The Escalation of Internet Censorship in Turkiye

*Turkish version is available below.
*Aciklamanin Turkge metni agagidadir.

ARTICLE 19, Freedom of Expression Association (IFOD), Human Rights Watch and the
undersigned human rights and media freedom organisations are deeply concerned by
the severe escalation of internet censorship in Turkiye in the past month. We urge social
media platforms to take meaningful steps immediately to uphold their human rights
responsibilities and avoid contributing to the suppression of independent media and
violations of the right to freedom of expression. We call on the Turkish government
immediately to cease the use of blocking orders and other restrictive measures that
violate the right to freedom of expression, and to ensure that any restrictions on online
content fully comply with Tiirkiye’s obligations under international human rights law.

In the month of September 2026 alone, IFOD documented Turkish authorities and courts
ordering the blocking of access to at least 1270 accounts on the social media platform X, which
had a combined following of 35 million. X complied with at least 90 percent of the orders by
geo-blocking them (withholding access to them in Turkiye only). In many cases, the accounts
were blocked in the context of an ongoing and wide-ranging crackdown on associations and
activists defending the rights of LGBTQ+ people. In other cases, the authorities cited
unspecified “national security and public order” grounds.

Accounts withheld include news outlets such as soL Haber and Mezopotamya Ajansi; rights
organisations including Amnesty International Turkiye and the Media and Law Studies
Association (MLSA); LGBTQ+ and women’s rights organisations such as Kaos GL and the
Federation of Women’s Associations, as well as those of numerous journalists and academics.

X also withheld the accounts of the Freedom of Expression Association (IFOD), its co-founder,
Yaman Akdeniz, and its Engelliweb account, which monitors and documents internet censorship
in Turkiye. This account plays a critical role in enabling civil society, journalists and the public to
monitor and track websites, social media accounts and content subjected to access restrictions.

Blocking T24, one of Turkiye’'s biggest and oldest remaining independent news outlets, is
particularly troubling. On 29 September, access was blocked to the T24 website and X account
with 1.9 million followers, with a court order citing 118 news articles published on the site. The
order claimed that the content was ‘aimed at disrupting and weakening the Turkish family
structure’ and of a nature ‘that would adversely affect the developmental process of young and
underage individuals concerning sexual orientation and gender identity’.

The order cited preventing crime and protecting public order as grounds for the measure, but
provided no explanation about how the cited content posed a threat to either objective, or why
blocking an entire news website and social media account was necessary and proportionate.
The website has been inaccessible in Turkiye since 30 September. T24 changed its X handle in
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an attempt to prevent the account from being withheld in Turkiye, then changed it again, after
another order blocked access to its second handle. Bianet, another online news outlet which
focuses on human rights, also changed its X handle to escape censorship after its account with
400,000 followers was blocked.

The court order blocking access to T24 was taken in the context of the ‘my family is safe’
criminal investigations - a crackdown on LGBTQ+ people which targets activists, associations
and a journalist advocating for their rights. The websites and social media accounts of at least
96 organizations and individuals were blocked on the same grounds.

While most of the cases concern X, Meta has also withheld access to the Instagram and
Facebook accounts of several media and civil society organisations including Kisa Dalga, Kaos
GL and the Civic Space Studies Association as part of the same operation.

Tirkiye’s long-standing abuse of Article 8/A of its Internet Law

Most of the blocking decisions in September and October invoked Article 8/A of Turkiye's
Internet Law. Article 8/A, used as a tool for internet censorship since its introduction in 2015,
provides that online content deemed a threat to national security, public order or presenting a
risk on other grounds listed in the article can be removed or blocked on orders of the executive
in urgent cases, subject to review later by a Criminal Peace Judgeship, the court assigned such
cases.

Major examples include blocking access to Wikipedia for 2.5 years in 2017, and to Turkiye’s
leading user-generated online discussion platform Eksi Soézlik for a year in 2023. The
Constitutional Court eventually restored both, finding that blocking the entire sites had violated
freedom of expression. The use of Article 8/A intensified sharply from 2025, with few safeguards
or independent oversight and limited redress for those affected. The Constitutional Court has
not ruled on any restrictions under Article 8/A since 2023.

