews.com/2020/07/15/verilerle-15-temmuz-sonras-ve-ohal-sureci  (Accession Date: 15.11.2025) 
4 Rapor: Türkiye'de ana akım medya gruplarının tümü hükümetin kontrolünde Accession Link: 
https://tr.euronews.com/2022/10/10/rapor-turkiyede-ana-akim-medya-gruplarinin-tum-hukumetin-kontrolunde 
(Accession Date: 15.11.2025) 
5 15 Temmuz darbe girişimi sonrasında kaç kişi görevinden ihraç edildi, kaç kişi tutuklandı? Accession Link: 
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/1107772 (Accession Date: 15.11.2025)   

https://www.adalet.gov.tr/adalet-bakani-yilmaz-tunc-canli-yayinda-sorulari-yanitladi_94526
https://www.adalet.gov.tr/adalet-bakani-yilmaz-tunc-canli-yayinda-sorulari-yanitladi_94526
https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler-turkiye-44799489
https://tr.euronews.com/2020/07/15/verilerle-15-temmuz-sonras-ve-ohal-sureci
https://tr.euronews.com/2022/10/10/rapor-turkiyede-ana-akim-medya-gruplarinin-tum-hukumetin-kontrolunde
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/1107772
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involved in the events. The names, photographs and circumstances of death of all these victims are 

available on the official website of the Turkish Presidency of Communications.6 

4. In the courts trying the events of the night of 15 July 2016 and in some media outlets, it has been 

claimed that these deaths occurred as a result of gunfire opened by the accused soldiers or actions 

caused by the accused soldiers. However, according to the analysis of open sources such as 

investigations, court records, autopsy reports, and images and news reports reflected in the media, it 

has been proven that approximately 72 deaths, which have been thoroughly investigated and proven to 

date, did not occur for the reasons stated. Independent researchers are continuing to investigate other 

deaths. 

5. The purpose of this report is to objectively present the 72 death cases that have been investigated 

and clarified, and to prove that the information claimed by Turkish authorities on every platform, namely 

that ‘251 people were martyred as a result of the actions of the accused soldiers on 15 July,’ does not 

reflect the truth in light of the current findings. 

6. As the question of who planned and implemented the military movement of the defendants on 15 

July 2016 is a subject requiring detailed analysis, it has been excluded from the scope of this report.  

II. Methodology 

7. This report will examine 72 deaths from the 251 fatalities that occurred on the night of 15-16 July 

2016 and thereafter, for which investigations have been completed.  A significant portion of the victims 

involved in these cases, who took to the streets at the call of President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, lost their 

lives as a result of gunfire by unknown persons or persons using firearms, while the remainder lost their 

lives in traffic accidents, natural causes, or unknown causes on the night of 15-16 July and thereafter.  

No case has been filed against the accused soldiers for the deaths of 13 victims.7  

8. As a significant proportion of these deaths share similarities, similar cases will be assessed together. 

Such cases are generally encountered in deaths occurring in the same region. 

9. The assessment of deaths occurring in the same region but in different ways will be carried out under 

separate headings. 

10.  The cases will be presented objectively, based on websites prepared to shed light on the events that 

occurred on the night of July 15-16 and thereafter, court records available in open sources, images in 

the media, witness and accused statements, autopsy and expert reports. Subjective evaluations will be 

avoided as much as possible. 

11.  In addition to the report, autopsy reports for the deceased are presented in Annex A, other expert 

reports in Annex B, alleged and actual causes of death for the victims in Annex C, and finally, tables 

prepared for deficiencies in the court files and the defendants' unmet request schedules in Annex D.   

12.  This report includes contributions from experts who continue to advocate for human rights on 

various platforms and who served in elite security units in Türkiye prior to July 15, 2016, contributing 

 
6 15 Temmuz Şehitleri anısına 15 Temmuz Dijital Arşivi Accession Link: https://15temmuz.gov.tr  (Accession Date: 05.09.2025)   
7 Ziya İlhan Dağdaş, Ferdi Yurduseven, Hikmet Baysal, Mahmut Eşit, Halil İbrahim Yıldırım, Zekeriya Bitmez, Ozan Özen, Engin 
Tilbeç, Erhan Dündar, Emrah Sağaz, İsmail Kayık, Mahmut Eren ve Ramazan Meşe. 

https://15temmuz.gov.tr/
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their expertise in their respective fields. Due to security concerns and at the request of these experts, 

their names will not be mentioned in this report.  

13.  In the report's conclusion section, it will be requested that the authorities to whom the report is 

submitted convey the report's findings to the Turkish side and report on the actions taken regarding the 

requests that were not considered by the court panels. 

III. Investigation of Death Cases 

Bosphorus Bridge (The 15 July Martyrs Bridge)  

Victims whose deaths bear similarities (23 death cases) 

Name Surname Date of Birth Occupation 
Autopsy/Expertise 

Report 

Askeri Çoban 01.01.1963 Retired 
Annex A-Picture 1 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Ayşe Aykaç 15.09.1972 Housewife 
Annex A-Picture 2 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Barış Efe 09.03.1979 Modelist 
Annex A-Picture 3 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Batuhan Ergin 29.11.1995 Goldsmith 
Annex A-Picture 4 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Cemal Demir 10.05.1949 Self-employed Annex B-Picture 2 

Cengiz Hasbal 13.05.1981 Self-employed Annex B-Picture 1 

Çetin Can 15.08.1972 Lighting Supervisor 
Annex A-Picture 5 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Kemal Ekşi 16.01.1992 Machine Technician 
Annex A-Picture 6 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Mehmet Karaaslan 20.02.1976 Self-employed 
Annex A-Picture 7 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Mehmet Yılmaz 21.12.1972 Graphic designer 
Annex A-Picture 8 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Muhammet Ambar 08.02.1977 Graphic designer 
Annex A-Picture 9 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Mustafa Kaymakçı 24.06.1979 Security Officer Annex B-Picture 3 

Onur Kılıç 18.02.1993 Taxi Driver 
Annex A-Picture 10 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Sevgi Yeşilyurt 01.01.1966 Clerk Annex B-Picture 4 

Şeyhmus Demir 10.07.1988 Courrier 
Annex A-Picture 11 

Annex B-Picture 1 
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Timur Aktemur 26.07.1979 Upholsterer Annex B-Picture 5 

Salih Alışkan 09.09.1968 Self-employed 
Annex A-Picture 12 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Samet Uslu 01.09.1990 Accountant 
Annex A-Picture 13 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Kemal Tosun 15.09.1967 Police Officer 
Annex A-Picture 14 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Münür Alkan 18.06.1975 Police Officer 
Annex A-Picture 15 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Onur Ensar Ayanağlu 02.09.1989 Crane operator 
Annex A-Picture 16 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Recep Büyük 01.08.1978 Tradesman 
Annex A-Picture 17 

Annex B-Picture 1 

Şenol Sağman 07.08.1973 Self-employed 
Annex A-Picture 18 

Annex B-Picture 1 

 

14. It is alleged that on the night of 15-16 July 2016, the deceased persons listed above died as a result 

of gunfire opened by the accused soldiers on the Bosphorus Bridge. 

15. Upon examination of the autopsy reports contained in Annex A - Pictures 1-18 pertaining to the 

victims, it is understood that all victims except Mehmet Karaaslan were shot with a single bullet from a 

single shot, while Mehmet Karaaslan was shot with two bullets. It has been alleged by the prosecutor 

and accepted by the court that these shots were fired by the accused soldier who closed the bridge, and 

that the victims were martyred as a result of these shots. As stated in the following lines, these shots, 

which required skill, were not fired by the accused soldier who blocked the bridge. The 25th Heavy Penal 

Court did not conduct the examination that should have been carried out by appointing an expert on 

this matter. 
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Picture 1: Scene of the incident on the Bosphorus Bridge.  Civilians are in the red square area, the 

accused soldiers are in the red circle area, and the Bosphorus Bridges Protection Department is in the 

yellow ellipse area.   

  

16.  Firstly, the distance between the location of the accused soldiers and the area where the deaths 

occurred precludes these shots from having been fired. The area where the accused soldiers were 

positioned is the connection point of the bridge column marked with a red circle in Picture 1, while the 

location of the civilians is the area marked in red approximately 50-60 metres behind the toll booths. 

Using Google Maps, the distance was measured to be slightly over 300 metres. According to the 

assessment made by experts from the 15 July Deaths Investigation Platform, in order for this shot to be 

fired from this distance under night conditions, it would first be necessary to have night vision 

equipment and binoculars. However, night vision equipment and binoculars were not found among the 

weapons, ammunition, and equipment seized from the accused soldiers on the Bosphorus Bridge on 16 

July 2016. This information is also confirmed by court records.  
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Picture 2. View from the location of the accused soldiers on the Bosphorus Bridge on the night of 15-16 July 

towards the direction where civilians were located.  Under night conditions, it is impossible to see vehicles from 

this distance.  

17.  There were no specially trained personnel among the accused soldiers on the bridge capable of 

performing such skilled shots. The majority of those present on the bridge were inexperienced 

individuals such as accused military cadets and privates. Even if there were a few officers or specialist 

accused soldiers within the group, it was understood during the court proceedings that this personnel 

did not possess the qualifications of sharpshooters or specially trained marksmen. International 

definitions confirm that such shots can only be fired by specially trained individuals. Security experts 

state that shots between 300 and 500 metres can be fired by a Special Marksman (SDM), while shots 

over 600 metres can be fired by a sniper. The sniper (SDM) designated by the Union will be able to hit 

targets in the ‘no man's land’ gap between the average combat soldier and the sniper. The SDM, who 

has the ability to estimate range, identify targets, and place effective, well-aimed fire on these medium-

range targets, plays a vital role in the modern battlefield. The SDM must have a comprehensive 

understanding and mastery of the fundamentals of rifle marksmanship, as well as ballistics, elevation 

and windage, sight manipulation, and range estimation.8 However, the characteristics of the 

defendants on the bridge are far removed from such a shot. 

18.  Swab evidence9, which is effective in revealing evidence such as gunpowder residue and bloodstains, 

is used as an effective method in criminal cases to uncover the truth using samples taken from suspects. 

Swab traces are generally traces taken from tissue, saliva, gunpowder, blood and various forms of DNA 

samples. Swab tests were carried out on the 114 accused soldiers at the bridge, and the gunpowder 

 
8 Sniper Rifles Accession Link: https://www.globalsecurity.org/military/systems/ground/sniper.htm#google_vignette  

(Accession Date:05.09.2025)   
9 Swap İzi ve Swap Örneği Nedir? Suçluları Nasıl Yakalıyor? Accession Link:  https://www.canakkaleolay.com/haber/swap-izi-
ve-swap-ornegi-nedir-suclulari-nasil-yakaliyor-55341 (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   

https://www.globalsecurity.org/military/systems/ground/sniper.htm#google_vignette
https://www.canakkaleolay.com/haber/swap-izi-ve-swap-ornegi-nedir-suclulari-nasil-yakaliyor-55341
https://www.canakkaleolay.com/haber/swap-izi-ve-swap-ornegi-nedir-suclulari-nasil-yakaliyor-55341
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traces on their hands or clothing were examined to determine whether the defendants had fired their 

weapons.  

19.  According to the summary of the swap in Annex-B Picture 1, gunpowder residue was detected in 

only five of the 114 accused soldiers. These individuals were an inexperienced group consisting of one 

Sergeant and four privates. However, these defendants, who used their weapons, admitted that they 

fired warning shots into the air, at the feet of those who approached and ignored warnings, and in self-

defense and protection against those firing at them from unknown locations (such as Nakkaştepe). In 

fact, ballistic results confirm this information, as NONE of the bullets extracted from the victims 

belonged to the accused soldier. Another point is that, according to swap analysis, gunpowder residue 

was found on only 5 of the 114 individuals, which actually shows that a small group fired a very limited 

number of rounds. 

20.   The camera footage10 that has emerged and the court testimony of witnesses11 reveal the presence 

of unknown individuals12 who fired both the accused soldier and the civilian. The sample image below 

(Picture 3), obtained from the camera footage, confirms the presence of a sniper13.  This image shows 

the two victims one second before they were shot. As can be seen, it is impossible for the victims to 

have been shot in the direction of the accused soldiers. Even disregarding the 300-meter distance 

between them, the people here were not even within the line of sight of the accused soldiers. Under 

night conditions, it is impossible to fire shots from 300 meters away, and most importantly, from the 

location of the accused soldiers to the area where civilians were present, as there is no line of sight. The 

ballistic results also confirm this and reveal that none of the bullet cores extracted from the victims' 

bodies match the accused soldiers' weapons. When the image below14 is viewed, the shots came from 

an area completely different from the area where the accused soldier was located and most likely from 

a sniper. There are also other camera images confirming the presence of a sniper. 

 
10 Dehşete Düşüren Detay! İşte Köprüde Katliam Yapan Darbeci Sniper Accession Link: 
https://www.dailymotion.com/video/x4l598r (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   
11 Who Were the Snipers in Nakkaştepe? Accession Link: https://www.15julynotes.com/News/who-were-the-snipers-in-
nakkastepe-222 (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   
12 Köprüde sniper dehşeti! Accession Link: https://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/koprude-keskin-nisanci-varmis-40156647 
(Accession Date:05.09.2025)   
13 Dehşete Düşüren Detay! İşte Köprüde Katliam Yapan Darbeci Sniper Accession Link: 

https://www.dailymotion.com/video/x4l598r  (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   

14 ibid.   

https://www.dailymotion.com/video/x4l598r
https://www.15julynotes.com/News/who-were-the-snipers-in-nakkastepe-222
https://www.15julynotes.com/News/who-were-the-snipers-in-nakkastepe-222
https://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/koprude-keskin-nisanci-varmis-40156647
https://www.dailymotion.com/video/x4l598r
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Picture 3. Citizens exposed to unknown sniper fire on the Bosphorus Bridge on the night between July 15 and 

16, 2016. The people in the photo are outside the field of vision and firing range of the accused soldiers. 

21.  The courts have ignored the details mentioned above despite being aware of them.   

22.  In conclusion, the evidence presented above demonstrates with official documents that the accused 

soldiers were not responsible for the deaths of the victims whose names are mentioned. Furthermore, 

the probable location of the victims, night vision conditions, and the long distance that made shooting 

impossible indicate that other perpetrators were present in the area. 

 

Abdullah Tayyip Olçok (23.06.1999, Student) 

23.  Abdullah Tayyip Olçok was shot and killed on the night of July 15, 2016, along with his father Erol 

Olçok, on the Bosphorus Bridge. According to the indictment submitted to the court, the cause of death 

was gunfire from the accused soldiers; however, ballistic examinations show that the 7.62 mm bullet 

extracted from Olçok's body was not fired from the weapons belonging to the accused soldiers at the 

scene (Annex B Picture 6). The expert report (Annex B Picture 7) states that Olçok was shot from behind 

and below his left chest; witness statements and scene analysis in the court file reveal that the shots 

came from the direction of Nakkaştepe, behind the victim, not from the direction of the accused soldiers, 

who were facing the victim.  Furthermore, the victim's mother, Nihal Olçok, emphasized that there were 

snipers at the scene of the incident, but she also clearly stated that the witnesses were advised not to 

mention these snipers in court. However, she refrained from providing information about who gave this 

advice.  15 

 
15 Nihal Olçok'tan 15 Temmuz açıklaması: O gece keskin nişancıları gören gaziler, 'devlet ve ordu mağdur olur' diye susturuldu 

Accession Link: https://www.dailymotion.com/video/x8dd41h (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   

 

https://www.dailymotion.com/video/x8dd41h
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Picture 4. Sketch related to the death of the deceased Abdullah Tayyip Olçok. The defendants stated 

that two Kanas assassin weapons were found in Nakkaştepe, which was also emphasized by the 

mother, Nihal Olçok. The direction of the bullet that hit the deceased confirms the presence of 

unknown sharpshooters/shooters.  

24.  In conclusion, the existing evidence suggests that Olçok may have been shot by a possible sniper 

firing from Nakkaştepe, which is in the opposite direction from the accused soldiers, rather than by the 

accused soldiers themselves. 

 

Erol Olçok (04.03.1962, Advertising Executive and Political Consultant) 

25.   Erol Olçok was shot and killed with a long-barreled firearm on the Bosphorus Bridge on the night of 

July 15, 2016. The autopsy report (Annex A - Picture 19) and ballistic findings show that the bullet 

entered the upper left chest and exited the lower right rear chest, following a 45-degree angle, as seen 

in the picture below. Given their position, the accused soldiers did not have the opportunity to fire at 

such an angle.  
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26.  Camera footage, numerous eyewitness accounts, and statements from the victim's wife, Nihal 

Olçok 16 17, indicate that the shot did not come from the accused military personnel, but rather from an 

unknown sniper likely positioned in Nakkaştepe.  

 

Picture 5. Sketch regarding the death of the victim Erol Olçok. The bullet that struck the victim was 

fired from above at a 45-degree angle by an unknown sniper. 

27.  All the evidence indicates that Olçok's death was caused by a shot fired from a different location, 

not by the accused military personnel.  

