POLITICAL PRISON CULTURE IN TURKISH PRISONS:

FROM THE WARD TO THE F TYPE SYSTEM

A THESIS SUBMITTED TO
THE GRADUATE SCHOOL OF SOCIAL SCIENCES
OF
MIDDLE EAST TECHNICAL UNIVERSITY

BY

ELIF YAGMUR KARAGOL

IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS
FOR
THE DEGREE OF MASTER OF SCIENCE
IN
THE DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY

SEPTEMBER 2017



Approval of the Graduate School of Social Sciences

Prof. Dr. Tiilin GENCOZ
Director

I certify that this thesis satisfies all the requirements as a thesis for the degree of

Master of Science in Sociology.

Prof. Dr. Sibel Kalaycioglu
Head of Department

This is to certify that we have read this thesis and that in our opinion it is fully
adequate, in scope and quality, as a thesis for the degree of Master of Science.

Assist. Prof. Dr. Cagatay Topal

Supervisor

Examining Committee Members

Assist. Prof. Dr. Besim Can Zirh (METU, SOC)

Assist. Prof. Dr. Cagatay Topal (METU, SOC)

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Cenk Saracoglu (Ankara Uni, Journalism)




I hereby declare that all information in this document has been obtained and
presented in accordance with academic rules and ethical conduct. I also declare
that, as required by these rules and conduct, | have fully cited and referenced

all material and results that are not original to this work.

Name, Last name : Elif Yagmur Karagol

Signature



ABSTRACT
POLITICAL PRISON CULTURE IN TURKISH PRISONS:
FROM THE WARD TO THE F TYPE SYSTEM
Karagol, Elif Yagmur
M. Sc., Department of Sociology
Supervisor: Assist. Prof. Cagatay Topal
September 2017, 132 pages

In this study, the reciprocal relationship between prison architecture and prison
culture is analyzed within the context of the transition from the ward system to the
high security F type prison system. The analysis is fed by the prison culture
discussions; the internal deprivation of Gresham Sykes and Erwing Goffman; and the
external impact of James B. Jacobs, Donald Cressey and John Irwin. During the
research process, the in-depth interviews were conducted with the former political
prisoners. By assuming that there are variances in the practices and ideas of different
political organizations, the existing common values and behavior patterns in the
prisons were emphasized in the study. At the end of the research, it was observed that
the pre-prison political culture found an opportunity to continue and to strenghten in
the conditions of the ward system. The political power also referred to the prisons as
a source of public opposition. Within this context, the transformation in the prison
system can be interpreted as a better administration of the hostility against the State.
The prisoners tried to maintain the political culture within the conditions of the F
type prisons. The state of equilibrium of the ward system is to be re-established

according to the new conditions by the political prisoners.

Keywords: political prison culture, internal deficiencies, external impacts
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TURKIYE HAPISHANELERINDE SIYASI HAPISHANE KULTURU:
KOGUSTAN F TiPi SISTEMINE

Karagol, Elif Yagmur
Yiiksek Lisans, Sosyoloji Anabilim Dali
Tez Yoneticisi: Yard. Dog. Dr. Cagatay Topal
Eyliil 2017, 132 sayfa

Bu c¢alismada, hapishane mimarisi ve hapishane kiltiirii arasindaki karsilikli iliski,
kogus sisteminden yiiksek giivenlikli F tipi hapishane sistemine gecis baglaminda
analiz edilmistir. Yapilan analiz hapishane kiiltiirii tartismalarindan beslenmektedir;
Gresham Sykes ve Erving Goffman’mn igeriye ait eksiklikler; ve James B. Jacobs,
Donald Cressey ve John Irwin’in dis etkiler tartismalari. Saha arastirmasi siirecinde,
eski mahkumlarla derinlemesine miilakat gergeklestirilmistir. Farkl siyasi orgiitlerin,
pratik ve disiincelerinde ayriliklar oldugu varsayilarak, hapishanede var olan ortak
deger ve davranig bicimlerine odaklanmilmigtir. Caligmanin sonunda, hapishane
stirecinden Onceki siyasi kiiltlirlin kogus sistemi kosullarinda devam etme olanagi
buldugu ve giiclendigi gézlenmistir. Siyasi iktidar da toplumsal muhalefetin kaynagi
olarak hapishaneleri isaret etmistir. Bu baglamda, hapishane sistemindeki doniisiim,
devlete kars1 olan diismanhigin daha iyi yonetilmesi olarak yorumlanabilir.
Mahkumlar, siyasi kiiltiirii F tipi hapishanelerin kosullarinda devam ettirmeye
calismiglardir. Kogus sistemindeki denge durumu, yeni kosullarina gére mahkumlar

tarafindan yeniden kurulmaya calisilmaktadir.

Anahtar kelimeler: hapishane siyasi kiiltiirii, i¢ eksiklikler, dis etkiler
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Diego: You thought that everything could be
expressed in terms of figures, formulas. But when
you were compiling your precious registers, you
quite forgot...the moments when man rises in his
wrath and scatters all before him.

Albert Camus, State of Siege

“Prisons are a potent symbol of the state’s power to punish and its failure to integrate
all its citizens into its system of norms” (Crewe, 2007: 123). This statement of Crewe
can be claimed for almost all forms of punishment. Not only prisons, but also death
penalty, transportation, or fines are the reflections of the division between the
existing laws and the practices of people. Today, the imprisonment is accepted as the
common form of systematic punishment. The number of prison population is
increasing day by day and the states take the revenge through prison architecture and
design. In due course, the high walls were seen as insufficient for an isolation; then
prisons were carried from cities to rural areas. Although the states aim to isolate
prisoners from society and to make them invisible; prisons could not be excluded
from the minds of people; because it includes huge population that cannot be

disregarded.

In Turkey, by the year 2016, the total number of male sentenced is 123.987; female
sentenced is 4.659; and child sentenced is 645. The total number of male detainee is
62.976; female detainee is 3.235; and child is detainee 1.795. The sum of all
prisoners is 197.297%. In 2000, Turkey confronted with the transformantion of the

prison system which was resulted with the intense resistance; because, the political

1General Directorate of Prisons and Detention Houses; http://www.cte.adalet.gov.tr/
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prisoners were aware that this transition would lead to an isolation and rigor
consequences. At that period, there were protests both inside and outside of the
prisons. In December 19/2000, the State interfered simultanously to the 20 prisons
with heavy weapons. At the end of the operation period, which lasted three days, 30

political prisoners and 2 soldiers lost their life.

In this study, the reciprocal relation between the prison architecture and the prison
political culture will be analyzed within the context of the physical design, the
external impacts on the prisons, and finally the internal regulations and deficiencies
of the prison environment. The relationship will be examined on the basis of the
transition from the ward to the high security F type prison system. Both the
punishment theories and the deprivation/importation theories of prison culture
contributed to the analysis of the data. Otherwise, our understanding would be
inadequate. In order to understand imprisonment as significant part of punishment
methods, it is essential to know the transformation in the practices of punishment in
due time. In the thesis, it is assumed that the conditions of the prisons which were
built in the Republican period ensured the maintenance of political culture. However,
in due course, this culture weakened the control of the State in prisons and this
situation perceived as a threat against the State’s authority; so, the new prison design
was formed. Therefore, it cannot be supposed that there is a unidirectional impact
between the prison design and the prison culture. Depending upon the main research
question, there are three questions in the study; 1) Why the State needed
transformation of the prison system; 2) How the prison culture in the ward system
and in the high-security F-type prisons were; 3) Do the experiences of female and

male former political prisoners differ.

For the study, the open-ended semi-structured interview was realized. The first
networks were established through TAYAD (Solidarity Association for the Families
and Relatives of the Arrested) and IHD (Human Rights Association); then, snowball
sampling was realized. In this study, only the leftist former prisoners were
interviewed; because, if other prisoners- the ordinaries or the rightists- were included

to the field research, it would cause to defuse the focal point of the research in terms
2



of analysis. In addition, although the construction of the prisons was not completed
yet; the leftist political prisoners were the ones who were imprisoned in the high-
security F-type prisons during the first two years. This information may show that
the new type of prison was designed initially for the leftist ones. In order to make an
efficient analysis, it is significant to make an interview with the former prisoners
who experienced both types of the prison system. In addition, in order to understand
the general picture of the experiences, it is important to interview with the prisoners
who lived through the “Return to Life Operation” in December 19/2000. Therefore,
in this study, 17 male and female former political prisoners were interviewed who

experienced the ward system, the Operation, and the high security cell system.

During the field research, it was tried to equate the number of female and male
interviewees; however, it was not possible for two reasons. The first one is related
with difference among the numbers. The information was given as a total sum and
there is no data about the number of female and male separately until the year 2000;
however the huge difference between the numbers can be seen after this year. When
the total sum of female and male detainees and sentenced is examined, it can be
understood that the number of male is at least 25 times of the number of female
prisoners in 2000 In relation with the first reason, the second was about the
conditions of security. Although they are former prisoners; some of these women are
still active politically and they do not use any technological device in order to ensure
their security. Therefore, although it was tried to arrange time for an interview; we

could not determine a specific time.

My reasons to choose this subject matter can be explained on three bases. The first
reason is based on the idea of being the voice of the “oppressed” within the power
relation. It is seen that there is an unequal relationship between prisoners and prison
administration due to structure of the institution. It is the preference of the researcher
from which side she wanted to make an analysis. The second basis is about the

interconnection between the basic concerns of sociology and prison. Ben Crewe

2 General Directorate of Prisons and Detention Houses; http://www.cte.adalet.gov.tr/
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(2007: 123) is right when he says that “both as an institution within society and one
with its own social world, the prison illustrates many of the discipline’s primary
concerns: power, inequality, order, conflict and socialization”. Even though the main
focus of the thesis is not related with all of the concepts which Crewe mentions in his
statement, the concept of prison culture is going to be associated with these concepts
inevitably. In addition, although prisons are tried to be physically isolated from the
outside society by being constructed as a campus remote from cities, it can be
claimed that there is still interaction between inside and outside. It can be asserted
that this interaction is enhancing the social relations in both of these environments.
As Sykes (1965: xii) argues that “to understand the meaning of imprisonment, we
must see prison life as something more than a matter of walls and bars, of cells and
locks. We must see the prison as a society within a society”. In order to understand
the prison as a society, it should be known that there is huge population behind of
these walls and also this population try to survive by producing social life materially
and ideologically. The third reason is related with deficiency in sociological studies
in Turkey although the prison cannot be thought as separated from the society; that
is, there is need for the sociological analysis of the prisons and transition period from
the ward system to the high security cell system in Turkey.

The significance of the thesis can be discussed in relation with two literatures; one is
the prison literature in Turkey and the other is the literature of the prison culture. For
the former, there are two contribution points of the thesis. Firstly, I aimed to see the
difference between the culture in the ward system and in the high security F type
system; so | did not focus on the one prison system. The point is significant for
showing the effect of the prison architecture and regulations on the prison culture.
Secondly, the two prison systems had not been analyzed on the basis of the prison
culture. There is only one study which is directly on the subculture in the prison from
the Department of Anthropology at Hacettepe University (Erdem, 1991). The
difference of my thesis stems from the inclusion of the new prison system and also
the prison culture theories. For the second literature, the first contribution of the

thesis stems from the connection between two discussion points; the deprivation and
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the importation theories. | tried to show that there is an influence of both the external
context and the internal characteristics on the political prison culture. The second
contribution is related with the unit of analysis; the political prisoners. While the
general discussions on the prison culture was related with the ordinary prisoners; the
thesis subject is the political prisoners.

The thesis is divided into five chapters. In the first chapter, a brief history of
punishment and incarceration as a systematic form of punishment is given. This
historical information includes the penal philosphies of the centuries and the first
models of the prison systems from America, Europe, especially England, and
Turkey. By this information, the similarities between prison systems can be seen.
Also, how the prison system of Turkey was affected from the modern prisons of
America and Europe can be understood. For the Turkey part, the closed prison types,
the prison operations, and the change in the number of ward-based and cell-based

systems are mentioned.

In chapter two, the key terms and the literature review on prison culture and prison
architecture/design are mentioned. The concepts of prison culture and political
prisoner and their meanings for the scope of the thesis are explained. The literature
review part is composed of the punishment theories, and also the internal deprivation

and external impact discussions on prison culture.

In the third chapter, the reasons of selection the thesis subject, data collection
technique, the process of formation of the network with the interviewees, and the
information on the field research can be seen. When the questions are reviewed, the

relationship with the prison culture theories can be clarified.

In chapter four, the discussion part, is divided into two main titles; one is the design
and architecture of prison and other one is the prison culture. In the first title, the
description of architectural features of the ward and cell systems, the interviewees’
and the civil society organizations’ definition and criticism are given. Besides, the
impacts of the architecture and design on prisoners and coping strategies of prisoners

with the impacts are explained. In the second title, prison culture is analyzed on the
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two basis; the first is on the economic and political context of the country, which
refers to external impact discussions, and the second is on the prison regulations and

prisoners’ practices, which refers to internal deprivation arguments.



CHAPTER 2

BRIEF HISTORY OF PUNISHMENT AND IMPRISONMENT

The Officer: We, his friends, already knew at the time of
his death that the administration of the colony was so
self-contained that even if his successor had a thousand
new plans in mind, he would not be able to alter
anything of the old plan, at least not for several years.

Franz Kafka, In the Penal Colony

Prisons were started to be used as a direct punishment with decrease in use of
transportation, which refers to exile from the community, to overseas for through
long ages. Countries influence each other in terms of architecture and design of
prison. It can be said that the famous models came from America to Europe and
finally to Turkey. Therefore, it is necessary to mention briefly on these models and

the penal philosophies behind them.
2.1 Penal Philosophy and Prisons of America

In 17th and 18th centuries, fines, whippings, banishment, and gallows were used as
punishment mechanisms. Therefore, the statement Rothman (1995: 113) is
meaningful, “Magistrates in colonial America never considered the possibility of
rehabilitation through punishment. Their aim was not to reform the offender but to
frighten him into lawful behavior”. After the Declaration of Independence in 1776,
Americans refused the British methods of punishment. The death penalty for
burglary and robbery was removed in Pennsylvania in 1786; the list of capital crimes
was diminished in New Jersey, New York, and Virginia in 1796; and also the death
penalty, except for serious crimes or first-degree murder, was abolished in all other

provinces by 1820 (Rothman, 1995: 114). The imprisonment started to be seen as a
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solution, as a way for deterrence, for crime. However, in the beginnings of 1820s, it
is revealed that riots, escapes, and disorder were common cases in prisons; so, the
need for organization of institution was argued. In addition, the aim of reform the

prisoner gained significance.

To this respect, in the 1820s, two prison systems, Pennsylvania and Auburn, or called
also as the separate and the congregate/the silent system, emerged and drew attention
in the whole country. By transition to the penitentiary system, it was intended to
reform characters of prisoners through isolation, silence, obedience, worship, and
labor. In Pennsylvania system, prisoners had to live in their cells alone for the entire
time of the imprisonment. If they had to leave their cells, then they had to wear
masks or hoods. They could not read anything except the Bible. These conditions
indicate that an absolute isolation, change of morality, and silence were the
characteristics of this system. The Walnut Street Jail is the first American
penitentiary which carried out the Pennsylvania model. This system was abrogated in
1913.

The second system, the congregate/the silent, began with the Auburn State Prison. A
communication was forbidden among prisoners; therefore it was also called as silent
system. The only entities which had voices were tools and machines. Tocqueville
and Beamount (1833) visited the Auburn and they stated that “Everything passes in
the most profound silence, and nothing is heard in the whole prison but the steps of
those who march, or sounds proceeding from the workshops”. In Auburn, prisoners
lived alone in their cells and they came together only in the times of eating and
working. The dominant notion in this system was to work, which was eight to ten
hours in a day. Prisoners were working together in day time and, in night time; they
were alone in the cells. In both systems, the significant feature is the architecture of
the prisons for reformers. According to the Boston Prison Discipline Society, “Other
things being equal, the prospect of improvement in morals, depends, in some degree,

upon the construction of buildings” (Rothman, 1996: 117).



In the 1860s, it was revealed that the prisons became the place of disorder, brutality,
and overcrowding; so the need to improve the prisons came to light. This need can be
seen in the statement of the National Congress of Penitentiary and Reformatory
Discipline; “Our aims and our methods need to be changed... the prisoner’s self-
respect should be cultivated to the utmost, and every effort made to give back to him
his manhood” (as cited in Rotman, 1995: 173). Although the reformatory efforts

continued during the 1870s, there was little change in the situation of prisons.

In the beginning of 20™ century, the penal philosophy gained another concern.
“Psychiatric interpretations of social deviance began to assume a central role in
criminology and policy making” (Rotman, 1995: 178). Crime was seen as illness and
the new concern was to rehabilitate prisoners. Psychiatrists and psychologists were
employed in prisons and medical concepts were started to be used. However, the
programs which aimed to rehabilitate could not be realized effectively due to
uneducated and unskilled officers, long hours of work, ineffective education
programs, physical force upon prisoners (Rotman, 1995: 183-184). On the other
hand, the effects of the allowance of communication, exercise, music, and movies in
the prisons were argued. After these reforms, a new type of prison, the Big House,
was constructed in America. “The Big Houses were large prisons that held, on
average, 2500 men, prisons such as San Quentin in California...Stateville in
lllinois...” (Rotman, 1995: 185). These prisons also accepted as maximum-security
prisons. The prominent characteristics of this type were overrepresentation of
minorities and maintaining disciplined labor, routine, and isolation. In the beginning
of 1950s, there was a stream of riots, including escape, sit down strikes, and self-
mutilation, against the American prison system. The reasons were stated as * the
deficiency of prison facilities, lack of hygiene or medical care, poor food quality,
lack of treatment, and guard brutality” (Rotman, 1995: 188). After World War II,
based on Big Houses, the correctional institutions emerged in America. With the
difference of disciplined labor and order, these institutions gave place to therapeutic
and educational programs, more flexible visiting and mail policies. For instance; The

Soledad Prison, also called as California Treatment Facility, was seen pleasant in
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physical sense by allowing communal life, using pastel colors, having library, gym
etc. (Rotman, 1995: 190). Moreover, in 1955, United Nations Standard Minimum
Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners was accepted in order to realize treatment-
oriented attitude. Although these facilities made prison life easy, there was lack of
official’s knowledge on conducting a correctional institution (Johnson et al., 2006:
34). In addition, it is claimed that the rehabilitative programs brought about abuses
for prisoners. According to the survey of the National Council on Crime and
Delinquency, which was done in 1966, “Life in many institutions is at best barren
and futile, at worst unspeakably brutal and degrading” (as cited in Rotman, 1995:
193). Therefore, at the end of 1960s, American penal system’s focus started to be on
security, control, and discipline, rather than on living conditions, training, or
education. In 1970s, prisoners protested against the psychological and physical
deprivations of prison. In return to these protests, prison officers engaged in violence
to these prisoners (Fitzgerald, 1977). It is known that prison systems of America,
especially Pennsilyvania and Auburn Prisons, inspried to other countries’ systems.

The English prison system was influenced by these models.
2.2 Penal Philosophy and Prisons of England-Europe

In the 18" century, in English justice system, there were whipping, pillory, gallows,
fines, transportation to American colonies, and military service as punishment
methods. The significant aim is to revenge of the king and punishment was seen as
reflection of the king or the majesty. Although people were waiting in the jails for
their trial, there were also people who confined for punishment. McGowen mentions
that there were two institutions; the jail and the correction house or, in other term,
bridewell. While debtors and felons were incarcerated in the jail; in the latter, “petty
offenders sentenced for short terms” and the target was both to reform and to punish
(McGowen, 1995: 80). In bridewells, prisoners were employed in order to learn
industrial skills. Besides bridewell, the Transportation Act was declared in 1718 and
transportation was accepted as punishment method for the ones who were not
hanged. McGowen argues that both bridewell and transportation “signaled a shift

away from penalties that employed the body in a public spectacle to sentences
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defined in terms of labor and time” (McGowen, 1995: 84). However, 1776 American
Declaration of Independence put an end to transportation, but transportation to
Australia was continued until 1857. As McGowen indicates, the characteristics of
18™ century prisons, in England, were neglection, disorder, noise, and smell. He
states that there was almost no authority; so, prisoners spent their time with
gambling, games, and drink habit (McGowen, 1995: 79). In due course, alcoholic
drink was forbidden, the jails repaired, and prisoners started to be kept in separate
cells. By the 1770s, the number of prisoners increased and the prisons were
overcrowding places. Offenders were imprisoned in informal places which were
smelly and abandoned called as hulks. In those years, American Revolution had an
impact on English institutions and the need for reform was started to be argued. The
idea of solitary confinement was the prominent characteristic of these arguments.
Reformers claimed that “solitude cut the offender off from his false community”
(McGowen, 1995: 86). The necessary thing is to control punishment process and “to
regulate its operation and effect” (McGowen, 1995: 93). Jeremy Bentham was one of
the active people studied on prison reform. He was consulted in order to construct his
model, the Panopticon which is never established. In his prison model, there are two
parts; the periphery and the center. In the periphery, there is circular structure and
this structure is divided into cells. In the center part, there is a tower which has wide
windows in order to see inmates easily. Each inmate is visible; however, they cannot
see the one in the tower. There is two important characteristics of the Panopticon;
being visible and unverifiable. Although the inmate cannot be sure whether there is
anyone or who is in the tower, he is obliged to perceive as under surveillance at any
time. The 18" century reformers thought that both tranny and rebellion bring forth
the other; therefore, they claimed that criminal justice should punish rather than take
revenge (Foucault, 1991: 74). According to Foucault, this shift, occurred in
punishment technique, was interrelated with improvement in production, moral and
juridical value of property relations, the increase in wealth, intensive surveillance
methods, and also efficiency in obtaining information. The reform is not related with
being against despotism but rather it is about “a new political economy of the power

to punish”. The new penal system did not aim to eliminate illegalities, but it targeted
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to administration of them. He claims that the significant thing is to reduce economic

and political cost of punishment and to increase its effectiveness.

In the 19™ century, the design of the prison began to change and repressive practices
became prominent. In 1810, the government appointed the Committee in order to
investigate penal reform. In 1816, Millbank, which was the biggest prison in Europe,
was opened and solitary confinement was started in London. In this new type, there
were opportunities to communicate and “the solid cell doors had to be left open to
allow instruction” (McConville, 1981). However, prisoners did not want to accept
hard labor and poor foods and the reactions were occurred towards these conditions.
In 1823, dysentery, scurvy, and typhus spread among prisoners in Millbank. This
situation brought about to close down the prison temporarily (Ignatieff, 1978: 176).
In 1840s, it is revealed that there was a growth in crime rate. The reason of the
situation is told as “the inadequately reformed prisons” (McGowen, 1995: 99). It was
thought that there was need to cut the communication among prisoners and to
dispose of prisoner culture. In those years, the two systems of imprisonment of
America fascinated English reformers. The one is solitary confinement of
Philadelphia and the other one is silent system of Auburn. At the end of discussions,
the separate system was adopted and the reformers thought that this system
“promised a true conversion, not the temporary obedience produced under the silent
system” (McGowen, 1995: 100). Chaplains defended this system by claiming that the
solution hinged on the revitalization of religion; because, they thought that social
problems in English society were the result of immorality and irreligion. Therefore,
Pentonville prison was designed with separate cells in 1842, because; the system in
Millbank was started to seen as unsafe and it is thought that discipline should be
enforced. Pentonville was based upon the Philadelphia system “where the cell blocks
radiated from a central inspection point, offering clear lines of observation
throughout the building” (Shoothill, 2007: 37). In due course, it was seen as the
model for local prisons. Between the years 1865 and 1914, the Pentonville model
prison was constructed in many European countries such as Holland, Spain, and

Belgium. In “Four wings radiated out from a central point, from which one could
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observe each cell door. The construction of the walls hindered communication
between prisoners...The guards were as strictly controlled as the prisoners, forbidden
to talk to the convicts...” (McGowen, 1995: 101). In the 1850s, the separate system
was modified and prisoners were started to be sent to public works prisons. During
the 19" century, labor was the main task of the daily life in prison, but; beside this,
there were also discussions on how punishment can be made more effective. There
were skeptic arguments on ability to reform of prisons and the ideas of deterrence
became prominent. Between the years 1922 and 1947, many prison reforms were
realized such as training and teaching of young prisoners or permission of wireless
and pictures into the cells (Shoothill, 2007: 43). In 1932, there was significant
example of Dartmoor Prison, which is worth to mention. Thomas states the
importance of this prison as it “was a very different place from what it had been
thirty years before. The reforms which had been introduced had created an inmate
community, able to communicate, and thus able to organize” (Thomas, 1972: 159).
The aims of rehabilitation gave way to prisoners coming together and organize.
Between the years 1945 and 1978, the number of prisoners increased twice as much

and also prison riots became regular (McConville, 1995: 155).