Concerning developments aimed at expanding censorship

There is no indication that this pressure will ease. On the contrary, the government is taking
further measures to accelerate and centralise internet censorship.

On 31 July, Law No. 7590 transferred the powers previously exercised by the Information and
Communication Technologies Authority (ICTA) contained in the Internet Law, to the
Cybersecurity Directorate. This includes the authority to block sites on the request of the
Presidency or relevant ministries based on Article 8/A. This transfer of authority is troubling.
The Cybersecurity Directorate is directly attached to the Presidency, consolidating executive
control over information and serving as the command centre for Turkiye’s censorship regime.

Separately, on 24 September, the justice minister announced the establishment of new ‘Digital
Space Security and Countering Disinformation Bureaux’, where specialised public prosecutors
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will closely monitor ‘criminal content and activities encouraging crime on digital platforms’
including ‘spreading disinformation’. They are tasked in particular with identifying suspects and
initiating criminal proceedings to intervene ‘more swiftly’.

Social media platforms should take urgent action to uphold their human rights
responsibilities

The conduct of social media platforms forms an essential part of internet censorship in Turkiye.

In September and early October, account holders reported receiving only a notification from
platforms stating that their account had been withheld in Tirkiye under Article 8/A, without any
reason or explanation why or how the article had been applied. Some were unable to access
the underlying blocking orders even after repeatedly requesting them from the platforms.

Without access to the orders, users cannot examine the legal basis for the restriction or even
identify to which Criminal Judgeship of Peace to submit their objections. Even when users were
able to obtain the orders, the orders often failed to identify the specific content allegedly
justifying the blocking of the entire account.

Neither X nor Meta have provided public explanations about their responses to the
September-October censorship waves. Human Rights Watch wrote to the two platforms
requesting comment on their compliance with Turkish courts’ recent blocking orders. Neither
platform has responded by the time of publication.

Under the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights, companies have a
responsibility to respect human rights by avoiding causing or contributing to adverse human
rights impacts and by addressing impacts directly linked to their operations, products, or
services. This responsibility should also inform social media platforms when they respond to
government requests that violate international human rights law, and in particular freedom of
expression.

We therefore urge X, Meta and any other platform faced with such orders by the Turkish
government to also follow these recommendations:

Resist complying with arbitrary 8/A requests

e Refuse to comply with account blocking requests under Article 8/A of the Internet Law
unless Turkish authorities identify the specific content at issue and provide sufficient
reasoning and evidence demonstrating that the content gives rise to a clear, serious and
imminent danger to the right to life and property, national security and public order, public
health or other ground listed in the provision.

e Where account blocking orders provide sufficient information to enable a meaningful
assessment, assess them against international human rights law and resist complying
with blocking orders that restrict access to protected expression. This includes but is not
limited to legally challenging such orders. Where relevant, limit restrictions in scope and
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duration, for example by restricting access only to the specific content identified in the
order rather than withholding the entire account.

Ensure transparency

Immediately notify users when their accounts are withheld in Turkiye, and provide them
with the orders on which the restriction is based. This allows account holders to take
necessary steps to challenge the orders.

Provide transparency concerning account blocking measures, at least by publicly sharing
the number of orders received, the number of orders complied with, and publishing case
studies. This information is essential for enabling public scrutiny of government
censorship and platforms’ role in it.

Engage with Turkish civil society

Meaningfully engage with Turkish civil society to understand the human rights
implications and broader impact of platforms complying with account blocking
measures, including the significance of the accounts targeted and the potential
consequences of withholding them in Turkiye.

Urgently review appeals to restrictions

Review user appeals to account restrictions imposed in Turkiye in September and
October 2026 and immediately restore access to accounts if the underlying orders fail
to meet the requirements of identifying the specific content at issue, establishing a link
between that content and the alleged threat to national security, public order and other
grounds listed in article 8/A, and providing adequate reasoning demonstrating that
blocking the entire account is necessary and proportionate.

We call on Turkish authorities to take urgent steps to end internet censorship and uphold
freedom of expression, including by

Immediately halting new restrictions on online content that violate freedom of expression,
media freedom and access to information as protected under international law and
Tarkiye’s human rights obligations.