 

 

16 Nakkaştepe’deki Keskin Nişancılar Kimdi? Accession Link: https://www.dogruaci.com/Haberler/nakkastepe-deki-keskin-
nisancilar-kimdi-194 (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   
  
17 Nakkaştepe’deki Keskin Nişancılar Kimdi? | Doğru Açı Accession Link: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Juwp-Lw9NMk 
(Accession Date:05.09.2025)   

https://www.dogruaci.com/Haberler/nakkastepe-deki-keskin-nisancilar-kimdi-194
https://www.dogruaci.com/Haberler/nakkastepe-deki-keskin-nisancilar-kimdi-194
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Juwp-Lw9NMk


 
 

13 
 

 

 

Picture 6. Visual depicting the bullet entry and exit points listed in the autopsy report of the deceased 

Erol Olçok. 

 

Akın Sertçelik (18.01.1975, Taxi driver) 

28.  Akın Sertçelik lost his life on the Bosphorus Bridge on July 15, 2016. Although it was claimed in court 

that he was shot because of fire opened by the accused soldiers on the night of July 15-16, 2016, the 

autopsy report (Annex A - Picture 20) found no bullet entry or exit wounds or bullet trajectory, and 

determined that death occurred due to skull fractures caused by general bodily trauma. It was 

determined that there was a distance between the accused soldiers and the victim at the scene of the 

incident, and that there was no camera footage or expert report to support attributing the death to the 

accused soldiers. Based on the available evidence, it has been proven that the death was not caused by 

a bullet fired from the weapon of an accused soldier. 

Burhan Önder (15.02.1974, Construction Worker) 

29.  It is alleged that the deceased Burhan Öner died as a result of tank fire18 sopened by the accused 

soldiers on the Bosphorus Bridge in Istanbul on the night of July 15-16, 2016.19  

30.  However, the autopsy report (Annex A - Picture 21) found no evidence of tank fire or shrapnel 

impact, and determined that death was caused by fractures due to pelvic and extremity trauma. There 

are also no direct witness statements confirming that the victim was at the scene of the incident. The 

 
18 ‘Biz şerefimiz için yaşıyoruz’ dedi köprüde şehit oldu. Accession Link: https://www.sabah.com.tr/gundem/2021/07/08/biz-
serefimiz-icin-yasiyoruz-dedi-koprude-sehit-oldu  (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   
19 Burhan Önder Accession Link: https://www.yenisafak.com/15temmuz/burhan-oner-kisi-detay (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   

https://www.sabah.com.tr/gundem/2021/07/08/biz-serefimiz-icin-yasiyoruz-dedi-koprude-sehit-oldu
https://www.sabah.com.tr/gundem/2021/07/08/biz-serefimiz-icin-yasiyoruz-dedi-koprude-sehit-oldu
https://www.yenisafak.com/15temmuz/burhan-oner-kisi-detay
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available evidence does not establish a direct link between the victim's death and the accused military 

personnel. As the cause of death could not be definitively determined, the perpetrator of the incident 

was deemed unknown.   

Şükrü Bayrakçı (23.02.2025, Private Driver) 

31. Şükrü Bayrakçı, on the night of July 15, 2016, during the traffic jam caused by tanks crossing to the 

opposite lane in Ümraniye, crashed his speeding vehicle into the tank's left track. Although regime media 

claimed that he was deliberately run over by the tank20 21, court and scene investigations concluded that 

the death was the result of a traffic accident and that there was no intentional intervention by the 

accused soldiers. The statements of the accused tank driver and tank commander confirm that the 

accident was caused by panic and traffic conditions. The tank, with its headlights and four-way flashers 

on, was moving slowly when it noticed the vehicle approaching rapidly from the opposite direction. It 

moved as far to the right as possible but was still unable to prevent the oncoming vehicle from colliding 

with it. The court's ruling (Annex B – Picture 8) also assessed the incident as falling under the category 

of negligence. 

Muharrem Kerem Yıldız (31.08.1987, Sales Manager) 

32. Muharrem Kerem Yıldız was shot twice near the Bosphorus Bridge after taking to the streets in 
Istanbul on the night of July 15, 2016, in response to the President's call. He was taken to Okmeydanı 
Training and Research Hospital with serious injuries, where he later died.   
 
33. The Istanbul Criminal Laboratory conducted ray analysis on two 7.62 mm caliber bullet cores 
extracted from the victim's body. The examination revealed that the bullet cores extracted from the 
victim's body did not match the firearms used by the accused soldiers, and the perpetrator remains 
unknown. (Annex B Picture 8) This finding supports the conclusion that the shooting was not carried out 
by the accused soldiers but by another sniper.  
 
34. Cameras at the scene and witness statements show that the shot could not have been fired from 
the location of the accused soldiers, revealing that there were obstacles to visibility and significant 
distances between the location of the accused soldiers and the point where Yıldız was shot. This shows 
that it was technically impossible for the accused soldiers to have fired the shot. Furthermore, evidence 
has been found of the presence of other unknown snipers22 in the same area.  The investigation must 
be conducted comprehensively and independently to identify the real perpetrators of the incident. 

 
 

General Staff Headquarters – Ankara 

Mustafa Avcu (08.08.1994, Student) 

35.  Mustafa Avcu, a civil engineering student at Gazi University, was shot and killed in front of the 

General Staff Headquarters on the night of July 15, 2016. Although the Turkish Communications 

 
20 Şükrü Bayrakçı Accession Link: https://www.yenisafak.com/15temmuz/sukru-bayrakci-kisi-detay (Accession Date: 
05.09.2025)   
21 Şükrü Bayrakçı Accession Link: https://15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/sukru-bayrakci/biyografi (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   
22 Who Were the Snipers in Nakkaştepe?Accession Link: https://www.15julynotes.com/News/who-were-the-snipers-in-
nakkastepe-222 (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   

https://www.yenisafak.com/15temmuz/sukru-bayrakci-kisi-detay
https://15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/sukru-bayrakci/biyografi
https://www.15julynotes.com/News/who-were-the-snipers-in-nakkastepe-222
https://www.15julynotes.com/News/who-were-the-snipers-in-nakkastepe-222
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Authority's July 15 website23  claims he was shot in the heart by tank fire, the autopsy report determined 

that he was killed by a 9 mm steel-core (armor-piercing) bullet (Annex A Picture 22). This ammunition is 

not found in the Turkish Armed Forces inventory, but is only used by Special Operations police. The 

purchase of this ammunition began in 2012 with an order from Police Chief Mehmet Kılıçlar, who 

decided to purchase hollow-point armor-piercing bullets.24  

36. The irregular firing by police snipers on duty on the night of July 15-16, 2016 (Annex B Picture 9), the 

armor-piercing bullet damage to armored vehicles, and witness statements strengthen the possibility 

that PÖH snipers were involved in Avcu's death.  

Picture 7. Damage to the armored vehicle caused by the bullet that hit it on the night of July 15-16, 

2016. 

Suat Akıncı (01.01.1984, Plumber) 

37.  On the night of July 15-16, 2016, it is alleged that he was killed by helicopter fire in the area of the 

General Staff Headquarters in Ankara. The official autopsy report (Annex A Picture 23) indicates that his 

death was not caused by helicopter or heavy weapon fire. No bullet or shrapnel marks were found on 

his body. The 20 mm cannon, TOW, Hellfire, and 7.62 mm machine gun found on the helicopters in 

Picture 8 are inconsistent with the cause of death. There is also no concrete evidence that the deceased 

was in the vicinity of the General Staff Headquarters on the night of July 15-16, 2016. The file contains 

no witness statements, camera recordings, or technical analysis regarding the death. Therefore, the 

allegations that Akıncı's death was caused by the accused soldiers are not supported by evidence. 

 

 
23 Mustafa Avcu Accession Link: https://15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/mustafa-avcu/biyografi (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   
24 Polise zırh delici çukur uçlu mermi Accession Link: https://www.milliyet.com.tr/gundem/polise-zirh-delici-cukur-uclu-
mermi-1642296 (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   

 

https://15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/mustafa-avcu/biyografi
https://www.milliyet.com.tr/gundem/polise-zirh-delici-cukur-uclu-mermi-1642296
https://www.milliyet.com.tr/gundem/polise-zirh-delici-cukur-uclu-mermi-1642296
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Picture 8. These weapons and ammunitions can be fired from/within helicopter 

Ziya İlhan Dağdaş (01.01.1985, Master Sergeant) 

38. Sergeant Major Ziya İlhan Dağdaş went to the General Staff Headquarters in civilian clothes on the 
night of July 15, 2016, following the President's call. The indictment submitted to the 17th Heavy Penal 
Court alleged that Dağdaş was intentionally killed by the accused soldiers. However, at the conclusion 
of the investigation and trials, it was determined that the death could not be directly attributed to the 
defendants and that the incident unfolded differently than initially assumed. 
 
39.  As seen in Annex B Picture 10, the defendants, who were soldiers, were acquitted of the victim's 
death by the decision of the 17th Heavy Penal Court. The court decision listed the following reasons for 
the acquittal.  According to the forensic report, gunpowder residue indicating that the victim was 
exposed to fire at close range was found on his body. Alcohol was also found in his blood. Camera 
analysis revealed that the victim was firing at the tank armor at the time of the incident.  
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40. As a result, it was determined that on the night of the incident, the deceased fired his weapon at the 
tank, and his own bullet ricocheted off the armor and struck him in the head. Forensic findings revealed 
that the bullet that caused the deceased's death could not be linked to any of the defendants at the 
scene. During the trial, no concrete evidence was presented to show that this incident, which resulted 
in the acquittal of the accused soldiers, was directly carried out by the accused military personnel.  
(Annex B Picture 10) 

 
 

Bülent Aydın  (19.04.1969, Senior Sergeant ) 

41.  The prosecutor alleged that the deceased, Bülent Aydın, was killed while protecting Army 
Commander General Salih Zeki Çolak at the General Staff Headquarters on the evening of July 15, 2016.   
 
42.  Autopsy reports and ballistic examinations indicate that the bullet entry wounds on Aydın's body 
were caused by 9 mm caliber MP5-type firearm bullets, that the diameter of the entry wound was 
approximately 1 cm, and that the firing distance was close range, between 1 and 1.5 meters. These 
findings reveal that the shooting occurred as a result of accidental multiple shots fired when fellow 
security officer Metin Gürbüzler picked up the MP5 submachine gun inside the vehicle.  The camera 
footage immediately after the incident is below.  

 
 

 
Picture 9. The camera footage immediately after the shooting of the deceased Bülent Aydın.  

 
43.  When court and camera recordings are evaluated, they show that the incident occurred in a chaotic 
and uncontrolled environment, not as a planned event, and resulted from an accident that was not 
deliberate or intended to kill.  Furthermore, when examining the visual in Picture 10 and analyzing the 
trajectory of the bullet's path within the body, it is seen that it corresponds to the positions of the 
deceased and the other security sergeant who accidentally shot himself inside the vehicle. 
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Picture 10. The direction in which the bullet travels through the body of Bülent Aydın. The autopsy 
report determined that the bullet entered through the left hip, passed through the abdominal cavity, 
and traveled toward the chest area. 

 
44.  Court rulings also concur with these technical findings, determining that Bülent Aydın was not 
deliberately targeted and that the incident occurred due to an accident. 

 

Özkan Özendi (01.01.1961, Retired) 

45.  The regime media claims that the deceased, Özkan Özendi, was shot by the accused soldiers in the 
General Staff Headquarters area in Ankara on July 15, 2016, and died as a martyr in the hospital where 
he was taken after being wounded.  

Picture 11. The cause of death was listed in Yeni Akit newspaper as a bullet fired from the accused 

soldiers' weapons. 

46.  However, despite claims that the deaths were caused by the accused soldiers, it is stated that the 
deaths were not due to ballistic or bullet wounds, but rather to heart attacks, as indicated on the official 
website of the Presidency Communications Directorate. 25  

 
25 Özkan Özendi Accession Link: https://15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/ozkan-ozendi/biyografi  (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   

https://15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/ozkan-ozendi/biyografi
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47.  In the General Staff Headquarters case, it was decided to separate the file concerning the victim's 
death from the case against the defendants, and  no accused soldier was held responsible for this death. 

 

Picture 12. On the page of the TR Communication Directorate, it is stated that Özkan Özendi died as a 

result of a heart attack.  

Osman Arslan (01.01.1963, Retired/Plumber)   

48.  The regime media26 claimed that the deceased Osman Arslan lost his life as a result of an explosion 

that occurred near the General Staff Headquarters in Ankara on July 15, 2016. Despite claims of 

helicopter fire, autopsy and expert reports showed that the death was not caused by helicopter fire, but 

by damage to internal tissues due to the pressure of the explosion. It has been documented that no 

rocket or missile-like ammunition was fired from the helicopters, only 20mm cannon shells, which did 

not create an explosion effect.  Visuals showing the effects of the helicopter fire are presented below. 

 
26 Osman Arslan Accession Link: https://www.yenisafak.com/15temmuz/osman-arslan-kisi-detay (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   

https://www.yenisafak.com/15temmuz/osman-arslan-kisi-detay
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Picture 13. Effects that may occur as a result of helicopter fire.  

49.  Furthermore, no large crater or any damage resulting from an explosion was detected in front of the 

General Staff Headquarters. Consequently, it has been determined that the helicopter fire did not have 

a direct impact on Osman Arslan's death.  

Hasan Altın (10.05.1956, Deputy Manager)  

50.  Hasan Altın, who was allegedly shot by accused Colonel Hacı Ahmet Aslıhan while firing at the tank 
on the night of July 15-16, 2016, died in the hospital where he was taken. The evidence presented in 
court and the statements of the tank crew do not conclusively prove that the accused fired at the victim. 

51.  The official examination conducted by the Ankara Criminal Police Laboratory concluded that the 

bullet casing recovered from the victim does not match the bullet in the defendant's firearm. (Annex 

B Picture 10) 

52.  The victim's daughter, Adile Eviz, stated in her declaration dated April 10, 2018, that “my father, 

Hasan Altın, said that a soldier shot him after he came out of surgery, that there was a vehicle's length 

between them, and that the person who shot him climbed onto the tank and fired at him.” This 

statement indicates that the deceased, Hasan Altın, had face-to-face contact with the accused soldier. 

However, while the autopsy report from the forensic medicine institute shows that the bullet entered 

the deceased from behind (Picture 14), it was determined that the characteristics of the bullet that 

exited the body differed from those of the bullets in the defendant's weapon. Furthermore, since the 

defendant's tank crew was inside the tank, they had no opportunity to witness the accused soldier's 
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actions outside the tank. As a result of the evidence presented, it has been strongly established that, 

contrary to the official allegations, the death occurred from a different source.  

 

Picture 14. The visual indicates the direction of entry and progression of the bullet into the body.  

 

İstanbul Atatürk Airport 

Zekeriya Bitmez  (01.06.1959, Retired State Railway Employee) 

53.  On the night of July 15-16, 2016, Zekeriya Bitmez, who was among the people gathered at Istanbul 
Atatürk Airport following the President's call, was allegedly killed because of the actions of the accused 
soldiers. However, official investigations and judicial inquiries concluded that Zekeriya Bitmez's death 
was not directly related to the coup attempt. The official letter sent by the Istanbul Chief Public 
Prosecutor's Office to the TEM Branch also stated that the deceased died in an unrelated place and 
manner. The 34th Heavy Penal Court stated that the death occurred because of a fall from a height, and 
no case was filed against any accused on behalf of the deceased in the subsequent process.  (Annex B 
Picture 12) 
 
54.  In the incident, no firearm injury or ballistic evidence related to the death of Zekeriya Bitmez was 
recorded.  The investigation file contains no traces of weapons or criminal evidence connected to the 
death. As a result of the indictment submitted to the Istanbul 34th Heavy Penal Court, the death of the 
victim was separated from the case file (Annex B Picture 13), and no accused was punished in connection 
with this death. However, the claim that the victim, Zekeriya Bitmez, was a martyr continues to appear 
on the official July 15 website of the Turkish Presidency of Communications. 27 

 

 
27 Zekeriya Bitmez Accession Link: https://15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/zekeriya-bitmez  (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   

https://15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/zekeriya-bitmez
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Ferdi Yurduseven (01.01.1985, Courrier)  - Hikmet Baysal (01.01.1993, Worker) 

55.  On the night of July 15, 2016, Ferdi Yurduseven and Hikmet Baysal went to Atatürk Airport in 
response to the President's call to join the protests. They later lost their lives in a traffic accident on their 
way home to Sultangazi on their motorcycle. 28 
 
56.  As stated in the forensic reports, no pathological or criminal findings other than general bodily 
trauma caused by a traffic accident were found on the bodies of the deceased. No gunshot wounds or 
ballistic traces were found. There was no external violence or intervention by a third party in the deaths. 
 
