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I am 49 years old. I started translating books, writing articles and covering the news at age 17. And ever since I was 19, I’ve been tried many times by different courts over my translations, news reports and columns. I was acquitted in all those trials. In all those trials, I have defended the book I translated, or the news that I reported or the column I wrote, basing my defense on freedom of expression and press freedom. By directly defending the text that was the subject matter in those court cases, I was always able to prove in court that I didn’t commit the crime I was accused of by writing an article, a translation or a news report. 

That I am before a court today, facing trial not over something I wrote or published, but for something I’ve never done in any way, is a first in thirty years.  You’ve put me on trial in connection with a piece of text, of which I heard for the first time only one and a half years ago while I testified to the prosecutor ahead of this trial. I stand before this court today in connection with a document that I’ve never seen – one which I’ve never laid my eyes upon – a document which I never held – one which my hands never toıched – let alone “acquiring, disclosing or destroying” it as it is claimed in the indictment. You are trying me in relation to a document that I never knew anything about at the time of the alleged crimes, and of which I know so little today that I cannot say more than a single sentence about it. 

I would have liked to submit a lengthy defense statement, but this would be a waste of words, and also a waste of the court’s precious time. The essence of my defense, what can be said about the accusations that I face is brief and clear. 

Your Honor,

In 2019, I did not acquire the Ertuğrul Operation Plan, said to be a military operation plan against Greece, which was destroyed on Dec. 18, 2008 as it was replaced with an updated action plan according to a formal statement from the Intelligence Department of the General Chief of Staff, nor did I act as an intermediary in its acquisition, encourage its acquisition, store, damage or destroy it. I have never seen the Ertuğrul Operation Plan, or touched or examined it at any point. I had no knowledge of its name and scope until the day I testified to a prosecutor ahead of this trial. 

Your Honor,

The indictment you have accepted was prepared so slovenly that it speaks of Can Dündar as a defendant in this case. In other words, it gives itself away in having lifted entire chunks of text from another indictment. The prosecutor who drafted the indictment is trying to accuse us – the executives of Taraf in 2010 – by copying and pasting the indictment in another trial that has no relation to this proceeding in terms of content. Ignoring the lack of evidence, he wants to imprison us for more than 50 years, by this sloppy accusation of acquiring, disclosing and destroying “documents of the state that should have remained confidential.”

In 2010, the Taraf newspaper published a news report based on documents that suggested that a group within the Turkish Armed Forces in 2003 was in preparation of stating a coup d’état. The documents on which that report was based pointed to an activity that shouldn’t have occurred under the Turkish Armed Forces – preparations for the overthrow of the democratically elected Justice and Development Party (AK Party) government and replacing it with another un-elected government. In full awareness that these documents which suggested that a military coup had been in the works could not be deemed legitimate ‘’state secrets’’, we decided to publish the documents as this related to the public’s right to information and as it was a journalistic activity. But what we have published has nothing to do with this trial. 

On the other hand,  a military operation plan of the Turkish Armed Forces for national defense – namely the Ertuğrul Operation Plan which is the subject of this case and which was destroyed by the Chief of General Staff in 2008 as also mentioned in the indictment – bears no relation to the stories Taraf ran exactly six years and eight months ago from today. 

Your Honor,

In January 2010, journalist Mehmet Baransu informed Taraf’s executive editors including myself that he had gotten hold of documents that suggested that a coup had been planned by a group inside the Turkish Armed Forces seven years previously. Ahmet Altan, Taraf’s editor-in-chief at the time, told him to “Bring the documents in and let’s take a look.”

While speaking of the documents he had seen, Mehmet Baransu did not mention the Ertuğrul Operation Plan or any other war or defense plan drafted against Greece or any other country. As a reporter, his concern about the documents and as the executive editors, our concern in the documents was limited to the military coup plot. Baransu never put on the table the possibility of acquiring war plans or publishing such plans, and we never even discussed such a possibility. 

I only saw the documents that Baransu initially had brought to the newspaper stored on CD-ROMS and DVD-ROMs, in their printed-out form. I did not personally examine the CD-ROMs and DVD-ROMs. I read the documents that were suggestive of a coup plot on physical papers after they were printed out. There was nothing about the war plan against Greece called the Ertuğrul Operation Plan on any of those print-outs. 

It’s worth mentioning this a second time: the said plan was never published in the Taraf newspaper. The expert witness report included in the indictment, and the May. 17, 2016 decision of the Constitutional Court also serve as evidence for this: the documents that fell under the category of a state secret and that were classified confidential were not printed in the Taraf newspaper. 

After the İstanbul Public Prosecutor’s Office got involved in the case following Taraf’s reports on the coup plot, Mehmet Baransu delivered all of the documents that served as the source for the story, along with some other documents, to the prosecutor’s office in the same suitcase as they were handed to him by the initial source. The newspaper administration was certainly adamant that the content of the suitcase should be left untouched; this I know. However, on the day Mehmet Baransu brought the suitcase to the newspaper, I had the day off and thus I never saw the suitcase which was said to have contained the originals of the documents; indeed, I never occupied the same physical space as that suitcase. I do not know whether the Ertuğrul Operation Plan – the subject matter of this trial – was among those documents. 

Your Honor,

You can certainly appreciate the fact that I couldn’t have possibly destroyed documents that I’ve never seen or touched. At the time, I never participated in destroying any such documents by way of tearing apart, burning or cutting through a paper-shredder. I haven’t heard of or witnessed anybody at the Taraf newspaper engaging in such an act. 

The material elements for crimes listed under Articles 326, 327 and 329 have not formed in my case, and I believe this to be true also for the other defendants in this trial. Partial or complete destruction of documents classified as state secrets, publishing of such documents or disclosure of their content at any time is out of the question. 

I deny all charges against me and demand that this case be dismissed. 
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