As it can be seen in the previous paragraph, in the late 19" and beginning of 20"
centuries, Pentonville model prisons were established in European countries like
Belgium, Holland, Spain, Scandinavia, Hungary, Austria, Portugal, and Switzerland.
However, it is also necessary to mention briefly how the penal system evolved in
those countries. In the early modern Europe, two types of punishment were widely
accepted; one is execution on the scaffold which was realized in the eyes of the
community in order to ensure social control and the other one is captivity and labor.
In due course, scaffold evolved towards incarceration and transportation. There was
also a distinction between jail and prison. While the former referred to a place where
people incarcerated until their trail and did not have to work; the latter referred to
house of correction or bridewell. After the second half of the 16™ century, the prison
workhouses, where prisoners had to work and to realize religious activities, were

constructed in Europe. The emergence of them rooted in moral concerns and aims to
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transform bad habits to good ones. In Spierenburg (1995: 67) words, “the first towns
to establish prisons included London (1555) and other English towns (from 1562),
Amsterdam (1596) and other Dutch towns (from 1598), Cophenhagen (1605),
Bremen (1608) and other North German towns (from 1613), Antwerp (1613) and
other towns in southern Netherlands (from 1625), Lyon (1622), Madrid (1622), and
Stockholm (1624)”. Emergence of the prison, apart from the workhouses, generated
from wealthy families who wanted to send away their relatives in order to protect
family reputation. “Both in Amsterdam rasphouse and the Hamburg Zuchthaus, for
example, the authorities established separate wards for these privileged few at the
beginning of the seventeenth century” (Spierenburg, 1995: 72). These separate wards

are thought as basis of solitary confinement.

Like the reformers in America and England, European prison specialists and
governments were always thinking about making reforms in the penal system. As
part of these discussions, Pentonville model was seen as a solution. However, in due
course, it was understood that total isolation brought about madness and suicide of
prisoners. In addition, due to economic reasons, prisons had to be constructed with
common work areas and dormitories. The prominent concept was labor in prison
daily life. In response to this condition, in France, “community worker associations
periodically objected to the unfair competition presented by the vastly reduced wages
of the prison work force...In Prussia, businessmen and manufacturers...resented
what they considered the state’s unfair advantage of a captive work force whose
minimal cost could undercut prices and destroy their businesses” (O’Brien, 1995:
204). Towards the end of 19" century, punishment policy changed from
imprisonment to noncustodial punishment methods; because, it was thought that
prisons failed in rehabilitating to prisoners. European states started to use the new
methods which were probation, suspended sentence, and parole. It was Belgium in
1888 and France in 1891 led in using the suspended sentence as punishment in which
“...allowing the first-time offender to enjoy freedom as long as the conditions of the
suspension were honored” (O’Brien, 1995: 210). These new methods resulted in

decrease in prison population and also carried with widespread surveillance, control,
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and discipline in society out of prisons. Beside these techniques, for political
prisoners and prisoners who had more than one sentence, deportation and
transportation, which were abolished respectively in 1885 and in 1938, were other
punishment methods in 19" century France (O’Brien, 1995: 212). In 20" century,
fine became widely used punishment method in Europe; however, countries like
Italy, Poland, and Bulgaria could not use this method due to economic difficulties of
the community. Moreover, Italy and Germany extended their imprisonment systems.
After World War 11, concentration camps and mass imprisonment gave way to
discussions on brutality of prison institutions and on prisoners’ rights. Therefore, the
prominent concept, in the 1950s and 1960s, was the treatment of prisoners.
Reformers indicated that “society would be protected best through the treatment of
the offender, not through the insistence on his or her moral responsibility under the
law” (O’Brien, 1995: 219).

As it can be seen, there is an “improvement” in punishment techniques from aim of
torment to treatment through isolation. The Turkish prison system cannot be thought
as independent from this process. However, it is clear that it comes from behind the
European States. Kaptanoglu (2000) indicates that the 11 F type prisons are the
modern panopticons in terms of architecture like examples in the United States
(Marion, Lexington), England (H Block), Germany (Stammbheim), and Italy (Tirani).
The distinctive point is that the prisoners of these institutions are able to come

together in the common areas.
2.3 Penal Philosophy and Prisons of Turkey

According to Omer Sen, exile, execution, display, fines, chain gangs, and corporal
punishment were common types of punishment in classical Ottoman law (Sen, 2007:
4). Until the Tanzimat period, using prisons as a type of punishment was limited and
only for waiting for trial. The Tanzimat reforms are significant for transition from
dungeons to prisons. The first prison, based on ward system, was Hapishane-i
Umumi which was established in 1871. According to Hasan Sen, the emergence of

prisons in the Ottoman period was based on the aim of rehabilitation and
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“...transform criminal groups into the norms of social life” (Sen, 2005: 99). From the
Ottoman archives, he sees the reformation in the Ottoman prisons; for this purpose,
teaching of writing, reading, and employment skills to the prisoners was realized
especially after 1876. In those years, the politics of foreign countries were followed
by the Ottoman administrators in order to know existing prisons systems. In 1916,
the architecture and administration of European prisons were officially taken as a
model. Therefore, prison reforms aimed to be realized in order to remove poor
conditions. Sen (2005: 110) says that “the Ottoman policy of reform on prisons was

achieved in a general sense in the 1900s”.

After transition to the Republican era, in 1926, new penal code was accepted and
four types of imprisonment were identified; exile, light imprisonment, imprisonment,
and heavy imprisonment (Ibikoglu, 2012: 33). However, reforms could not be
implemented due to unsuitable conditions of prisons. Taner states that “Except for
few prisons, all other prisons work according to the old system and they are all at a
primitive state...if we add the lack of hygiene, lack of security, and other problems,
we realize how acute the situation is” (as cited in Ibikoglu, 2012). From the Ottoman
period to the Republican era, the idea of labor-based prisons continued and foreign
countries’ prisons, like Soviet Union, Switzerland, France and many other European
countries, were seen as a model (Sipahi, 2006: 21). In early Republican period, the
idea was to make a connection between responsibility and rehabilitation through
labor. The first labor-based prison was Imrali Agricultural Island Prison which was
constructed in 1936 (Sipahi, 2006: 41). Throughout mid-1930s and 1940s, labor-
based prisons had continued to be constructed. The reason of this type can be seen in
Sipahi’s argument, “the involvement of the state in the economic sphere and the
labor problem which continued in 1930s and 1940s were determinant factors in the
establishment of the labor-based prisons...” (Sipahi, 2006: 30) Agriculture, mining,
carpentry, publishing, and weaving were the works in those prisons (Ibikoglu, 2012:
39). In 1938, General Directorate of Prisons and Detention Houses was established.
By the vice-director of the institution, the aim of prison work was stated as
correction, training, and making the prisoner conforming individual (Sipahi, 2006:
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31). Siikrii Saragoglu, Minister of Justice, mentioned the punishment system of
Turkey which has four stages. The first stage was based on Pennsylvanian system
which refers to solitude and isolation. The second stage was same as Auburn system
which means the connection of work and silence. In the third one, there was no
solitary confinement. Finally, in the last stage, there was possibility of probation.
Passing to one stage to the other is depended on the time spent in the prison.
However, this stage system project and cell system could not be actualized due to
economic deficiency of 1940s’ Turkey. In addition, in 1950, the attitude towards
labor-based prisons changed; because, it was thought that these prisons were
ineffective in reducing crime rates. More importantly, Sipahi claims that labor force
became stabilize. The Democrat Party government constructed 149 prisons between
the years 1950 and 1954 (Sipahi, 2006: 167). In those years, workshops, which were
different from labor-based one, were established in prisons. In these types, the aim
was not to make profit, but to discipline. With the coup of 1960, the new criminal
law was accepted which included division of penalties into four as death, long and
short term imprisonment, and fines. In addition, in the 1960s, prisons classified into
three as open, semi-open, and closed prisons. There were also prisons for children,

women, and for rehabilitation.

In the late 1970s, as Ibikoglu mentions, structure of the prisons and punishment
techniques changed with the increasing number of socialist political prisoners. With
the coup of 1980, new implementations were put into practice under the aim of
“treatment”. All inmates were accepted as a soldier; so, military orders, violence, and
strict control became widespread in prisons. In order to cope with these cases,
prisoners developed and maintained solidarity, collective behavior, protests, and
hunger strikes. Diyarbakir and Metris Prisons were the ones where political prisoners
confronted with severe brutality and where the first resistances started (Sevimli,
2010: 7). However, in 1990s, political prisoners gained control over in their wards by
force of both prisoners themselves and rising opposition outside of the prisons.
Although the conditions of 1980s’ prisons recovered through resistances, this does
not mean that conflict between political prisoners and the State ended up. It can be
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claimed that there was continuous state of conflict. In 1996, one of the significant
and widespread resistances was realized through the death fast struggle against
rendering Eskisehir Special Type Prison as cell system for only political prisoners.
At the end of this struggle, the demands of the prisoners were accepted; however, 12
political prisoners lost their life. Closing down Eskisehir cell-type prison, which was
called as coffin (tabutluk), sanation of prisoners, recognition of the prisoners’

representatives were some of the demands.

After 1996, the operations in prisons had continued in order to actualize the
transition from ward system to the cell type. Before “Return to Life Operation” in
December 19/2000, the operations of Ulucanlar Prison (1999), Metris Prison (2000),
Burdur Prison (2000), Bergama Prison (2000) were realized by the State. Giicli
Sevimli claims that, by these operations, it was intended to collective dispatch of
prisoners and got ready to put F-type prisons into practice. That is; Sevimli sees
Ulucanlar, Bergama, Burdur, Metris Prison operations and “Return to Life
Operation” as mutually complementary operations (Sevimli, 2010: 14-15). The State
tried to complete this transformation period with simultaneous intervention to 20
prisons on 19" of December in 2000. During the intervention, prison buildings were
demolished by heavy construction equipment. 28 inmates and also two soldiers were
died. 237 inmates were sent to hospitals. 348 inmates were sent to Edirne F type
Prison, 340 inmates to Kocaeli F type Prison, 341 inmates to Sincan F type Prison,
67 inmates to Kartal Special Type Prison, and 45 inmates to Bakirkoy Woman and
Child Prison (Sevimli, 2010: 210).

Since it is assumed that the ward system does not have the prison personnel to
govern the prisoners, the State aimed to reduce the power of mafia and political
groups in prisons and also outside of the prison by these operation and by transition
to cell system (CPT, 2001). For this reason, as mentioned in the previous parts,
existing forms of penal institution in the West served as a model for Turkey. In his
article, Ulus Baker (2001) argues that ‘the ward system had not been carried out for
many years in the West’ is used as an evidence for putting the F-type prisons into

practice in Turkey. At that period, the Ministry of Justice showed journalists round
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F-type prisons and officials tried to mold public opinion intended to persuade this
type of prison is appropriate to the Europe standards. However, at the same time,
these prisons are intensively criticized by national and international human rights
organizations. They insisted that these prisons bring about social and sensonial
isolation; therefore, they are inhuman and degrading and also against the penal code.
In addition, the European Committee for the Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment (CPT) has been regularly criticized execution

regime in F-type prisons by its reports since 2001.

At this point, in order to make these criticisms meaningful, it necessary to mention
the existing prison types and also the change in their numbers as part of the State
policy of prison system. In Turkey, types of closed prisons were designated
alphabetically and there are also closed woman prisons, education house for children,
open and unspecific type of prisons. Prisons which were constructed between the
1950s and 1970s are A, Al, A2, A3, B, and C types. The difference among A types
originated from the number of ward units and discipline cells. In A, there are four
wards for 24/30 person and there is no discipline cell. In Al, ward capacity and
number of person are same with the former. However, there are also two discipline
cells in the latter. In A2, there are five wards for 40 person and two discipline cells.
Finally, in A3, there are six wards for 60 person and it does not include a discipline
cell. These types are single layer buildings and every ward has its own yards. B type
prison has seven wards and two discipline cells; however, there is no information
about the capacity of the type. C type prison has eight units of ward for 164/300

person, four discipline cells, and cells for women and children.

Prisons which were established during the 1970s are E, H, K1, K2, and M type
prisons. E type is constructed as two-layered ward system; however, after
transformation to cell system, it was changed to 2/4/6/8/10-person cells. Moreover,
this type includes sections for women and children. H type prison is constructed as
appropriate for cell system. It is composed of two blocks and they consist of 200 unit
of single inmate and 100 units of three inmate cells. While K1 type has four wards

for 42/60 person, K2 has six wards for 60/150 person. Also, these types have two
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discipline cells. M type prison was constructed with two layers as appropriate for the
ward system; however, it was transformed to the cell system which composed of
4/6/8/10 person in each cell. Upstairs is used for accommodation and ground floor is
utilized for dining hall. Every cell has its own yards. This type also has 6 discipline

cells.

Since 2000s, D, F, L, and T type prisons have been establishing. D type prison,
called as high security prison, is composed of 11 blocks and 230 units of one and
three inmate cells. F type prisons were constructed as a campus in extensive areas
remote from cities. In these campuses, there are houses for prison personnel which
mean these people are also isolated from outside society. It is said that this type has
appropriate spaces for carrying out the treatment programs and factors that threaten
security were minimized. It has three main corridors, which called as malta, and five
blocks. There are 57 units of one and two inmate and 103 units of three inmate cells.
It is said that this type has the capacity of 24-hour continuous heating, lighting, and
water due to its speciality and security. It is also added that the ground strengthened
with sufficient matting reinforced concrete in order to prevent excavating a tunnel.
These types are based on social isolation model. In F-type prisons, prisoners cannot
see or feel anything other than too small part of the sky. In this type of prison, there
are people who accused for organized crimes and crimes against the state. L type has
61 units for seven, 4 units for three, and 40 units for one inmate. Inmates can league
together in seven inmate units in daytime and, in night time; they sleep in their one
and three inmate cells. T type includes 72 unit of eight, 8 units of three, and 16 units
of one inmate cells. Beside alphabetically named closed prisons, there are woman
closed prisons (WCP) such as Istanbul Bakirkdy Prison and Ankara Sincan Prison. In
this type, there are one, three, and twelve person cells. In order to understand
transition from ward system to cell system, it is necessary to see the decrease in the
number of ward type and the increase in the number of cell type prisons. The change

in the number of prisons by years can be found in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. The change in the number of prisons by years.’

After mentioning of the development process of prison system, it is necessary to
define significant concepts which are the factors bring about the transition of

punishment techniques.

® The data of 2008 was obtained from Duygu Senbel’s master thesis. The data of the years 2011 and
2013 was got from Mustafa Eren’s studies. The data of the year 2017 was attained from the website of
the General Directorate of Prisons and Detention Houses.

21



CHAPTER 3

KEY CONCEPTS AND THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

3.1 Definition of Key Concepts

3.1.1 Definition of Prison Culture

Chad Trulson (2006: 84) mentions that, in America, first prisons were designed with
intend of suppressing the creation of prison culture via total isolation from other
prisoners and free society. The Eastern State Penitentiary was one of these
institutions and there was physical separation and silence. However, in due course, it
was disclosed by the administration that prisoners overcame the control mechanism
in prison and it is accepted that prison design could not prevent the formation of
prison culture. Because “Inmates at Eastern State, for example, developed elaborate
tapping methods on sewage pipes- a sort of prison Morse code called the rapping
alphabet” (Trulson, 2006: 85). Also, communication was realized through notes
which were thrown over the walls of separated yards. In addition, in Auburn and
Sing and Sing prisons, “prisoners developed elaborate hand gestures as an early form
of prison sign language” (Trulson, 2006: 86). By reforms in prison system and the
construction of Big House in America and correctional institution in many countries,
the prison culture and communication techniques among prisoners developed and
became varied. Prison community is the subject who transforms the environment and
resists against the sanctions of prison architecture and design. Although prison
administrations try to transform prisoners into homogenous obedient individuals,
they can create and spread their cultural identifications and values. Special
vocabularies, idioms, and communication techniques were developed in history and

are still being developed by the prisoners.
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Prisoner culture mainly refers to “a sub rosa system of power and exchange that
includes the special rules, norms, values, and behavior patterns of prisoners”
(Trulson, 2006: 86). This concept is nourished from two main discussion; internal
deprivation and importation. While the advocates of internal deprivation argument
describes the term as a culture determined by intrinsic deficiencies of prison
environment, the supporters of importation claim assert that it is the culture
determined by broad social, legal, and political conditions and also it depends on

mainly pre-prison experiences and socialization process.

In this study, prison culture refers to the ever-growing behavior patterns, attitudes,
values, and rules which are created by prisoners as a response to both internal
deficiencies of prison environment and the social, economic, and political context of
the country. In the definition, there is an emphasis on the political prisoner. It is

essential to explain how this concept is used throughout the thesis.

3.1.2 Definition of Political Prisoner

According to Umit Hassan (1971), with the emergence of the state as an institution,
political crime came out of objectively. He says that as the state is top and main
institution of specific political system, so behaviors which directed to it are political
in the nature of things. When these behaviors break the rules of this political system,
then they are accepted as political crimes. Although the definition of political crime
Is not given in the Turkish Criminal Law, there are various definitions of the concept
in crime literature. Cesaro Lombroso (1968: 227) defines this concept as a type of
“crime of passion...frequent amongst the young and in the most intelligent and
cultivated of nations”. Schafer (1974: 145) argues that political criminals perform
ordinary crimes in order to reach ideological and political aims. Similar to the
statement of Schafer, Hagan (1997: 2) states that political crime is “criminal activity
committed for ideological purposes. There is also different point of view which
accepts crimes by the state as political crime. That is; they argue that political crimes

are “not only crimes against the state (violations of law for the purpose of modifying
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and changing social conditions) but also crimes by the state...” (Beirne and
Messerschmidt, 2014: 286) Crimes by the state are discussed into two types; state
corruption and political repression. While state corruption refers to “unethical use of
state authority for personal or political gain”; political repression means “unethical
conduct by state officials or agencies for purposes of repressing domestic political
dissent” (Beirne and Messerschmidt, 2014: 292). Ross supports this idea and
indicates that “whether the event is committed against the state or by the government
against a citizen, if it results in harm, we can say a political crime has occurred”
(Ross, 2012: 5). Although the focus of the thesis is not crime by the state, the
imprisonment of people for their political thoughts and behaviors cannot be thought
as separated from this part of the issue. Also, in the thesis, the emphasis will be given

the prisoner, rather than the crime part.

Neir expresses that political prisoners are the ones imprisoned for her/his beliefs,
expressions, or associations without using violence (Neir, 1995: 393). In addition,
McEvoy, McConnachie, and Jamieson (2007) argue about how political prisoners
defined, how they are managed, and also how these prisoners resist. They mention
that imprisonment of political prisoners is a part of larger social and political
conflicts. Rodriguez (2006) supports this idea by indicating that prison contributes to
maintain dominant descriptions of right and wrong, and also race and class relations.
The significant thing is the definition of ‘criminal’ and how particular behavior is
criminalized by the State. Therefore, some criminologists claim that all prisoners
could be accepted as political prisoners in some sense in this politicized situation
(McEvoy et al., 2007: 294). However, the authors add that this understanding seems
limited for an analysis. Therefore, they define five categories of political prisoners.
The first one of them is prisoners of war who are fighters captured as a result of war.
The second of them is the category of ‘prisoners of conscience” which was first used
by Amnesty International in 1961. In the original definition, it was said that these are
people “imprisoned solely for the peaceful expression of their beliefs”. Then, the
organization developed the definition; but the emphasis on non-violence still exists.

They stated that prisoners of conscience is the “people who have been jailed because
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of their political, religious or other conscientiously-held beliefs, ethnic origin, sex,
color, language, national or social origin, economic status, birth, sexual orientation or
other status, provided that they have neither used nor advocated violence”. The third
category is conscientious objectors. Military service is obligatory in many countries.
However, there are people who do not want to perform this service or they may be
against use of violence; so, they declare their objection which is ended with
imprisonment. The fourth of these categories is radicalized ‘ordinary’ prisoners.
These people imprisoned for theft, bodily harm, or other non-political acts. In the
process of incarceration, they were politicized. In Turkey, this category of prisoners
was seen frequently in the ward system. When ordinary prisoners were exposed to
maltreating by prison officials or by other ordinary prisoners, political prisoners were
defending and protecting them against insult. These protectionist attitudes of political
prisoners towards ordinary ones impressed the latter and they developed sympathy
for the former. The last category is politically motivated prisoners which is the
relevant category for this study. In this case, the act which results in incarceration is
based on political motivations whether violence is included or not. Indeed, due to
using violence against the state, these prisoners are generally seen as terrorists.
Prisoners from Euzkadi ta Azkatasuna (ETA) and Irish Republican Army (IRA) out
of Turkey; PKK, DHKP-C, and MLKP in Turkey could be given as an example of
this category of prisoners. In this study, the concept of political prisoner has the same

meaning with the concept of politically motivated prisoners.

Throughout the history, there is tension between political prisoners and political
powers. The Turkish State does not accept the status of political prisoner; it evaluates
them as a terror criminal. It is a political manner which does not see them as a
subject. Within this context, the function of the State, the role of the society, the
punishment techniques, and the culture which prisoners created against these

techniques will be mentioned.
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3.2 Literature Review

3.2.1 On Prison Culture and Imprisonment

As a starting point, it should be indicated that the two definitions of the concept of
state, which focus on different aspects, are significant for the scope of the thesis.
Firstly, “The state is an institutional enterprise of a political character, when and
insofar as its executive staff successfully claims a monopoly of the legitimate use of
physical force in order to impose its regulations” (Weber, 1978: 39). Secondly, the
state is the protector of common sentiments and function of the state is “to create
respect for the beliefs, traditions, and collective practice: that is; to defend the
common conscience against all enemies within and without” (Durkheim, 1984: 84).
While Weber focuses power and domination parts of the concept which is strictly
related with power to punish; Durkheim emphasizes on the common sentiments.
While in the former definition state is seen as offensive in terms of using physical
force; in the latter, it is accepted as protective that is strictly related with coping with

deviancy.