57.  All criminal proceedings and forensic reports have conclusively established that the deaths were the 
result of a traffic accident and that no accused soldier involved in the events of July 15-16 can be linked 
to the deaths. In the General Staff Roof case, the 17th Heavy Penal Court acquitted all defendants of 
these deaths, emphasizing that there was no concrete and conclusive evidence beyond any doubt 
regarding the deaths.  (Annex B Picture 14) 

 

Akıncı Military Residence Security Gate  

Victims whose deaths bear similarities (7 death cases) 

Name Surname Date of Birth Occupation 

Ali Anar 02.08.1981 Farmer / Village headman 

Emrah Sapa 25.10.1987 Welder 

Hasan Yılmaz 12.10.1972 Worker 

Ömer Takdemir 05.08.1996 Worker 

Samet Cantürk 28.06.1996 Worker 

Ümit Güder 10.09.1953 Driver 

Yasin Yılmaz 27.01.1981 Market Manager 

 

58.  The victims listed above were among the crowd that gathered in front of the Akıncı Barracks in 
Ankara on the night of July 15-16, 2016, following the President's call. In the opinion29 submitted to the 
court by the prosecution, it was alleged that the accused soldiers killed eight citizens and injured 87 
others with rapid-fire shots from a short distance, and it was stated that the seven victims listed above 
lost their lives because of this allegation. 

 
28 15 Temmuz şehidi Hikmet Baysal kimdir, Nasıl Şehit Oldu? Accession Link: https://www.bolgegundem.com.tr/15-temmuz-
sehidi-hikmet-baysal-kimdir-nasil-sehit-oldu-168517h.htm  (Accession Date:05.09.2025)   
 
29 Opinion issued by the Public Prosecutor on January 21, 2019, regarding the main case file numbered Akıncı Ankara 4 ACM 
2017/43 

https://www.bolgegundem.com.tr/15-temmuz-sehidi-hikmet-baysal-kimdir-nasil-sehit-oldu-168517h.htm
https://www.bolgegundem.com.tr/15-temmuz-sehidi-hikmet-baysal-kimdir-nasil-sehit-oldu-168517h.htm
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Picture 15.  On the night of July 15-16, 2016, at the Akıncı Barracks in Ankara, civilians were shot in 
the back of the head while facing the accused soldiers and civilians. 
 
 
59.  However, images from the scene, eyewitness accounts, and autopsy findings indicate that the deaths 
were not caused at close range and that the prosecutor's claim of serial shooting is technically 
impossible. Various witnesses stated that there was no police presence in the area on the night of the 
incident and that provocative groups pitted the accused soldiers against civilians. The accused soldiers 
took only classic measures such as verbal warnings and warning shots fired into the air; the claim that 
they fired directly at the crowd cannot be supported by technical findings. 
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Picture 16. Above: A clip from a video taken at Akıncı Barracks on the night of July 15-16, 2016. The 
drawings below show the body parts where the victims were shot.   

 
 

60.  The autopsy findings of the victims revealed a single-entry gunshot wound to the back of the head; 
no evidence of close-range rapid fire or scanning was found. There were no multiple entry and exit 
wounds on the front, back, or sides of the victims' bodies that could have resulted from scanning or 
rapid fire. Scientifically, it is not possible for the victims who were in a crowd to have been shot from the 
front and hit from the back. Due to the darkness at the scene, it is also not possible to make a single 
accurate shot from a long distance without night vision equipment. Furthermore, during the court 
proceedings, no ballistic matching was performed between the bullets that hit the victims and the 
weapons of the accused soldiers, and no evidence was presented to prove that “this bullet came from 
that weapon.”. 
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Picture 17. Drawings related to the shooting of the victims on the night of July 15-16, 2016. The fact 
that the victims were shot in the back of the head while facing the accused soldiers proves the 
existence of unknown armed person(s). 
 
61.  Witnesses at the scene stated that provocateurs, including MIT employee Ecevit Akbaba, attempted 
to infiltrate the military zone and pit the public against the accused soldiers. The deliberate cutting of 
electricity during the events led to increased chaos under nighttime conditions. Some witnesses stated 
that unknown individuals opened fire at the same time as the accused soldiers fired warning shots, and 
audio recordings from the scene revealed that sniper shots followed immediately after the warning 
shots. However, these pieces of evidence in favor of the accused soldiers were not taken into 
consideration by the court. 

 
62.  As a result of evaluating all court records together: 

- The deaths of the victims were not caused by a series of shots fired at close range, but by a single 
bullet to the back of the head, fired from a distance, 

- The bullets extracted from the victims' bodies did not match the weapons of the accused 
soldiers, and ballistic evidence was not presented to the court. 

     - It was concluded that provocative civilians may have been present at the scene and that the accused 
soldiers could not be directly linked to the deaths. The claim that the deaths were caused by direct fire 
from the accused soldiers is not supported by concrete evidence. Consequently, it is imperative that the 
case be thoroughly re-examined from a legal and technical perspective so that the real perpetrators 
responsible for the deaths of the victims can be identified and brought to justice. 
 

Lokman Biçinci  (10.10.1991, Worker) 

63.  The deceased, Lokman Biçinci, was among the crowd gathered in front of the Akıncı Barracks in 
Ankara on the night of July 15-16, 2016, following the President's call. Tensions occasionally arose 
between the accused soldiers stationed at the barracks and civilians. Various eyewitnesses stated that 
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while there was no police presence in the area, provocateurs attempted to pit the accused soldiers 
against the civilians. The accused soldiers took measures such as issuing verbal warnings and firing shots 
into the air. The prosecution alleged that the accused soldiers fired repeatedly at civilian citizens, 
including the victim, with infantry rifles and pistols. 
 
64.  The autopsy performed on Lokman Biçinci revealed five gunshot wounds on his body. (Annex A 
Picture 25) The diameters of the bullet entry wounds measured between 0.9 and 1 cm, indicating a 9 
mm caliber pistol or MP5 submachine gun. The angle and trajectory of the wounds, as well as the 
presence of multiple gunshot wounds, indicate the use of submachine guns. However, the accused 
soldiers on duty did not have such 9 mm submachine guns; only the accused Colonel Ali Eraslan's service 
pistol was 9 mm and did not have automatic firing capability. Furthermore, the vast majority of the 
bullets originate from MP5-type weapons used by the police and gendarmerie. These findings clearly 
demonstrate that the shots could not have been fired by the accused soldiers on guard duty at the 
barracks. In addition, the caliber information and changes in ammunition type in the prosecution's 
allegations and opinion are inconsistent. 
 
65.  In another July 15, 2016 case, accused Brigadier General Ali Osman Gürcan stated in his defense 
before the Ankara 17th Heavy Penal Court that many police officers in Ankara, such as Abdulkadir 
DÖKMECİ, testified that weapons were distributed to civilians, and that individuals such as Savaş İlhan 
and Gökhan Ertürk had also testified that weapons were used among the people and that there were 
individuals affiliated with the National Intelligence Organization (MİT) present30.  Similarly, it is possible 
that there were individuals with machine guns among the people or among the provocateurs at the 
Akıncı Air Base barracks. 
 
66.  Security cameras and witness statements reveal that it was very dark at the scene of the events that 
took place in the darkness of night in front of the Akıncı Barracks. The accused soldiers did not have night 
vision devices. In this situation, it is technically impossible for the accused soldiers to have seen the 
crowd clearly. Some witness statements and camera recordings indicate that provocateurs were active 
in the area, that shots were fired after the power was cut, and that the shots were fired simultaneously 
or at very short intervals with the warning shots fired into the air by the accused soldiers. Furthermore, 
there is no ballistic match between the bullets fired from the accused soldiers' weapons and the 
bullets found in the victim. 
 
67. In this context: 
       - Lokman Biçinci's multiple gunshot wounds were caused by 9 mm caliber bullets from a pistol-type 
firearm.  However, no such weapon was found on the accused soldiers, and the shooter could not be 
identified. 
    - It has been technically established that the number, caliber, and angle of the shots could not have 
been fired by the accused soldiers on guard duty at the barracks. 
    - The presence of provocateurs at the scene at the time of the incident and the gunshots coinciding 
with the power outage strengthen the possibility that the action was a planned provocation.   
    - There are serious inconsistencies between the prosecution's claims and the ballistic facts; no 
weapon-bullet matches have been presented in the case file.  
- The case needs to be re-examined to shed light on these deaths, which were not caused by the accused 
soldier. 

 
30 Accused Brigadier General Ali Osman Gürcan's defense before the 17th Heavy Penal Court  
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Turkish Presidential Complex  

İzzet Özkan (01.01.1983, Hairdresser) 

68.  It has been alleged that the deceased, İzzet Özkan, was killed by helicopter fire in front of the 

Presidential Complex on the night of July 15. However, the autopsy report and existing evidence indicate 

that the injuries causing death were not caused by firearms or shrapnel; rather, they resulted from blunt 

force trauma, bone fractures, and internal bleeding. A letter sent by the Public Prosecutor to the 10th 

April Police Headquarters states that the deceased “was driving a black Mercedes with license plate 

number 06 AG 0709 at the time of the incident and was pulled out of the vehicle injured,” and this letter 

is included in the court records (Annex B Picture 15). There are no traces of rockets or bullets on the 

vehicle, as alleged in Picture 8, which was dropped from helicopters. Additionally, the autopsy report 

states that no bullet, shrapnel, or bullet/shrapnel marks were found on the body, and that the victim did 

not suffer from the lethal effects or injuries caused by the high-caliber weapons used by the helicopters. 

The detection of excessive alcohol in the victim strengthens the possibility that the blunt trauma was 

caused by the accident. 

69.  The claims made by official authorities contradict autopsy and criminal findings. The claim that the 

death was caused by the accused soldiers and helicopter fire is not supported by concrete evidence. 

Izzet Özkan's death was likely caused by biomedical reasons such as blows inside the vehicle and internal 

bleeding, not helicopter fire. The evidence and investigations in the file do not support the claim that 

the death was caused by the intervention of the accused soldiers. 

Rüstem Resul Perçin  (31.12.1997, Elektrician) 

70.  The deceased, Rüstem Resul Perçin, was recorded as having been shot dead by the accused soldiers 

on July 15, 2016, near the Presidential Complex in Ankara. However, surveillance footage from the scene 

and the autopsy report indicate that the victim was not shot by the accused soldiers, but rather by an 

unknown person using a targeted shot fired from a distance. 

Picture 18. The victim, Rüstem Resul Perçin, was found collapsed in front of a vehicle belonging to 

mechanized units at approximately 00:57, as determined by camera footage. 
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71.  According to the autopsy report, two 0.5 cm diameter bullets were extracted from the victim's body. 

(Annex A Picture 26) These bullets were 5.56 mm in diameter and were fired from a long distance. 

Analysis conducted by the Ankara Criminal Police Laboratory revealed that the bullets did not match 

the ballistics of the weapons belonging to the accused military personnel stationed near the 

Gendarmerie General Command headquarters. (Annex B Picture 16) This indicates that the fatal shot 

was fired by someone other than the accused soldiers. Technical and visual evidence confirms that the 

weapons used at the scene did not come from armored vehicles or helicopters. Camera footage shows 

that no helicopters or heavy machine gun fire were observed in the vicinity at the moment the victim 

was shot. The fact that the bullets remained in the body also technically rules out these possibilities. 

72.  All ballistic, criminal, and visual evidence indicates that Rüstem Resul Perçin was killed by a bullet 

fired from a weapon that did not belong to the accused gendarmerie personnel. The identity of the 

perpetrator has not been determined. However, the current findings point to the possibility of unknown 

armed individuals being present in the area of the incident and to shots fired by these individuals with 

the aim of causing chaos. 

  

Ümit Çoban (December 31, 1976, Swimming Instructor) 

73.  It is alleged that the deceased, Ümit Çoban, lost his life on July 15, 2016, as a result of gunfire opened 
by the accused soldiers around the Presidential Complex in Ankara. However, the camera footage and 
autopsy report obtained indicate that the deceased was shot by an unknown sniper other than the 
accused soldiers. 
 
74. According to the autopsy report, the bullet that killed Ümit Çoban was fired from a 9 mm caliber 
pistol or an MP5 submachine gun. These are not weapons suitable for long-range, single-shot firing. 
Based on camera recordings and distance analysis at the scene (approximately 191 meters), the firing 
distance is well above the effective range of the MP5 (80-100 meters)31. The ballistic examination 
conducted by the Ankara Criminal Police Laboratory determined that the bullet core did not match the 
military weapons of the suspects at the scene. (Annex B Picture 17) This data scientifically supports 
that the shot was fired by a person/persons other than the accused military personnel. 
 

 
31 Heckler & Koch MP5 Gun Features, Images, and Promotional Video Accession Link : https://www.askeribilgiler.net/mp5-
silahinin-ozellikleri.html  (Accession Date:05.11.2025) 

https://www.askeribilgiler.net/mp5-silahinin-ozellikleri.html
https://www.askeribilgiler.net/mp5-silahinin-ozellikleri.html
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Picture 19. The moment when the victim, Ümit Çoban, was shot by a possible sniper in front of the 

Presidential Complex at around 1:25 a.m. can be seen.  

Picture 20. The location of the deceased Ümit Çoban at the time he was shot and the positions of the 

security forces. Jandarma units are located in Zone 1, and Police Special Operations (PÖH) units are 

located in Zone 2.   

75.  Camera footage shows that Ümit Çoban was shot at around 01:25, while he was standing alone in 
front of the crowd. There is limited but important visual evidence regarding the direction from which 
the shot was fired. Furthermore, the evidence includes analyses indicating that the distance between 
the location of the accused soldier's MP5 weapon and the location of the victim (approximately 191 
meters) was not suitable for firing. According to witness statements, it is highly probable that some 
armed individuals other than the accused soldier were present in the area at the time of the incident. In 
this context, accused Brigadier General Murat Aygün, who testified before the 17th Heavy Penal Court, 
and accused Brigadier General Ali Osman Gürcan, who was accused of being a member of the so-called 
Peace at Home Council, stated in their defenses that weapons were distributed to civilians, and that 
individuals such as Savaş İlhan and Gökhan Ertürk admitted to using weapons among the people, and 
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that there were witness statements indicating that individuals affiliated with the National Intelligence 
Organization (MİT) were present among the people.32 33 
 
76.  The ballistic and forensic evidence clearly shows that the bullet that struck Ümit Çoban did not 
come from the weapons carried by the accused soldiers.  The distance from the scene of the incident 
and the technical characteristics of the weapon indicate that the shot was fired by an unknown armed 
individual other than the accused soldiers. 

 

77. In order for justice to be served, it is essential that investigations and trials be deepened based on 

the statements of witnesses testifying in court regarding the investigation of unsolved deaths. 

 

Gendarmerie General Command Beştepe Region 

78. Before investigating the deaths that occurred in the vicinity of the Gendarmerie General Command 

on the night of July 15-16, 2016, it is necessary to identify the elements present in the area. As can be 

seen in Picture 23, at the time of the incident in the Beştepe Ihlamur area: 

 - Gendarmerie units were in Zone 1 (headquarters), 

 - Police Special Operations (PÖH) units were in Zone 2, 

 - Security teams were positioned around the Presidential Complex in Zone 3. 

  Zone 4 is the police control zone. 

79. Furthermore, as stated in the testimonies of eyewitnesses and defendants, in the Beştepe area: 

 - Vehicles belonging to the Gendarmerie Special Security Command (JÖAK) were seen arriving, 

 - Some individuals dressed in civilian clothing and wearing assault vests were seen carrying 

weapons. 

  Furthermore, some statements also included allegations that PÖH (Special Operations Police) 

personnel fired shots from pickup trucks.34 

 

 
32 Accused Brigadier Ali Osman Gürcan's defence to the 17th Heavy Penal Court  
33 Accused Brigadier General Murat Aygun's defence to the 17th Heavy Penal Court  
34 Ankara 23rd Heavy Penal Court 2017/30 E Number of Trial Record  
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Picture 23. The positions of security forces in the area where the deceased, Sedat Kaplan, was shot. In 

Zone 1, there are Gendarmerie units; in Zone 2, there are Police Special Operations (PÖH) units; in 

Zone 3, there are Presidential Complex security teams; and in Zone 4, there are police control teams.  

 

Sedat Kaplan (31.12.1984 , Municipality Worker)  

79.  It has been alleged that the deceased, Sedat Kaplan, died as a result of a gunshot wound sustained 

on the night of July 15-16, 2016. Initial claims suggested that he was shot in front of the AK Party Ankara 

Provincial Headquarters, but camera footage that emerged during the trial revealed that Kaplan was 

shot at a location opposite the Gendarmerie General Command Headquarters building in the Ihlamur 

district of Beştepe, Ankara. 

 

Picture 24. The moment when the deceased, Sedat Kaplan, was shot by an unknown sniper at around 

1:23 a.m. in the Beştepe Ihlamur area.  
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80.  The autopsy report determined that the bullet entered the upper right chest area and exited near 

the left elbow joint. (Annex A Picture 27) This finding makes it possible to determine the direction from 

which the shot was fired. The trajectory of the bullet indicates that it came from the opposite direction 

(probably from the northeast), not from the direction of the Gendarmerie General Command 

Headquarters building. The body position in the camera footage also points to the same direction. 

81.  As indicated in Picture 23, there were numerous armed elements belonging to security units in the 

Beştepe Ihlamur area at the time of the incident. 

82.  Camera recordings from around 01:23, when the incident occurred, show Sedat Kaplan separating 

from the crowd and stepping forward, remaining alone. The moment he was shot was clearly recorded. 

It is technically assessed that the shot came from the direction where the PÖH was stationed. 

83.  When the autopsy report, bullet trajectory, and visual materials are analyzed together, it is 

understood that the shot that caused Sedat Kaplan's death was fired from a location outside the 

Gendarmerie General Command Headquarters building. It is highly probable that the shot was fired with 

a weapon with sniper characteristics by an armed person or persons other than the accused soldiers. 