Restoring access to content which has been restricted in violation of international law
and Turkiye’s freedom of expression obligations.
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Turkish version / Turk¢e metin:

ARTICLE 19, ifade Ozgiirliigii Dernegi (iIFOD), insan Haklan izleme Orgiitii ve asagida
imzasi bulunan insan haklari ve medya 6zgurliigii kuruluglan olarak, Turkiye’de son bir
ayda internet sansuriiniin ciddi olglide artmasindan derin kaygi duyuyoruz. Sosyal
medya platformlarini insan haklari sorumluluklarini yerine getirmeye, ve bagimsiz
medyanin susturulmasina ve ifade o6zgurliigii hakkinin ihlal edilmesine katkida
bulunmamak i¢in derhal somut ve etkili adimlar atmaya c¢agiriyoruz. Tiirkiye hiikiimetini,
ifade ozgurligu hakkini ihlal eden erigsim engeli kararlarina ve diger kisitlayici tedbirlere
derhal son vermeye ve cevrimici iceriklere getirilen her turlii kisitlamanin Tiurkiye’nin
uluslararasi insan haklari hukukundan dogan yiikiimliiliikleriyle tam uyumlu olmasini
saglamaya gagiriyoruz.

IFOD, yalnizca Eylil 2026°da Tirkiye makamlari ve mahkemeleri tarafindan, sosyal medya
platformu X’te toplam 35 milyon takipgisi bulunan en az 1.270 hesaba erigsim engeli getiriimesine
karar verildigini belgeledi. X, bu kararlarin en az ytzde 90’ina cografi erisim engeli uygulayarak,
yani hesaplari Turkiye’den gérinmez kilarak uydu. Bircok durumda hesaplara, LGBTQ+ kisilerin
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haklarini savunan dernek ve aktivistlere yoénelik devam eden genis kapsamli baski ve
operasyonlar kapsaminda erisim engeli getirildi. Diger durumlarda ise makam ve mahkemeler,
ayrintisini belirtmedikleri “milli givenlik ve kamu duzeni” gerekgelerini 6ne surdu.

Xin Tarkiye’den gérinmez kildigi hesaplar arasinda soL Haber ve Mezopotamya Ajansi gibi
haber kuruluglarinin; Uluslararasi Af Orgiti Tirkiye Subesi ve Medya ve Hukuk Calismalari
Dernegi (MLSA) gibi hak orgutlerinin; Kaos GL ve Tirkiye Kadin Dernekleri Federasyonu gibi
LGBTQ+ ve kadin haklari érgitlerinin yani sira ¢ok sayida gazeteci ve akademisyenin hesaplari
da bulunuyor.

X ayrica ifade Ozgirligi Derneginin (IFOD) ve dernegin kurucularindan Yaman Akdeniz'in
hesaplarini ve dernegin Turkiye'deki internet sansurinu izleyip belgeleyen EngelliWeb hesabini
Turkiye’den gérinmez kildi. EngelliWeb hesabi, erisim kisitlamalarina tabi tutulan internet
sitelerinin, sosyal medya hesaplarinin ve igeriklerin sivil toplum, gazeteciler ve kamuoyu
tarafindan takip edilebilmesinde kritik bir 5Sneme sahip.

Tarkiye’de halen yayin yapan en blUyuk ve en eski bagimsiz haber kuruluglarindan biri olan
T24’e erisim engeli getiriimesi 6zellikle kaygi verici. T24’Un internet sitesine ve 1,9 milyon
takipgisi bulunan X hesabina, sitede yayimlanan 118 haberi dayanak gosteren bir mahkeme
karariyla 29 Eylul'de erisim engeli getirildi. Kararda, iceriklerin “Tlrk aile diizeninin bozulmasina
ve Turk aile yapisini zayiflatmaya yodnelik” oldugu ve “genc¢ yasta ve resit olmayan bireylerin
cinsel yonelim ve cinsiyet kimligi konularindaki gelisim slreclerini olumsuz yonde etkileyecek
nitelikte” oldugu iddia edildi.