The difference of Durkheim is that he removes the negative connotations of the
concept of deviance, which is accepted in his theory as a source of change as long as
not reaching to pathological situation. At this point, it should be questioned on what
grounds pathological situation can be identified. Durkheim (2002: 35) gives the
answer with the definition of collective conscience which refers to “the totality of
beliefs and sentiments common to average members of the same society which forms
a determinate system which has its own life”. The definition common conscience
itself and also the concept of “average member”, who is necessary for social
integration and regulation, are significant in order to understand how Durkheim
defines crime. He expresses that if an act violates the common sentiment, then it can
be defined as a criminal act. It means that crime is the result of social norms which

change from time to time and place to place; so it is not a natural category.
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In order to understand the change in perception of crime, his discussion on transition
from mechanical solidarity to organic solidarity can be reviewed. According to
Durkheim (1984), in primitive societies, differences between individuals are
minimized and they devote themselves to the common weal. Social morality was
rigid depending on religion and there were sacred social rules. Therefore collective
conscience was intense. This brings about mechanical solidarity where the common
conscience completely covers the consciousness of the individual. He says the penal
law has main function in the cohesion of primitive societies. As a result of increase
in population and division of labor, mechanical solidarity turns into organic
solidarity, because; functions of the members, their actions and beliefs are
differentiated in society. There is moral diversity and social roles became dissimilar.
Being aware of the fact that “the succession of societies does not take a unilinear
form”, he argues that through transition from simple to advanced societies, penal
severity was decreased and imprisonment was preferred as a form of punishment.
Durkheim explains this difference by the distinction between religious criminality
and human criminality. He claims that this situation reflects change in quality of
common thoughts. He makes a relation between passion and punishment. He claims
that the attitude was to “punish for the sake of punishing” until passion come to an
end in the former, especially until death is realized (Durkheim, 1984: 85). By
contrasts, in modern societies, passion is denied officially and forms of punishment
changed; however the functions which refer to solidarity-producing and morality-
affirming character of punishment still exist. He relates this attitude change with
transformation in conscience collective which is more concern about the rights of

individuals.

In addition, he asserts that the degree of criminality may arise from other causes. He
draws attention to the capability of governmental authority to create offences or
increase the severity of certain crimes. He claims that if an act disturbs the
governmental authority, it is seen as criminal despite not to disturb the collective
feelings equally. He argues that a crime is perceived as an offence which endangers
the transcendent authority (Durkheim, 2002: 42-43). He argues that “there is a
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collective psychic life, but this life is not diffused throughout the entire social body;
although collective, it is localized in a specific organ. When the State takes thought
and makes a decision, we must not say that it is the society that thinks and decides
through the State, but that the State thinks and decides for it” (Durkheim, 1957: 150).
Punishment is not only related with penology and not only for the offender. That is;
practices of punishment are intended to affect audiences and it has social and moral
significance. When the public execution is thought, this statement becomes
meaningful. Depending on the economic, political, and social structures of the
societies and also based on historical, technological improvements, the practices of
punishment transformed from public execution and torture to imprisonment in due
course, as it is mentioned in the preceding part of the thesis. As it is understood, the
development of penal system and change in punishment methods did not proceed in a
unilinear way in all countries. That is; although implementations are similar, they
differ from each other depending on social and economic structures. It is the state
who determines the ones who are out of the specified norms and rules and who
should be punished throughout the centuries in order to maintain its sovereignty.
Although Durkheim makes distinction between religious and human criminality, he
emphasizes that the change was occurred in understanding of punishment, not in
reality of it. He states that “the need for vengeance is better directed today than
heretofore” (Durkheim, 1984: 90). Durkheim sees the aims of punishment which are
told as correction, rehabilitation, and prevention as a delusion and says that these
aims do not reflect the actualities of these institutions. David Garland (1991: 32)
interprets Durkheim’s argument as, “the essence of punishment is not rationality...
the essence of punishment is irrational, unthinking emotion fixed by a sense of the

sacred and its violation”.

In relation with this discussion, although he did not directly write on change in
punishment techniques, the discussion of Elias on civilizing process is significant.
From medieval times to modern, he tries to see the transformation of Western
sensibilities and long term changes in many social habits. The transformation cannot

be thought as independent from the formation of nation-states which have monopoly
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of legitimate use of violence and also from the rise in differentiation in social roles
and interdependence. When Elias (2000: 151) uses the term civilization, he refers to
“a specific transformation of human behavior”. As Garland (1990: 223) explains the
term, it is not about moral improvement, but rather it is “an analysis of how certain
social and psychic changes have transformed the configurations and character of
cultural life”. According to Elias, civilizing process, which has different pace
depending on “local centrifugal forces” such as population levels and geographical
boundaries, is varied from society to society. That is; social formation includes
dynamic and interchanging civilizing processes. He uses the concept of “civilized
sensibilities” in order to express specific psychic and cultural values. He indicates
that the significant thing is to decide on whether behavior is emotionally and
culturally acceptable or not, which resembles the idea of collective conscience. At
this point, the significant thing is to see that the civilizing process do not guarantee
civilized outcomes for Elias. Indeed, it can bring about barbarous results as in the
holocaust case (Elias, 2000). The term privatization is used by Elias in order to
explain this situation. He means that specific disturbing cases become hidden from
public sphere. He argues that the difference between execution in front of public and
modern penal practices originated from the realization of these practices “behind the
scenes”. Suffering or death in public sphere is one of these cases and the punishment
in front of the public started to be seen as a source of shame. However, this does not
mean that the disturbing aspects were disappeared; that is, these ‘“uncivilized”
aspects of life were displaced to nonvisible areas; behind walls of prisons. Garland
(1991: 125) also agrees this idea and says that “it points to a crucial division in
modern penal systems between the declaration of punishment, which continues to
take the form of a public ritual and which is continually the focus of public and
media attention, and the delivery of punishment that now characteristically occurs
behind closed doors and has a much lower level of visibility”. At this point, Elias
added a phenomenon, which is missing in Durkheim’s arguments, and argues that
this dynamic process reflects the struggle for power. Garland (1991: 151) states the
significance of Elias discussion as “it trains our attention on the formal
characteristics of modern punishment, identifies the kinds of sensibilities that create
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such forms, and helps us to trace their connection with the wider cultural and societal
patterns that have brought them about”.

Besides culturally based perception of punishment methods, the Marxist approach
adds economic dimension to the issue. Rusche and Kirkheimer (2003) start their
analysis with the Middle Ages’ Europe. They attract notice in the reasons of specific
historical penal methods and they inquired to what extent the mode of production
determines penal development. They see punishment as a mechanism which controls
the struggle between social classes. Rusche (1982: 13) interprets the history of penal
system as “the history of the relations between the rich and the poor”. They ponder in
the question that “why are certain methods of punishment adopted or rejected in a
given social situation?” (2003: 3). As an answer, they claimed that “every system of
production tends to discover punishments which correspond to its productive
relationships” (2003: 5). When the historical transformation in punishment methods
is reconsidered (workhouses and forced labor in prisons etc), the arguments of
Kirchheimer and Rusche can be sound meaningful. Another class based explanation
belongs to Pashukanis (1978) who claims that penal institutions, in capitalist
societies, are regulated with respect to bourgeois values; so, there is intensive
relation between capitalist economic relations and punishment. He saw imprisonment
as an ideological apparatus which ensures cultural and mental practices of capitalism.
Melossi, interested in European prisons, and Pavarini, emphasized on American
prisons, also studied on the historical origins of prisons and the relationship between
social change and penal policy. Melossi argues about developments in the Europe
prison system in connection with the needs of capital in the struggle with working
class. On the other hand, Pavarini focused on ideological and formal relationships.
He argues that “the central contradiction of the bourgeois universe is reflected in the
microcosm of prison” (Melossi and Pavarini, 1981: 186). This is the discrepancy
between “the sphere of production” and “the sphere of the circulation”, that is; this
relation reflects the conflict between subordination of the worker in the factory and
the legal equality and autonomy of him/her in the market. Melossi and Pavarini claim
that the main aim in the penitantiary system is to create and to recreate the proletariat
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in social sense. In Melossi’s (1981: 28-29) words, “the whole secret of the
workhouse and the Rasp-huis lay, right from the very start, in the way they applied
bourgeois ideals of life and society to the preparation of people, particularly poor
people, proletarians, so that they would accept an order and discipline which would

render them docile instruments of exploitation”.

Similar to this claim of rendering people to “docile instrument”, Foucault claims that
the aim of modern prison is to produce conforming and ‘“normal” individuals.
Foucault mentions Bentham’s prison model which was created in accordance for this
aim. He argues that the situation of invisibility assures the prison order and claims
that this situation means “automatic functioning of power” (Foucault, 1991: 201). In
addition, in this model, prisoners were to be employed in their cells and profits
would belong to private contractor (Ignatieff, 1978: 110). By analyzing Bentham’s
prison, Foucault implies that the target of the prison is not only body, but also the
soul. He asserts that the prison is older than the new codes that concerned the prison
system. That is; it was formed outside of legal apparatus by distributing and fixating
individuals in a space, registration and recording etc. (Foucault, 1991: 231). He is
interested in relations of penal technologies with the areas of governance and
discipline by reference to discussions about how “society” is structured. They are the
systems of domination and production which bring about subjugation of the body. He
mentions the micro-physics of power and draws attention to “the point where power
reaches into the very grain of individuals, touches their bodies, and inserts itself into
their actions and attitudes, their discourses, learning processes, and everyday lives”
(Foucault, 1980: 39). Knowledge provides control of an object and by this way it can
be learned how the object reacts and what its forces, weaknesses and strengths are.
The aim is to make the body docile and obedient. In addition, he sees punishment as
a “political tactic” within power relations and interprets the failure of prison system
as “unspoken political success” (Garland: 1991); because, he thinks that this situation
brings about enhancing the fear of prison and assuring the power and authority of the

police.
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While Foucault uses the concept “body of the condemned”, it was Banu Bargu
(2014: 42) who uses the concept of “insurgent’s body” in order to emphasize on the
resistance part of the issue. She also criticizes Foucault’s distinction between
sovereignty and governmentality and indicates that “Sovereignity and biopolitics
come together in the form of a biosovereign assemblage” (Bargu, 2014: 26). She
argues that biosovereignity continues to produce new forms of resistance, which are
the weaponization of life and so the human weapon. She explains the former concept
as “the tactic of resorting to corporeal and existential practices of struggle, based on
the technique of self-destruction, in order to make a political statement or advance
political goals”; and the latter one as “the actors who forge their lives into weapons
of political struggle by a resort to self-destructive techniques”. She does not see the
weaponization of life as “weapons of the weak”, unlike James Scott. Rather, she
interpretes the concept as “encompassing actions that are overt and frontal
confrontations, indeed collisions, with power”. She adds that the process “involves
open, Vvisible, and spectacular challenges to dominant symbols, with clearly
articulated political goals, a collective agency, and organized will” (Bargu, 2014:
353). In this context, she expresses that she distinguishes this type of struggle from
suicide and terrorism discussions. She interprets the death fast struggle as defensive
form of weaponization of life and necroresistence which she interprets as “a form of
refusal against simultaneously individualizing and totalizing domination that acts by
wrenching the power of life and death from the apparatuses of the modern state in
which this power is conventionally vested” (Bargu, 2014: 27).

In relation with the resistance issue, Buntman, in her study on Robben Island,
mentions on how prisoners transformed the prison and on how they resisted against
poor conditions. She focuses on the relationship among prisoners and their strategies
towards the prison administration. The significance of her study stems from
examining of political prisoners, who are South African, and their resistance between
the years 1962 and 1991. She asserts that Robben Island was transformed from a
place of repression to a place of resistance. She explains this change as “where

material conditions permit, resistance, when fully articulated and elaborated, is a
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constructive political act that attempts fundamentally to alter existing relationships of
power...” (Buntman, 2004: 5) In addition, the study of McEvoy is significant to
understand the strength of political views. In one part of his study, he focuses on the
resistance of paramilitary prisoners in Northern Ireland. As a coping strategy with
imprisonment, he emphasizes on the collective character of resistance with four key
elements; escape, dirty protest and hunger strikes, violence, and the use of law
(McEvoy: 2001: 44). He mentions on the loyalty to political ends shared by political
prisoners. He argues that this loyalty ensures solidarity and will; as a result of these
aspects, long term hunger strikes and dirty protests maintained. James Jacobs (1977)
also draws attention to significance of collective power. He says that values imported
from outside organizations and networks could be seen as source of collective power.
Besides, Gresham Sykes (1965: 107) says that solidarity provides less isolation
among prisoners and less repression of staff. He expresses that the pains of
imprisonment can be alleviated by collectivist strategies and solidarity among

prisoners.

Within the scope of the thesis, the last two names occupy an important place;
because they are the ones who directly argue on prison culture form different
perspectives. Beside the dominance part of the issue, they focus on the emergence of
communication methods, values, rules, and norms among prisoners. Before
mentioning their discussions in detail, it is necessary to express that, in Crewe (2007:
131) words, “At the structural level, few scholars now seek to explain the role or
function of the prison through a single theoretical lens. Rather, it is generally
accepted that the values and sensibilities that shape the broad purposes and practices
of imprisonment derive from multiple sources...”. Nevertheless, it is possible to say
that the discussion is divided into mainly two theories; internal deprivation theories
(Sykes, 1965; Goffman, 1961) and importation theories (Jacobs, 1977; Cressey and
Irwin, 1962).

Sykes’s study, The Society of Captives, is generated from the Trenton State Prison in
New Jersey. During the date of his survey, the percentage of Prison population in

terms of crime type was; 24 percent of felonious homicide, 24 percent of burglary,
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20 percent of robbery, and 12 percent of larceny (Sykes, 1965: xvii). The prisoners of
Trenton Prison are able to come together in the mess hall for breakfast, lunch and
dinner, for watching television, for religious activities, and working. He adds that,
today, solitary confinement is also used in the Prison for the ones who are being
punished for nonconformity to prison rules. However, other prisoners can be in
social interaction with guards and prisoners. Sykes (1965: 6) expresses that “in this
interaction we can begin to see the realities of the prison social system emerge”. One
of the realities was that prisoners interpret the life within Trenton Prison as depriving
and frustrating. Sykes explores the reasons of this interpretation and how prisoners
cope with the “pains of imprisonment”. He clarifies these pains as deprivation of
liberty, of goods and services, of heterosexual relationships, of autonomy and finally
deprivation of security. According to Sykes (1965: 65), loss of liberty is doubled by
restrictions within the institution; that is, “within this restricted area his freedom of
movement is further confined by a strict system of passes...and the demand that he
remain in his cell until given permission to do otherwise”. He argues that although
prisoners can meet basic needs, they may want individual clothing and furnishing
which were not permitted in the prison. Due to confronting with routine commands

(13

and rules “...such as the language used in a letter, the hours of sleeping and
eating...”, prisoners feel themselves as being deprived from autonomy. Sykes gives
specific example that, in New Jersey State Prison, taking food from dining hall to
cells was not permitted and most of the prisoners saw this prohibition as “pointless
gesture of authoritarianism” (Sykes, 1965: 74). Requests of prisoners were denied by
prison officials, but reasons of denial were not explained. This process should be
understood; because, Sykes says that it “...reduces the prisoner to the weak, helpless,
dependent status of childhood” (1965: 75). He asserts that, for this reason, prisoners
developed the inmate code as a cultural mechanism to reduce the pains of
incarceration.

By informing that the inmate code is an ideal type and “as a guide to behavior”, he
describes five principles of the code as; “don’t interfere with other inmates’

interests”; “plat it cool and do your own time”; “don’t exploit or steal from other

prisoners”; “be tough, be a man”; “don’t ever side with or show respect for prison
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officers and representatives” (Sykes, 1965). For the first principle, the significant
thing is to be unified against officials and not to betray a fellow to officials. The
second principle is about keeping calm and the third one is not gaining advantage
over other prisoners via fraud, force or cheat. There are also rules related with the
self. Prisoners should have the ability to cope with, without complaining, bad
situations. For the final principle, prisoners think that there should be no trust
towards prison officials. For the violators of these principles, there are pseudonyms
which are rat/squealer, toughs, gorilla, merchant/peddler, weakling/weak sister, and
square John. When the prisoner adapts these rules, then he is accepted as “the hero of
the inmate social system” (Sykes and Messinger, 1960: 10). In discussions of Sykes,
the remarkable point is about the source of prison culture and inmate code. He
conceptualized prison culture as determined by the intrinsic deficiency of

imprisonment and also as specific to penal institution (Crewe, 2007: 127).

Similar to Sykes, Erving Goffman (1961: xiii) focuses on internal characteristics of
total institutions which refer to “a place of residence and work where a large number
of like-situated individuals, cut off from the wider society for an appreciable period
of time, together lead an enclosed, formally administered round of life”. In his work,
Asylums, he argues that total institutions limit inhabitants’ physical and
psychological autonomy by regulating of spending money or washing etc. First of
all, he divides total institiutions into five groups. The first one is the homes for the
aged, the blind, the indigent, and the orphaned. In this institution, people who are
both harmless and incapable are being cared. The second one is mental hospitals and
the places which are established for caring of both incapable and unintended people.
The third one is penitentiaries, jails, and concentration camps which are established
in order to protect the community from the people inside. The fourth of total
institutions is established for better organization of worklike tasks. These places are
work camps, army barracks, ships etc. The final institution is the ones established for
religious activities like monasteries, abbeys, cloisters (Goffman, 1961: 5). Then,
Goffman describes the common characteristics of these institutions. The first one is

about place and authority. That is; although “individual tends to sleep, play, and
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work in different places, with different co-participants, under different authorities,
and without an over-all rational plan”; in these institutions, there is single place and
authority (Goffman, 1961: 6). Secondly, people in these places are treated alike and
have to do the same thing. The third common characteristic is that there are daily
scheduled activities which are imposed by the officials. The final one is that these
institutions have rational plan in order to fulfill the institution’s official aims. In one
part of the study, Goffman mentions the inmate world. He states that, although
inmates bring their way of life and activities with themselves to the total institution;
after admission to the institution, there is possibility of disculturation of inmates in
due course “with the removal of certain behavior opportunities and with failure to
keep pace with recent social changes on the outside” (Goffman, 1961: 13). One of
the process which bring about disculturation is the admission procedure of the
institution which include photographing, assigning numbers, undressing, institutional
clothing, taking life history, and fingerprinting. He says that an inmate’s dignity and
self-respect are destroyed by these routinized and dehumanizing admission
procedures (Goffman, 1961). Goffman argues that solidarity among inmates of total
institutions is limited. He accepts that there are constraints which provide inmate to
communicate each others. However, he claims that, even in the case of interaction, it

is not possible to mention solidarity and high group morale.

Similar to Sykes, he mentions a new behavior pattern and a value system within
these institutions in order to meet the mortifying processes. While Goffman (1961:
61) divides these adaptation lines into four, he adds that “The same inmate may
employ different personal lines of adaptation at different phases...”. The first one is
situational withdrawal which refers to break away of inmates from everything except
the cases related with his body directly. The second one is intransigent line. In this
case, there is purposeful challenge against the institution and inmate rejects to
cooperate with officials. Goffman states that this adaptation line sometimes results in
high individual morale. The third adaptation type is colonization which means
creating a world with maximum joy provided by the institution. The last one is

conversion which refers to accept the institutional roles and rules and to try to act in
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the perfect inmate role. He concludes that each lines “represents a way of managing
the tension between the home world and the institutional world” (1961: 65). He also
mentions the two themes of inmate culture. Firstly, he sees the emergence of self-
concern which also may lead to self-pity of inmate. Secondly, inmates interpret the

time in the institution as “wasted or destroyed or taken from one’s life”.

In conjunction with these discussions on the impacts of prison and coping strategies
of prisoners, Donald Clemmer (1940: 299) uses the term prisonization as “taking on
the greater or less degree of the folk ways, mores, customs and general culture of the
penitentiary”. He claims that as the prisoner spends time in prison, attitudes and
behaviors of him transform in line with existing cultures in prison. Even though the
prisoner does not use argot words, he learns their meaning and also ranks and titles.
However, in his definition, he associates the concept prisonization with negative
aspects, “which breed or deepen criminality and anti-sociality...” He defines the
factors which determine the prisonization process. According to Clemmer, this
process is strictly interrelated with prisoner’s personality, relationships with outside
society, connection with groups in prison, living place in prison, and finally
acceptance of the codes. He also adds the factors like nationality and age. For the
study, which describes American prison between the years 1931 and 1934, he
worked in Menard/Illinois for nine years. The interest of the study is on the issues
like leadership, informal group life, class stratification, social controls, and folkways.
He describes a hierarchy of prisoners as elite, middle-class, and lower-status
prisoners. While lower-status prisoners did not tend to be close or cooperate with
others; higher status prisoners were sharing information and resources and also they
thought collectively. However, he adds that there is limited loyalty in groups.
Therefore, the conclusion is that “the prisoner community is ‘atomized world’,
characterized more by ‘trickery and dishonesty’ than by ‘sympathy and co-
operation’” (as cited in Crewe, 2007: 135). He describes this world as the world of
“me” and “mine” rather than “ours”. He emphasizes the complexity of prison

community and the difficulty in making generalization. In Clemmer’s discussion,
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beside internal deprivation, the influence of culture and social relation outside of the

prison can be seen.

The one who focuses directly on influence of the outside society is Jacobs. He asserts
that there is deficiency in terms of external factors on prison culture in the internal
deprivation theories. He discusses the relationship between administration and social
life of the prison and also the effects of broad social, legal, and political conditions
on prison culture. He describes prison as “an organization in action, in dynamic
relationship with its political, moral and institutional environments” (Jacobs, 1977:
11). Jacobs realized a case study in the Illinois State Penitentiary, which was opened
in 1925. He describes the Prison with respect to four different periods of time.
Between the years 1936 and 1961, there was authoritarian regime in the prison. After
1961, with the rise of civil rights movements, black population in the prison
politicized. In 1970, in Chicago, there was rise of organized gangs based upon ethnic
identity and it was the date new inmate social system emerged in the Stateville.
Jacobs describes the situation of Prison as the place of conflict within and between
ethnic groups and says that the prisoner world was dominated by the street gangs
which came from the streets of Chicago. He claims that the leadership structure and
values of these gangs transferred into the Prison. He says violence, brutality and
escape became widespread in the prison in ten years. He states “Authority passed
from the hands of the state officials into the hands of powerful inmate gang leaders”
(Jacobs, 1977: 201). “The gangs posed to challenge of intact organizational
structures, highly charismatic leaders, support from the streets...”(Jacobs, 1977: 146)
Jacobs states that the increase in the significance of notions citizenship and human
rights had also influenced prisoners. In those dates, the courts also took a step to
secure the entitlements of prisoners. The ethnic minorities in prisons became
politicized and their political culture impressed the outside society. According to
Jacobs, these changes reflected “the movement of the prison’s place in society from
the periphery towards the center” (Jacobs, 1983: 6). Also, he adds that this
understanding provides clues about “society’s values, its distribution of power, and

its system of legal rights and obligations” (Jacobs, 1983: 17). He sees that the pains

38



of incarceration were being diminished by collective identity, economic and social
support of the gang system. But he also mentions the exploitation of the ones who
are not group member. He adds that it is difficult to think about an existence of single
normative inmate code; because, his claims are that the prisoner community is
fragmented; there are antagonistic relations in this community and also codes of

loyalty for group members are significant.