Although the current evidence is insufficient to identify the perpetrator, the belief that the incident is 

not directly related to the accused military personnel is supported by technical findings. The 

investigation must be deepened by focusing on the PÖH area and its immediate surroundings.  

 

Medet Ekizceli  (19.10.1981, Worker) 

84.  Although it is alleged that the deceased Medet Ekizceli was shot and killed by the accused soldiers 
on the night of July 15, 2016, both the camera footage and the ballistics report (Annex B Picture 18) 
reveal that the perpetrator of the incident is an unknown person. 
 
85.  According to the expert report prepared by the Ankara Criminal Police Laboratory, a “deformed 9 
mm bullet core” was extracted from the victim's body (Annex B Picture 18). This type of ammunition 
belongs to short-range submachine guns such as the MP5. However, as clearly stated in the expert 
report, the bullet core extracted does not show a “ballistic match” with the weapons of the accused 
soldiers in the case file.  
 
86.  Considering the location analysis of the scene, the distance from the estimated point of the bullet 
shot to the point where the truck was located was determined to be approximately “81 meters.” This is 
beyond the standard effective range limits for MP5-type weapons under night conditions. The technical 
difficulty of making an accurate shot while the vehicle is in motion is also emphasized. 
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Picture 25. The positions of the deceased Medet Ekizceli (red square) and the security forces in the 

area. Gendarmerie units are located in zone 1, and Police Special Operations (PÖH) units are located 

in zone 2. 

 
87.  Camera recordings and witness statements provide clear data regarding the time of the incident. At 
approximately 2:32 a.m., it is clearly visible that the victim was shot and fell from the truck. The father-
in-law testified in court about the moment of the incident, stating, “I came out of the underpass, which 
we call the dip-and-rise, there was a water tanker on the right, as I was passing it, suddenly shots were 
fired, he said, ‘Dad, I've been shot,’ and then fell out of the vehicle.” 
 

 
Picture 26. Camera footage of the moment after Medet Ekizceli was shot.  
  
88.  The water tanker visible on the right side of the camera footage makes it technically impossible for 
the shot to have been fired from the Gendarmerie General Command headquarters. This is because the 
tanker completely blocks the line of sight. Furthermore, according to expert opinion, firing accurately at 
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a moving vehicle from a distance of 81 meters with an MP5-type short-range weapon is “contrary to the 
weapon's effectiveness.” 
 
89.  When the collected evidence, witness statements, and technical reports are evaluated together: 
 
 - The bullet that caused Medet Ekizceli's death did not match any of the defendants' weapons 
ballistically.  (Annex B Picture 18) 
 - The firing distance and the movement of the vehicle significantly reduce the possibility that the 
shot was fired from a weapon such as an MP5.   
 - The water tanker present at the time of the incident physically obstructed any shots that could 
have been fired from the direction of the Gendarmerie General Command Headquarters.   
 
90.  All these technical and visual findings reveal that the accused military personnel had no direct or 
indirect responsibility for the victim's death and reinforce the belief that the perpetrator was an 
unknown person other than the accused soldiers. 

 

Hasan Gülhan (28.09.1970, Police Officer)    

91.  It is alleged that the deceased, Hasan Gülhan, was taken hostage at the Gendarmerie General 
Command Headquarters on July 15, 2016, and was executed at close range by a colonel while being led 
away with his eyes blindfolded, dying from the gunshot wound he sustained. 
 
92.  Suspicious interference with the footage of the incident was detected on the cameras located at the 
scene of the incident. Despite the defendants' requests, the raw footage from the cameras was not 
presented to the court. The camera recordings presented to the court clearly show a moving mouse 
cursor, proving that the footage had been tampered with. The minutes of the Ankara 23rd Heavy Penal 
Court presented below, the deletion of some images from the camera recordings, and the fact that the 
evidence at the scene was cleaned up under the control of the special operations police, strengthen the 
possibility that there was an unknown perpetrator in Gülhan's death.  
 
93.  The autopsy reports also support the long-range shooting theory. It has been assessed that during 
the incident, there was uncontrolled shooting and chaos during the special operations police's harsh 
intervention against the hostages. 
 

 
 
Picture 27. The periods of time that were manipulated and deleted from the camera footage showing 
the victim Hasan Gülhan being held hostage and shot. This visual was created based on the Ankara 
23rd Heavy Penal Court Hearing Transcript.  

 
94.   The autopsy report determined that the bullet that struck the forehead of the deceased was fired 
from a long distance and that death resulted from this gunshot wound (Annex B - Picture 19). There is a 
lack of evidence found during the crime scene investigation, allegations that the crime scene was 
cleaned under the supervision of special operations police, and insufficient ballistic matching. It is stated 
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that the casings and bullets found do not match the accused Erkan Öktem's weapon ballistically and that 
unauthorized interventions may have been made at the crime scene. 
 
95.  Furthermore, the defendants brought up in court that 26 findings not included in the Crime Scene 
Investigation Report numbered 013938.6 and dated 18.07.2016 were added later. 
 
96.  When evaluated with the existing official evidence, witness statements, and technical reports: 
 - The bullet that caused Hasan Gülhan's death was fired from a long distance.  (Annex A Picture 28) 
 - The claims of execution and of him being shot at close range are not supported by technical 
evidence.   
 - The lack of images and evidence at the scene, and the fact that the images have been deleted, 
raises the possibility of manipulation.   
 - The violent intervention and chaos before and during the death, and the uncontrolled firing during 
the intervention, caused the death to occur accidentally or unintentionally.   
 - Since the real perpetrator is unknown, the incident must be re-examined through an independent 
and comprehensive investigation.  

 

Şener Dursun (03.10.1968, Self Employed) 

97.  On the night of July 15, 2016, Şener Dursun, who was in Ankara, suffered a heart attack due to the 
stress and intensity of the events and died despite being taken to the hospital. Official investigations and 
the autopsy report revealed that the death was not related to a firearm injury or assault. Furthermore, 
the local prosecutor's office did not file any charges against the accused soldiers. 
 
98.  In light of all official investigations, autopsy reports, and technical examinations, it was determined 
that the death of the deceased, Şener Dursun, was due to natural causes (heart attack) and the case was 
separated from the case file.  (Annex B Picture 20) 

 

Erkan Er (31.12.1971, Furniture Maker) 

99.  Erkan Er was shot and killed in front of the Beştepe Gendarmerie General Command Headquarters 
during the events of the night of July 15, 2016. Although news reports claimed that he was shot by the 
accused military personnel, camera footage and technical analysis of the incident revealed that the 
bullet came from the exact opposite direction of the Gendarmerie General Command Headquarters. 
Based on the direction and angle of the shot, it was determined that Erkan Er, located within the red 
circle below, was shot from a point in the opposite direction, not from the Gendarmerie General 
Command Headquarters. 
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Picture 28. The moment Erkan Er was shot. The angle at which the bullet entered the victim's body 
does not correspond with the position of the gendarmerie. Shots fired from different directions were 
captured on camera.   

 
100.  The autopsy report states that the bullet entered at the level of the right breast and exited at the 
edge of the right shoulder blade. The bullet had a caliber of 5.56 mm, a type of ammunition commonly 
used in professional sniper rifles. Image analysis determined the bullet's trajectory in the air and 
established that the shot came from the direction of the Presidential complex. It was also determined 
that the weapon in question did not show ballistic similarities with the weapons of the accused TSK 
personnel who were present at the time for security purposes. 
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Picture 29. According to the autopsy report of the deceased Erkan Er, the bullet entered at the level 
of the right breast and exited at the edge of the right shoulder blade. 

 
101.  Upon examination of the camera footage, it is seen that the direction from which the shot was 
fired is opposite to the Gendarmerie General Command Headquarters, towards the Presidential 
Complex. The accused military personnel are outside the angle of view and cannot be directly linked to 
the direction from which the bullet came. Furthermore, it is not possible for the victim to have been 
shot from the location of the accused military personnel at the angle of impact indicated in the autopsy 
report.  

 
102.  As a result of the combined evaluation of the ballistic analysis, camera recordings, and autopsy 
reports: 
 - The bullet used was 5.56 mm and had characteristics of a sniper rifle, 
 - The direction of the shot was opposite to the Gendarmerie General Command Headquarters,   
 - Considering that the accused military personnel were in a position where they could not have 
intervened, it has been assessed that the accused TSK personnel had no direct responsibility for the 
death of Erkan Er and that the perpetrator of the incident could be an unknown armed individual. 
There is a need to expand the investigation to include non-military personnel and/or other elements. 

 

Sümer Deniz (01.03.1974, Self Employed) 

103. It is alleged by the prosecution that the deceased, Sümer Deniz, who was in the vicinity of the 
Ankara Equestrian Sports Club on the night of July 15, 2016, was killed as a result of shots fired from the 
direction of the Gendarmerie General Command Headquarters. However, despite the presence of 
numerous cameras in the area, no camera footage of the deceased was found at the scene, and there 
are significant inconsistencies regarding the time of death. According to HTS base station records, the 
location from which the victim transmitted a signal is approximately 400 meters away from the GCC 
(JGK) compound, and the exact location where the victim was shot cannot be confirmed. (Annex B 
Picture 21) 
  
104. The HTS records shown below also reveal that the victim transmitted signals from different 
locations at the time of the incident. 
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Picture 30. HTS records and Google Maps image of the locations where the deceased Sümer Deniz was 
on the night of July 15-16, 2016.  The small blue circle is the point where the deceased transmitted a 
signal at the time of death,  while the large circle is the JGK campus base station. According to distance 
measurements, the distance between the JGK compound and the location of the deceased is over 400 
meters.  
 
105. The autopsy report only specifies the entry diameter of the bullet. However, no definitive evidence 
has been found regarding the weapon from which the bullet was fired. (Annex B Picture 22) The 
perpetrator could not be identified due to the lack of definitive data regarding the bullet entry point and 
the direction of the shot. Expert reports indicate that the bullet that struck the deceased did not come 
from firearms belonging to the accused gendarmerie personnel, and that the shot was fired by an 
unknown person other than the accused soldiers. 
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106. Furthermore, some witness statements regarding the night of the incident indicate that provocative 
elements fueled the clashes between soldiers and civilians, and the chaos and confusion at the scene of 
the incident are noteworthy.  

 
107.  Considering the existing autopsy and ballistic reports (Annex B Pictures 21 and 22) and other 
evidence; 
 - The shot was not fired by the accused military personnel, 
 - The perpetrator remains unknown due to the inability to definitively determine the location and 
time of the incident,  (Annex B Pictures 21 and 22) 
 - The claims that the shot was fired from the vicinity of the Gendarmerie General Command 
Headquarters are technically insufficient,   
 - It has been concluded that there is a strong possibility that the death was caused by third parties 
other than the accused soldiers. The investigation should be deepened to find the unknown 
perpetrators.  

 
 

Ömer Can Açıkgöz (31.12.1994,  Student) 

108.  It has been alleged that the deceased Ömer Can Açıkgöz was killed in an “air strike” on the night of 
July 15-16, 2016, in Beştepe, Ankara. Despite the presence of numerous cameras at the scene, there is 
no camera footage of the incident. Existing documents contain different and contradictory statements 
regarding the location where the incident took place. Witness statements make it difficult to determine 
the exact location where the incident occurred, while indicating that the shots were not fired by the 
accused military personnel. (Annex B Picture 23) 

 
109. According to the autopsy report (Annex B Picture 24), gunpowder residue was found on the victim. 
From a ballistics perspective, this level of gunpowder residue indicates that the firing distance did not 
exceed a maximum of 2 meters. The size of the wound, 1 cm, indicates that the bullet core was 9 mm 
caliber and that the firearm used was an MP5 or similar pistol/submachine gun. The Ankara Criminal 
Police Laboratory determined that there was no ballistic connection between the bullet core used in 
the incident and the bullets fired from the defendants' weapons.  
 
110. In the witness statement given by the victim's friend (Annex B Picture 23), he stated that they were 
near the Presidential Complex on the night of the incident and that Ömer Can Açıkgöz lost his life as a 
result of a shot fired from an unknown source. There are contradictions between the claims regarding 
the scene of the incident and the camera recordings. While his father stated that he was killed by a bomb 
explosion near TOBB University, his friend Ömer Giderler stated that they were near the Presidential 
Complex that night and that he was killed by a shot fired by the JGK. (Annex B Picture 23) 
 
111. The ballistic evidence gathered, including gunpowder residue and bullet diameter, indicates that 
the weapon used in the incident did not belong to the accused military personnel and that the shot was 
fired at close range. Conflicting statements regarding the time and place of the incident make it 
technically impossible to say with certainty that the perpetrator was the accused soldier. All findings 
indicate that the perpetrator of the act that caused the death of Ömer Can Açıkgöz may have been 
someone other than the accused military personnel. 
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Tevhit Akkan (10.01.1956, Retired) 

112.  Tevhit Akkan was shot and killed on the night of July 15, 2016, in the A Nizamiye area of the 
Gendarmerie General Command, in the field opposite the Gendarmerie General Command compound. 
 

Picture 31. Video footage of the moment Tevhit Akkan was shot by a suspected sniper in the A 
Nizamiye district of the Gendarmerie General Command. The entry and exit points of the bullet in the 
autopsy report indicate the direction of the shot, as shown by the red line. 

 
113.  The autopsy findings determined that the bullet entered at the level of the left eyebrow and exited 
at the back of the head, and that its caliber was 5.56 mm. (Annex A Picture 29) This ammunition does 
not show ballistic matching with the weapon inventory of the accused TSK personnel in that region. A 
comparison of the crime scene with the autopsy findings confirmed that the shot was fired at an angle 
and from a distance. The bullet in question also does not technically match the ammunition and 
positions used by the accused Gendarmerie personnel.  
 
114.  When the existing ballistic and autopsy reports submitted to the court where the trial concerning 
the deceased was held are evaluated together with the visual evidence: 
 - The bullet that caused Tevhit Akkan's death was fired from a 5.56 mm caliber weapon at a long 
range (Annex A Picture 29), and the accused gendarmerie soldiers did not have 5.56 mm caliber 
weapons. 
 - The angle of the shot that caused the victim's death did not match the positions of the accused 
gendarmerie soldiers.   
 - Considering the presence of armed civilians, JÖAK soldiers, and PÖH at the scene of the incident, 
there is no evidence to directly link the incident to the accused gendarmerie personnel.  
 - Since the perpetrator of the incident could not be identified, the ballistic reports of the weapons 
of other armed individuals present at the scene should be obtained and the case should be re-
investigated.  
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Ankara Police Headquarters 

Cüneyt Bursa (27.10.1979, Police Officer) 

115. It is alleged that he was deceased on the night of July 15, 2016, in front of the Ankara Police 

Headquarters, when armored vehicles allegedly pushed police TOMA vehicles, and he was crushed 

between two TOMA vehicles.  

116. Although the initial post-mortem examination report (Annex A Picture 30) stated that he was killed 

in a bombing near the General Staff Headquarters and that there was a gunshot wound on his body, the 

autopsy found no gunshot or shrapnel wounds on his body. It was determined that the cause of death 

was general bodily trauma and internal bleeding. This situation reveals inconsistencies and 

contradictions in the official claims. 

117. The Ankara Smuggling Branch Directorate's letter dated November 18, 2016 explains the death of 

the deceased Cüneyt Bursa in two different and contradictory ways. The first states that he died after 

being crushed between armored personnel carriers and TOMA vehicles when the armored personnel 

carriers pushed the TOMA vehicles in front of Gate A of the General Directorate of Security. The second 

states that the deceased died after being caught between two TOMA vehicles when the armored 

personnel carriers collided with the TOMA vehicles while he was traveling on the Samsun road towards 

the Akköprü Metro stop.   Despite the presence of cameras at the General Directorate of Security's A 

gate and on the TOMA vehicles, there is no recording of the incident or Cüneyt Bursa's death. 

Furthermore, there was no movement of armored vehicles in the direction of the Samsun road, where 

it is alleged that the armored vehicles crushed the TOMA vehicles.      
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Picture 32. It has been alleged that the deceased, Cüneyt Bursa, was crushed to death between TOMA 
vehicles in front of the Ankara Police Headquarters. Camera footage does not show the deceased 
between the vehicles; the report only states that the TOMA vehicles were damaged. 

118. There is no conclusive evidence in the file regarding the soldiers accused of causing Cüneyt Bursa's 

death. Due to the lack of conclusive evidence establishing the manner of death and the perpetrator, the 

incident appears to be a case of unknown perpetrator under legal definition. Although the official claim 

of “being crushed between TOMA vehicles” and “the responsibility of the accused soldiers” has been 

accepted by the court, the findings in the file and the camera footage do not support these claims. There 

is a need to re-investigate the death, the actual cause of which has been determined to be bodily trauma 

and internal bleeding. 
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Muhammet Oğuz Kılınç (01.01.1990, Police Officer) 

119.  It has been alleged that police officer Muhammet Oğuz Kılınç was shot and killed on July 15, 2016, 

at the Ankara Provincial Police Headquarters compound. Although the official claim is that he was killed 

by the fire of the accused soldiers, this claim is seriously questioned based on the available evidences. 

