This is Ahmet Altan’s statement in the first hearing of
his re-trial held on 8 October 2019 at the 26th High
Criminal Court of Istanbul.
Since the very beginning of this trial you have been trying to
do the impossible, you have been trying to prosecute
thought.
It is not possible to achieve this. Because the boundlessness
of thought cannot fit into the confines of the judiciary.
The judiciary has its limits and those limits only allow the
prosecution of acts.
When you attempt to prosecute thought, disregarding the
profound difference between act and thought, thought is
restricted while prosecution becomes boundless.
When you limit thought but erase the limits of the judiciary,
when you exactly reverse what is supposed to be, no
possibility of obtaining justice remains, both the judiciary
and the state collapse like it happens in Turkey now.
Expressing thought becomes a greater crime than shooting a
man. You throw thought in jail and turn your cities over to
gangs.
Law draws the limits of the judiciary. When the judiciary
goes outside of these limits in order to punish ideas, it
clashes with law. We find ourselves in front of a lawless
judiciary.
A judiciary in conflict with law -- its very purpose of
existence -- commits suicide by cutting its own life-blood.

For the past three years I have been facing a judiciary that is
drenched in blood, committing suicide.
What a sorry sight it is.
After all, it is owing to this sight that I have been facing
absurd justifications that have nothing to do with law such
as “subliminal messages,” “immaterial force,” “abstract
threat”, “penning articles at a time when the coup was
probable,” “voicing statements incompatible with reasonable
opposition.”
These, are not judicial justifications, this is the suicide letter
of a judiciary.
By continuously bringing the law to your attention in our
defense statements, we are trying to prevent this bloody
suicide, to save the judiciary from its tragic end.
If this court had sincerely listened to our defense statements,
it would not have been dragged into making such a grave
mistake like failing to comply with the judgment of the
Constitutional Court. It would not have clashed with its
purpose of existence.
I see that you have realized the grave mistake you made a
year and a half ago, by deciding to release Sırrı Süreyya
Önder, whose rights had been violated according to the
findings of the Constitutional Court.
This is a positive development. This is what a court is ought
to do, to recognize the boundaries law draws for the
judiciary. To not take decisions outside the confines of law.

I guess now you also see the harm brought by the mistakes
of courts, both to individuals, the judiciary and society.
My advice to you today is for you to comply with the law, to
not go outside the boundaries of law and to not try to
prosecute thought.
It’s up to you to follow this advice or not.
I hope that you are now also experienced enough to see that
the outcome of failing to comply with the law is not too
bright.
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