Likewise Jacobs, Cressey and Irwin question the lack of emphasis on external
experiences in the prison culture discussions. Their aim, in the article, is “to suggest
that much of the inmate behavior classified as part of the prison culture is not
peculiar to the prison at all” (Cressey and Irwin, 142). In order to express the relation
between inside and outside, they divide prisoners into three categories; the ones in a
criminal subculture, ones in a convict/prison subculture, and the ones in
conventional/ legitimate subcultures. In criminal subculture, which is also called as
thief subculture, the significant thing is to have right guy role; that is, not betraying
each other, being reliable, cool headed, and trustworthy. This man also should be
solid and have theft skills. They mention the convict subculture as it flourishes from
environment of imprisonment. They state that prisons have limitations and
deprivations on freedom and, in these places, “all status is to be achieved by the
means made available in the prison, through the displayed ability to manipulate the
environment, win special privileges in a certain manner, and assert influence over
others” (Cressey and Irwin, 147). That is; they claim that the main value of this
subculture is being utilitarian and manipulative in order to win the available wealth.
They finally relate these values with the characteristics of the United States’ lower
class culture. In the last one, the prisoner rejects both thief and convict subcultures.
There are few problems between these prisoners and the administration. Cressey and
Irwin describe Clemmer’s ‘ungrouped prisoners’ as the prisoners belong to
legitimate subculture. The significant feature of these prisoners is that they use both
legitimate goals and means. They conclude that all people in three subcultures “bring
certain values and behavior patterns to prison with them, and that total ‘inmate

culture’ represents an adjustment or accommodation of these three systems within
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the official administrative system of deprivation and control” (Cressey and Irwin,
1962: 153).

3.2.2 On Prison Architecture and Design

In the literature related with design and architecture of prison, there are mainly edited
books which include studies and articles of many authors (Jewkes, 2007; Fairweather
and McConville, 2000; Jewkes, 2013; Johnston, 2013; Switek, 2013; Spens, 1994).
These studies are mainly composed of chapters on historical development of English

and American prison systems.

Jewkes and Johnston mention the penal philosophies of eras broadly; aim of reform
at the end of 18th century, repressive regime in the mid 19th century, aim of
rehabilitation in the 20th century. In line with these philosophies, the architecture and
design of prisons transformed. Authors argue on how these penal ideas affected the
design and location of prisons in England. 18th century is significant because it was
for the first time “prison architecture was explicitly used to convey meaning”
(Jewkes, 2007: 178). There were innovations in terms of airness and health in
prisons; however, in the 19th century, other problems, such as classification of

prisoners and solitary confinement, were started to be discussed by reformers.

In 1816, by the construction of Millbank, the aim of solitary confinement was
realized. But the establishment of Millbank did not mean the end of discussions and
problems. Arguments changed form solitary imprisonment to control, staff, and other
policies. With the construction of Pentonville in 1842, the aim of repression became
prominent characteristic of the prison regime. It was designed similar to Bentham’s
panopticon with the aim of “sense of loss and deprivation via its stark and austere
design” (Jewkes, 2007: 184). “Consisting of a central hall, with four radiating wings
each containing three floors of separate cells with networks of iron galleries and
catwalks, it was possible for a single officer standing in the centre to observe every
cell” (Jewkes, 2007: 185).
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When the date came to 20th century, prisons were constructed remote from the
society and became invisible. The authors also mention an exception that in 1930s
open prisons were constructed. These prisons did not have high walls and there was a
connection between these prison and the society. In the beginning of 1960s, the aim
became training and rehabilitation. However, in 1990s, there were riots against
prison conditions and overcrowding. In this chapter, the authors’ aim is to show the
connection between prison design and its function by giving the summary of English
prisons. They think that design has an impact on the lives of both prisoners and

officials.

There is another chapter specifically on historical development of prison and prison
cells. Helen Johnston (2013) argues about architecture in the development of modern
prison. She mentions on different penal philosophies of different eras. She starts with
the end of 18th and beginning of 19th centuries which refers to reform period. She
mentions two phases in development of the system in those dates. One is related with
the concern of pyhsical health of prisoners and the Panopticon model. “Prison
architecture and design focused on the prevention of the spread of disease by the use
of ventilation, ‘salubrity and airiness’ determined prison construction...” (Johnston,
2013: 26). The other related with transformation of prisoners by religious and moral
activities as in the separate and silent models of prison. Then she mentions separate
system of 1830s and 1840s and the reactions against this system due to long periods
of isolation. Finally she argues about the period between mid 19th and 1895 when
the aim was both rehabilitation and deterrence. She claims that cellular confinement

accepted widely and design of prisons is organized accordingly today.

McConville also gives reference to English prisons in his chapter on prison
architecture and argues on ethical and aesthetic components. He says that “Tasteless
(or intentionally repulsive) foods, coarse and ugly garments, exhausting and
intentionally unproductive work, utterly featurless and comfortless cells,...have all in
the past been carefully blended into the regimen of punishment” (McConville, 2000:
10). He adds that these aspects of prison regime were rejected by reformers because

it was understood that they did not result in reducing crime rates. In the conclusion
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part, he draws attention on significant point and says that “If design and technology
almost completely separate prisoners from staff, one must wonder to what extent

either group can treat the other as human beings” (McConville, 2000: 15).

Like McConville, Jewkes mentions behavioral and psyhological effects of prisons.
She starts with considering the idea “prison spaces are layered with meaning and that
prison design has a profound psyhological and behavioral influence on prisoners,
prison staff, and the communities in which prisons are located” (Jewkes, 2013: 9). In
the first part of the article, by giving reference to Bentham’s and Daniel Nihill’s
statements, she mentions broadly how this influence is targeted via architectural

design.

Moreover, Switek mentions on the underlying principles of prison projects. In one
part of her article, she mentions Foucault and Bentham and their different points of
view on the panopticon model. She states that while Bentham’s principle of
construction is strictly related with the birth of modern legislation and the
effectiveness of industrial production; Foucault interprets this model as a symbol of
visibility and total control (Switek, 2013: 47). The significant point is that she
reminds the idea “this is a model legitimising architecture as an effective machine for

habitation, for work and also for acting out a punishment” (Switek, 2013: 46).

There are also studies which focus on pains of imprisonment and theoretical
discussions on space and place (Hancock and Jewkes, 2012; Fiddler, 2010; Hillier
and Hanson, 1984). In their article, Hancock and Jewkes make a relation between
penal architecture and design and the critical organization studies which focus on
physical environment of workplace. With this relation, they contribute to the
literature in terms of examining archtiectural forms which show resemblence
between workplace and prison and describing how these desings limit the subjects
who live in those forms. The common theme in these two field of study is how
environment affect patterns of thinking, behavior and identity. Therefore, they state
that both fields emphasize the relationship between power, meaning and space. When

they argue on the similarities between workplaces and modern prisons, they claim
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that both types of building emerged as a result of industrialization and urbanization.
The significant point, which they discuss, is that not only old models but also the

new designs of prisons promote the pains of imprisonment.

There is another significant study on social meaning of space from the field of
architecture. In their study, Hillier and Hanson (1984: ix) start by saying that “By
giving shape and form to our material world, architecture structures the system of
space in which we live and move”. They say that there is deficiency in the
understanding of the relation between social life and space and also social
consequences of space. They state that “The ordering of space in buildings is really
about the ordering of relations between people” (Hillier and Hanson, 1984: 2). The
main argument of the book is on the ways societies determine space. The issue which

they do not examine is the idea that space also determines society.

Similar to Hillier and Hanson, Fiddler argues that movements and interactions are
determined by design of the building. He asks significant question “How can the
inhabitants break beyond these pre-ordained barriers to behaviour and impose their
own meaning on a given place?” (Fiddler, 2010: 3). He says that it is necessary to
understand the reality of lived experiences in order to grasp the opportunities for
improvisation. He indicates that “Staff innovate and transcend the material
conditions of older establishments within the prison estate when imposing
contemporary styles of regime. Likewise, those faced with newly constructed wings
may find themselves operating in new and unexpected ways...” (Fiddler, 2010: 8).
When the literature is examined, it can be seen that there is deficiency in studies in
terms of the relation between prisons design and social relations in this specific
building. This study aims to fill this gap to some extent. In the methodology chapter,
the reasons and method of the study can be seen in detail.
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CHAPTER 4

METHODOLOGY

Social researchers could not think themselves as separated from anything that is
going around. They are affected by social, political, or economic problems as a
member of society. One specific reflection of this situation could be seen in times of
1968 struggles. As Mills and Birks (2014: 7) argue that the political and social
ruptures of 1968 affected qualitative researchers and they started to question “their
role, their place in the world and the relationship they sustain with participants
throughout the research process”. As a result of this questioning, selection of subject,
process of field research and data collection underwent a significant change. Alison
Liebling (1999: 151) is right when she claims that “the particular topic chosen
resonates with some conscious or unconscious value or interest whose origins pre-

date to research project”.

Based on these arguments, it is necessary to mention briefly the decision process of
this specific subject. Being a member of the generation which have chance to reach
various technological opportunities and communication ways, and which have ability
to respect to differences and have sense of justice, conceivably influenced the
process. However, | should also add that the social environment which | grew up did
not give a chance to know the leftist political thought and struggle. Indeed, it may be
positioned to the opposite side of the struggle. Therefore, the socialization process
proceeded with the prejudices against “the other”. The three circumstances ensured
to overcome the biases. The first one was related with the last year before getting
accepted into METU. Thanks to the efforts of my mother and a family aquaintance, |
met with Marx, Engels, Foucault, and Eric Fromm. | did not forget the moment when
he showed me “Discipline and Punish: The Birth of the Prison” on the bookshelves

and added that “it is too early to read this book”, which increased my interest to read
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the book. The second circumstance was the prison experiences of the friends. As a
candidate of a social researcher, these were the times influenced me deeply in terms
of seeing the criminalization of university students. In the relatively democratic
environment of METU, | had the chance to learn a lot about the subject which I did
not know before. | developed empathy to the friends. The last and the most
influential one started with the sociology education which enhanced my questioning
skills and broke down the prejudices. Then, this specific subject was selected. The
aim of the inquiry was to understand the prison culture and to criticize the prison

system of Turkey through the memories of the former prisoners.

Howard Becker (1967), in his article, claims that it is impossible to do a research
apart from political and personal sympathies. According to him, there is no value-
free research and the significant thing is to decide whose side we will be on. Related
with Becker’s claim, it is necessary to clarify the position of this research
ontologically, epistemologically, and methodologically which are strictly associated.
While ontology focuses on the concept of being and reality, epistemology studies
“the ways in which it is possible to gain knowledge of this reality” (Petty et al., 2012:
270). The significant thing, in this research, is the rejection of single reality and
being aware of multiple realities. Before starting to research, it was known that there
is no single prison culture. The interest was on why and how questions, rather than
on what. Epistemologically, when it was thought that how prison culture could be
understood and criticized, it was assumed that is necessary to interview with people
who formed this culture collectively. Birks (2014: 24) was right when he stated that
“your philosophical beliefs about reality guide your thoughts about how legitimate

knowledge can be acquired”.

It was assumed that it would be legitimate when research was done with the former
political prisoners who spent almost 10 years of life stages in the prisons. In relation
to matter of reaching legitimate knowledge, before starting to research, it was
investigated whether making interview in prisons is possible or not. However, it was
seen that in Turkey, it is almost impossible to make a research in the prison

environment without being on the side of the State. In order to make a research
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inside of prisons, a researcher must receive a permission from the Ministry of Justice.
If the subject is accepted as proper to search; a governmental official approve, and

then the research is made with a supervision of the officers.

In this case, there are many problems related with a field research and a data
collection process. First of all, an interviewee may not feel himself/herself as
comfortable and may conceal bad experiences that s/he is exposed to. There is a
possibility of a tendency to mention about more positive experiences, rather than
suffering ones. Prison is a place that causes a person to feel as under continuous
surveillance. In such a place, it is impossible to think that a person feels secure
himself/herself. As Andrea Fontana and James Frey (2000: 647) state, “interviews
are interactional encounters and the nature of the social dynamic of the interview can
shape the nature of the knowledge generated”. Therefore, the former prisoners were
interviewed in order to conduct the interviews in a relatively freer environment and
in places without a visible oppression tool such as cameras. Secondly; the relation
between a researcher and an interviewee is problematical in this process. In such a
situation, there is a hierarchical relation between a researcher and a respondent, who
are in the subordinate position. This is the relation which | do not want to adopt.
Instead of a hierarchical relation, it is necessary to establish a rapport for this study.
That is; “the researcher must be able to take the role of the respondents and attempt
to see the situation from their viewpoint, rather than superimpose his or her world of

academia and preconceptions upon them” (Fontana and Frey, 2000: 655).

During the research process, it was assumed that “interviews are not neutral tools of
data gathering but active interactions between two (or more) people leading to
negotiated, contextually based results” (Fontana and Frey, 2000: 645). Liebling
(1999: 164) questions the possibility of the art of research to have a moral task. By
giving reference to George Eliot, she says that the art of research has a moral task
that promotes understanding. The significant thing is to enlarge sympathies that we
have. She adds that human feeling is a chief agent of realist research. She also
mentions David Garland’s statement that “imprisonment has an expressive or

emotional function”. By giving place to this statement, Liebling (1999: 165)
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criticizes the conventional methodological approaches and asks that “why is this
emotional function of prison so invisible in most empirical research?”. In the
qualitative research, there is another significant thing that is reflexivity, which is
defined as “an active process of systematically developing insight into your work as

a researcher to guide your future actions” (Birks and Mills, 2014: 25).

In the thesis, the qualitative research; the semi-structured interview was realized with
seventeen political former prisoners who experienced the ward system, the Operation
of December 19/2000, and the cell system. The experience of the three conditions is
significant; because each of them corresponds to the different practices, and so the
different cultures, depending upon the change in the architecture and design of the
prisons. These conditions are tightly coupled; because the reasons of the transition to
the high-security cell type prison system grounded in the existing culture in the ward

system.

As a qualitative research technique, the open-ended semi-structured interview was
chosen; because there is the framework of some themes; and also this method allows
an emergence of the new ideas during the interview. The first question was on their
definition of the ward and cell system. The significance of this question is based on
meaning making process of former prisoners and how they define reality of the
environment. Their interpretation of prison architecture shows the meaning which
these buildings convey, as Hillier and Hanson (1990) discuss. The second question
was on how long they were incarcerated. It was asked; because as Clemmer (1940)
argues, it is assumed that as time of imprisonment extends, adaption of prison culture
deepens. The time which is spent in the ward and in the cell is important to give
meaning to the situations and to observe the changing experiences. The questions
from three to seven were about daily life, relationship with the administration,
relationship with other prisoners, the visiting days, and communication with the
outside society. By these questions, it was intended to understand how this “total
institution” (Goffman, 1961) works and how the prisoners experienced this
institution in their daily life. The answers of these questions gave information about

the prison culture in terms of both the internal deprivation and the importation
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arguments; because, it was assumed that, prison culture is created by prisoners with
the impacts of internal deprivations and external circumstances including the
struggles and campaigns outside of the prison. Moreover, the methods and the ways
in the formation of solidarity and cooperation can be seen with reference to the
concept of collective power. It was accepted that although its form changed; there is
collective power among the political prisoners before, during, and after the transition
period. The question eight was about the physical structure which was directly
related with the discussions on the prison architecture and design. This one is
significant to understand how these aspects affect the prisoners and the prison culture
with reference to the prison architecture literature. The next two questions were on
the effects of social, economic, and political context of Turkey on the prisoners’
lives; and the transition period through the Operation. By these questions, the impact
of the external dynamics was analyzed with reference to Jacobs, Cressey and Irwin
discussions. It was intended to make a relation between the experiences of former
prisoners and the context of Turkey. It is seen that the Operation, which cannot be
thought as separated from this context, had a big impact on the meaning which the

prisoners created until and after this time.

As the literature review shows, there are different practices, values, and norms in
prisons; so, it was assumed that there is no single prison culture. Before December
19/2000, even the possibility of the State’s operation transformed the relations
among the political prisoners. While some of them insisted to start the death fast;
some did not support this idea. The reason of this discrepancy generated from the
difference in the interpretation of the State’s politics and in the manner of the
political organizations towards the death fast. In this regard, it could be claimed that
the collective power, the relations with the administration, with other prisoners, with
the outside society were affected by this process. Therefore, the theme on this date

was necessary to understand how the transformation occurred.

During the research process, the semi-structured in-depth interviews were conducted
with 5 female and 12 male former political prisoners. For the thesis, it was important

to include both the female and the male former prisoners; because, it is supposed that
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the practices; the forms of struggle of the female prisoners; the attitudes of the prison
administration towards them etc. are different from the male prisoners. The doubt
may occur because of relatively small unit of analysis. Related with this concern, it is
necessary to give place to Liebling’s (1999: 163) question; “how representative is
any prison or any individual prisoner...of the world we seek to understand?”. As an
answer, she emphasizes the significance of the particular. That is; it was seen that the
number of interviwees was enough to understand the political prison culture and to

criticize the prison environment.

The interviewees were reached through TAYAD and IHD. It is necessary to mention
about these two organizations briefly. TAYAD is a non-governmental organization
where families of prisoners come together and try to find a solution to problems of
prisons in general and of their children specifically. It was founded in September
3/1986 in order to struggle against violation of human rights in prisons. IHD is also a
non-governmental organization. It was established in July 17/1986 by close relatives
of prisoners, writers, journalists, doctors, lawyers, engineers, architectures, and
academicians who are human rights activists. With the help of TAYAD and {HD, the
first three networks were established; then, the snowball sampling was used,;
otherwise, it would be difficult to access the interviewees.

The field research was realized in three cities; Istanbul, Kocaeli, and Ankara. The
reason for the selection of these cities is that they are the places where the former
prisoners live mostly. Seven respondents are living in Istanbul, one in Kocaeli, and
nine in Ankara. While the first interview was carried out in February 2/2015; the last
one was conducted in April 25/2015. Before starting the interviews, the respondents
read the informed consent. The aims of preparing this information document were to
provide knowledge to the respondents about the research and the researcher; to
ensure their feeling of trust; and to invite them to end the interview if they feel
themselves uncomfortable. In this study, it was essential to use pseudonyms in order
to protect the interviewees from any kind of harm and to ensure their privacy. In
addition, | got a permission to take a tape-record of the interview and all participants

allowed me to make record. After the field research completed, all records were
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turned into texts. Besides the field notes, these tape-records were significant for this
study; because they were helpful in terms of re-listening, and also it would not be
reliable source of data if it depends only recollection of the conversations. The

information on interviews can be seen in Table 1.

Table 1. The information on interviews.

Number‘ Person ‘ City ‘ Place Duration ‘
1 Ahmet |Ankara |Cafe 1 hour 11 min
2 Zeki Kocaeli | Cafe 51 min
3 Bahar | Ankara |Cafe 1 hour 37 min
4 Burcu |Ankara |Cafe 1 hour 10 min
5 Hiiseyin | Ankara |Workplace 1 hour 48 min
6 Mahir | Ankara |Cafe 1 hour 11 min
7 Veli Istanbul | Cafe 21 min
8 Onur Ankara | Cafe 57 min
9 Diyar |istanbul | Workplace 30 min
10 Elif Ankara | NGOs' office 33 min
11 Hasan |Ankara |Cafe 30 min
12 Murat | Ankara |Cafe 1 hour 3 min
3 Pmar  |Ankara |NGOs' office 53 min
14 Ozan Ankara |Cafe 1 hour 30 min
Ali Istanbul | Cafe 57 min
16 Umut | Istanbul | NGOs' office 52 min
17 Suna Istanbul |in her aapartment | 55 min

During the field research process, there was a good cooperation and trust between me
and the former political prisoners. In fact; two of them wrote their names and
surnames in the informed consent although I said that it is not required. They thought
that if a person wants to listen and to write their experiences; it is a valuable thing in

itself. They said that this study is significant; because they still want their voice to be
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heard. They are aware that the problems of prisons and the Operation of 19/2000 are
not sufficiently known in Turkey. They stated that there are still violence and torture
in the prisons. The former prisoners wanted to tell these problems and they want
removal of these rigor conditions. During the research process, | went to protests
with them, set in the cafés and had a talk on daily issues; then, both they and | felt
myself as an insider. After they trust me, they arranged meetings with their friends
who are the former prisoners also. That is; in this study, the significant attitude,
“working with prisoners directly, rather than writing about them” was tried to be
realized (Bosworth et al., 2005: 261). The first interview was one of the most
difficult interviews in terms of emotional feeling; because, not only the experiences
were inherently sad and impressive but also the expression of person was so real and
sincere. Although some of the interviewees were sensitive about the subject; some
were strict and wrathful. It was seen that this difference rooted in the political
organization that a person belongs. If it is said clearly, there was a difference
between the emotions and manners of the prisoners depending on their political
parties. That is; while the members of the one group had sharp statements, whether
being an active or a former member, the advocates of the other had softer attitudes.
In the next chapter, the political prisoners’ values, behaviors, and rules and the

factors on these aspects can be seen in detail.
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CHAPTER 5

DISCUSSION

Stepan: | don't love life; I love justice, and that's
higher than life.

Kaliayev (with a visible effort): Each person serves
justice however he can. We must accept that we are
different. We must love each other, if we can.

Albert Camus, The Just

5.1 The Prison Architecture and Design

In the linear architectural model of the prison system, which refers to the ward
system, the number of prisoners in each cell was different due to size of the ward, as
it was mentioned in the Turkey part of the Chapter 1. The main feature of the system
iIs to live together with many other prisoners in the same ward through the
imprisonment period. The conditions of the wards were poor in terms of hygiene and
having a special life space. Besides, the epidemic illnesses were widespread. In fact;
there were the times when the prison population exceeded the capacity of the ward.
For instance; in Ulucanlar Prison, although one of the ward was for 40 prisoners at
most; the prisoners sometimes had to live with 100 or 120 people in this place. In
addition, Tanil Bora (2000) states that the political organizations exercised power
over their members; but he adds that this does not legitimize the F type prison

system.

While the prisoners mentioned the problems of hygiene and private sphere in the

ward system; the State had different problems about these areas. The most significant

one is that the communication and relation among prisoners could not be controlled
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by prison officials in this prison system, for the officials were not able to exercise a
consistent control over the life space of the prisoners. It is asserted that, because of
this reason, prisoners find ways to assert dominance over each other and they may
act in a particular manner which poses a threat to the security of prison and its
administration (Tiirker, 2003: 43). In the handbook of the prison administration, it is
stated that “the terrorist should not communicate with each other; because, in such a
case, s’he becomes like a fish out of water”. The State thought that if the sources,
which spiritually and ideologically feed the terrorist, removed; then the revolutionist/
destructive part of him/her dies (as cited in Islegen, 2000). Kaptanoglu (2000) says
that the State might want to be alone with the ones who fit the enemy concept.

In contrast to the ward system, the modular architectural model provides an
opportunity to control prisoners on a regular basis. The former architecture and
design of the prison completely transformed by the transition to high security F type
prison system. First of all, these prisons are constructed as remote from city centers
and residential areas. The area around the prison is expropriated and there is no
permission to build any construction. It is watched continuously by the cameras. The
prison building is surrounded with 8 meter walls. In this context, Elias’ (2000)
concept of privatization is important to understand the meaning of the walls. The
State aimed to hide and punish political prisoners “behind the scenes”. While the
State officials interpreted the ward system as outdated in terms of human rights; they
continued to violate the rights behind the high walls of F type prisons through
isolation. Besides, Sykes (1965: 3) interprets the high walls as “a symbol of society’s
rejection” of prison population and as an aim to “keep the enemy within”. Within the
scope of the thesis, the political prisoners do not see their imprisonment as a rejection
of the society; however, the State aims to make political prisoners feel themselves as

a rejection; because these walls are specially designed for these prisoners.