120.  According to the autopsy report in Annex A-Picture 30, an entry wound containing a distinct impact 

ring approximately 0.5 cm in diameter was found on the outer part of the left eyebrow, indicating that 

the shot was fired at close range. The exit wound is 20×10 cm in size and has a multi-fragmented firearm 

exit pattern, indicating the use of high-kinetic energy ammunition. 

121.  The term “long-range shot” in the report contradicts the impact ring on the entry wound; this raises 

the possibility of either an error or falsification in the report. 

122.  It has been determined that the line of fire causing the victim's fatal injury was horizontal or slightly 

upward. Considering the position of the military vehicle and armored vehicles, the shot allegedly fired 

at the victim from the armored vehicles should have followed an upward trajectory. Therefore, it was 

determined that the angle of the shot from the firing line of the military vehicle did not match the angle 

of the shot wound on the victim. 

123.  The statement of İlkay Sökmen, who was presented as the most critical witness to the incident, 

was taken approximately 9 months after the incident; in his statement, he stated that the victim was 

“shot in the back of the head.” The autopsy findings indicate that the bullet entry wound was on the left 

front part of the face—this contradiction undermines the credibility of the witness's statement. 

124.  Another witness, Köksal Gürel, stated that İlkay Sökmen was the person closest to the victim at the 

moment of the shooting but did not see any of the accused soldiers firing. This directly refutes the claim 

of military fire.  

125.  Although the Ankara Provincial Police Headquarters compound is monitored by hundreds of 

cameras, there is no video recording of the moment of the shooting; this increases the lack of evidence 

and raises questions. 

126.  When the autopsy report, ballistic findings, contradictions in witness statements, and the absence 

of camera recordings are evaluated together, the official claim that the victim was shot by a soldier 

appears technically and evidence-wise indefensible. 

127.  Under these circumstances, the incident should still be considered unsolved. In light of the 

available data, the need to launch an independent, impartial, and comprehensive investigation to 

uncover the real cause of death and those responsible is clearly evident. 

Marmaris  

Mehmet Çetin (15.12.1977, Police Officer) 

128.  It has been alleged that Mehmet Çetin, who served as presidential bodyguard  for President Recep 
Tayyip Erdoğan, was killed in Marmaris on the night of July 15-16, 2016, by accused Brigadier General 
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Gökhan Şahin Sönmezateş and his team. However, detailed investigations, witness statements, and 
official documents show that the Mehmet Çetin's death occurred between midnight and 12:30 a.m., 
hours before the aforementioned team arrived at the scene of the incident in Marmaris at 03:45 on 16 
July 2016 (Annex B Picture 25).    
 
129. Furthermore, the ambulance driver and medical personnel present at the scene stated that they 
were called due to the clash occurring around 01:00 a.m.  (Annex B Picture 26) 
 
130. SADU brand cartridges for 7.62 mm caliber weapons, MAG magazines, and SCOPE brand gas masks 
were found at the scene of the clash. However, no such materials were found among the weapons, 
ammunition, and equipment seized from the accused brigadier general's team. There is a ballistic 
mismatch between the ammunition used in the fatalities that occurred in this area and the weapons and 
ammunition of the accused team.   
 

Picture 33. Equipment found in the area where Mehmet Çetin was deceased. The ammunition and 
equipment shown in the image are not among the equipment of the convicted defendants.  
  
 
131. When the existing evidence and technical reports (Annex B Pictures 24–25) are evaluated: 
 - Mehmet Çetin's death was caused by another unknown team, described as wearing military 
uniforms and equipped with heavy weapons, who arrived in the area by helicopter around 00:00-
00:30, approximately 3 hours before the accused brigadier general and his team arrived at the scene. 
(Annex B Picture 25)    
 - The ammunition found at the scene does not match the ammunition found on the accused 
brigadier general and his team.   
 - Due to the political and military sensitivity of the incident, a more comprehensive and 
independent investigation is needed to identify the real perpetrators.  

 
 

Nedip Cengiz Eker (17.11.1975, Police Officer) 

132. On the night of July 15, 2016, in Marmaris, it is alleged that police officer Nedip Cengiz Eker, who 
was assigned to protect the Grand Yazıcı Mares Hotel where President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan was on 
vacation, was killed at around 3:00 a.m. by accused Brigadier General Gökhan Şahin Sönmezateş and his 
team. However, judicial investigations and numerous witness statements have revealed that Eker died 
at 12:43 a.m. as a result of a stab wound (Annex A Picture 31). At that time, accused Brigadier General 
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Gökhan Şahin Sönmezateş and his team were still 210 kilometers away in Çiğli/Izmir. This proves that 
Eker's death could not have been carried out by the alleged team. 
 
133. The statement given by Çetin Şahan, a police officer of the Marmaris District Police Department 
who was on security duty at the Turban Hotel until 00:30 on the night of July 15, 2016, confirms that the 
death occurred in the early hours and that the accused team was not in the area at that time. Şahan's 
statement supports the existence of a possible unknown group. (Annex B Picture 27) Çetin Şahan, who 
confirmed the arrival of the unknown group with his statement, was killed under suspicious 
circumstances on July 19, 2016.35 The regime's pressure and investigations against another media group 
trying to investigate this issue are also noteworthy. 
 
134. Evidence found at the scene of the incident includes EMPTY cartridges from 7.62 mm caliber SADU 
brand weapons, as seen in Picture 33, magazines marked MAG, SCOPE brand gas masks, and silver-
colored bullet cores. This ammunition is different from the 5.56 mm caliber weapons used by the 
accused Brigadier General Gökhan Şahin Sönmezateş and his team. Furthermore, the wound on Eker's 
body is 2-3 cm in diameter and 8-9 cm deep, which does not correspond to the damage that 5.56 mm 
caliber bullets can cause. The evidence shows that the weapon and persons who shot Eker are different 
from the alleged team. 
  
135. In light of the information, documents, and evidence presented in court: 
 - Nedip Cengiz Eker's death occurred at approximately 00:43, prior to the arrival of the alleged 
accused Brigadier General Gökhan Şahin Sönmezateş and his team in Marmaris, as a result of a sharp 
instrument injury.   
 - The ammunition and type of weapon used in the incident are incompatible with the weapons 
carried by the alleged defendant's team.   
 - Forensic reports, bullet ballistics, and criminal findings indicate that the victim was shot by a 
different team or unknown persons.  It indicates that the victim was killed by another unknown team, 
described as arriving in the area by helicopter around 00:00-00:30, approximately 3 hours before the 
arrival of the accused brigadier general and his team at the scene, wearing military uniforms and 
equipped with heavy weapons. (Annex B Picture 25) 
 - Investigations into the incident reveal doubts and shortcomings in identifying the actual 
perpetrators. The decision handed down by the higher courts regarding this death case must be 
reevaluated in favor of the defendants, taking into account the very clear evidence available.  

 

İstanbul Sabiha Gökçen Airport 

Ozan Özen (10.09.1993, Police Officer) 

136. It is alleged that the deceased Ozan Özen, who was on duty in Istanbul on the night of July 15, was 
killed in a clash with the accused soldiers.   
 
137. On the night of July 15, 2016, while on duty in the Istanbul Sabiha Gökçen Airport area, he was 
injured when shots were fired from outside while he was in a vehicle in transit, and later died in the 
hospital where he was taken. The perpetrator's identity could not be clearly determined in the incident, 
the evidence related to the crime was found to be insufficient, and as a result of the trial, the defendants 
were acquitted by the decision of the Istanbul 28th Heavy Penal Court. (Annex B Picture 28) 

 
35 Marmaris'te polis memurunu araçla ezdiler Accession Link:  https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/15-temmuz-darbe-
girisimi/marmariste-polis-memurunu-aracla-ezdiler/611177   (Accession Date : 15.11.2025) 

 

https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/15-temmuz-darbe-girisimi/marmariste-polis-memurunu-aracla-ezdiler/611177
https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/15-temmuz-darbe-girisimi/marmariste-polis-memurunu-aracla-ezdiler/611177
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138. The forensic report states that Ozan Özen was shot in the temple with a single shot fired at close 
range, which caused his death. According to the statement of Gökhan Tuncer, another police officer who 
was in the driver's seat of the vehicle at the time of the incident, the shot came from outside, from the 
side where the accused soldiers were not present. No evidence was found linking the defendants to the 
victim in terms of ballistic matching. This indicates that the perpetrator of the crime is unknown and that 
the case should be re-investigated. 

 

Etimesgut Armored Forces School   

Emin Güner  (09.12.1962, Self-employed (Digital Radio Systems Manufacturer)) 

139. The victim, Emin Güner, died after falling from a tank belonging to the Etimesgut Armored Forces 
School, which was moving towards the barracks on the night of July 15-16, 2016. Despite allegations in 
the public sphere that he was deliberately killed by the accused soldiers, eyewitnesses and technical 
reports indicate that the incident was an accident.   
 
140. The expert report on the incident (Annex B Picture 29) and image analyses reveal that the accused 
Tank Commander was thrown down and beaten by the crowd, resulting in the loss of radio contact 
between the accused Lt. Ahmet Faruk Çavuş, who took over his duties, lost radio contact with the crew 
and subsequently lost communication with the driver due to the excessive noise of the tank. During the 
vehicle's return to the barracks, the deceased, who was on the tank, fell from it. The findings of beating 
and trauma support the conclusion that the death was not the result of intentional pushing from the 
tank, but rather a severe head injury caused by the accident.  
 
141. Witness statements confirm that Emir Güner was injured after falling from the tank.  The statement 
of the deceased's wife also details the accident that occurred while the tank was moving at high speed. 
It is emphasized that the accused soldiers did not act with intent to kill, and that the events were caused 
by a loss of communication among the tank crew. 

 
142.  In light of all the evidence and proceedings: 
 - Emin Güner's death was caused by a head injury resulting from the tank's sudden movement and 
subsequent fall.   
 - There was no direct intent or use of force by the accused soldiers in the incident. 
 - Witnesses and expert reports confirm that the accident was not the result of intentional 
intervention, and the accused soldiers in the tank were not held responsible.  (Annex B Picture 29) 
 - The court file also states that the incident was the result of an accident.   

 
 

İstanbul  

Emrah Sağaz  (01.04.1989, Textile Worker) 

143. It has been alleged that the deceased Emrah Sağaz was killed in Istanbul on the night of July 15, 
2016, as a result of the actions of the accused soldiers.  
 
144. However, no firearm injuries, ballistic or criminal evidence related to Emrah Sağaz's death were 
found. As a result of the letter written by the Istanbul Chief Public Prosecutor's Office to the TEM Branch 
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and the investigation, Emrah Sağaz's death was recorded as a vehicle collision (traffic accident).  (Annex 
B Picture 30) 
 
145. The official letter issued by the Istanbul Chief Public Prosecutor's Office stated that there was no 
need for an investigation. No case was filed against any person who could have caused the victim's death 
within the scope of the investigation, and the file was not subject to prosecution within the scope of July 
15. (Annex B Picture 31) 

 

Halil İbrahim Yıldırım (18.12.2001, Student / Car Dealership Worker)  

146.  It was reported in the media that Halil İbrahim Yıldırım, who was in Istanbul on the night of July 15, 
2016, died after being shot in the head.36   However, investigations conducted by the Istanbul Chief Public 
Prosecutor's Office and relevant police authorities determined that the death was unrelated to the 
actions of the accused soldiers on the night of July 15-16, 2016. Contrary to the claims of the official 
authorities, Yıldırım's death was unrelated to the events in front of the Bayrampaşa Rapid Deployment 
Unit and occurred in a completely different location. (Annex B Picture 29) For this reason, no indictment 
was issued against any accused in connection with the death of this victim within the scope of the July 
15 events, and Yıldırım's file was removed from the list of victims. There has been no trial or conviction 
in relation to Yıldırım's death. (Annex B Picture 30) 

 

Mahmut Eşit (01.01.1972, Tradesman) 

147. It has been alleged that Mahmut Eşit died on the evening of July 17, 2016, in Sultangazi, Istanbul, 
after falling from his motorcycle while carrying a Turkish flag on his motorcycle to participate in the 
Democracy Watches37 held throughout Turkey, due to a stone (or plastic bottle) thrown by a civilian.38 
Official authorities and some media outlets attempted to link the incident to the events of July 15, 
claiming that the death was caused by someone, who had allegedly involved in the coup attempt, during 
the so-called anti-coup protests. However, investigations and court rulings have shown that the 
perpetrator had no connection to any criminal organization. 
 
148. The decisions of the Istanbul Chief Public Prosecutor's Office and the Istanbul 27th Heavy Penal 
Court emphasized that the incident had no connection to the events of July 15 (Annex B Picture 32) and 
that the victim's name did not appear in the Ministry of Health's hospital records for the night of July 15. 
The court acquitted the defendants and determined that there was no connection between the death 
and the perpetrator within the scope of July 15. 

 
 

 
36 Halil İbrahim Yıldırım Accession Link: https://www.15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/halil-i%CC%87brahim-yildirim/biyografi  
(Accession Date : 15.11.2025) 
37 Demokrasi Nöbetleri Accession Link:  https://www.yenisafak.com/15temmuz/demokrasi-nobetleri-olay-detay  (Accession 
Date : 15.11.2025) 
38 Mahmut Eşit Accession Link: https://www.yenisafak.com/15temmuz/mahmut-esit-kisi-detay  (Accession Date : 15.11.2025) 

https://www.15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/halil-i̇brahim-yildirim/biyografi
https://www.yenisafak.com/15temmuz/demokrasi-nobetleri-olay-detay
https://www.yenisafak.com/15temmuz/mahmut-esit-kisi-detay
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Picture 34. Video footage of the moment when the deceased Mahmut Eşit fell from his motorcycle 
and lost his life after being struck by an object thrown by an individual while riding his motorcycle on 
the night of July 17, 2016. 

 

Erhan Dündar  (01.01.1995,  Textile Worker) 

149. It has been alleged that the deceased Erhan Dündar died as a result of the actions of the accused 
soldiers on the night of July 15-16, 2016, in Istanbul. However, the investigations and trials that have 
been completed have revealed that Erhan Dündar's death was not directly related to the events that 
took place on July 15. The official Forensic Medicine Institute report revealed that the victim died after 
falling from a moving truck on July 16, 2016. (Annex A Picture 32) The prosecutor's office authorized to 
investigate the case did not prepare an indictment, and the case was removed from the scope of July 
15. Therefore, there is no trial opened or ruled on regarding the death of Erhan Dündar. 

 

İsmail Kayık (02.10.1961, Retired) 

150. İsmail Kayık was among the crowd that gathered near the Kağıthane Bridge in Istanbul on the night 
of July 15, 2016, following the President's call. As a result of the panic and excitement caused by the 
events, he suffered a heart attack, was taken to the hospital, and died 18 days later. The prosecutor's 
investigation and judicial proceedings determined that his death was not directly related to the actions 
of the accused soldiers on the night of July 15-16, 2016. There is no technical evidence in the court file 
of a death caused by armed intervention by the accused soldiers or third parties. Therefore, the 
competent prosecutor did not file a case against the accused soldiers in relation to the incident, and the 
deceased's death was separated from the file. (Annex B Picture 33) Although different claims have 
appeared in the media,39 official reports confirm that the cause of death was a heart attack. 

 

 
39 İsmail Kayık Accession Link: https://www.yenisafak.com/en/15-july-coup-attempt-in-turkey/ismail-kayik-kisi-en-detail  
(Accession Date : 15.11.2025) 

https://www.yenisafak.com/en/15-july-coup-attempt-in-turkey/ismail-kayik-kisi-en-detail
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Ramazan Meşe (04.04.1991, Carpenter) 

151. Ramazan Meşe participated in protests against the events that took place in Istanbul on the night 
of July 15, 2016, following the President's call. According to allegations, he lost his life during the clashes 
that followed the coup attempt. However, investigations and official inquiries show that his death was 
not related to the actions of the accused soldiers. (Annex B Picture 34) The incident occurred as a result 
of an armed attack carried out by members of the DHKP-C terrorist organization on July 17, 2016.40 This 
led to the victim being removed from the list of 15 July deaths. (Annex B Picture 31) 
 
152. Official investigations indicate that the gunshot wound that caused Ramazan Meşe's death was the 
result of gunfire opened by members of the DHKP-C terrorist organization. No ballistic evidence related 
to the incident could be linked to the accused soldiers; on the contrary, the attack was carried out by 
terrorist elements. This was confirmed by the Istanbul Chief Public Prosecutor's Office, and the victim 
was removed from the July 15 trial files. (Annex B Picture 31) 

 

Engin Tilbeç (25.04.2001, Textile worker)  

153. The deceased Engin Tilbaç lost his life in Istanbul on the night of July 15-16, 2016. Official authorities 
and trials have established that the death was not related to the actions of the accused soldiers, but 
occurred due to other various reasons. (Annex B Picture 33) The Istanbul Chief Public Prosecutor's Office, 
which conducted the investigation, examined the death in detail and found no evidence that it could 
have been caused by the actions of the accused soldiers. In a letter to the Istanbul Police Department, it 
reported that the victim had died due to other various reasons and that his name had been removed 
from the list. (Annex B Picture 33) In this context, this case has been removed from the court files within 
the scope of the July 15 trials. (Annex B Picture 32) 
 

Balıkesir 

Mahmut Eren (13.06.1970, Tradesman) 

154. It has been alleged that Mahmut Eren, who was in Balıkesir on the night of July 15, 2016, lost his 
life as a result of the actions of the accused soldiers.41 However, the results of the official investigation 
and trial revealed that Mahmut Eren's death had no direct connection to the events of July 15.   
 