Kararda, erisim engelinin gerekgesi olarak sug islenmesinin dnlenmesi ve kamu dizeninin
korunmasi gosteriliyor. Ancak s6z konusu igeriklerin bu iki amag¢ acisindan nasil bir tehdit
olusturdugu ya da haber sitesinin ve sosyal medya hesabinin tamamina erigimin
engellenmesinin neden gerekli ve orantili oldugu agiklanmiyor. S6z konusu internet sitesine 30
Eylul'den bu yana Turkiye’'den erigilemiyor. T24, hesabina getirilen erisim engelini agsmak igin X
kullanici adini degistirdi; bu hesaba da bagka bir kararla erisim engeli getirilince kullanici adini
bir kez daha degistirdi. insan haklarina odaklanan bir diger ¢evrimici haber kurulusu olan Bianet
de 400 bin takipcili hesabina erisim engeli getiriimesinin ardindan sanslrld asmak icin X
kullanici adini degistirdi.

T24’e erisim engeli getiren mahkeme karari, LGBTQ+ kigilerin haklarini savunan aktivistleri,
dernekleri ve bir gazeteciyi hedef alan “Ailem givende” operasyonu gergevesinde verildi. En az
96 kurulug ve kisinin internet sitelerine ve sosyal medya hesaplarina da ayni gerekcelerle erisim

engeli getirildi.

Erisim engellerinin cogu X’teki hesaplara yonelik olsa da Meta da ayni operasyon kapsaminda
Kisa Dalga, Kaos GL ve Sivil Alan Arastirmalari Derneginin de aralarinda bulundugu cesitli
medya ve sivil toplum kuruluglarinin Instagram ve Facebook hesaplarini Tdrkive’den gérinmez
kildi.
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Tiirkiye’de internet Kanunu’nun 8/A maddesi uzun siiredir kétiiye kullaniliyor

Eyliil ve Ekim aylarinda verilen erigsim engeli kararlarinin gogu Tirkiye’nin internet Kanunu'nun
8/A maddesine dayandirildi. Yarurlige girdigi 2015 yilindan bu yana internet sansurinin bir
araci olarak kullanilan 8/A maddesi, milli glvenligi veya kamu duzenini tehdit ettigi ya da
maddede sayilan diger gerekgeler bakimindan risk olusturdugu degerlendirilen c¢evrimigi
iceriklerin, gecikmesinde sakinca bulunan hallerde yurUtmenin karariyla kaldiriilmasina veya
bunlara erigsimin engellenmesine izin veriyor. Bu kararlar, bunlari incelemekle gérevli sulh ceza
hakimliginin onayina tabi.

Bu maddeye dayanilarak getirilen baslica erisim engelleri arasinda, 2017’de Wikipedia'ya
getirilen ve iki buguk yil stren erisim engeli ile 2023'te Eksi Sozlik’e getirilen ve bir yil stiren
erisim engeli yer aliyor. Her iki siteye erisim, Anayasa Mahkemesinin sitelerin tamamina erigimin
engellenmesinin ifade 6zgurlugunad ihlal ettigine karar vermesinin ardindan yeniden saglandi.
Guvencelerin ve bagimsiz denetimin yetersiz kaldidi, etkilenenlerin hak arama imkanlarinin ise
sinirl oldugu bir ortamda, 8/A maddesi 2025ten itibaren ¢ok daha yodun kullaniimaya basladi.
Anayasa Mahkemesi, 2023'ten beri 8/A maddesi kapsamindaki kisitlamalara iliskin yeni bir
karar vermedi.

Sansiirii genisletmeye yonelik kaygi verici gelismeler

Bu baskinin hafifleyecegine dair hicbir isaret yok. Aksine hikimet, internet sansurini
hizlandirmak ve merkezilestirmek i¢in yeni dnlemler aliyor.

31 Temmuz'da 7590 sayili Kanun ile internet Kanunu kapsaminda daha énce Bilgi Teknolojileri
ve lletisim Kurumunun (BTK) kullandii yetkiler Siber Giivenlik Bagkanligina devredildi. Bunlar
arasinda, Cumhurbagkanliginin veya ilgili bakanliklarin talebi Gzerine 8/A maddesine dayanarak
internet sitelerine erisim engeli getirme yetkisi de bulunuyor. Bu yetki devri endise verici.
Dogrudan Cumhurbagkanhigina bagh olan Siber Gulvenlik Baskanligi, ydritmenin bilgi
Uzerindeki kontrolinU pekistiriyor ve TUrkiye’deki sansur rejiminin karargahi islevini gorayor.