There are two cell types; one is for one-person and the other is for three. The cell for
three-prisoner is equal to 25m?. On the first floor, there are a bathroom, one table and
three chairs, which are white and are also made by a plastic. On the second floor,

there are three beds and three wardrobes which are fixed to the ground. The
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interviewee said that the main reason of the immobilization of objects was to prevent
of using them for constructing a barricade, as in the ward system. The other
interviewee told that this situation inhibited both the socialization process among the
prisoners and the creation an environment to one’s name. The yard, which is

surrounded with 8m high walls, is equal to 50m?.

Besides, the cell for one prisoner is composed of 10m? with single floor, which
includes a bathroom, a table, a chair, a wardrobe and a bed. Its yard is equal to 42-
50m?. The walls and every material were only white or grey. The colors such as red,
dark blue, and olive drab were forbidden. The administration assumes that the red
symbolizes socialism and communism, and also the other two are the colors of
military and guardians’ uniforms; so they may be used for running away from the
prison. The interviewee added that the ban of some colors was a matter also in the
ward system; however, it remained on the general instruction of the prison. One of
the former prisoners interpreted the intense use of white color as “white torture”. The
political prisoners were aware that all of these physical features were carefully

selected in order to cause to disidentification and to depression of the prisoners.

The State interprets the high security F type prison as the “room system” and
describes it by the facilities and the number of cells. However, these are not the only
characteristics of these institutions. It is necessary to examine how the civil society
organizations and the political prisoners themselves define the prisons. In the first
place, the civil society organizations use the concepts of small group isolation or
cell-based system for the new system of imprisonment. In their report, the Human
Right Watch Committee (2000) divides the prisons into three categories; the solitary

confinement, small-group isolation, and cell-based system;

“Solitary confinement” refers to a regime in which an inmate is housed alone, with
severely limited contact with others and little or no access to outside stimulation.
“Small-group isolation” refers to a regime in which detainees are confined to their
cells together with up to five other inmates, most if not all of the day, without
opportunities for proper exercise, work, or other productive activities, or interaction
with detainees other than those confined to the cell. A “cell-based” detention system
consists of rooms or cells occupied by up to six inmates, which for the purposes of this
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memorandum does not include an isolation regime, and is therefore not objectionable
per se.

From their examination on Kartal Special Type Prison, they note that most prisoners
are alone or with two to five other prisoners through twenty-four hours a day. Then,
they express that the regime may cause to damage on the prisoners’ physical and
mental health. They mention the general perception that small group isolation regime
in Kartal Special Type Prison is a prototype for the high security F type prisons. The
Amnesty International (2000) also mentions on the same perception. The delegation
visited the Sincan F Type Prison and they observed that the conditions of the Prison
“may not comply with international standards for access to natural air and light in
cells and appropriate access by prisoners to exercise in the open air”. They
emphasize the necessity of a sufficient period of time which prisoners can exercise

facilities and connect with others outside their cells.

Besides, TBB (2000) discusses the difference between a room and a cell system. In
the former, a person has a living space specific to her/himself and this place does not
have the aim of isolation under any circumstances. A person able to read, write,
think, sleep, and stand alone at any time s/he likes. That is; the significant point is to
prevent continuous living alone or in a group. However, the concept of cell has
different meanings. They define it as a closed place where a person has to live alone
continuously; therefore it is not possible to mention about sociality of a person.
These places do not include shared spaces, and also interior/exterior designs are
projected for isolation. Therefore, they state that these prisons are equal to definition

of cell.

According to the statement of IHD (2001), the aim of the transition is to cut the
interconnection among prisoners, which could be realized via isolation and physical
alteration. They state that the isolation, which exists in the F type prisons, is a torture
method in terms of the 1987 European Prison Rules. IMOP (2001) indicates that all
life space of the prisoners is cramped in a specific cell. They state he social facilities
can be used only depending on “good conduct” of a prisoner; so, in this sense, the
concept of cell is more valid for these places. TTB (2000) also states that in the new
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prison project, the total isolation was aimed by perceiving only the security problem
and by ignoring the human factor. They evaluate the desing of these institutions in
terms of health; and mention that a toilet, a bath, and garbages are in the same place
which is objectionable situation in terms of personal and cell hygiene. The cell is also
insufficient for fresh air. They claim that the principle of protecting and improving

personal health was disregarded in the new project.

At this point, the statement of Fairwheather and McConville (2000) should be
mentioned. They said that the total separation of prisoners and officials by a
technology and a design of prison may result in treating each other as nonhuman. In
addition, the criticisms on the F type prison system overlap with the Sykes’s (1965:
5) statement that if the prisoners are cut off from all interaction and if they live only
in their cells throughout the imprisonment process; then “the inmate population
would be an aggregate rather than a social group, a mass of isolates rather than a
society”. However, it is necessary to note that, even if the characteristics of the new
system aim to create an aggregate; the political prisoners are able to find ways to

create and live as a society.

In the second place, the former political prisoners defined the two prison systems
with reference to the meanings, feelings, and experiences which are created by the
regimes. For the ward system, they mentioned both the advantages and the
disadvantages. For the first part, they stated that a being crowded means to feel
secure and to develop conceptual skills better. Moreover, they expressed that the
ward system was a social space where many communication channels existed. There
was a cultural and an ideological diversity among people within the same ward. They
said that it was a place where different life experiences lived together and where the
political prisoners were able to have knowledge about different political parties. The
most telling aspects were a solidarity, a friendship, and an act of helping each other.
For the disadvantages part, they think that the life with a large number of people was
difficult in terms of hygiene, eating, reading etc. While they mentioned advantegous
beside the disadvantegous of the previous system; they did not remember any good

features of the F type prisons. In respect to the new system, they described a place
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which corresponds to the cell concept and they emphasized on the isolation and

disidentification effects;

Concepts bring meanings with themselves. Ward means togetherness in one sense. It
is a place which has specific life style, where you are able to being together with other
people, and able to share...When the word F type is considered, the first strong word
which evokes is loneliness. For example; being passive, being pushed from life into
the absence, breaking off people, and becoming introverted. (Onur)**

F type is different. It is a place where it is difficult to sustain even human values. A
person is robust if the setting is favorable for these values like friendship, cooperation,
conscience, morals etc. F type is not related with these. (Ahmet)°

The difference between to define the institutions by their number of wards and the
cells and to describe them with reference to the experiences and feelings which these
institutions bring about can be seen from these statements. The significance of the
feelings should be added to the discussion of Hillier and Hanson (1990). They
express that an architecture shapes the relation among people. However, a design of
a building also shapes the feelings of people, as it can be seen in the responses. Not
only the interactions and movements are defined by the architecture, but also the

feelings.

Within this context, the effects of the architecture and the design of the high security
F type prison system should be mentioned. The IHD (2001) claims that the
understanding behind the F type prisons is to deny both human and humanistic
values. TTB (2000) declared that these places cause to physical, mental, and social
destruction of a person. In the report, they drew attention to the health problems such

as narrowing of visual field, a decrease in sense of hearing, and a perceptual and a

*All the translations of the quotes from the interviews belong to me.

* “Kavramlar anlamlar1 da getiriyor. Kogus demek birliktelik demek bir anlamda. Kendine gore bi
yasam bi¢imi olan, diger insanlarla beraber olabildigin, paylasimda bulunabildigin bir alan... F tipi
dendiginde ilk ¢agrisim yapan en giiclii kelime yalmizlik. Edilgin olmak mesela; yasam icersinde
yokluga itilme insanlardan kopma kendi i¢ine gémiilme...”

® “F tipi farkli. Insani degerlerin bile yasatilmakta zorlanacagi bi yer. Iginde dostluk, arkadaslik,
yardimlasma, vicdan, ahlak gibi bi siirii insani kavrami yasatacaginiz ortam olursa insan direnglidir. F

tipinin bununla ilgisi yok.”

57



sense disorder. The similar expression can also be seen in the responses of the former

political prisoners.

It was seen that living in the small cell has both psychological and physical negative
effects on the prisoners. Mahir expressed that the most striking part for him was the
yard with its walls exceeder to 6 meters. He claimed that the walls of the yard so

long that if a butterfly falls into, it cannot go out;

There is no prison which was constructed as proper to humanistic values. The architect
thought dedicatedly on how s/he could cause the prisoners pain... The saying that
“Yusuf in the pit bottom’ is belong to me. (Mahir)°

In due course, the prisoners started to be noise-sensitive; because it was the stimulus-
poor environment and there was monotony in terms of light and voice. The only
noises were the noises of door, locking, and footstep. Kaptanoglu (2000) mentions
that when a person is bereft from the stimulus; s/he is not able to make a distinction
between the imagination and the reality. The prisoners had problems with their eyes,
like an amblyopia, due to seeing continuously close-range. The interviewees told that
they were hallucinating after a while; the walls seem as if they were coming for the

prisoner because of the small life space;

When you go outside, people seem strange. | was staring vacantly when | went to
hospital. Presumably, it was because of becoming of the notions slowly indistinct.
(Burcu)’

Being fixed of everything, not being under your control of anything, and not being
able to decide anything...All of these caused to run out of social and human senses in
your brain. (Ahmet)®

Besides the determined and small space, the absence of “the other” also results in

hallucination and thought disorders. Kaptanoglu (2000) argues that the lose of “the

6 “Yapisal olarak higbir cezaevi insani yapilmamis. Mimari, ‘nasil eziyet veririm, mekanin iskencesini
nasil saglarim’ diye 6zel diisiinmiis... Kuyunun dibindeki Yusuf tabiri bana aittir orast i¢in.”

" “Digar1 ¢iktiginda tuhaf geliyor sana insanlar tuhaf geliyor. Bos bakiyordum mesela hastaneye
gittigimde falan. Herelde kavramlarin yavag yavas siliklesmesinden kaynakli.”

8 “Herseyin sabitlenmis olmasi, higbir seyin sizin kontroliiniizde olmamasi, higbir seye sizin karar
veremeyecek halde olmaniz... Tiim bunlar sizin beyninizdeki sosyal algiy1, insan algisini tiiketiyor.”
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other” is a troublesome situation for the ego. The “I” starts to disperse and the limits
become blurred; because the ego knows itself in “the other”. The all emotional states
are yours as long as they reflect on “the other” and turn to you. One of the

interviewees mentioned that these effects continued after the releasing;

For a long time, 1 could not go out in public. I was confused. You cannot concentrate.
You are outside, but you do not believe...I have a friend who imprisoned for 32 years.
This friend told that when walking on the straight road, he was going round in circles.
The idea is conditioned to the pacing up and down. (Burcu)®

In order to overcome the architectural and the physical constraints of the high
security F type prison system, the political prisoners were developing some methods.
The basis of these methods was to organize a revolutionist life style. It is the main
issue in rendering the environment to the prisoner’s favour. The interviewees told
that the sustenance of the political prisoners is their ideological-political stance and
their relationship with people, and so solidarity;

In the political imprisonment, the place does not matter. You may not decide on where
they incarcerate you, whether in one-person cell or in a ward. The essence of the issue
does not change as long as you decide on how you live. It does not matter at the point
which you act consciously. (Zeki)*

They thought as if the walls do not exist. The other way is to continue intellectual
production and draw colorful caricatures/pictures. Another way was to sing a song
and anthem in front of a cell window. Some prisoners were making a request of some
songs and the others were singing like a radio program, owing to resonate. Sykes
(1965: 107) is right when he says that “A cohesive inmate society provides the
prisoner with a meaningful social group with which he can identify himself and
which will support him in his battles against his condemners-and thus the prisoner

can at least in part escape the fearful isolation of the convicted offender”.

% “Uzun siire mesela insanlarin igine ¢ikamadim. Bir yere kadar tek ¢ikamadim. Kafa ¢ok karisik,
konsantre olamryorsun. Digardasin ama inanmiyorsun... Mesela benim bi tamidigim vardi, 32 yil
icerde kalmis. O da anlatiyordu; diiz yoldan gidiyorum diyordu. Bi binanin etrafindan doniip ayn1 yere
geliyorum diyordu. Volta seyi varya, kafa sartlanmis artik.”

10 «Sjyasi tutuklulukta mekanin cok énemi yok. Seni nerde yasatacaklarina sen karar veremeyebilirsin.
Tek kisilikte mi kogusta mi1. Nasil yasayacagina sen karar verdikten sonra isin 0zii degismiyor. Sen
bilingli ve iradi davrandigin noktada ¢ok énemi yok.”
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In this regard, the discussions on common space and commons should be made
reference to. Hardt and Negri (2009: 139) direct attention to common as dynamic.
They express that the common is not only related with sharing the earth; but also it
consists “the languages we create, the social practices we establish, the modes of
sociality that define our relationships, and so fourth”. In Ranciére’s discussion, there
is the notion of power. He describes common world as “a polemical distribution of
modes of being and ‘occupations’ in a space of possibilities” (Ranciére, 2006: 42).
He makes a distinction between politics and police with regard to the notion of
“space of possibilities”. “There are two major ways of symbolizing the community:
one represents it as the sum of its parts, the other defines it as the division of its
whole. One conceives it as the accomplishment of a common way of being, the other
as a polemic over the common. I call the first police, the second politics” (Ranciére,
2010: 100). While he uses the concept consensus in relation with the former, he

interrelates the latter with dissensus.

Ranciére argues consensus as a tool for management of the case of insecurity. He
thinks that by the perception of insecurity, the states have opportunity to manage
collective life. “Consensus, as a mode of government, says; it is perfectly fine for
people to have different interests, values and aspirations, nevertheless there is one
unique reality to which everything must be related.” (Ranciére, 2010: 144). For the
case of dissensus, which refers to politics, he argues that it questions the ‘natural’
order. Ranciére claims that politics can invent new subjects who break with the
police order. “Politics invents new forms of collective enunciation; it re-frames the
given by inventing new ways of making sense of the sensible... new bodily
capacities” (Ranciere, 2010: 139). He thinks that the community, as a politics,
includes questioning and transformation of the meaning and the styles of living
together.

Stavros Stavrides (2016) starts his discussion with the question whether people
struggle against exploitation and unjust policies both by claiming their needs and by
establishing a common life. He expresses that people share and perform values,

habits and identities within the common world. Then, he defines commoning
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practices as a creation of a new type of life-in-common. One of the characteristics of
them is their possibility to establish social relations which go beyond the hegemonic
patterns of sociality. The essential actions are to participate in a common world and
to secure and reproduce the division between this world and the hostile one.
“Homogenizing structures of beliefs and habits” are significant part of these actions
(Stavrides, 2016: 32). Stavrides makes a distinction between a common world and a
world of commoning. He states that the former may transform into the latter within
the process of creation and reproduction of the homogenizing structures. The worlds
of commoning is more than shared habits and beliefs. It is strictly about belonging
and participating activelly in designing of the rules. Harvey (2012: 73) also defines
the common “as an unstable and malleable social relation between a particular self-
defined social group and those aspects of its actually existing or yet-to-be-created
social and/or physical environment deemed crucial to its life and livelihood”. The
essential thing for commoning practice is a formation of collectivity and being non-

commodified.

Then, Stavrides (2016: 7) describes the common space as “both a concrete product of
collectively developed institutions of sharing and one of the crucial means through
which these institutions take shape and shape those who shape them”. He divides the
space into two; closed and open systems of common space. While there is specific
perimeter and specific commoners’ community in the former; there is an opportunity
of communication and interchange of ideas and goods through an open networks of
commoners in the latter. Stavrides’ discussion is related with the prison community
and culture in terms of both being active in a definite perimeter and aim of reaching
to open networks. That is; the ward space resembles a closed common space.
However, it should be added that the political prisoners carried out the commoning
practices for the specific ideal; socialism and communism, as part of their ideological

position.

Within this context, in the ward system, the political prisoners had an opportunity to
participate and design the rules. Then, the ward became the common space and the

society of the commoning. It was a place which gives a possibility to maintain the
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collectivity and the commoning practices. The distinctive feature of political
prisoners is the formation of ward communes, which will be discussed in the detail.
As Bargu (2014: 169-70) expresses;

it was collective life of political prisoners, their subjective experiences of deprivation,
arbitrary violence, intrusion, on the one hand, and autonomy, solidarity, and equality
through communism, on the other hand, that allowed the production of the prison
wards into spaces of freedom within captivity.

In contrast with this situation, the transition from the wards to the cells brought about
turning back to the condition of the “society of captives” (Sykes, 1965). Foucault
(2007: 57) is right when he argues discipline divides places, individuals, and
movements; classifies them; desings sequences between actions; regulates the
processes of control; and “divides the normal from the abnormal”. For the last
characteristic of discipline, the separation of the former from the latter, he expresses
that the main point of disciplinary normalization is the norm. “I would rather say that
what is involved in disciplinary techniques is a normation (normation) rather than
normalization. Forgive the barbaric word, | use it to underline the primary and
fundamental character of the norm” (2007: 57). Stavrides (2016: 15) also mentions
about normalization process as a domination project; “a project that seeks to mould
society’s subjects”; but he adds that “a complete and total normality cannot be

imposed. Normalization will always have to deal with deviations and exceptions”.

When the architecture and the design of the high security F type prisons are thought,
it is seen how discipline and normation work in reality. However, it is not mean that
there is no exception or deviation in the new regime. When Steve Pile (1997) argues
about the geographies of resistance, he says that space is produced by authority
through breaking it into pieces, making differentiation between them, using of
boundaries, and control. However, he also adds that this does not mean that
“resistance is forever confined to the authorised spaces of domination” (1997: 3). He
expresses that “resistance seeks to occupy, deploy and create alternative spatialities
from those defined though oppression and exploitation” (1997: 3). He mentions that

not only political struggles generate political subjectivities; but also people become
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political by means of struggle spaces. Pile (1997: 27) states that “power seems to be
everwhere, but wherever we look, power is open to gaps, tears, inconsistencies,

ambivalences, possibilities for inversion, mimicry, parody and so on”.

This part was about on the one side of the reciprocal relationship expressed in the
research question. The other side of the relationship will be mentioned by focusing
on the external and internal factors on the prison culture. In the next section, how the
political prisoners formed and maintained the common space and practices within the
conditions of the ward system; and then how the space and practices changed after
the transition period will be analyzed.

5.2 The External Impacts on the Prison Culture

5.2.1 The Economic and Political Context

Kadioglu (2001: 7) interprets the “democratization” process of Turkey as based on;
1) the market logic; 2) the State which legitimizes itself through force. Su (2001)
supports this argument by claiming that while the political power postpones the
democratic reforms and the international signed documents; it puts into action the
economic reforms which are suitable for the free market norms. The claims of
Kadioglu and Su can be clearly seen in the period after the 1980 coup d’etat. Turkey
entered the effect of liberal economic policies with the January 24 Decisions, which
were expressed as a prerequisite for democracy.

Tiilin Ongen (2004) describes the aims of the Decisions as to render the local capital
strength against labor and to being adapted of the politics to economic requirements.
She adds that these aims were strictly related with the solution of the political
leadership problem and on the permanent suppression of class movement in Turkey.
In accordance with these purposes, the authoritative and oppressive regime was
required. She expresses that the military seizured the power in September 12/1980 by

becoming de facto political representative of bourgeoisie. Yalman (2004) also argues
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that the military regime gave priority to reassure foreign financial communities and
local bourgeoisie of the structural adjustment program. He interprets the significant
political and institutional changes of 1980s as “the restructuring of the State”. He
defines the basis of new hegemony strategy, which accompanying with the
restructuring process, as putting an end to classed-based politics. The discourse that
people are interest-oriented individuals was developed and the significance of

individual freedom was put forward.

In relation with this, Savran (2004: 30-31) argues about four components of a
neoliberal program; 1) to decrease state intervention into market by deregulation, 2)
privatization in order to minimize state activity in production, 3) privatization of
social services, and 4) deunionization. He expresses the three obstacles which had an
impact on putting the neoliberal program into practice in Turkey. The first one is the
revitalization of class-based struggle at the end of 1980s and at the beginning of
1990s (‘89 Spring Actions, Mine Strike in Zonguldak, the foundation of KESK),
which was supported by the leftist parties and professional associations like
TMMOB and TTB. However, he adds that although large worker mass started to
query all the system as a result of the cases of 1996 Susurluk, 1999 Golciik
Earthquake, and 2001 economic crisis; the revitalization could not transform into
being an organized force in the political field. The second obstacle is the Kurdish
movement, which means the consumption of the State’s sources in the economical
level. He indicates that the Kurdish problem shortened life of the governments and
brought about the bourgeoisie parties being shattered. The coalition governments
were not successful to carry out the neoliberal program due to their unstable program
and internal contradictions. Savran claims that the process of February 28/1997 was
realized in order to solve the conflict between the two wings of bourgeoisie (Secular-
Westernist and Islamist) for the benefit of Secular-Westernist part. By this process,
the neoliberal measures were tried to put into practice. Savran (2004: 35) adds that
the 2000 IMF program and prohibition of all large workers’ strike were the products
of this effort.
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The transformation of the prison system of Turkey coincides with this economic and
political context. Paker (2001) mentions that the period of death fast struggle fall into
the middle of the “regime” crisis; the Reminder (Andi¢) case, the European Union
Accession Partnership Document, the Armenian genocide law drafts in US and
France, the side letters to IMF, starting of mass actions of workers against IMF
policies, the repentance law, coming into light of the corruption in the banking
system, the interference of the Turkish Army to North Iraq in order to destruct PKK.
He expresses that many of these processes turned upside-down the endurance limits

of the owner of traditional authoritative mentality and of the State.

Besides, May 1/1996 was one of the significant dates in terms of; 1) the perception
of the community towards the leftist movement, and 2) the division among the leftist
movement. For the former case, Laginer (1996) argues that the “strike it rich”
understanding of the 1980s caused some sections of the community to position as
“extra societal”. With the ‘90s, these sections started to be in interaction with
“radical” groups which composed of some tendencies in the Islamist movement and
also the leftist organizations which defend armed struggle. He says that, in May
1/1996, we witnessed to mass spring of the latter. It was seen that the “rising power”
of suburbs tend towards the oulawed leftist groups. For the latter case, Kara (1996)
argues that, in that day, the leftist movement confronted with deep division in terms
of political, ideological, social, and cultural dimensions. On the one hand, there was
revolutionist left of the “suburbs”; and on the other hand, there was metropolitan
“libertarian” left. This was the situation which the leftist political organizations in.
Within this context, it is necessary to view the conditions of the organizations in the

prisons.

Meryem Erdal (2000) claims that there are three features which gave way to the
prison policy of the State. The first one is the creation of “the law of circular letter”.
Although there are the criminal execution law and the prison charter; the circular
letters direct the prison implementations. She asserts that they set ground for the
practices which vary according to the period/individual/place. Also, Kaptanoglu

(2000) sees them as an effort in order to consolidate the State’s authority. He claims
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that the circular letters were not effectual as it was expected; so this directed the State
to regenerate of Bentham’s panopticon within the frame of technological
developments and “cultural characteristics”. The second one is the cooperation of the
Ministry of Justice, the Ministry of Internal Affairs, and the Ministry of National
Security. Erdal (2000) expresses that this cooperation caused to hide poor
implementations. The third one is the method of “devote one, imprison two”. In the
years 1991 and 2000, both the Law was announced and the conditional release was
carried out for some prisoners. At this point, the statement of Canetti (1973: 298)
corresponds with the situation; “An act of mercy is a very high and concentrated
expression of power, for it presupposes condemnation. There can be no mercy unless

there has first been condemnation”.