155. There is no evidence of any firearm injury or ballistic evidence in Mahmut Eren's death. According 
to the autopsy report, the cause of death was determined to be a heart attack. In this context, witness 
statements and existing evidence confirm that the deceased died due to health problems, not during 
the events that took place on the night of July 15.  

 
156. The prosecutor's records also indicate that there was no intervention or action by the accused 
soldiers related to the deaths, and no evidence pointing to the responsibility of the accused soldiers has 
been found. Therefore, there is no case filed against the accused soldiers by the competent local 
prosecutor's office regarding the deaths of the victims. 
 

 
40 Ramazan Mese Accession Link: https://15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/ramazan-mese/biyografi  (Accession Date : 15.11.2025) 
41 15 Temmuz'da Balıkesir 2 Şehit Verdi Nasıl Mı? Accession Link: https://gazetemerhaba.com/15-temmuzda-balikesir-2-sehit-
verdi   (Accession Date : 15.11.2025) 

 

https://15temmuz.gov.tr/kahraman/ramazan-mese/biyografi
https://gazetemerhaba.com/15-temmuzda-balikesir-2-sehit-verdi
https://gazetemerhaba.com/15-temmuzda-balikesir-2-sehit-verdi
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V. Conclusion 

157. This report includes the deaths of 72 individuals whose cases have been examined, out of the 251 
individuals alleged to have lost their lives due to the actions of the accused soldiers on the night of July 
15-16, 2016, and thereafter.   

 
158.  In light of the findings of this report, international human rights law imposes obligations on states 
to protect the right to life and investigate violations. Under Article 6 of the International Covenant on 
Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), the right to life is the most fundamental right that cannot be suspended 
even in times of war or emergency. Arbitrary deprivation of this right is strictly prohibited. 
 
159. The Human Rights Committee's General Comment No. 36 further expands the state's responsibility, 
encompassing not only the obligation to refrain from direct executions by its own agents (negative 
obligation), but also the duty to prevent actions threatening life, regardless of their source, and to 
effectively investigate violations (positive obligation).  The use of lethal force is an extreme measure that 
may only be resorted to as a “last resort” when it is “absolutely necessary” to protect life. 
 
160. The cases presented in our report reveal serious shortcomings in Turkey's fulfillment of these 
international obligations. Thoroughly investigating, prosecuting, and punishing perpetrators requires 
strong political will, but Turkish state officials have failed to do so. Turkish officials also show no 
willingness to adequately and thoroughly investigate, prosecute, and punish perpetrators.  
 
161. It is also clear that the Turkish criminal justice system is in serious crisis. Political pressure on the 
judiciary, dismissals, forced transfers, and widespread self-censorship among judges and prosecutors 
are fueling impunity and perceptions of impunity in the country. Judges frequently exercise their 
discretion to dismiss cases arbitrarily. Given valid concerns about the Turkish Government's extensive 
control over the entire judiciary in Turkey, it must be stated that the independence of the judiciary 
cannot be trusted.  
 
162. However, the allegations indicate that the government failed to take necessary precautions prior 
to the events and did not conduct an effective investigation afterward. Even more concerning are the 
allegations that the government has shielded the perpetrators through decrees issued under the law 
and subsequently adopted legislation. This situation promotes a culture of impunity, contrary to the 
fundamental principles of international human rights law. 
 
163. The evidence presented in this report demonstrates that, rather than isolated incidents, the 
government has turned a blind eye to extrajudicial killings carried out through deliberate, 
disproportionate, and excessive use of force, disregarding its international obligations. Furthermore, it 
has violated its negative obligations by failing to take necessary precautions prior to the incidents. 
Moreover, it shows that the investigations conducted by official authorities following these deaths and 
the trials of the accused soldiers in court were inadequate, non-independent, and far from meeting 
international standards, thus failing to fulfill the positive (effective investigation) obligation. 
 
164.  In preparing this report, the data from open sources such as independent researchers' 
investigations into the deaths, court records, autopsy reports, and images and news reports in the media 
were used. 72 cases have been clarified, and it has been determined that the accused soldiers were not 
directly involved in these deaths. The comparative table in Annex C shows the alleged and actual causes 
of death of 72 citizens. It is assessed that the remaining cases continue to be investigated by 
independent researchers.   
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165. This report proves that the deaths of 251 citizens who lost their lives on the night of July 15-16, 
2016, and thereafter, did not result from the actions of the accused soldiers. Of the 72 deaths in the 
report caused by firearms, ballistic evidence and swab analysis results show that the bullets associated 
with the deaths did not come from the defendants' weapons. It has also been confirmed that the 
defendants did not have equipment that would have enabled accurate shooting under night conditions 
at the scene. Camera recordings and witness statements also indicate that shots were fired from 
different directions at the same time at the locations where the deaths occurred and that there were 
unidentified armed individuals present. 
 
166. It has been determined by expert reports that the accused military personnel generally fired 
warning shots for defensive purposes and to a limited extent in the chaotic and uncontrolled 
environment, and that the deaths investigated in this report were not directly caused by the accused 
military personnel. Despite attempts to link some deaths to fire from helicopters or tanks, these claims 
were not supported by scientific evidence, and it was determined that the causes of death were due to 
different traumatic or natural causes. 
 
167. The fact that the victims were killed with a single shot, with fire coming from different points 
outside the line of sight and firing direction of the accused soldiers and/or with bullets incompatible with 
the accused military personals’ weapons, clearly shows that there were unknown snipers in the field and 
that this served the purpose of increasing the death toll. This situation also reveals that the Turkish state 
authorities and the justice system failed to fulfill their negative and positive responsibilities by not taking 
the necessary measures to prevent the events from occurring and by not investigating the events 
sufficiently in accordance with the law and order.                             .                                                                                                      
 
 
168. On the night of July 15-16, 2016, numerous eyewitnesses reported the presence of unknown 
snipers with the aim of increasing the number of deaths. Indeed, camera footage showing weapons used 
in the alleged executions being thrown into barracks and shots fired from opposite/different directions 
where the accused soldier was not present are the clearest evidence of this situation.42 
 

 
42 Accessed from the video posted on the X account “ASKEROĞLU (@LatifErkan6)” on January 26, 2024  (Accession Date: 
05.11.2025) 

https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
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Picture 35. The moment when cameras captured weapons being thrown into the Gendarmerie's 
garden, which may have caused civilian deaths on the night of July 15-16, 2016. Date and time: July 
16, 2016, 06:58 43  
 
169. In the courts, requests in favor of the accused were largely ignored, not examined, and the 
statements and testimonies of individuals who could have shed light on many issues through their 
testimony were largely disregarded. Furthermore, it has been recorded that court panels have even 
intervened in questions asked by the defendant's lawyers to interveners/complainants and/or victims 
of the crime who appeared in court.  
 
170. During the course of the trial, the universal legal principles of “proceeding from evidence to the 
accused” 44 and “the benefit of the doubt goes to the accused” 45 were not applied to a sufficient extent. 
In criminal proceedings, the investigator must first gather evidence and then reach the accused based 
on this evidence, but the defendants have been forced to prove their innocence. In the case file 
concerning the death of the victim Hasan Gülhan, not only was the collection of evidence neglected, but 
the camera footage recording the moment of death was tampered with, some images were deleted, and 
the scene of the incident was cleaned under the supervision of the PÖH (Special Operations Unit). In the 
Marmaris case, two police officers were killed hours before the team convicted in the case arrived at the 
scene, but this team did not escape punishment. 
 
171. Based on the available information and documents, these 72 deaths, which have been fully 
investigated and are not directly related to the accused soldiers, also serve as proof that the Turkish 
legal system is not functioning/is not being implemented.  
 

 
43 Accessed from the video posted on the X account “ASKEROĞLU (@LatifErkan6)” on January 26, 2024  (Accession Date: 
05.11.2025) 
44 ÇAĞDAŞ CEZA HUKUKUNDA "DELİLDEN SANIĞA GİTME" İLKESİ Accession Link: https://www.hukukihaber.net/cagdas-ceza-
hukukunda-delilden-saniga-gitme-ilkesi    (Accession Date: 30.11.2025) 
45 Delilden Sanığa Gitme Prensibi Accession Link: https://www.tevfikyildirim.av.tr/delilden-saniga-gitme-prensibi/    (Accession 
Date: 30.11.2025) 

https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
https://www.hukukihaber.net/cagdas-ceza-hukukunda-delilden-saniga-gitme-ilkesi
https://www.hukukihaber.net/cagdas-ceza-hukukunda-delilden-saniga-gitme-ilkesi
https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
https://www.tevfikyildirim.av.tr/delilden-saniga-gitme-prensibi/
https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
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172. Independent researchers examined the events of July 15-16, 2016, and clarified the positions of the 
parties involved. However, since the subject of this report is the deaths that occurred, every effort has 
been made to avoid this topic as much as possible.  
 
173. before the court However, the government controling 84% of the media46 attempts to dictate its 
own claims to the national and international public through media and perception operations, uses the 
argument of 251 deaths at every opportunity to cover up the truth about the events of July 15-16, 2016. 
In this context, using the arguments presented in this report during contacts with Turkish authorities will 
contribute to the work. It is considered that questioning the following points during the contacts will be 
useful in revealing the truth in order to expose those truly responsible for the deaths discussed in this 
report:   

a. How many of the deaths referred to as “251 martyrs” are directly related to the defendants? 
What procedures were followed and what legal processes were implemented regarding deaths not 
related to the defendants? 

b. What actions were taken regarding the defendants' requests for examination of evidence and 
hearing of witnesses? To what extent were these requests granted? (Annex D) What are the reasons for 
the unmet requests? How did the courts reach their decisions by violating the defendants' right to hear 
witnesses? 

c. Were defendants provided with sufficient opportunity to present their arguments for their free 
defense? What is the reason for interfering with the questions asked by the defendants' lawyers to the 
witnesses/complainants who appeared in court? 47 48  

d. Have the evidences that is in favor of the defendants been taken into account in the indictments 
and in all of the courts' reasoned decisions? If not, what are the reasons?  

e. What are the reasons for not taking into account fundamental legal principles such as 
“proceeding from evidence to the accused” 49 and “the benefit of the doubt goes to the accused”? 

f. Have the unknown snipers who were present on the ground on the night of July 15-16, 2016, 
whose existence is confirmed by witness and accused statements, been identified?  Have any unknown 
snipers been found and brought? 

g. Who ordered the paramilitary forces present in the field on the night of July 15-16, 2016? What 
steps have been taken to identify the paramilitary forces? 

h. Regarding the weapons officially documented as distributed by the General Directorate of 
Security on the night of July 15, have any administrative or judicial proceedings been initiated to date? 
Has it been clarified to whom these weapons were delivered, on what grounds, and under what 
inventory? Have ballistic examinations of the distributed weapons been completed and the results 
shared with the public?  

i. How is the similarity between the types of bullet cores identified in autopsy reports and the 
firearms in the inventory of the General Directorate of Security explained? Furthermore, have 
allegations that the indiscriminate or uncontrolled use of distributed firearms led to the shooting of our 
citizens as a result of mistakes or misidentification of targets been investigated and resolved? 

 
46 Rapor: Türkiye'de ana akım medya gruplarının tümü hükümetin kontrolünde Accession Link: 
https://tr.euronews.com/2022/10/10/rapor-turkiyede-ana-akim-medya-gruplarinin-tum-hukumetin-kontrolunde  (Accession 
Date: 30.11.2025) 
47 15 Temmuz’un Sahte Gazileri: Ömer Onarangil Accession Link: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bhcPjX-e75A (05:15-
05:42)  (Accession Date: 30.11.2025) 
48 15 Temmuz’un Sahte Gazileri: Mehmet Arif Arslan Accession Link: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EgnIlXDaiWo 
(09:10-09:30)  (Accession Date: 30.11.2025) 
49 ÇAĞDAŞ CEZA HUKUKUNDA "DELİLDEN SANIĞA GİTME" İLKESİ Accession Link: https://www.hukukihaber.net/cagdas-ceza-
hukukunda-delilden-saniga-gitme-ilkesi    (Accession Date: 30.11.2025) 

https://tr.euronews.com/2022/10/10/rapor-turkiyede-ana-akim-medya-gruplarinin-tum-hukumetin-kontrolunde
https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bhcPjX-e75A
https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EgnIlXDaiWo
https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
https://www.hukukihaber.net/cagdas-ceza-hukukunda-delilden-saniga-gitme-ilkesi
https://www.hukukihaber.net/cagdas-ceza-hukukunda-delilden-saniga-gitme-ilkesi
https://x.com/LatifErkan6/status/1750955918089433593
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j. Based on these 72 proven deaths, have the case files been re-examined to deepen the 
investigation, have the camera footage from the scene been fully added to the file, and have critical 
witnesses been heard? 

160. As summarized above, some of the victims involved in the cases, who took to the streets at the call 

of President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, lost their lives as a result of gunfire from unknown person or persons 

using firearms, while others lost their lives in traffic accidents, natural causes, and unknown causes on 

the night of July 15-16 and thereafter.  No case has been filed for 13 of the victims who lost their lives. 

However, Turkey continues to claim that there were “251 martyrs” in relation to the events of July 15 

on every platform, disseminating this false information nationally50  and internationally.51 52 53  

161. Consequently, taking into account the information, documents, and witness statements presented 

in the report, the report should be re-examined by the relevant authorities based on impartial, legal, 

and scientific grounds; it is necessary to take the steps required to ensure justice, to find the perpetrators 

of the deaths/killings that occurred independently of the actions of the accused soldiers on the night of 

July 15-16, 2016 and thereafter, and to reveal the real perpetrators of the events. 

 

 
50 15 Temmuz Şehitleri anısına 15 Temmuz Dijital Arşivi Accession Link: https://15temmuz.gov.tr  (Accession Date: 
05.09.2025)   
51 Second periodic report submitted by Türkiye under article 40 of the Covenant pursuant to the optional reporting 
procedure, due in 2022, to International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. Accession Link : 
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/4010899?ln=zh_CN&v=pdf (Accession Date: 19.11.2025) 
52 Fifth periodic report submitted by Turkey under article 19 of the Convention pursuant to the simplified reporting 
procedure, due in 2020, to Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment 
Accession Link : https://docs.un.org/en/CAT/C/TUR/5 (Accession Date: 19.11.2025) 
53 Observations of the government of the republic of Türkiye on the admissibility and merits concerning the application of 
Ünlü v. Türkiye (no. 40848/19) and 10 other applications before the European Court of Human 
Rights Date: 21 July 2024 

https://15temmuz.gov.tr/
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/4010899?ln=zh_CN&v=pdf
https://docs.un.org/en/CAT/C/TUR/5
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Annex A – Autopsy Reports  

 
Picture 1.  Autopsy report indicating that one firearm bullet was found in the body of the deceased 
Askeri Çoban and that the injury was fatal 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Picture 2. The autopsy report indicates that one firearm bullet was found in the body of the deceased 
Ayşe Aykaç and that the injury was fatal, and that death occurred as a result of internal bleeding caused 
by internal organ rupture along with bone fractures in her body. 
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Picture 3. Autopsy report indicating that one firearm bullet was found in the body of the deceased 
Barış Efe and that this injury was fatal. 

 

 

 

 

 
 
Picture 4. Autopsy report indicating that one firearm bullet struck the body of the deceased Batuhan 
Ergin and that the resulting injury was fatal. 
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Picture 5.  Autopsy report indicating that the deceased Çetin Can had one firearm bullet core wound 
in his body and that the resulting injury was of a nature that caused death independently 

 

 

 

 
 
Picture 6. The autopsy report indicates that one firearm bullet was found in the body of the deceased 
Kemal Ekşi and that this injury was sufficient to cause death on its own. 
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Picture 7.  Autopsy report indicating that two firearm bullet entry wounds were found on the body of 
the deceased Mehmet Karaaslan and that this injury was sufficient to cause death on its own 

 

 

 

 
Picture 8. Autopsy report indicating that one firearm wound was found on the body of the deceased 
Mehmet Yılmaz and that this wound was independently lethal. 
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Picture 9. Autopsy report indicating that one firearm bullet wound was found on the body of the 
deceased Muhammet Ambar and that this wound alone was lethal. 

 

 
Picture 10.  Autopsy report indicating that one firearm wound was found on the body of the deceased 
Onur Kılıç and that this wound was independently lethal in nature 

 
Picture 11. Autopsy report indicating that one bullet from a firearm was found in the body of the 
deceased Şeyhmus Demir and that this injury alone was fatal. 
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Picture 12.  Autopsy report indicating that one firearm bullet core struck the body of the deceased 
Salih Alışkan and that this injury alone was fatal 

 

 

 

 
Picture 13.  Autopsy report indicating that one firearm bullet core was found in the body of the 
deceased Samet Uslu and that this injury was fatal in nature 
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Picture 14. Autopsy report indicating that one firearm bullet struck the body of the deceased Kemal 
Tosun and that this injury was independently lethal. 