Ayrica Adalet Bakani, 24 EylilI'de yeni “Dijital Ortam Guvenligi ve Dezenformasyonla Micadele
Birolar” kurulacagini acikladi. Bu burolarda uzmanlasmis Cumhuriyet savcilari, “sug
niteligindeki dezenformasyon faaliyetleri” de dahil olmak tzere “dijital mecralardaki sug icerikleri
ve suca tesvik eden faaliyetler’i yakindan izleyecek. Bu savcilar, igeriklere “daha hizl”
midahale edebilmek icin 6zellikle suphelileri tespit etmek ve adli islemleri baslatmakla

gorevlendiriliyor.

Sosyal medya platformlari insan haklari sorumluluklarini yerine getirmek icin acilen
harekete ge¢cmeli

Sosyal medya platformlarinin tutumu, TUrkiye’de internet sansiriintin uygulanmasinda temel bir
rol oynuyor.
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Eylil ve Ekim aylarinda hesap sahipleri, platformlardan yalnizca 8/A maddesi kapsaminda
hesaplarina Turkiye’den erisimin engellendigini ve hesaplarinin platform tarafindan gérinmez
kilindidini belirten bir bildirim aldiklarini, maddenin neden veya nasil uygulandigina iligkin
herhangi bir gerekge ya da agiklama sunulmadigini belirtti. Bazilari, platformlardan defalarca
talep etmelerine ragmen erisim engelinin dayanagi olan kararlara ulasamadi.

Kararlara erisemeyen kullanicilar, kisittamanin hukuki dayanagini inceleyemiyor; hatta
itirazlarini hangi sulh ceza hakimligine sunacaklarini bile belirleyemiyor. Kullanicilarin kararlara
ulagabildigi durumlarda dahi, hesabin tamamina erisimin engellenmesine gerekge olarak
gosterilen somut icerik cogu zaman kararlarda belirtilmiyor.

X de Meta da, Eylil ve Ekim aylarindaki sansur dalgalari karsisindaki tutumlarina iligkin
kamuoyuna aciklama yapmadi. insan Haklar izleme Orgiitii, her iki platforma da génderdigi
yazilarla, Turkiye mahkemelerinin son donemdeki erigsim engeli kararlarini uygulamalari
konusunda agiklama talep etti. Bu metnin yayim tarihi itibariyla, iki platformdan da yanit
alinamadi.

BM Is Diinyasi ve insan Haklari Rehber ilkelerine gore sirketler, insan haklarina saygi gésterme
sorumlulugu tasiyor. Bu sorumluluk, sirketlerin insan haklari Uzerinde olumsuz etkilere yol
acmaktan veya bu tir etkilere katkida bulunmaktan kaginmasini ve faaliyetleri, Grlnleri veya
hizmetleriyle dogrudan baglantili inlalleri gidermek igin adim atmasini gerektiriyor. Sosyal medya
platformlari, hikUmetlerin uluslararasi insan haklari hukukunu ve Ozellikle ifade 6zglrlGgu
hakkini inlal eden taleplerine yanit verirken de bu sorumlulugu gézetmeli.

Bu nedenle X’i, Meta’yl ve Tiirkiye makamlarinin bu tir kararlariyla karsilasan diger tiim
platformlari agsagidaki tavsiyelere de uymaya ¢agiriyoruz:

8/A kapsamindaki keyfi taleplere uymaya direnin

e Turkiye makamlari, s6z konusu somut igerigi belirtip bu icerigin yasam ve mdulkiyet
haklari, milli guivenlik ve kamu dizeni, kamu saghgl veya maddede sayilan diger
gerekgeler bakimindan agik, ciddi ve yakin bir tehlike yarattigini gésteren yeterli gerekce
ve kanit sunmadikga, internet Kanunu'nun 8/A maddesi kapsaminda hesaplara erisim
engeli uygulanmasi taleplerine uymay!i reddedin.

e Hesaplara erisim engeli getiren kararlar, saglikl bir degerlendirme yapmaya yetecek bilgi
iceriyorsa, bunlari uluslararasi insan haklari hukuku agisindan degerlendirin ve hukuken
korunan ifadelere erisimi kisitlayan kararlara uymaya direnin. Bu direnig, s6z konusu
kararlara karsi hukuki yollara basvurmayi da kapsar, ancak bununla sinirli degildir.
Uygun durumlarda kisittamalarin kapsamini ve sdresini sinirlayin; 6rnegin hesabin
tamamina erisimi engellemek yerine yalnizca kararda belirtilen somut icerige erisimi
kisitlayin.