The high security F type prison system became legal with 3173 Numbered Anti-
Terror Law which was entered into force in April 12/1991. It was stated that the
prisoners who imprisoned within the context of Anti-Terror Law would imprison in
the prisons which are designed as one and three-person cell. Beside these prisoners,
people who are accused of within the scope 4422 Numbered Prevention of Benefit-
Oriented Criminal Organization Law would also imprison in the new type of prisons.
It is seen that the laws brought about an imprisonment based on the accusation type,

which was never practiced before.

Within this context, the reason of the change should be questioned in relation with
Durkheim’s concept of common conscience. When Durkheim (1984) defines the
function of state, he emphasizes on protection of conscience collective against
enemies within country. It can be said that, by these laws, people who sentenced for
political thoughts and actions and who imprisoned for an organized crime are
accepted as out of “average member” status and are announced as an enemy of the
society. Kaptanoglu (2000) expresses that the Turkish State sees the political
prisoners within the context of “the enemy concept”. There is no place for
objectivity, neutrality and legal relation towards the ones who commit an offence
against it. However, Sykes (1965: 14) is right when he expresses that “we must not

view the prison as a machine which simply and automatically translates the dictates
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of society into action”. He draws attention that the prison officials make choice
among various means; so he says that the basis of their choice must be examined.
The similar statement can be claimed for choices of the State that it does not directly
carry out society’s demands into action. Therefore, the significance of these laws lies
in their date of introduction and practice. As Durkheim mentions, it can be asserted
that the State enhanced the severity of the two specific crimes depending on the

economic and political context of the country.

Jacobs (1983) is right in his argument that political and social movements outside
have an impact on an internal structure of prisons. Its reflection can be seen in the
case of the political prisoners of Turkey. These prisoners follow the country agenda
and make an analysis of the crises which the State faced with. During the field
research, the cases which had influence on the prison life were asked. They
mentioned about mainly five incidents; the worker’s strikes, 1995 Gazi
Neighborhood case, 1996 Susurluk case, 1999 Golciik Earthquake, and 2000 IMF
program. It is seen that the points which were mentioned by Savran got reaction also

from the prisons.

Related with the worker’s strikes, political prisoners mentioned that they prevented a
roll-call and staged a short-term hunger strike. In the ward system, they could follow
the cases from TV channels and newspapers; however, they were also worrying for
not being able to interpose to the situation. For the case of Gazi Neighborhood,

political prisoners organized protests and resisted in the prisons;

There, we watched the Gazi resistance with tearing heart out. We wrote articles about
the issue, organized protests, prevented a roll-call... We wanted to bore the State also
from the prisons. (Mahir)"*

For Susurluk case, the political prisoners thought about what they could do against
this incident. One of the groups decided to adjust the propaganda which was realized

outside to the inside;

1 «Orada, igimiz yana yana Gazi direnisini izledik. Ona doniik yazilar yazdik, eylemler yaptik, sayim
vermedik... Devleti bir de ordan bunaltmak istedik.”
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Propaganda is realized outside by going to houses, workplaces, and coffehouses.
Leaflets are distributed. We said that we adjust the same actions to the inside. There
were street protests; for instance. They (the prisoners) created marks reaching up to
the administration as ‘goes to Susurluk’; because Susurluk equals to the administration
there. (Hiiseyin)"

The interviewees asserted that, during the days after the earthquake, they felt
themselves as desperate; because they wanted to donate blood for people who
experienced the earthquake; but, as they told, the Ministry of Justice did not allow
for the donation. For this reason, prisoners decided to support the community

financially; so they tried to collect money among themselves;

We wanted to donate blood; but the State did not accept on the grounds that it is blood
of a terrorist. We organized a smoking cessation campaign for a month in order to
collect more money. We were shattered. (Mahir)"®

The final case was the IMF program which can be accepted as the most influential
case for the political prisoners. The 17.Stand-by Agreement between the State and
IMF was realized in January/2000. It was argued that it was a sign that the society
would get in an economical bind. In those days, the state officials made statements
on the prison system by giving reference to the agreement. The clearest one was the
statement of Biilent Ecevit. He expressed that “In order to carry out the IMF policies,
it is needed to dominate the outside; and in order to dominate the outside, we should
dominate the prisons™*. The Minister of Internal Affairs, Sadettin Tantan claimed
that if the hegemony cannot being realized in prisons, the hegemony of law cannot be
ensured in the country. In January, the symposium was organized that was titled as
The Symposium of Execution of Punishment towards 21™ Century. In the meeting,
Hikmet Sami Tiirk (2001: 3) stated that, in the ward,;

12 “Dysarda insanlarm evlerine, isyerlerine, kahvelere gidilip propoganda yapiliyor. Bildiri veriliyor.
Biz onun aynisini igerde uyarlayalim dedik. Sokak eylemleri var mesela. “Susurluk’a gider” diye ok
yapmuslar, idareye kadar gidiyor bu; ¢iinkii orda Susurluk esittir idare.”

13 «Kan vermek istedik; Devlet kabul etmedi terorist kami diye. 1 ay sigara birakma kampanyasi
diizenledik daha fazla para toplayabilmek i¢in. Canimiz ¢ikt1.”

1 «mr politikalarini hayata gegirebilmek i¢in sokaga, sokaga hakim olabilmek i¢in ise cezaevlerine

hakim olmaliy1z.”
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...the terrorist or organized crime groups can find opportunity to maintain their
dominance... The imprisoned criminal goes out by learning further styles of crime...
Therefore, as is, it is clear that the reformatory function of prison is over by the ward
system.™

It was asserted that the State wants to reintegrate prisoners into society and prisoners
should live in a way which complies with human dignity. In the final point, the state
officials saw the solution in the transformation of the prison system. Two of the
asserted ideas are that prisons are the source of terror and there is a pressure of

political group leaders on prisoners (Ertosun, 2001).

It can be claimed that the State needs a bureaucratic administration in order to
suppress opposition groups and to manage the prison culture, which was not really
possible in the ward system. Therefore, Weber (1964: 337) seems right when he
expresses that “for the need of mass administration today, it is completely
indispensable. The choice is only that between bureaucracy and dilletantism in the
field of administration”. Goffman (1961: 6) also agrees this idea by saying that the
key fact of total institutions is “the handling of many human needs by the
bureaucratic organization of whole blocks of people”. Related with the dilemma of
the State, Foucault (1991) claims that if the function of prison is described as
reducing crime rate or removing of illegalities; then it should be accepted that this
function failed. He expresses that “Penality would then appear to be a way of
handling illegalities, of laying down the limits of tolerance, of giving free rein to
some, of putting pressure on others, of excluding a particular section, of making
another useful, of neutralizing certain individuals, and of profiting from others”
(1991: 272). Therefore, Foucault is right when he interprets the failure of prison
system as a tactic. In this regard, it should be claimed that the State could not handle
with illegalities by the ward system which refers to also failure of the tactic. In order
to restore its tactic and so to handle with opposition groups, the State tried to increase

its authority and a fear of the prison by altering the architectural design and

15« tersr orgiitleri ya da mafya tipi su¢ Orgiitleri, kendi egemenliklerini siirdiirmek olanagini

bulabilmektedir... Cezaevine giren bir suglu, oradan isledigi sucun daha ileri bigimlerini 6grenerek
¢ikiyor... Dolayisiyla bu haliyle kogus sistemiyle cezaevlerinin 1slah edici fonksiyonunun kalmadig:

agiktir.”
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bureaucratic administration; by transition to high security F type prison system; by

separating prisoners into isolated small groups.

5.2.2 The Period of Intense Contradiction

As from January, the Ministry of Justice organized meetings with the institutions and
journalists in order to introduce the F type prisons. In the media, the new prisons
were shown like a five-star hotel and a duplex apartment. Ali told that six months
before the December 19 Operation, men in suits started to go up to the towers of
Bayrampasa and they took photos. Thereupon, the political prisoners understood that
the State would carry out the operation; but they were not sure when it would realize.
In addition, he told that, at that period, toy guns, which were used in a theater play,
were exhibited by the State as a real long barreled weapon. The State was saying
consistently that political organizations were administered from the prisons. These
claims were used to legitimize the transformation in the eyes of the public. However,
in those days, both the manner of the State and the design of F types were criticized
by the TMMOB, the TTB, and the TBB. They expressed that the State did not
consult them in the transition process, which should be legal and clear. According to
these organizations, the academic opinion and relieving public conscience should be

essential parts of the transformation period.

Beside these organizations, when the deputy of the Virtue Party (Fazilet Partisi)
Mehmet Bekaroglu visited these prisons, he interpreted the dominant understanding
of the cell system as the understanding of a jailer who does not have any rule. In July
and August, the opposition against the new prison system extended and there were
protest almost everywhere in the country. The Intellectual Initiative was formed in
order to ensure the negotiations between the State and the political prisoners. In
October, the Initiative made a public statement and expressed that, by the new
system; it was intended to dehumanize and to force political prisoners to a

submission, on the pretext of treatment.
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The interviewees mentioned that, in the last one year, all discussions were on what
the attitude of political prisoners should be in the case of transition. All prisoners
agreed that the response should be resistance; however, how, when and where the

resistance should start was a matter of debate among the political prisoners;

In our educational studies, we gave priority to discussions on how the process of F
type would be met. Forms of action were discussed. The persistence of the State was
seen. We understood that we cannot bring anything against the State, except for
revolutionist persistence. At this point, the tradition should be created; so as when it
mentions on F types, the State cannot narrate this history by skipping over the heroism
of revolutionists. (Mahir)*®

In the final stage, there was fragmented stance among the organizations; on the one
side there were three political groups (DHKP-C, TKP (ML), and TKiP); and on the
other side there were eight (MLKP, TKP-ML, TDP, MLSPB, Direnis Hareketi,
Devrimei Yol, TIKB, TKP/Kivileim). The former decided to start death fast struggle
before the transition. Zeki expressed their decision as that there is no chance to make
public statement or to announce prisoners’ voice. There was no field that can be used
for them. Therefore, prisoners thought that they had to risk their body and to start
hunger strike and death fast struggle. The other eight fractions thought that they
would start the death fast if the transition realizes; “We said that if we go to the F

type, then we would start, in the case of having no alternative”. (Hasan)*’

In October, the first group declared that they started to indefinite hunger strike. They
added that this action may transform to death fast struggle in due course. By this
declaration, 816 political prisoners started to hunger strike in country-wide prisons in
October 20/2000 (Sevimli, 2010: 51). Three of the demands of the prisoners were; 1)
F type prisons, which are under construction, should be closed down; 2) 3713

Numbered Anti-Terror Law should be repealed with all of its consequences; 3) “The

16 «Egitim calismalarinda buna agirlik verdik; F tipi siireci nasil karsilanacak. Eylem bigimleri
tartigildi.  Devletin  kararliligi  goriildi. Karsisina devrimei  kararhiliktan  bagka bir  sey
cikaramayacagimizi anladik. Burada bir gelenek yaratilmaliydi; ki Devlet birgiin F tipleri tarihini
anlatmaya kalktiginda devrimcilerin kahramanliklarinin iizerinden atlayarak o tarihi anlatmaz.”

" “Eger F tipine gidersek orda 6liim orucuna baslayalim dedik. Baska bi alternatifimiz kalmazsa o
zaman baglayalim.”
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Triad Protocol”, which was signed by the Ministry of Justice, of Internal Affairs, and
of Health, should be rescinded (Sevimli, 2010: 50).

Related with the decision of hunger strike and death fast struggle, McEvoy (2001)
claims that these actions seem a strategic and rational tactic in the condition that
alternatives narrowed. He states that “In the reduced environment of captivity where
the weapons of the weak (Mathiesen, 1965) are few, the residual control over one’s
own body becomes a crucial locus of resistence” (2001: 83). The hunger strike
means the possibility of reversal and redirection of power. He expresses that, by
hunger strike, prisoners offer to critique the taken-for-granted legitimacy of the
authorities and they “fractured the apparent dominance of a ‘total institution” (2001:
105). Banu Bargu (2014: 27) interpreted these actions not as “weapons of the weak”,
but rather as “a negative form of biopolitical struggles, based not on the affirmation

of life but its willful destruction”.

After the political prisoners declared their demands, Hikmet Sami Tiirk addressed a
speech and said that this action would not work and the construction of F types is by
the operation of law; so the Government has to enforce this law. However, the
hunger strike was transformed into death fast struggle in November 19. In addition,
beside the prisoners, some of the families started to indefinite hunger strike. Apart
from that, the public demonstration with a broad participation was organized in
Ankara against transition to F type prisons on 25" of November. Then, in the media,
the opinion which F type prison is a problematical environment and it is against
human rights started to emerge. As a result of the formation of public opinion, in
December 9, the Ministry of Justice declared a postponement of the transition. The
day after, the Vice General Director of GDPDH Yilmaz Saglam expressed that if the
public expectation is in this direction, F types may not open.

In the same day, December 10/2000, the second group of prisoners started to
indefinite hunger strike. However, the next day, in December 11, TKP(ML) raked
the police bus with gun; two police officers lost their life and 11 police got injured.

The next day, the police organized a public demonstration in Istanbul;
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...unprecedented in the history of the republic, over two thousand members of the riot
police (Cevik Kuvvet) marched in protest against poor weapons, low pay, and the
restrictive laws on the use of weaponry that allegedly tied their hands against ‘terrorist
attacks’ (Bargu, 2014: 136).

After this day, the negotiations between the State and the prisoners came to a
stopping point. Onur asserted that the State tried to create a perception as ‘The State
does all it can do; but revolutionists insist upon their actions and they are not pro-
agreement’. Elif also expressed that the State said to the supporters of the prisoners
that ‘they want to die in any case’. The Minister of Justice told that the agreement

would realize only in the case of accepting the “room system”.

From the discourses of the State officials, the political prisoners became aware that
the operation would be the severe and multidimensional one; so they prepared gas
masks and gave each other some stuff as a souvenir; “One friend martyrized next to
me. The things left behind her were sugar cubes, chewing gums, and her watch. They

are still with me”. (Burcu)*®

In December 18, the Prime Minister, the Vice Prime Minister, the Minister of Justice,
and the Minister of Internal Affairs hold a meeting. In December 19, at 04.00
o’clock, the simultaneous operation started in 20 prisons. At this point, it is necessary

to listen that night from the perspective of the interviewee;

The day before, | was spotter. The window of the administration was looking to our
yard. | felt that we were being watched from there. Also, a few days ago, they (the
officials) started to walk about on the roof equivocally; so to say it was for repairing
the roof. However, the men did not seem as a roofer... That night, we woke up with
the voice; “Friends, we are under attack!”. With this voice, we were started to be
raked, windows were raked. At that moment, we started to construct a barricade and
switched on the news... The call was made that if you give in, nothing will done.
Kurdish friends were in the upper ward and they took a decision before; in the case of
operation, they would give in. However women friends were saying that this is not our
decision and they went tearfully due to centrally took decision... When we went to the
side of men, we saw that there were many wounded; in a welter of blood. Sanitarian
friends were formed medical team... The voice of heavy construction equipment
started to be heard. We were in malta with both male and female prisoners singing the
Australia Worker Anthem. I still cannot sing it you know; I cry during listening. They

'8 «“Yamimda bir arkadas sehit diisti. Ondan kalan kiip sekerler vardi, bir de dandini sakizlari vardi,
saat. Onlar hala durur bende.”
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(the soldiers) pinpointed on us with lights like laser light. After a while they started to
shoot; being shot from neck, ear, belly... On the fourth day, we went out. (Bahar)19

The Prime Minister, Biilent Ecevit, interpreted the operation as saving the terrorists
from their own terrorism. When this statement and the name of the Operation
(Return to Life) is thought together; Baker (2001) is right. He claims that, in the
discipline society, the judge can say that “it is not a prison” and s/he adds “we do not
punish; in fact, the thing we do is to recover, to reintegrate into the society, and to
cure”. Then, Baker states that it can be asked why other institutions exist which exist
for treatment. On the contrary to Ecevit’s statement, within the same day, Hikmet
Sami Tiirk declared that the main aim is not to end the death fast, but rather to retain
the authority of the State. As Giiglii Sevimli (2010) expressed, the operations were
carried out by National Security Council and Turkish Armed Forces. That is; there
was consensus of the Government, the opposition parties, and NSC; therefore, it can
be claimed that the operation was performed by the State.

The statement of the interviewee and the statements of the State officials prove
Weber’s definition of the state. It is the State who “monopolize the legitimate use of
physical force” (Weber, 1946 : 83). As in the cases of the transition period, it was not
allowed prisoners to continue death fast struggle which probably resulted in
prisoners’ death. Rather, the State chose to carry out an operation at the risk of
prisoners’ death. Foucault’s discussion on the difference between sovereign power

and biopower is necessary to mention in this point. He mentions that while the right

19 «Bir giin 6ncesi ben nobetgiydim. Ve idarenin camlari bizim avluya bakiyordu. Ordan izlendigimizi
hissetmistim. Gergekten de izleniyormusuz. Birka¢ giin Oncesinde siipheli bi sekilde catilarda
dolanmaya bagladilar giiya cati aktarimi i¢inmis. Ama hi¢ c¢ati aktarici tipi yoktu adamlarda...
Arkadaglar saldir1 var diye uyandik. O sesi duymamizla biz taranmaya basladik zaten camlarimiz
tarandi. O an barikat1 kurmaya bagladik, hemen haberleri actik. Kiirt arkadaslar bizim bir {ist taraftaki
kogustaydi. Onlar sey karari almiglar boyle bigey olursa teslim olma karari almislar. Ama kadin
arkadaslar soyleydi; bu bizim kararimiz degil. Merkezi bi karar oldugu i¢in aglaya aglaya gittilerini
biliyorum. Sey c¢agrist yapilmisti teslim olursaniz hi¢bisey olmayacak diye... Erkeklerin tarafina
gectigimizde durum daha farkli ¢linkii bi siirii yarali oldugunu goérdiik. Kan revan. Saglik¢ arkadaglar
saglik ekibi olusturdular... Is makinalarinin sesi de duyulmaya basladi. Maltadayiz kadimli erkekli
Avusturalya Is¢i Marsi sdyleniyor. Ben hala onlar1 sdyleyemem biliyor musun, dinlerken de aglarim
yani. Lazer 1giklar1 gibi 1s1klarla iizerimize nokta atig1 yaptilar. Bi siire sonra ates etmeye bagladilar
Boynundan, kulagindan, karnindan vurulan... 4. Giin ig makinalarinin duvart delmek {izere oldugunu
sey yaptik. Sonra bi anda noldu bilmiyorum. Sadece seyi hatirliyorum birileri bize bi maske verdi el
yapimi bi maske. I¢ organlarim agzimdan ¢ikicak gibi oluyordu. insanlar derisini soymak istiyor o
kadar nefessiz kaltyorsun ki. Sonra disar1 ¢iktik.”
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of the sovereign power is “to take life or let live”; the right of the biopower is “to
make live and let die” (2003: 241). He claims that there is transition from the former
to the latter. However, Bargu (2014: 26) criticizes this point by saying that “not only
that sovereignty continues to be prominent, but also that it refounds and installs itself
in new, albeit contingent, configurations based on the fertilization and mutual
interpenetration of sovereign tactics with biopolitical tools of government.” Although
Foucault told, for the sovereign power, that “Killing” does not mean murder, but
“exposing someone to death, increasing the risk of death for some people... political
death, expulsion, rejection” (2003: 256); Bargu’s claim is valid; because the State
still exposed prisoners to death as in the cases of transition to F type prison system in

Turkey.

5.2.3 The Period After the Operation

The interviewees expressed that the December 19 was one of the steps in suppressing
the public opposition. As Zeki interpreted that, by the operation, the State implied
“This person is in political struggle and look what happened to him/her! Don’t you
dare!”. Then, through the interviewees’ claim on the regression of public opposition
after the 2000s; it can be seen that there is moral and social significance of
punishment (Garland, 1991: 123). Besides the regression, the interviewees claimed
that they forced the boundaries of the State with their actions during the transition
process to the new prison regime. That is; they think that even if they could not
success to stop the architectural transformation; they did not give up the struggle
against the State in order to maintain the status of political prisoner and the political
prison culture. The new prison administration cannot be thought as independent from

the State which is tried to destroy prisoners’ status and culture, as Pinar explained;

The prison administration does not act as independent from the political power.
Policies are determined centrally. They carry out policies which are designated by the
political power... The logic of F type is to prevent collective behavior and to force the
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prisoners accepting which was imposed by dividing them into small groups. However,
in due course, prisoners found the ways for collective action.?’

Mahir said that there was an intense emotional ambience. He expressed that when the
struggle became intensified against the State, the weak points of the prisoners
emerged; however, he added that people, who were hazy about the struggle, became
bent upon. There are many ways of resistance for prisoners. One of the resistance
ways is explained by EIif;

For example; they could not carry out a roll-call by forcing prisoners to stand up and

to get in line. They had a plan for a uniform. But it was reacted and they could not put
it into practice; because, prisoners were resisting in multidimensional ways.*

After the operation, prisoners continued the death fast struggle. Diyar expressed that,
in the prison, even the ideologically conflicted political organizations accompanied
with each other in those days. However, the situation outside of the prisons was
different. The organizations were criticizing each other’s political manner in their
publications. Before the Operation, ODP saw the statement of the Ministry of Justice
on postponement of the transition to F type prisons as sufficient and the party wanted
the prisoners to end the death fast. SIP did not want to let death fast mothers in their
party buildings. The party leader also interpreted the operation as “the discharge of
lack of politics” (as cited in Poyraz, 2001). In the newspaper Evrensel, the action is
evaluated as a petit bourgeois leftism and as not being related with the struggle of
working class (Ozgiir, 2000).

DHKP-C uses the term “Feda” (Sacrifice) for describing the period of death fast.
This term generated from the notes of two prisoners; Giilnihal Yilmaz and Fatma

Tokay Kose. During the action period, they started to write a book on the prison

%0 “Hapishane idaresi genel siyasi idareden bagimsiz hareket etmiyor. Politikalar merkezi olarak
belirleniyor. Siyasi iktidar ne tiir uygulamalar getiriyorsa onu uyguluyorlar... F tiplerinin bir mantig
da bu aslinda insanlar1 kii¢iik gruplara boélerek onlarin ortak hareket etmesini engellemek ve kendisine
dayatilan1 kabul etmeye zorlamak. Ama yillar igerisinde tutsaklar ortak hareket etmenin yollarini
buldular.”

21 «“Mesela ayakta sayim verme hizaya gecerek sayim verme gibi seyleri hi¢ isletemediler. Tek tip

elbise niyetleri vardi ama korkung bi tepkiyle karsilandi ve uygulamaya sokamadilar. Direnis ¢ok
boyutlu oldugu i¢in.”
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resistance and the people who lost their life during December 19-22/2000 period
(Kose and Yilmaz, 2003). Besides, the party criticized the calls for ending up the
action; they stated that the decision belong to the death fasters. They argued on the
politics of other political parties and also of IHD by claiming that it broke the
resistance (“Avrupa Semsiyesinde”, 2001). They claimed that the leftist movement is
divided into four category; 1) the death fast struggle, 2) the revolutionist politics
stayed out of both the death fast and reformism, 3) legal parties, 4) Kurdish
Nationalist Movement (“Solda Birlik”, 2001).