 

 

 

 

 
Picture 15. The autopsy report indicates that one bullet from a firearm struck the body of the deceased, 
Münür Alkan, and that this injury was independently lethal. 
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Picture 16.  Autopsy report showing that one firearm bullet struck the body of the deceased Onur 
Ensar Ayanoğlu and that this injury was independently lethal 

 

 

 
Picture 17. Autopsy report showing that one firearm injury was found on the body of the deceased 
Recep Büyük and that this injury was independently fatal. 
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Picture 18. Autopsy report showing that one firearm bullet struck the body of the deceased Şenol 
Sağman and that this injury was independently fatal. 

 

 
 
Picture 19. The autopsy report on the deceased Erol Olçok indicates that bleeding caused by a firearm 
bullet defect was observed in the upper lobe of the left lung and the lower lobe of the right lung; an 
entry wound from a firearm bullet was found on the front of the left shoulder; an exit wound from a 
3 × 2 centimeter firearm bullet was detected in the right infrascapular region. Autopsy report of Erol 
Olçok (Proves the death by shooting) 
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Picture 20. The autopsy report shows that a 0.9 × 0.6 × 0.2 centimeter metallic object was retrieved 
from the body of the deceased Akın Sertçelik, that the injury caused by this metallic object was not 
lethal, and that the person's death was caused by external bleeding in conjunction with general 
bodily trauma, skull fractures, and extremity fractures. 

 
Picture 21. The autopsy report indicates that the death of the deceased Burhan Öner resulted from 
external bleeding caused by major vessel injury, along with pelvic and extremity bone fractures 
associated with pelvic and extremity trauma. 

Picture 22 : The expert report indicates that the bullet core extracted from the body of the deceased 
Mustafa Avcu was a steel armor-piercing bullet core. 
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Picture 23. The autopsy report of the deceased Suat Akıncı shows that the deceased's death was 
caused by penetrating injuries resulting in skeletal system bone fractures and internal organ damage, 
as well as internal and external bleeding, and that no foreign objects were found in the body during 
the autopsy. 

 

 
Picture 24. The autopsy report indicates that the death of the deceased Osman Arslan was caused by 
brain hemorrhage and internal bleeding resulting from internal organ damage, along with skull and 
extremity bone fractures due to blunt force trauma to the body caused by an explosion, and that no 
metallic object was recovered from the body during the autopsy. 
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Picture 25. Autopsy report indicating that the deceased Lokman Biçinci had a 1 × 1 cm firearm entry 
wound on the front of his chest, an approximately 2 × 1 cm firearm entry wound on his right thigh, a 
1 × 1 cm firearm entry wound on the left thigh, and a 0.9 cm diameter firearm entry wound on the 
right leg. 
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Picture 26. The autopsy report indicates that circular entry wounds measuring 1 cm in diameter and 
0.5 cm in diameter were found on the body of the deceased Rüstem Resul Perçin, and that a 0.5 cm 
diameter firearm exit wound was also found on the left arm. 
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Picture 27. Autopsy report showing that the deceased Sedat Kaplan had a 1 cm diameter firearm bullet 
entry wound in his chest and a 1.5x1 cm tear-like firearm and bullet core exit wound in the upper outer 
part of the left axillary region. 
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Picture 28 : The forensic medical institution report indicates that the firearm bullet core was fired from 
a long distance in the investigation into the death of the deceased Hasan Gülhan. 
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Picture 29. Autopsy report indicating that a 1 × 0.5 cm tear-shaped gunshot entry wound was found 
on the left side of the forehead of the deceased, Tevhid Akkan, in the medial upper part of the left 
eyebrow. 
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Picture 30. According to the autopsy report an entry wound containing a distinct impact ring 
approximately 0.5 cm in diameter was found on the outer part of the left eyebrow, while the exit 
wound has a multi-fragmented firearm exit pattern in 20×10 cm in size. 
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Picture 31. The autopsy report indicates that the death of the deceased, Nedip Cengiz Eker, was 
caused by a 8-9 cm deep cut inflicted by a sharp object. 
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Picture 32. The autopsy report indicates that the deceased, Erhan Dündar, died in the hospital on July 
25, 2016 where he was being treated after falling from a moving truck on July 16, 2016. 
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Annex B  –  Expert Reports 

Picture 1 : Swap analysis conducted on the accused soldiers for those killed by gunfire on the 
Bosphorus Bridge. Swap samples were taken from a total of 114 suspects. No gunshot residue was 
found on 109 suspects. This indicates that the 109 accused soldiers did not use their weapons, even 
for security reasons. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Picture 2 : Expert report which was prepared related to the deceased Cemal Demir. The 7.62 mm 
caliber bullet core extracted from the deceased's body does not match the weapons of the accused 
soldiers. Therefore, this evidence has been classified as belonging to the category of cases where the 
weapon cannot be identified. 
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Picture 3 : Expert report which was prepared related to the deceased Mustafa Kaymakçı. The 7.62 mm 
caliber bullet core extracted from the deceased's body does not match the weapons of the accused 
soldiers. Therefore, this evidence has been classified as belonging to the category of cases where the 
weapon cannot be identified. 

 

 
 
Picture 4: Expert report which was prepared related to the deceased Cemal Demir. The 7.62 mm caliber 
bullet core extracted from the deceased's body does not match the weapons of the accused soldiers. 
Therefore, this evidence has been classified as belonging to the category of cases where the weapon 
cannot be identified. 
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Picture 5: Expert report which was prepared related to the deceased Timur Aktemur. The 5.56x45mm 
mm caliber bullet core extracted from the deceased's body does not match the weapons of the 
accused soldiers. Therefore, this evidence has been classified as belonging to the category of cases 
where the weapon cannot be identified. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Picture 6: Expert report which was prepared related to the deceased Abdullah Tayyib Olçok. The 7.62 
mm caliber bullet core extracted from the deceased's body does not match the weapons of the 
accused soldiers. Therefore, this evidence has been classified as belonging to the category of cases 
where the weapon cannot be identified. 
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Picture 7: The decision issued by the 29th Heavy Penal Court concluded that the defendants' actions 
were intended to accelerate their arrival at the FSM Bridge.  

 
Picture 8: Expert report which was prepared related to the deceased Muharrem Kerem Yıldız. The 7.62 
mm caliber two bullet cores extracted from the deceased's body do not match the weapons of the 
accused soldiers. Therefore, this evidence has been classified as belonging to the category of cases 
where the weapon cannot be identified. 

 

 
Picture 9: The visual shows the radio dialogue between the Ankara Provincial Deputy Police Chief and 
a police sniper located near the General Staff Headquarters at 04:05 on July 16, 2016. The sniper states 
that he is leaving the roof for security reasons. 
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Picture 10: The decision of the 17th Heavy Penal Court regarding the soldiers accused in connection 
with the death of the deceased Ziya İlhan Dağdaş. It was determined that the shot that caused his 
death was fired from close range, that there was footage of the victim firing a pistol at a tank passing 
in front of him on the day of the incident, and that no evidence was found that the defendants had 
committed the act against the victim. Therefore, the defendants were acquitted. 

 
Picture 11: Visual related to the decision of the 20th Heavy Penal Court. It shows that the bullet 
extracted from the body of the deceased Hasan Altın cannot be linked to the defendant. 
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Picture 12: The relevant section of the indictment of the Istanbul 34th Heavy Penal Court, which 
indicates that the deceased Zekeriya Bitmez died as a result of a fall from a height, contrary to the 
Istanbul Chief Public Prosecutor's Office's instruction that he died unrelated to the alleged coup 
attempt. No penalty was requested against any accused soldiers.  

 
Picture 13 : Visual shows that Ziya Bitmez's death was unrelated to the alleged coup attempt and 
therefore his death was excluded from the case. 

 
Picture 14 : The reasoned decision of the 17th Heavy Penal Court regarding the deaths of Ferdi 
Yurtseven and Hikmet Baysal. The accused has been acquitted of this crime. 
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Picture 15 : The formal letter in which the Public Prosecutor stated that İzzet Özkan was removed from 
the 06 AG 0709 plated vehicle he was using at the time of the incident after his injury. 
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Picture 16 : Expert report of the General Directorate of Security. This report states that the bullet found 
in the deceased's body was not fired from weapons belonging to the accused soldiers. 
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Picture 17 : Expert report by the General Directorate of Security. This report states that the bullets 
found in the Ümit Çoban's body were not fired from weapons belonging to the accused soldiers. 
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Picture 18 : Expert report by the General Directorate of Security. This report determined that the bullet 
core extracted from the deceased was not fired from the weapons found on the accused soldiers. 
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Picture 19 : The Forensic Medicine Institute's report indicating that the deceased Hasan Gülhan was 
shot with long-range fire. 
 

 
Picture 20: Visual shows that Sener Dursun's death was unrelated to the accused soldiers  and 
therefore his death was excluded from the case file. 
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Picture 21 :The expert report states that no information could be obtained or determined regarding 
the location where Sümer Deniz was shot, and that no definitive conclusion could be reached regarding 
the caliber of the weapon used. 

 
Picture 22: The official exclusion decision of the Chief Public Prosecutor indicating that the accused 
responsible for the death of the deceased Sümer Deniz could not be identified and that the perpetrator 
remains unknown. 
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Picture 23 : The statements of father Fahrettin Açıkgöz and his friend Ömer Giderler explain the 
location of  Ömer Can Açıkgöz at the time of his death on the night of July 15, 2016. Taking these 
statements into account, the exact location of the deceased is contradictive. 
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Picture 24: Postmortem examination report of Ömer Can Açıkgöz showing the size of bullet 
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Picture 25:  Incident investigation report indicating that an unidentified helicopter and a heavily armed 
team arrived at Marmaris between 00:00 and 00:30 on the night of July 15-16, 2016, that this team 
fired to police officers as soon as they saw the police officers. Mehmet Çetin was dead after intensive 
fire from this team.  
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Picture 26:  112 Emergency service ambulance driver Kubilay Direksiz stated that there was an armed 
conflict at the Turban Hotel on the night of July 16, 2016 at 1:00 a.m. and there were injured people, 
requiring him to rush to the incident scene. 
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Picture 27: Police Officer Çetin Şahan stated that he heard an unlighted helicopter between 02.00-
02.30 on July 16, 2016. His statement indicates that Nedip Cengiz Eker's death occurred before 
Brigadier General Gökhan Şahin Sönmezateş and his team arrived. 
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Picture 28: The acquittal decision issued by the 28th Heavy Penal Court regarding the death of Ozan 
Özen 

 
 
Picture 29: The Expert Report stating that tank crew is not responsible for the injuries sustained by the 
deceased Emin Güner as a result of falling from the tank and his subsequent death. 
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Picture 30: The instruction from the Istanbul Chief Public Prosecutor's Office indicates that the 
deceased, Emrah Sağaz, died as a result of a car accident. No sentence was requested for any of the 
accused soldiers in court. 

 
Picture 31 : Visual shows that many deaths including Ramazan Meşe and Emrah Sağaz were unrelated 
to the alleged coup attempt and therefore his death was excluded from the case file. 

 
Picture 32 : The instruction from the Istanbul Chief Public Prosecutor's Office shows that the deceased 
Erhan Dündar, Ferdi Yurduseven, Engin Tilbeç, Ramazan Meşe, Hikmet Baysal and Mahmut Eşit did not 
die as a result of the actions carried out by the accused soldiers on July 15, 2016. 
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Picture 33 : Visual shows that  the death of many people including İsmail Kayık were unrelated to the 
alleged coup attempt and therefore his death excluded from the case file 

 

 
Picture 34: The letter from the Istanbul Chief Public Prosecutor's Office shows that the deceased 
Ramazan Meşe did not die as a result of the actions carried out by soldiers on July 15, 2016. 
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Annex C - The alleged and actual causes of the deaths 

No. Name Surname 
Date of 

Birth 
Occupation 

The alleged cause  of 
death 

The actual cause  of death 

1 Abdullah Tayyip Olçok 23.06.1999 Student Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

2 Akın Sertçelik 18.01.1975 Taxi Driver Soldiers' gunfire 
Skull fractures and general trauma (no bullet 
wounds) 

3 Ali Anar 02.08.1981 Farmer/ Village Headman Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

4 Askeri Çoban 01.01.1963 Retired Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

5 Ayşe Aykaç 15.09.1972 Housewife Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

6 Barış Efe 09.03.1979 Modelist Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

7 Batuhan Ergin 29.11.1995 Goldsmith Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

8 Burhan Öner 15.02.1974 Construction Worker Tank fire Pelvic and limb fractures, unknown perpetrator 

9 Bülent Aydın 19.04.1969 Senior Sergeant  Soldiers' gunfire 
Fire from the weapon of Protection Sergeant 
Metin Gürbüzler 

10 Cemal Demir 10.05.1949 Self Employed Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

11 Cengiz Hasbal 13.05.1981 Self Employed Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 
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No. Name Surname 
Date of 

Birth 
Occupation 

The alleged cause  of 
death 

The actual cause  of death 

12 Cüneyt Bursa 27.10.1979 Police Officer 
Squeze between police 
water cannon vechicles 

Unknown perpetrator 

13 Çetin Can 15.08.1972 Lighting Supervisor Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

14 Emin Güner 09.12.1962 
Digital Radio Systems 
Manufacturer 

Tank accident 
Falling out of the tank while attacking the tank 
commander  

15 Emrah Sağaz 01.04.1989 Textile worker Soldiers' gunfire Traffic accident 

16 Emrah Sapa 25.10.1987 Welder Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

17 Engin Tilbeç 25.04.2001 Textile worker Soldiers' gunfire Unknown perpetrator 

18 Erhan Dündar 01.01.1995 Textile worker Soldiers' gunfire Traffic accident 

19 Erkan Er 31.12.1971 Furniture Maker Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

20 Erol Olçok 04.03.1962 
Advertising Executive and 
Political Consultant 

Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

21 Ferdi Yurduseven 01.01.1985 Courrier 
Accident caused by panic 
due to low-altitude flight 
noise 

Traffic accident 

22 Halil İbrahim Yıldırım 18.12.2001 
Student / Car 
Dealership Worker 

Soldiers' gunfire Traffic accident 

23 Hasan Altın 10.05.1956 Deputy Manager Tank fire Bullet from a different source (not a soldier) 

24 Hasan Gülhan 28.09.1970 Police Officer Execution of a soldier Police indiscriminate firing, risk of accident 
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No. Name Surname 
Date of 

Birth 
Occupation 

The alleged cause  of 
death 

The actual cause  of death 

25 Hasan Yılmaz 12.10.1972 Worker Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

26 Hikmet Baysal 01.01.1993 Worker 
Accident caused by panic 
due to low-altitude flight 
noise 

Traffic accident 

27 İsmail Kayık 02.10.1961 Retired Soldiers' gunfire Heart attack 

28 İzzet Özkan 01.01.1983 Hairdresser Helikopter ateşi Impact and internal bleeding, no bullet wound 

29 Kemal Ekşi 16.01.1992 Machine Technician Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

30 Kemal Tosun 15.09.1967 Police Officer Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

31 Lokman Biçinci 10.10.1991 Worker Polices' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

32 Mahmut Eren 13.06.1970 Tradesman Soldiers' gunfire Heart attack 

33 Mahmut Eşit 01.01.1972 Tradesman 
Falling off a motorcycle 
due to being hit by a 
stone 

The incident has no connection to July 15th; it is 
unrelated. 