Seffafigi saglayin


https://x.com/cyberrights/status/2104255765208862988?s=20
https://www.undp.org/tr/turkiye/publications/bm-dunyasi-ve-insan-haklari-rehber-ilkeleri-ve-sirketlerin-insan-haklarina-saygi-gosterme-sorumlulugu-aciklamali-rehber

Hesaplarina Turkiye’den erisim engellendiginde kullanicilari derhal bilgilendirin ve
kisitlamanin dayanagi olan kararlari kendilerine iletin. Boylece hesap sahipleri, kararlara
itiraz etmek icin gerekli adimlari atabilir.

En azindan size iletilen kararlarin sayisini ve uydugunuz kararlarin sayisini kamuoyuyla
paylasarak ve vaka incelemeleri yayimlayarak, hesaplara erisimi engelleyen tedbirler
konusunda seffaflik saglayin. Bu bilgiler, hikimetin uyguladigi sansirin ve platformlarin
bu sanstirdeki rolinin kamuoyu tarafindan incelenebilmesi icin gereklidir.

Turkiye’deki sivil toplumla diyalog kurun

Hesaplara erigimi engelleyen tedbirlere uymanizin insan haklari Uzerindeki etkilerini, bu
kapsamda hedef alinan hesaplarin énemini ve bu hesaplarin Tirkiye’den goriinmez
kiinmasinin olasi sonuglarini anlamak igin Tuarkiye’deki sivil toplumla etkili bir diyalog
kurun.

Kisitlamalara yonelik itirazlari acilen inceleyin

Turkiye'de Eylil ve Ekim 2026'da hesaplara getirilen kisitlamalara yonelik kullanici
itirazlarini inceleyin. Kisitlamalarin dayanagi olan kararlar s6z konusu somut igerigi
belirtme, bu igerik ile milll glvenlik, kamu dizeni ve 8/A maddesinde sayilan diger
gerekgeler bakimindan ileri surtlen tehdit arasinda baglanti kurma ve hesabin tamamina
erisimin engellenmesinin gerekli ve orantili oldugunu goésteren yeterli gerek¢ge sunma
kosullarini karsilamiyorsa, hesaplara erisimi derhal yeniden saglayin.

Tirkiye makamlarini, internet sansiriine son vermek ve ifade 6zgurliigiinii korumak igin
asagidaki adimlar da dahil olmak tizere acilen harekete gegmeye cagiriyoruz:

Cevrimici iceriklere uluslararasi hukuk ve Turkiye’'nin insan haklari yukamlGltkleri
kapsaminda korunan ifade 6zgurliguni, medya 6zgurligund ve bilgiye erisim hakkini
ihlal eden yeni kisitlamalar getirmeyi derhal durdurun.

Uluslararasi hukuka ve Turkiye'nin ifade 6zgurligune iliskin yukidmlulUklerine aykiri
sekilde erisime kisitlanan iceriklere erisimi yeniden saglayin.

imzalayanlar:

ARTICLE 19
Human Rights Watch (insan Haklari izleme Orgiitii)
ifade Ozgiirligi Dernegi (IFOD)

Uluslararasi Af Orgiiti

Association of European Journalists (AEJ)
Balkan Arastirmaci Gazetecilik Agi (BIRN)

Gazetecileri Koruma Komitesi (CPJ)



Cagdas Gazeteciler Dernegi (CGD)

Foreign Media Association (FMA) Turkey

IFEX

Uluslararasi Basin Enstitusu (1P1)

Medya ve Hukuk Calismalari Dernegi (MLSA)
Norve¢ Helsinki Komitesi (NHC)

Osservatorio Balcani Caucaso Transeuropa (OBCT)
PEN Amerika

PEN Danimarka

PEN International

PEN Norveg

Punto24 Bagimsiz Gazetecilik Dernegi

South East Europe Media Organisation (SEEMO)
Turkey Litigation Support Project (TLSP - Tirkiye insan Haklari Davalarina Destek Projesi)