The Kurdish movement evaluated the struggle in their publications. They asserted
that it was illegal and inhuman what the State did; but this situation was also caused
by self-exaggeration of the left and also its planlessness. They expressed that it is not
proper to see the mistakes of the one side and not to see the other’s fault. They
ciriticized the political parties by claiming that they were sitting on DHKP-C’s tail
with the logic of not falling behind the leftist competition. It is stated that many
people outside do not have the demands which declared by the prisoners. Therefore,
they thought that the demands were not just and realist (Serxwebun, 2001). Abdullah
Ocalan also mentioned that the cases in prisons were not consistent revolutionist
resistance and they exhibited their difference from the other political parties within
the process (as cited in “Katliam, Direnis ve PKK”, 2001).

In fact, in January 3/2001, seven political groups converted the hunger strike to death
fast struggle. That is; 11 political organizations in total were maintaining the action.
In May 28/2002, eight organizations declared that they ended to the death fast.
Yilmaz (2013) thinks that, after this declaration, the differences between DHKP-C
and other parties became clear. He expresses that the former is evaluated with both
antipathy and “imperative respect” by the latter. Kara (2008) says that the
revolutinist movement, except the one, did not see the resistance against F type
prisons as the part of an active and primary political agenda. Yilmaz (2013) asserts
that although the leftist organizations continue their power in specific neighborhoods
such as Okmeydan1 and Gazi; the socialist left movement became ineffective

throughout the country. DHKP-C was the last organization that finished the death
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fast in January 27/2007. They announced their indefinite break to death fast on the
basis of 45/1 Numbered Notice of the Ministry of Justice. This notice was about an
increase of the hours of common use areas, which is not practiced today, in the F

type prisons. The party interprets the Notice as a triumph.

At the end of seven years of death fast, 122 people lost their life and 600 people
became disabled. The discrepancies between the politics of the outlawed leftist
parties deepened and the political culture diversified. In the next section, the
relationship between the organizations in the prison environment will be mentioned,
based on the period both before and after the Operation. It is necessary to argue
about the prison regulations and prisoners’ reactions in order to see the significance

of the internal dynamics.
5.3 The Internal Dynamics on the Prison Culture

5.3.1 The Daily Routine of the Prisoners

Among the interviewees, the duration of imprisonment varies from three to sixteen
years in total. While one interviewee imprisoned for three and a half months in the
ward system; the other was sentenced for fourteen years which depends on the
accusation type. In addition, the shortest incarceration period was one year; while the
longest one was eight years in the cell system. Although the period changes; it seems
from the responses that the adaption of the prison culture remains the same. It cannot
be claimed that the duration of imprisonment is the significant factor of political
prisoners’ prisonization process, which Clemmer (1940) discusses. Political
prisoners could easily adapt behaviors, attitudes, rules and norms which are created
by the prisoners themselves, whether the period is short or long. That is; the period of
imprisonment is significant not for transformation of behaviors as appropriate to the
prison culture, but rather it ensures the progress and intensification of the attitudes

and behaviors which are pre-existing before imprisonment.

78



It is seen that the culture of political prisoners cannot be thought as separated from
the pre-prison experiences; because this is the culture which is based on ideological
accumulation before the imprisonment period. Therefore, it can be claimed that the
prisonization process of the political prisoners related with the other factors like a
prisoner’s personality, a connection with groups in prisons, a relationship with

outside, and a living place in prison, which are also discussed by Clemmer.

At this point, it should be noted that, for the scope of the thesis, the term
prisonization is not used in relation with negative connotations which Clemmer
(1940) uses, like deepening of criminality or anti-sociality. Also, it is not the process
which Terence Morris and Pauline Morris (1963: 169) argue as “the continuous and
systematic destruction of the psyche” and as adaption of inappropriate attitudes for
normal social role. In fact, the political prisoners try to protect their psyche and
identity through the values and norms which are included in the prison culture.
Therefore, the process of political prisoners’ prisonization cannot be thought

associated with negative connotations.

First of all, the responses on the daily routine of the political prisoners should be
analyzed in order to understand how the prisonization process realized without
negative connotations. All the interviewees agreed that there was the specific order
which the political prisoners created. Everybody was waking up before the roll-call
time. According to the decision of the commune, nobody should with sleepwear or in
bleary eyed. Therefore, the waking hour was between 06.30 and 07.00 in the ward
system. The yard’s door was opened at almost 08.00 in the morning and being closed
at dark.

After the doors opened, the prisoners, who want to make an exercise, were using te
yard for this activity in order to improve their physical and psychological health. The
meals were prepared by the prisoners themselves. For this reason, there were people
who were on duty for the day. They were responsible for making food and washing
up the dishes. After the breakfast, they were starting to study collectively or

individually. Prisoners were holding a meeting for commenting on the country’s
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agenda or were studying on Marxism, Leninism, and Maoism until the lunch time.
They were thinking on what these people argue and how the prisoners could interpret
these discussions. Beside these theoretical discussions, the female prisoners stated

that they were reading the articles on the issue of woman.

At almost 13.00 o’clock, they were making lunch collectively. After the lunch, the
silence time was starting for studying, reading, or producing texts until 17.00. Then,
they had free time for an hour for football and volleyball match or having a talk and
pacing up-down in the yard together. Free time was ended by incoming the guardians
for the roll-call, which was almost 18.00 at winter; and 20.00 at summer. After the
dinner time, the prisoners were watching a film or a newscast, which was again
decided collectively. After these collective activities, they were doing what they
want, like watching television, playing chess, or making arrangements for the next
day’s study. There was no strict time for bed; however, all prisoners should wake up
on time in next day. Also, as part of their daily routine, they were cleaning the ward
and toilets. When the entire daily activities are thought, the remarkable thing is that
there was no time to get bored; “Be sure, you are more engage in cultural and art
activities in the ward system than the outside society. These are the activities that
make me myself”. (Bahar)?

The significance of the statements of Crewe and McEvoy can be seen in the
organization of this daily routine. As Crewe discusses, political views seem to “bind
prisoners into organized and purposeful action, particularly when reinforced through
support in a wider social or ideological community” (Crewe, 2007: 141). McEvoy
(2001) states that the formation of community in prison is easier when prisoners
share an ideological and political base and also are organized in political
organizations with structures of command. It can be seen that the interviewees

organize their daily life concsiously and this life do not contain anti-sociality or

22 “Emin ol, disardakinden daha fazla kiiltiir-sanat faaliyeti icinde oluyorsun kogus sisteminde. Benim
ben olmami saglayan seyler bunlar.”
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destruction of psyche. In this context, the prisonization process which is defined with

negative connotations seem not appropriate for the political prisoners.

After transition to F type prison system, the program of prisoners had to vary from
cell to cell. However, the political prisoners were waking up in the same hour and
pacing up-down, even in the condition of the death fast struggle, in order to keep
their memory alive, like in the ward system. The roll-call time was again at around
08.00 in the morning; so, the prisoners wake up early. The interviewees said that they
were again getting ready for the roll-call; because, during the process of death fast
struggle, if the officials saw them in their bed, then they were trying to take the
prisoner to the hospital in order to end up the struggle. Therefore, prisoners were

waking up before the officials come in.

When the guardians came, they were also opening the yard’s door. In opposite to the
ward system, the meals were given by the prison administration. They stated that the
communication between the cells was starting at almost 09.00 o’clock via manholes
on the ground and paper-made balls. One of the interviewees told that they started to
communicate with each other after getting out of shock of the Operation. The balls
are kind of letter created by the political prisoners from a paper and a part of plastic
bottle. Beside these balls, there is another method for helping each other that was
called as heavy cargo. It refers to send an excess amount of tea, sugar, and cigarette,
inside of the five liters bottles from one yard to the other where these requisites were
needed. The interviewees said that communication and cooperation had continued
throughout the day at the beginnings. Therefore, they determined specific time
interval for these activities. Apart from that, the former prisoners told that the days
and nights were generally elapsing with sleeping, eating, writing and reading. The
prominent thing is that the daily routine was organized individually in the cell
system. In fact, they said that, by the transition from the ward to the cell, it was also

intended to dissolve the programmed daily life of the political prisoners.

All in all, when the prisoners were transferred to the new system, the entire program

of the daily routine changed although the ideological and social community continue
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to exist. It can be said that McEvoy’s (2001) and Crewe’s (2007) emphasis on
political and ideological base is significant, but this base is not sufficient for
organization of community; because it can be claimed that the reason of the change
in the daily routine stems from not being able to organize, due to architectural
features of the prison. Therefore, it is difficult to mention about collectively
programmed daily activities in the F type prison system. Besides the architecture, the
continuing death fast struggle and hunger strike had also influence on the daily

routine.

5.3.2 The Relation with the Prison Administration

The reasons of the prisonization process can be seen in the responses on relation with
the prison administration. The question was necessary in order to grasp the influence
of the prison regulation on creation of political prisoner culture. The interviewees
stated that the relation differed from prison to prison; and also from time to time.
Diyar explained the reason of the difference with the political prisoners’ profile and
the manner of administration. He claimed that there is logic in prisons; the sovereign
power always wants to prisoners engage in little things. He expressed that if you
engage in little things, then you have to overlook more significant ones. He gave an
example that if you do not have tea, you protest for tea. He asserted that the prisons
in rural areas are always in poorer conditions; so prisoners have to struggle for
improvement of conditions. However, Bayrampasa Prison is the place where more

conscious political cadres are imprisoned; therefore its conditions are better.

Although there is difference in prison conditions and in administration’s attitudes, it
can be claimed that there was the tensionless relationship between the administration
and the political prisoners in the ward system. Beside the administration, the relation

with the guardians was compatible to some extent. As Hasan mentioned;
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We are like friends with some of the guardians. There were guardians who were even
reading publication (political journal). There were the ones who ensured
communication with the outside.”

The interviewees mentioned the difference in attitudes of soldiers who were
responsible for external security and of guardians who were responsible for an
interior one. While the former was more strident, the latter was more affirmative. For
instance; they indicated that if there would be a new regulation, some of the
guardians were informing them in advance. The interviewees told that because of
knowing this relation, the State aimed to put an end to this interaction by changing

guardians time to time.

For the political prisoners, the significant thing in this relation is to be unified against
the administration and officials; therefore the connection with the administration was
realized through the commune representatives. There were specific people who were
determined by the commune and represented it. Every fraction had its own commune
and, above of them, there was the Central Coordination of Prisons which was formed
in the death fast period of 1996 (Bargu, 2014: 186) and which should be composed at
least three people. This committee was tasked with conveying problems and needs of
the political prisoners to the prison administration. In case of necessity, the prisoners
were able to connect with the officials individually; however, the interviewees stated
that this situation was rarely occurred. By the formation of the Coordination, Mahir
said;

In the ward system, the recognition of revolutionary willpower was intended to tell to

the prison administration. Their tendency was getting in contact on an individual basis

while we impose them that we are a political organization; there is hierarchical
structure and you should deal with the organizational structure. (Mahir)*

McEvoy (2001) mentions on the similar structure of paramilitary prisoners who have

their responsibilities, support structures, norms and values, and hierarchies. Also,

2 “Gardiyanlarin bi kismiyla arkadas gibiydik. Yayin okuyanlar bile vardi. Disariyla iletisimimizi
saglayanlar vardi.”

2 «Kogus sisteminde hapishane idaresine anlatmak istedigimiz sey devrimci idarenin taninmastydi.

Onlarin yonelimi tek tek bireylerle iletisime ge¢cmek bizim onlara dayattigimiz sey biz bir orgiitiiz
bizim hiyerarsik bir yapimiz var orgiitsel yaptyr muhatap almalisin.”
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Foucault (1980: 59) says that “In order to be able to fight a State which is more than
just a government, the revolutionary movement must possess equivalent politico-
military forces and hence must constitute itself as a party, organized internally in the
same way as a State apparatus with the same mechanisms of hierarchies and
organization of powers”. When it is thought that political prisoners are imprisoned
based upon their ideological and political struggle against the state; this hierarchical

structure is indispensible for political prisoners, as McEvoy and Foucault argue.

It can be asserted that the transition to new system brought about the change in
attitudes and behaviors of both prison administration and guardians. One of the
significant change realized in the way of communication with the administration.
Unlike the ward system, the role of prison administration was carried out by the
prison guards. They were the only ones who the prisoners can interact with. When a
prisoner had a problem, s/he should tell it to guardians at first. If a guard decide to
recruit, then s/he conveys it to an administration. Onur explained the situation as;

First of all, you should be able to express the problem to that person. His duty was like
a filter. Depending on a cultural background of a person, he may say ‘never mind’. It
was arbitrary.”

In this changing relationship, the huge and formal social distance between the two
groups can be seen. As Goffman (1961: 7) argues, each group tends to see the other
as hostile; “...staff often seeing inmates as bitter, secretive, and untrustworthy, while
inmates often see staff as condescending, highhanded, and mean”. He argues that, in
total institutions, inmates do not have knowledge of the official’s plans and decisions
about him/her. He says that an exclusion of inmates from knowledge gives officials a
basis of control over inmates. The interviewees mentioned the similar conditions in
the F type prison system. On the part of the political prisoners, still there were
representatives of the communes; however, as the interviewees mentioned, the
administration did not get into touch with them perseveringly; so, the prisoners has to

communicate with the officials individually.

%« kisiye once bir sorununu anlatabilmen gerekiyor. Filtre gorevi goriiyordu. Ordaki kisinin
kiiltiirel birikimi neyse; ya bosver de diyebilirdi sana. Biraz daha keyfi idi.”
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The interviewees stated that, especially in the beginning stages, they confronted with
severe violence, torture, and violation of rights. In fact, one of the interviewees
mentioned on his doubt that they may not be a guardian; but rather a member of

Special Team;

It is suspicious whether he was guardian or not. Probably, he was a member of Special
Team. (When sentenced) | did not take off my clothes. They disrobed me swiftly. The
guardians took me inside and aligned me on the baseboard. He was getting up speed
and kicked me. Can there be such a guardian? After several months, | did not see that
man. (Hasan)*®

Mahir explained his idea on their reaction against torture and violence;

We did not have a chance to occlude running. You prevent the roll-call; so what?! You
are only one person. You should occlude running so as it will do a bargain. You have
only your body. Hunger strike, thumping door, shouting slogans... However, due to
not having power of sanction, the relation with the administration proceeded in
disadvantageous way for the revolutionists. But it was not like that before. You were
setting up a barricade in front of the door. You were 60 people in. It was going mad
when it was not able to take the roll-call. Therefore, it was choosing one way quickly;
diplomacy or assault.”

In the ward system, the prison administration and the officials could not get
knowledge of the prisoners’ everyday life and discourses as it can be understood
from Mahir’s statement. Sykes (1965) is right when he states that as solidarity is
ensured among prisoners, the degree of isolation and repression of officials decrease.
However, as a result of the transition, the prisoners were broken apart cell to cell and
they became not able to act collectively and not to communicate instantly. Although
Mahir told the situation despairingly, Zeki mentioned the other reactions against the
regulations of the prison administration. In the F type prisons, prisoners could not go
to the haircutter without submitting a petition to the administration. Zeki told that,

the prisoners protested the obligation of petition by not cutting their hair. Then, the

% “Gardiyan miyd1 degil miydi o da siipheli. Muhtemelen Ozel timdi. ilk alindigimi biliyorum;
soyunmadim, beni hizla soydular. Duvarin dibine dizdi. Hiz aliyor geliyor bana ayakla vuruyor. Boyle
bi gardiyan olabilir mi? Sonra o adami gérmedim ben, bika¢ ay sonra.”

2T “Bizim isleyisi ttkama gibi bi sansimiz yoktu. Sayim vermiyorsun, vermesen ne! 1 kisisin yani.
Isleyisi tikayacaksin ki seninle pazarliga oturacak. Bir tek bedenin var. Aghik grevi, kapt dovme,
slogan atma... Ama bunlarin da ¢ok yaptirim giicii olmadig: i¢in idareyle olan iliskiler devrimcilerin
aleyhine biiytlidii. Eskiden dyle degildi; kapinin oniine barikat koyuyordun, igerde 60 kisisin sayamadi
mu1 ¢ildiriyor. O yiizden ¢abucak geliyordu iki yoldan birine; ya diplomasi ya saldir1.”
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administration gave up the petition for a haircutter. The other narration was about the
lighting. When the lamp was blown out, the administration forced the prisoners to
submit a petition for the new one. In that case, the other lamps were blown out by the

prisoners. He told that the administration had to change all the lamps in the cell.

Goffman mentions the obligation of taking permission for every little activity like
smoking, telephoning, shaving, mailing letters or spending money. He expresses that
“this obligation not only puts the individual in a submissive or suppliant role
“unnatural” for an adult but also opens up his line of action to interceptions by staff”
(1961: 41). Sykes (1965) also states that not only prisoners must live in a restricted
area (thirteen and a half acres), but also their movements depend on the permission
of the officials. In the narrations, which Zeki mentioned, the examples of Sykes’s
and Goffman’s argument can be seen. Besides, the resistance methods of the political
prisoners also can be understood. Buntman (2004: 260) is right when she argues that
“Forging and maintenance a notion of community was both a product of basic

struggles against a malevolent regime and a bulwark against state onslaught”.

Besides resistances against an obligation of petition for every activity, the prisoners
struggled for the poems and the humor magazines which they created. In the first
stages, they were putting the humor magazines on the cell roof in order to protect
them. However, then, they thought that they should struggle against the arbitrariness;
so they did not hide the magazines. When the administration appropriated them, the
prisoners asked about three times a day. Then, the administration started not to seize.
Zeki said that, by their actions, it was intended to tell the administration that it acts
arbitrarily. In these narrations, Goffman’s (1961: 62) discussion on the intransigent
line could be seen; because the political prisoners were consciously challenge the
administration and the officials by their actions. Also, it seems that they reach high
individual morale as a result of their resistance, as Goffman mentions. It should be
noted that the power of resistance relies on the political prisoners’ collectivity. This
collectivity can be seen clearly in the relationship among prisoners. Therefore, it is

necessary to mention on this relation in detail.
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5.3.3 The Commune Order Among Prisoners

The first reflection of collectivity can be seen in the social order which the political
prisoners created in the ward system; “Every fraction got its own organization.
Training was on one’s responsibility like security and editorial works. There was a

type of committee”. (Ozan)?®

In ward, we structured our life organization. For instance, there was a sanitarian
among political prisoners absolutely; she was the one who responsible for health.
There were friends who follow health problems of the ill one. If there was no, then
they were being trained. That is; the sanitarian friend was providing training to another
friend, like master-apprentice, if she would transfer to another prison. (Elif)*

It is obvious that every political prisoner felt themselves responsible for organization
of the ward and so their life. They explained the harmony among them associated

with their political ideas and with having a status of political prisoner. Ahmet;

In every subject, the common direction was certainly being found out. If there is no
work sharing, then trouble emerges... The issue of doing laundry. Five or six people
were uniting in front of the faucet, like women uniting near stream in the old style.
There was no washing machine; but rather only washbowls.*

As mentioned before, according to McEvoy (2001) and Foucault (1980), political
organizations should have values, norms, actions, and most importantly a
hierarchical structure in order to realize their political and ideological aims. When it
is thought that the political prisoners continued to struggle in the new prisons; the
formation of a social order and hierarchical relations among prisoners becomes

inevitable. In Sykes’ study (1965), one of the prisoners declared that “the worst thing

%8 “Her siyasetin kendi i¢inde kurdugu bi diizen var. Egitim isleri bikag kisinin sorumlulugundaydi,
ayni sekilde giivenlik, yazi ¢izi isleri. Komitelesme tarzi bisey vardi.”

29 «“Kogusta biz kendi yasam orgiitlenmemizi yapilandirmistik. Mutlaka tutsaklar iginde saglik¢i vard
mesela; sagliktan o sorumluydu. Birisi hastalanmigsa onun saglik sorunlarini takip edebilen arkadaslar
olurdu. Olmadiginda da yetistiriliyorlardi. SGyle; hekim arkadas baska bir cezaevine gidecekse birini
orda kendisiye birlikte yetistiriyordu usta ¢irak yontemiyle.”

%0 «Her konuda mutlaka bir ortak yén bulunurdu. Bir is bolimii olmazsa sorun ¢ikar... Camasir
yikama konusu vardi. Kisiler tek basina degilde, 5-6 kisi birlesip, hani kdyde eski usul kadinlar birikir
ya dere basinda. O sekilde 5-6 kisi musluklarin basinda birikir, elden ele yikanirdi. Camasir
makinamiz yoktu, sadece legenler vardi.”
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about prison is you have to live with other prisoners”; because, in Trenton Prison,
they had the feeling of insecurity. Sykes expresses that prisoners sometimes view
other prisoners as dangerous and vicious; therefore they feel themselves living in an
insecure situation. When handling with this situation, anxiety starts. For this specific
case, it should be noted that these prisoner did not imprison for their ideological or
political standpoint. That is; the former political prisoners generated their coherent

relation from their political commitments.

There were the times when capacity of ward exceeded and when prisoners had to
sleep on tables. However, even in these conditions, they solved their problems all
together under favor of solidarity. As it can be seen from the responses, the relation
among the political prisoners was proceeding with based on unity, sharing, and
trusting. They were sharing their money and clothes. They stated that everybody was
able to wear each other’s dress. Although it differed from prison to prison, the
wardrobe was belonging to the commune. They were also adding their money to
each other for using it as the money of the commune. By doing commonisation, they
were trying to provide financial support to each other. In these experiences, the
examples of commoning practices and common space can be seen, which was
discussed before. Therefore, the claim of Clemmer (1940) that prison world is world
of dishonesty, trickery, and self-interest cannot be said for the political prisoners
within the context of this study. The interviewees mentioned some of the activities
which maintain and strengthen the relationship among prisoners. One of these

activities was the labor days in the ward system;

Every Sunday, we were making handicrafts like bead. We were selling them outside
via our families in order to maintain our life. We were trying to provide an opportunity
to the needs of the outside political struggle. When the musical instruments of Grup
Yorum were broken; for solidarity, we were sending money, which was gotten in
consequence of cigarette cessation campaigns. (Zeki)*

3! “Her Pazar giinii el isleri yapiyorduk; maket, boncuk. Bunlari ailelerimiz araciligiyla satiyorduk
disarda; kendi yasamimizi idame ettirebilmek i¢in. Arttirmaya ¢alisarak disardaki siyasal miicadelenin
ihtiyaglarina olanak sunmaya ¢alistyorduk. Grup Yorum’un miizik aletleri kirildiginda sigara birakma
kampanyalar1 diizenleyerek onun paralarini dayanisma olsun diye gonderiyorduk.”
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The other significant days were the ones for commemorating and celebration. On
those dates, which are related with the leftist political history of Turkey, the political
prisoners were performing theatre, reading poems, and singing anthems in the yard.
The ordinary prisoners were also able to participate to these activities. For that
matter, the interviewees mentioned that some of the ordinary ones expressed that
they were watching theatre for the first time in their life. The political prisoners
stated that it was one of the times when the prison turns into school. Although Jacobs
argues on the gang system, the essential point of the argument is also valid for the
political prisoners; because, from the responses, it is clear that the existence of
collective identity and social support among prisoners ensure to diminish of the pains

of prison life.

At this point, it is necessary to open a bracket for the relationship between the
ordinary and the political prisoners. Although they did not live in the same ward, it is
understood from the responses that there was limited interaction between the two
groups of prisoners. Therefore, it was necessary to understand the attitude of the
political prisoners towards the ordinary ones in order to grasp better the culture of

political prisoner.