34 Medet Ekizceli 19.10.1981 Worker Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

35 Mehmet Çetin 15.12.1977 Police Officer Soldiers' gunfire Unknown perpetrator, non-military 

36 Mehmet Karaaslan 20.02.1976 Self Employed Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

37 Mehmet Yılmaz 21.12.1972 Graphic designer Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 
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No. Name Surname 
Date of 

Birth 
Occupation 

The alleged cause  of 
death 

The actual cause  of death 

38 Muhammet Ambar 08.02.1977 Graphic designer Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

39 Muharrem Kerem Yıldız 31.08.1987 Sales Manager Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

40 Mustafa Avcu 08.08.1994 Student Tank fire Possibility of police sniper fire 

41 Mustafa Kaymakçı 24.06.1979 Security Officer Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

42 Münür Alkan 18.06.1975 Police Officer Polices' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

43 Nedip Cengiz Eker 17.11.1975 Police Officer Coup squad fire Cut by a sharp object 

44 Onur Ensar Ayanağlu 02.09.1989 Crane Operator Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

45 Onur Kılıç 18.02.1993 Taxi Driver Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

46 Osman Arslan 01.01.1963 Retired/Plumber Helicopters Gunfire Brain hemorrhage due to blunt trauma 

47 Ozan Özen 10.09.1993 Police Officer Soldiers' gunfire Unknown perpetrator, non-military 

48 Ömer Can Açıkgöz 31.12.1994 Student Air strike 9 mm MP5 bullet, non-military perpetrator 

49 Ömer Takdemir 05.08.1996 Worker Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

50 Özkan Özendi 01.01.1961 Retired Soldiers' gunfire Heart attack 

51 Ramazan Meşe 04.04.1991 Carpenter Soldiers' gunfire DHKP/C attack 

52 Recep Büyük 01.08.1978 Tradesman Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 
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No. Name Surname 
Date of 

Birth 
Occupation 

The alleged cause  of 
death 

The actual cause  of death 

53 Rüstem Resul Perçin 31.12.1997 Electrician Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

54 Salih Alışkan 09.09.1968 Self Employed Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

55 Samet Cantürk 28.06.1996 Worker Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

56 Samet Uslu 01.09.1990 Accountant Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

57 Sedat Kaplan 31.12.1984 Municipality Worker Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

58 Sevgi Yeşilyurt 01.01.1966 Clerk Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

59 Suat Akıncı 01.01.1984 Plumber Helicopters Gunfire Blunt trauma (not helicopter fire) 

60 Sümer Deniz 01.03.1974 Self Employed Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

61 Şener Dursun 03.10.1968 Self Employed Soldiers' gunfire Heart attack 

62 Şenol Sağman 07.08.1973 Self Employed Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

63 Şeyhmus Demir 10.07.1988 Courrier Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

64 Şükrü Bayrakçi 23.02.1965 Private Driver Being Squezed by a tank Traffic accident 

65 Tevhit Akkan 10.01.1956 Retired Soldiers' gunfire 5.56 mm bullet, non-military perpetrator 

66 Timur Aktemur 26.07.1979 Upholsterer Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 
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No. Name Surname 
Date of 

Birth 
Occupation 

The alleged cause  of 
death 

The actual cause  of death 

67 Ümit Çoban 31.12.1976 Swimming Instructor Soldiers' gunfire 
Shot with an MP5 round, distance and weapon 
mismatch 

68 Ümit Güder 10.09.1953 Driver Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

69 Yasin Yılmaz 27.01.1981 Market Manager Soldiers' gunfire Shot from a different location by a sniper 

70 Zekeriya Bitmez 01.06.1959 
Retired State Railroad 
Employee 

Soldiers' gunfire Heart-vascular problem 

71 Ziya İlhan Dağdaş 01.01.1985 Master Sergeant Soldiers' gunfire 
As a result of his own bullet ricocheting off the 
tank 

72 Muhammet Oğuz Kılınç 01.01.1985 Police Officer Soldiers' gunfire Uncontrolled Police shooting, accident 
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Annex D - The missing evidences and issues at the 15 July Courts 

1 — Abdullah Tayyip Olçok 
Description: 
Ballistics report shows the 7.62 mm bullet did not belong to the soldiers; witness and camera 
recordings prove the shots came from the Nakkaştepe direction. The court did not investigate the 
possibility of a sniper. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic, forensic, and HTS analysis requests were not conducted. The verdict was given without 
examining autopsy, camera, and technical reports. 

 
2 — Akın Sertçelik 
Description: 
Autopsy report shows no bullet mark; death resulted from head trauma. No link to soldiers; camera 
footage, expert reports, and technical reports are missing. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
The autopsy clearly shows no connection between the defendants and the death. Camera recordings, 
expert opinions, and technical reports were not reviewed. 

 
3 — Ali Anar 
Description: 
Recorded as killed by a single long-distance shot. Sniper or provocateur possibility was not 
investigated. No ballistic matching exists in the file. Autopsy shows signs of close-range firing and long-
barrel traces. Sniper distance and shot direction were not examined. Defendants’ additional ballistic 
requests were rejected. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Sniper noise and shooting distance were not investigated; defendants’ examination requests were 
ignored. Ballistic results were not delivered to the defendants. 

 
4 — Askeri Çoban 
Description: 
Ballistic report proves the shooter was not a soldier; the gun the soldier carried does not have the 
range for the shot. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Case deficiencies must be examined; ballistic, autopsy, camera recordings, and HTS requests were not 
fully included in the case file. 

 
 
5 — Ayşe Aykaç 
Description: 
Ballistic report proves the shooter was not a soldier; the soldier’s weapon does not have the required 
range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic, autopsy, camera footage, and HTS requests were not properly included in the court file. 
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6 — Barış Efe 
Description: 
Ballistic report proves the shooter was not a soldier; the soldier’s weapon does not have the required 
range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Same deficiencies: missing ballistic, autopsy, camera footage, and HTS requests. 

 
7 — Batuhan Ergin 
Description: 
Ballistic report proves the shooter was not a soldier; the soldier’s weapon does not have the required 
range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic, autopsy, camera recordings and HTS requests not reflected in the court file. 

 
8 — Burhan Öner 
Description: 
Autopsy shows pelvic/extremity fractures; no tank fire or shrapnel traces. Perpetrator unidentified; no 
direct evidence. Expert report incomplete. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
HTS logs were requested but not added. Forensic analysis and witness statements are missing from the 
file. 

 
9 — Bülent Aydın 
Description: 
Autopsy and ballistics indicate an MP5 bullet (a police weapon). Possibility of friendly fire exists; no 
detailed ballistic investigation was carried out. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic, forensic, and camera examination requests were incomplete or ignored, preventing 
clarification of the event. 

 
10 — Cemal Demir 
Description: 
Case deficiencies: missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic, HTS, and forensic requests are incomplete. Even though official reports show the bullet did 
not belong to soldiers, the court did not evaluate this. 

 
11 — Cengiz Hasbal 
Description: 
Ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data missing. Both official documents and conditions (distance, 
night visibility, trajectory) show the shooter was not a soldier and point to other possible perpetrators. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic, HTS, and forensic requests were not carried out. Camera footage clearly shows shots from the 
area near the Bosphorus Bridge Protection Unit, yet the court ignored this. 
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12 — Cüneyt Bursa 
Description: 
Initial report showed a gunshot wound, but autopsy found no bullet or shrapnel; death caused by 
general body trauma and internal bleeding. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Testimonies changed constantly; no clear evidence of how the death occurred. Court accepted 
statements from witnesses who could not have seen the incident. 

 
13 — Çetin Can 
Description: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera footage, and HTS logs. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Recordings and witnesses show unidentified shooters, both civilian and military. The court did not 
request expert review and dismissed ballistic requests. 

 
14 — Emin Güner 
Description: 
Ballistic, autopsy, camera and HTS logs missing. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
A military expert report states the soldiers were not responsible, but the court ignored it. 

 
15 — Emrah Sağaz 
Description: 
Ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data missing. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Some deaths dismissed by local prosecutors were reopened without evidence in the “General Staff 
Main Trial.” Court determined no public case existed. 

 
16 — Emrah Sapa 
Description: 
Killed by a single long-distance shot; sniper or provocateur possibility not investigated. No ballistic 
matching. Autopsy shows long-barrel and close-range signs. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Sniper distance not examined; expert requests rejected; ballistic results not shared with defendants. 

 
17 — Engin Tilbeç 
Description: 
Ballistic, autopsy, camera and HTS data missing. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Closed local cases were reopened without evidence; court separated these deaths due to insufficient 
proof. 

 
18 — Erhan Dündar 
Description: 
Ballistic, autopsy, camera and HTS data missing. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Forensic report says he died after falling from a truck; still handled again in the Main Trial even though 
no public case existed. 

 
 



 

 
 

ANNEX D-4 
 

19 — Erkan Er 
Description: 
Trajectory analysis shows the shot came from a different direction than claimed. Missing ballistic, 
autopsy, camera, and HTS evidence. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Media claims blaming soldiers were disproven. Sniper presence shown in video but ignored by the 
court. 

 
20 — Erol Olçok 
Description: 
Autopsy shows bullet entered and exited at a 45° angle; witnesses and cameras point to a sniper. Court 
did not investigate alternative perpetrators. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic and forensic requests dismissed; evidence ignored. 

 
21 — Ferdi Yurduseven 
Description: 
Determined to have died in a traffic accident, yet recorded in the July 15 case file as “shot by soldiers.” 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Accident reports and official traffic documents were not fully added to the file. In the General Staff 
Main Trial, defendants were acquitted of responsibility for this death. 

 
22 — Halil İbrahim Yıldırım 
Description: 
A letter from the Istanbul Chief Public Prosecutor’s Office to the Istanbul Police Anti-Terror Branch 
states the victim died in a place and manner unrelated to events in front of Bayrampaşa Riot Police on 
July 15. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
The prosecutor removed the victim from the file without issuing an indictment, leaving no one 
prosecuted for this death. 

 
23 — Hasan Altın 
Description: 
Ballistics show no match between the bullet removed from the victim and the weapon of Colonel Hacı 
Ahmet Aslıhan. The bullet was so irregular that even the archive could not categorize it; may have 
come from a handmade weapon. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Despite claims of tank fire, no ballistic analysis was conducted and the bullet source was not identified. 
Crime scene and HTS data are missing. 

 
24 — Hasan Gülhan 
Description: 
Camera footage is incomplete. Raw footage shows the execution moment pointing to a different 
perpetrator. 26 items not found in the original Crime Scene Report were added later. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Neither the prosecution nor the court reviewed the execution footage; defendants’ requests for access 
were denied. These recordings could identify the real perpetrators. 

 
 
 



 

 
 

ANNEX D-5 
 

25 — Hasan Yılmaz 
Description: 
Recorded as killed by a single long-distance shot. Sniper or provocateur possibility not examined. No 
ballistic matching. Autopsy points to long-barrel weapon and close range. Sniper distance and direction 
not investigated. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Sniper distance analysis not performed; expert examination requests ignored. Ballistic reports were 
not delivered to the defendants. 

 
26 — Hikmet Baysal 
Description: 
Court’s acquittal shows the victim’s death had no connection with the defendants. He died in the same 
traffic accident as Ferdi Yurduseven. Causality was not clarified. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Claims of military fire were not investigated. Autopsy and traffic reports were not reviewed. All 
defendants were acquitted in the Main Trial. 

 
27 — İsmail Kayık 
Description: 
Death attributed to natural causes (heart attack); autopsy confirmed this. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Despite prosecutors deciding “no grounds for prosecution,” the case was reopened in the Main Trial 
with a life sentence request. Court confirmed no public case existed. 

 
28 — İzzet Özkan 
Description: 
Official claim: killed by helicopter fire; autopsy: blunt trauma and internal bleeding. No HTS logs, no 
location records, no footage before/after the event. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
No crime scene investigation. No chemical analysis on clothing. No ballistic examination. 

 
29 — Kemal Ekşi 
Description: 
Camera footage and witness testimony show bullets removed from victims did not belong to soldiers 
and point to unknown shooters targeting both soldiers and civilians. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, forensic, autopsy, camera, and HTS evidence. 

 
30 — Kemal Tosun 
Description: 
Same as above: evidence shows bullet not from soldiers; unidentified shooters present. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, forensic, autopsy, camera, and HTS evidence. 

 
31 — Lokman Biçinci 
Description: 
Killed by an MP5 submachine gun bullet according to autopsy. This weapon does not belong to 
soldiers. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Court refused to investigate who actually used the weapon. Ballistic and forensic requests ignored. 



 

 
 

ANNEX D-6 
 

 
32 — Mahmut Eren 
Description: 
Death due to natural causes (heart attack), confirmed by autopsy. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Despite a prosecutor improperly adding names into the indictment, no charges were filed against 
defendants regarding this death. 

 
33 — Mahmut Eşit 
Description: 
Ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data missing. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Court was forced to acquit the defendants, clearly showing no connection between the death and the 
accused. 

 
34 — Medet Ekizceli 
Description: 
Ballistics show the shooter was not a soldier; soldier’s weapon lacked the range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
35 — Mehmet Çetin 
Description: 
Documents and reports show death occurred earlier than reported, leaving no doubt. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
36 — Mehmet Karaaslan 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; soldier’s weapon lacked the range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
37 — Mehmet Yılmaz 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; soldier’s weapon lacked the range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
38 — Muhammet Ambar 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; soldier’s weapon lacked the range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 

ANNEX D-7 
 

39 — Muharrem Kerem Yıldız 
Description: 
Ballistics show bullet incompatible with soldiers’ weapons. Witnesses said there was no line of sight. 
Sniper possibility not investigated. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic and forensic requests not processed. 

 
40 — Mustafa Avcu 
Description: 
Autopsy shows a 9 mm armor-piercing bullet (police ammunition); not in military inventory. Possible 
link to Special Operations not investigated. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
HTS and camera records missing. 

 
41 — Mustafa Kaymakçı 
Description: 
Ballistics incompatible with soldiers’ weapons. Witnesses say no line of sight. Sniper possibility not 
examined. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic and forensic requests unmet. 

 
42 — Münür Alkan 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; soldier’s weapon lacked the range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
43 — Nedip Cengiz Eker 
Description: 
Reports conflict: death listed as knife injury, yet a 5.56 mm bullet cannot create an 8–9 cm deep 
wound. Missing investigations. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Forensic analysis requests ignored. 

 
44 — Onur Ensar Ayanağlu 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; soldier’s weapon lacked the range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
45 — Onur Kılıç 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; soldier’s weapon lacked the range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 

ANNEX D-8 
 

46 — Osman Arslan 
Description: 
Official claim: killed by helicopter fire. Autopsy and expert reports show internal injuries from blast 
pressure. No crater or physical impact consistent with helicopter fire. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
HTS and camera recordings not examined. 

 
47 — Ozan Özen 
Description: 
Ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data missing. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Court’s forced acquittal shows July 15 deaths and evidence must be reassessed with impartial, 
independent judgment. 

 
48 — Ömer Can Açıkgöz 
Description: 
Conflicting information about cause and location of death. Autopsy findings on firing distance and 
gunpowder ignored. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 
49 — Ömer Takdemir 
Description: 
Autopsy confirms a single-shot kill. Sniper/distance analysis not done. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Court rejected expert requests. HTS and camera data missing. 

 
50 — Özkan Özendi 
Description: 
Claimed to be shot by soldiers; official government website states he died of a heart attack, not 
gunfire. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Court held no accused responsible but kept file open pending possible new evidence; currently no 
soldier is blamed. 

 
51 — Ramazan Meşe 
Description: 
Cause of death unclear; media reports said he was shot by DHKP-C. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
No prosecution has ever been filed against soldiers. 

 
52 — Recep Büyük 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; soldier’s weapon lacked the range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 

ANNEX D-9 
 

53 — Rüstem Resul Perçin 
Description: 
Killed by a single long-distance shot; no ballistic match. Shooter not a soldier but alternative 
perpetrators not investigated. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
54 — Salih Alışkan 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; soldier’s weapon lacked the range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
55 — Samet Cantürk 
Description: 
Autopsy shows a single bullet entry from the back of the head. Though the incident occurred in a 
military formation, sniper/distance analysis requests were not examined. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Sniper and distance-analysis requests were not examined. 

 
56 — Samet Uslu 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; weapon had insufficient range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
57 — Sedat Kaplan 
Description: 
Camera and autopsy show the shooter was not a soldier. Court did not investigate sniper angle or 
perpetrator. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
HTS and camera data not examined. 

 
58 — Sevgi Yeşilyurt 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; weapon lacked required range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
59 — Suat Akıncı 
Description: 
Official claim: helicopter fire; autopsy shows blunt trauma. No cameras, no witnesses. File incomplete. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
HTS and camera requests unmet. 

 
60 — Sümer Deniz 
Description: 
Time inconsistencies in reports raise doubt. Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS evidence. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic and forensic requests incomplete. 
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61 — Şener Dursun 
Description: 
Death due to natural causes (heart attack); autopsy confirms this. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Prosecutor’s decision clearly states no link between defendants and the death. 

 
62 — Şenol Sağman 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; soldier’s weapon lacked the required range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
63 — Şeyhmus Demir 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; weapon lacked range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
64 — Şükrü Bayrakçı 
Description: 
Court reports say traffic accident; public narrative said “crushed by a tank.” Camera and crime scene 
analysis missing. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
HTS and camera data missing. 

 
65 — Tevhit Akkan 
Description: 
Accused soldiers did not possess weapons firing 5.56 mm rounds. Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, 
and HTS data. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
HTS and camera data missing. 

 
66 — Timur Aktemur 
Description: 
Ballistics show shooter was not a soldier; weapon lacked the range. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
67 — Ümit Çoban 
Description: 
Bullet removed from body was MP5 ammunition (non-military weapon). No ballistic match or 
perpetrator identification. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
HTS and ballistic requests incomplete. 
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68 — Ümit Güder 
Description: 
Autopsy shows he was killed by a single shot. Sniper/distance analysis not performed; ballistic requests 
rejected. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Ballistic and forensic requests incomplete. 

 
69 — Yasin Yılmaz 
Description: 
Recorded as killed by a single shot. Camera and ballistic investigation requests denied. No direction-of-
fire analysis. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Missing ballistic, autopsy, camera, and HTS data. 

 
70 — Zekeriya Bitmez 
Description: 
Court recorded that the death was unrelated to the coup and was caused by falling from height. No 
gunshot or ballistic evidence. No one prosecuted. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
Court’s acquittal shows July 15 deaths must be reassessed impartially and independently. 

 
71 — Ziya İlhan Dağdaş 
Description: 
Autopsy shows close-range shooting and gunpowder residue. Death recorded as caused by a ricochet 
bullet off a tank’s armor; perpetrator unidentified. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
HTS, ballistic, and forensic requests incomplete. 

 
72 — Muhammet Oğuz Kılınç 
Description: 
İlkay Sökmen's statements and the evidence in the case file—neither the camera footage, nor the 
ballistic examination, nor the bullet core, nor the autopsy findings indicate that the victim was killed by 
military gunfire. 
Missing Evidence / Issues: 
The autopsy report, witness statements, the direction of the shots, the firing distance, the absence of 
camera recordings, and İlkay Sökmen's contradictory and delayed statement. 

 