Because of being like a neighborhood, in Ulucanlar Prison, you can meet ordinary
prisoners in the infirmary, in visiting. The administration assigned them in distribution
of bread and coal. We met while they were distributing them. There is no tension. In
fact, our relation can get into a relation for advisory. (Ahmet)*

From the responses, it is understood that, except for the extreme rightist, the ordinary
prisoners were generally adopting the political ones as informed and trustworthy
people; because they know that the political ones do not gain “advantage over other
prisoners via fraud, force, or cheat”, which refers the third principle of Sykes; so they
were consulting them about their problems and trial. It can be said that one of the
reasons of this tensionless relationship was the political prisoners’ rejection of both

thief and convict subcultures, which are discussed by Cressey and Irwin (1962).

%2 «Ulucanlar mahalle gibi oldugu i¢in adlilerle siirekli karsilagirsiniz orda, revirde, goriiste. Orda
adlilere idare ekmek komiir dagitma gibi isleri vermistir. Onlar ekmek komiir dagitirken karsilasiriz.
Gerginlik falan yoktur; hatta iliskimiz danigma durumuna gelebilir.”
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Although the ordinary ones may come from these two subculture, the values of the
political prisoners seem to them as outstanding. They were aware that the political

prisoners protect also the rights of ordinary ones.

The argument of Cressey and Irwin on the legitimate subculture is valid for the
political prisoners; although their means and goals can be discussed in terms of being
legitimate. “They bring a set of values with them when they come to prison, and they
do not leave these values at the gate” (1962: 153). The former political prisoners
mentioned that there are differences between their values and the values, behaviors,
and norms of ordinary ones. However, they added that ordinary prisoners adapt the
values of the former as they spent time together. They were influenced by the values

like friendship, solidarity, and cooperation;

We were refusing the ward headmanship and we were opposing to prisoners who
declared themselves as a headman. The ordinary prisoners know the issue; so they
were taking sides with us. (Hiiseyin)*®

In due time, the administration noticed this interaction. From the responses, the
concern of the administration on the process of becoming self-aware of the ordinary

prisoners can be seen;

When they (the officials) took the ordinary prisoners in, they were stripping the buff
so we were interfering to this situation. As a result of our intervention, the
administration put an end... Previously; the ordinaries were collecting garbage of our
wards. Then, when the resistances started against these enforcements in the ordinary
wards; they thought that the reason was the political prisoners; so they terminated this
task. (Diyar)*

The officials aimed to cease the relationship between the two groups in order to
prevent the ordinaries from including the political prisonization process, which refers

to adaption of political values, norms, and behaviors. The interviewees stated that the

8 «“Kogus agaligi diye biseyi biz reddiyorduk, kogus agaligi yapanlara engel oluyorduk. Adliler de
bunu bildigi i¢in zaten bizim yanimizda oluyorlardi.”

3 «Adlileri aldiklarinda kapidan ¢iril ¢iplak soyuyorlardi. Biz miidahale ediyorduk. O miidahaleler
sonucunda onlar da artik biraktilar... Daha &nce bizim kaldigimiz koguslarin ¢opiini adliler
topluyormus. Sonra adli koguslarinda bu yaptirimlara kars: direnigler baglayinca, iste bundan dolayidir
diyerek onu kesmisler.”
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administration advanced its aim by provoking ordinary prisoners against political
ones. After transition to the F type prison system, the method of the administration
changed slightly. It started to place the gang members, who have negative attitudes
towards the political ones, next to political prisoners’ cell. McEvoy (2001) sees the
placement of ordinary prisoners as close to political prisoners as a strategy of prison
authority. While, in the ward system, it was difficult to cut collective power of
political prisoners by placing ordinary prisoners close to them; in F type prison

system, the administration placed the ordinary one intentionally, as McEvoy claims.

When we first went to Edirne (Prison), revolutionists were in three cells and, in the
next three cells; there were prisoners who were members of Nuris Gang. We cannot
communicate; because, there was much distance. When we throw the paper-ball, it
drop their yards. We were saying ‘throw it sideways!’; they were swearing. (Mahir)®

Nevertheless, the interviewees added that the ordinary prisoners started to have
positive attitudes towards them in due course, due to oppression of the administration
and officials. Sykes (1965: 74) states that prisoners may become hostile towards the
prison regime; because some rules and commands do not make sense for the

prisoners. Hence, the interaction and the solidarity improved between two groups;

He was imprisoned for his self-interest. In cell, bureaucracy strikes you. You have
nothing; but you have to wait for shopping until the canteen day. Under these
conditions, solidarity steps in. We were not asking for what kind of crime he was
imprisoned and we were sending tea, cigarette, dress so far as we can. This very
impressed that person. He said ‘I do not greet to anyone with who | have no interest;
however, you understood me and I was confused. You said only ‘get better soon!” and
then bread, tea, and cigarette started to pour.” (Zeki)*

After closing the bracket on the relationship with the ordinary prisoners, it should be
noted that the transition affected on not only relation with the ordinary prisoners, but

% «“jlk gittik Edirne’ye. Ug hiicrede devrimciler kaliyordu yan iicte Nuris cetesi. Haberlesemiyoruz
arada ¢iinkii gok mesafe var. Notu atiyoruz onlarin havalandirmaya diisiiyor. Diyoruz ki “o tarafa at”;
kiifiir ediyorlar.”

% «Adam kendi ¢ikar1 ugruna gelmis. Hiicrede biirokrasi sana dyle carpar ki higbiseyin yok ama
aligveris i¢in kantin giiniinii beklemen lazim. O tiir durumlarda dayanigma devreye giriyor. Gelen tiim
tutuklulara ne sugtan geldigini sormazdik ve cay gonderirdik, sigara kiyafet gondeririz elimizden
geldigince. Bu o insani ¢ok etkilemisti. Adam diyor Ki ‘disarda ben ¢ikarimin olmadigi birine selam
vermiyorum ama siz beni 6yle bi anlayisla karsiladiniz ki ben allak bullak oldum. Sadece gegmis
olsun dediler sonra havalandirmaya ekmek cay sigara yagmaya basladi’ dedi.”
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also relationship among the political prisoners. One of the interviewees told that the
continuation of relationship with others and with the specific political organization
started to depend on the individual’s personality and will, and also the strength of
him/her political ideas. That is; if prisoner attaches importance to be in relation with
others, then relationship continues. At this point, Clemmer’s (1940) discussion on the
factors of prisonization process comes to the mind. It can be claimed that, rather than
dominance of political ideas, personality of prisoner became prominent in struggle in
the F type prisons. Because of living with one or two people, the prisoners were
forced to focus on each other’s characteristics. Also, the interviewee told that there is
no activity which bands three people together. The only activity was cleaning of the
cell. In the ward system, they were preparing meals together, as it was mentioned
before. By this activity, they were also producing a social relationship. This was one
of the activities which strengthened collectivity. However, in F type prison system,
there is hardly any activity which ensures collectivity. Therefore, in due course, the
prisoners started to pay attention to personal features. They stated that it was more
difficult to agree with two people than a bevy of people; “In F type, if you do not
find well adjusted person, then it is really difficult. It is harder to solve problem
between two or three people”. (Hasan)*” In due course, every motion starts to draw

one’s attention and to become a matter of debate;

When we sit like this, as two people, we start to look around after some time. F type is
just like that. The person next to you may the person who you like much; but, after a
while, the trouble emerges due to not being able to speak on anything in the cell. This
situation may cause a tension between people. This is the place where humanity
depletes. (Ahmet)®

When the manner of administration and the prison regulations are added to this

situation, the cooperation and interaction become harder. At this point, it is necessary

37 “F tipinde uyumlu insan bulmazsan ¢ok zor gergekten. 2-3 Kisi arasindaki sorunu ¢6zmek daha zor.”

%8 «jki kisi otursak bdyle bi siire sonra etrafa bakmaya baslariz. F tipi de ayni boyle. Yanmizdaki insan
¢ok sevdiginiz bi insan olabilir ama bi siire sonra hiicrenin i¢inde insanlarin bir seyi
konusamamasindan dolayr sikinti ortaya ¢ikiyor, siirekli saga sola bakma, kaginma halleri
baslayabiliyor. Bu da ister istemez kisiler arasi gerilimlere yol agabiliyor. insanligin tiikendigi bi yer f
tipi.”
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to mention on these regulations and how the political prisoners cope with them in
detail. First of all, as the interviewees stated, in the F type prison system, prisoners
have to buy what they need by their own money. They cannot carry their money with
them. They have to invest it in their account in prisons, like a bank account; so they
are not able to use each other’s money. Besides, the interviewees mentioned on the
expensiveness of the prison canteens. For instance; the newspaper, which is sold for
50 piastre outside, is 2 liras in prison. While this being the case, the administration

does not let the prisoners for mutual assistance in economic sense;

Today, in neither prison, prisoners do not carry money. The friend next to you needs
something; but they (the administration) prevent this. They say that you can only do
shopping for yourself. (Suna)*®

Although they were not able to share their money; in response to this regulation, they
were sharing the excess amount of what they had in the cell by paper-made balls and
heavy cargo, as it was mentioned before. In addition, in due course, the prisoners
found the ways for living with spending minimum amount of money. For instance;
Hiiseyin stated that there were electricity meters in every cell and the prisoners were
responsible to pay their own electric bill, except for the lighting. In one of the cells,
the prisoners found a method to use electric for free. In the three-prisoner cells, there
is a lamp between first and second floor. The prisoners linked the cable of the lamp
to the normal power lead and they used refrigerator, television, and kettle for free by
this way. These are the regulations intrinsic to the cells. It is necessary to mention on

the other regulations such as communication with the outside society.

5.3.4 The Relations with the Outside Society

The communication with the outside is carried out through visiting, correspondence,
and accession to mass media. Therefore, the related question was asked in order to

grasp how the implementations changed and how they affected the political prison

%9 «Su an higbir hapishanede tutsagin iizerinde para yoktur. Yanindaki arkadasimn birseye ihtiyact

vardir. Buna engel olurlar; ‘sen sadece kendi adina aligveris yapabilirsin’ derler.”
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culture. It was tried to be understood how the prisoners cope with the restrictions of

the new regime.

First of all, in the previous prison regime, duration of visiting was changing from
prison to prison because of limited place of visiting and density of both prisoner and
visitor. However the common theme for prisoners was to be able to meet and get into
touch with many people on these days. The interviewees indicated that, in the ward
system, the visiting was one of the activities which provided continuation of social
relations and sociability. As Ahmet said, these days ensured to keep world of ideas
and emotions and also humanity alive. In some prisons, the contact visitation was
continuing from morning till night. Visitors were free to bring pastry, cake, or tea to
visiting area. Also, there was no obstacle on meeting with other prisoners’ families.
As a matter of fact, the political prisoners preferred to be acquainted with the
families; because they stated that their families feel themselves as safe by this way.
They told the concern of the families about people who their child was living with.
As the interviewees said, their concern could be surpassed by means of face to face

conversation.

Besides, the former prisoners stated that when one family saw the other, they thought
that they are not alone and “there are others who are in the same situation”. It was
mentioned that, in the entrance to the prison, a family may become a target and may
be given a hard time by the administration. In such a situation, by virtue of
acquaintanceship among families, they could take joint action and could solve the
problem together. Therefore, the former prisoners expressed that it is necessary to

meet with other families and to make relation with each other.

The interviewees stated that all of these practices were gained by their struggle,
protests, and so collective power. However, they interpreted the transition to the F
type prison system as a loss of what they gained until that time. The first new
regulation was an increase in security measures. Both before and after the visiting
practice, the prisoners started to be forced to body search. They indicated that this

regulation was for shaping their personality and for insulting them;
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Before walking out the door, you had to be searched. In the first week, we had
nothing. | remember that | went to the visiting with a blanket. We had no shoes. Even
in that situation, they tried to body search. You are in a closed environment and you
had nothing. They want to body search again. It is irrational. (Burcu)®

However, prisoners were not the only ones who confronted with this implementation.
The families were also faced with body searching before entering to the prison for
visiting. The interviewees claimed that the officials were harassing their families on
the ground of body search. They told that pregnant and young females were

refraining from the visiting for this reason.

The difficulty of the visiting days was not only about body searching. In contrast to
the ward system, the contact visiting was allowed for one hour. In fact, the visiting
decreases almost 30 minutes due to body search. Also, the prisoners could not meet
with other families; because people who do not have the same surname were not able
to do open visiting. Beside the first degree relatives, prisoner is able to give the
names of three friends to the administration by petition; but s/he could not meet with
any other friends except these three people. In addition, in the closed visiting, there is
double glazing unit between two people and prisoners have to interconnect through
telephone, which is wiretapped as the former prisoners said. If the administration
feels uncomfortable about the conversation, it is able to finish the visiting. The
interviewees told that this situation frustrated an emotional affiliation and made the

prisoners remote to the visitor, even if s/he is the closest one.

Besides visiting regulation, it was asked how the correspondence was realizing. The
former prisoners stated that they were able to correspond with the outside in three
days of the week in the ward system. They mentioned that the letters were richer in
terms of writeable memories and stories, owing to being in a richer social relation.
For this reason, they stated that the letters were going beyond a political text and was
becoming a humanistic one. By transition to F type system, the correspondence

0 «Kapidan ¢ikmadan 6nce kendinizi aratmamz gerekiyor. ilk bi hafta zaten iistimiizde bagimizda
bigey yoktu ki. Battaniyeyle gittigimi hatirliyorum ben gériise. Ayakkabilarimiz yok. O durumda bile
seni aramaya kalkiyorlar. Kapali bir yerdesin, elinde higbisey yok. Seni tekrar aramak istiyor.
Mantiksiz yani.”
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regulation changed. The interviewees said that the letters were arriving to the outside
after almost 20 days. In addition, they expressed that they started to be deprived of
stories and memories, due to limited social interaction between prisoners. It was told
that the negative tone of the prison environment was necessarily reflected in letters.
Moreover, they mentioned the censorship on letters. The prison administration reads
and stamps as Approved (Goriilmistir). While, in the ward system, some words
were being scratched out; now, some sentences, paragraphs, and even all letter may

be crossed out;

I sent my family a fax. All that remained was only a sentence. Nothing could be read.
They crossed out the word ‘our morale’; for instance. ‘Good’ remained; good but what
is good. (Bahar)*

I cut the picture from newspaper; a person behind the glass...Imagine how it seems
pale. | attached it and wrote something related with the picture. There was no criticism
of the conditions. They (the officials) destroyed the letter under colour of showing the
prison as poor. (Diyar)*

The last regulation was about accession to media tools. The interviewees told that
they were reading almost every publication whether it was political or not in the
ward system. They were able to reach newspapers in each day. As it was mentioned
before, they had also television and were able to listen to the news. There is no
restriction in the number of the book they have in the ward; and indeed they were
able to build a library. However, the transition to the F type prison system brought
about restrictions in all of these media tools. Under normal circumstances, the
administration allows one newspaper. Therefore, when the prisoners read the
newspaper, they sent it to other cells by throwing to the next yard. By this way, each
cell was able to read different newspapers. Besides, in the first stage of the transition,

the prisoners did not have television and they were only able to listen to radio which

" “(F tipinde) Ben aileye faks gondermistim. Faksta sadece 1 ciimlem kalmisti. Higbir yeri

okunmuyordu. “Moralimiz” kelimesinin {izerini ¢izmislerdi mesela. “Iyi” kalmus orda. Tyi de ne iyi
ama.”

2 «(F tipinde) Gazeteden bir resim kesmistim ben. Canun arkasinda bi insan, diisiiniin nasil soluk
goriiniir. Onu yapigtirmistim. Ona iligskin de seyler yazmistim. Ne kosul elestirisi var, hi¢bisey yok.
Mesela o mektubu imha etmislerdi. I¢eriyi kétii gdsteriyormusum.”
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belongs to the prison administration. It had only one channel, TRT FM (the State

channel);

You did not have a chance to switch on or off. It was in the administration’s power
and if it wants; it makes prisoners listen during 23 hours. You can get rid of the voice
so long as you rend. But, in that case, they inflict a disciplinary punishment. (Ahmet)*

In due course, the prisoners started to buy television with their own money. But they
stated that there were 18 channels which were determined by the administration.
They expressed that these channels were specified with the effect of political party in

power. It was shaped by contradictions among power groups;

In the past, there was Samanyolu tv; for instance. At one stage, they imposed ban on
publication. Behind this implementation, there was effort for preventing the magazines
which were belong to Fetullah such as Sizinti. This situation extended over to usurp
our vested rights. (Pnar)*

All in all, it is understood that the regulations of communication with the outside
society changed with the transition. The restrictions became intensified. Besides,
there are facilities and shared areas in prisons like atelier and library; however
prisoners are able to use them conditionally. As Sykes (1965: 73) argues, these
restrictions and routine commands and rules cause prisoners to feel themselves as
being deprived of autonomy. Foucault (2007: 15) is right when he claims that “the
political effectiveness of sovereignty” is related with “an intensity of circulations” of
orders, wills, and ideas. He shows “how the territorial sovereign became an architect
of the disciplined space, but also, and almost at the same time, the regulator of a
milieu, which involved... making possible, guaranteeing, and ensuring circulations:

the circulation of people, merchandise, and air, etcetera” (2007: 29).

* “{darenin radyosu, kapatma sansimz da yok agma sansiniz da yok. Idarenin elindedir ve isterse 23
saat onu dinlettirebiliyor. Bir tek kirar pargalarsaniz o sesten kurtulabilirsiniz. Kirdiginiz zaman da
idare disiplin cezasi veriyor.”

# «Gegmiste samanyolu tv vardi mesela belki kalkmustir simdi. iktidarin kendi i¢ celiskileriyle birlikte
de sekillenebiliyor. Bi ara yaym yasagi getirdiler dergilerin yatirilmasini engellemek igin, tutsak
bayiye yazdirarak alabilecek. Bunun da altinda fetullahgilarin sizint1 vesaire dergilerinin yatirilmasini
Onleme cabast vardi. Bizim de kazanilmis haklarimizi gasp etmeye kadar vardi is.simdi direnigle
birlikte bu seyden vazgecildi.”
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It is seen that every regulation which was for the prisoners’ disadvantageous was met
with the prisoners’ resistance. The interviewees Stated that they had to regain all of
what they lost as a result of the transition; so they struggled for this throughout their
sentencing. For instance; in order to keep their memory alive, they were solving
puzzle which was given as a newspaper supplement. They try to prepare different
foods, except the one given by the administration. They were learning methods for
making toast, lentil patties, steak tartar a la turca, and birthday cake. This effort
should be read as not only a need for different taste, but also a wish to maintain
sharing, production, and so collectivity. The other activity for ensuring collectivity
was an issuing a magazine. While some cells were writing texts, some were drawing
pictures and some were painting them. There was work sharing, like in the ward
system. The interviewees added that there was no coloring material and indeed
coloured pens were forbidden in the F type prisons. However, the political prisoners
were overcoming the prohibition by producing colors from fruits, vegetables, and

medicine.

(In the ward system) We had many thing for handicraft; however, we can also do
handicraft now. We are able to sculpture by steeping newsprint for three days and
rendering it a clay. The key issue is to think and produce. (Zeki)*

On the basis of the political prison culture, there is resistance that gives way to be
creative, to maintain intellectual production, solidarity, and collective action.
Foucault (1997: 167) is right when he states; “resistance comes first, and resistance
remains superior to the forces of the process; power relations are obliged to change

with the resistance”.

* “El isi yapmak icin her seyimiz vardi. Ama simdi de el isi yapabiliyoruz. Bir gazetenin kagidin1 3
giin suda bekletip, ¢camur haline getirip, ondan heykeller yapabiliyoruz. Temel mesele diigiinmek ve
iretmek.”
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CHAPTER 6

CONCLUSION

Vladimir: Was | sleeping, while the others suffered?
Am | sleeping now? Tomorrow, when | wake, or
think 1 do, what shall | say of today?

Samuel Beckett, Waiting for Godot

Since the 1980s, there have been changes in the architecture and the regulations of
prisons in Turkey. The old types, which include different capacity of wards, were
converted into at least two-person and at most ten-person living spaces. Besides this
transformation, since the end of the 1990s, the high-security F type prisons have been
built. With its one- and three-person cells, regulations, and high security measures,
these prisons were designed for two specific kinds; the organized crimes and the
terror crimes. Since it was projected, the F type system has been criticized by the
leftist political organizations, the national and the international civil society
organizations, and the occupational groups. The criticisms are mainly related with
the problem of social isolation, and so mental and physical problems which it brings

about.

Within this context, the thesis focused on the reciprocal relationship between prison
architecture and prison culture through the transition from the ward-based system to
the high-security cell-based system. During the research process, the open-ended
semi-structured interview was conducted with 17 former political prisoners who
experienced the ward system, the Operation of December 19/2000, and the high-
security F type prison system. The first network was established through the civil
society organizations and then the snowball sampling was carried out. The
experiences of the three conditions are essential; because, each of them correspond

different values and practices.
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There are three main questions in order to analyze the political prison culture through
the transformation in the prison regime of Turkey. The first question is on the
reasons of the transition from the ward to the cell. The two dimensions should be
discussed in the process. The first one can be related with the political and economic
context of Turkey, and also the manner of the official ideology within this context.
As a response to political, social, and economic problems, the State preferred to
legitimize itself through force, as argued before. In this context, the position of the
leftist movement was also significant for the official ideology; because, in May
1/1996, it was seen that the outlawed leftist groups had an influence on the specific
neighborhoods. This situation may cause the State worry about the possibility of
increasing public opposition. However, it was also the same date which the leftist

movement faced with deep conflicts in itself.

The second dimension can be related with the condition of the leftist political
organizations inside the prisons. It was seen that outside political culture find an
opportunity to continue in the prisons. The political prisoners proceed in their
political motivations during the imprisonment period. The continuation of
hierarchical structure, ideological standpoint, formation of relationship both among
prisoners and with prison administration, resistance types, collective discussion
platform, and collective power are the ones which are based on the outside political
culture. These structures were sharpened within the ward environment. Therefore,
the prison was the continuous encountering environment between the political
organizations and the State, through the prison administration. The process of
encountering both deepens the political ideas and actions of the prisoners and makes
difficult to control of the administration. The ward system did not permit continuous
control and interference of prison administration to prisoners and their relationships,
due to its architectural characteristics. The claims that “the authority of the State
decreased in the prisons” and “the pressure of political organization leaders on

prisoners increased” became widespread.

The second question is on the political prison culture in the ward-based and cell-

based prison systems, and so the change of this culture. Based on the importation and
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the deprivation theories, political prison culture is defined in the thesis as ever-
growing attitudes, behaviors, and values shaped by political prisoners with respect to
external impacts and intrinsic deficiencies of prison systems. One of the claims of the
thesis is the strict relation between pre-prison political culture and political prison
culture. Imprisonment of political prisoner generates from political culture which is
fed by ideological accumulation and relationships. The pre-prison values and
behaviors were adapted within the environment of the ward. The practices of
adaptation can be seen in the hierarchical structure, the celebration and
commemorating of important days, the resistance forms, and the intellectual studies
within the opportunity of the architecture. All actions and activities were transformed

after the transition process.

First of all, solidarity was one of the important characteristic of the ward system. It
continued to exist in the cells; however it was evolved as other features. In the ward,
everyone used to help each other in the case of necessity and problems could be
solved easily. Moreover, although their wards were separated; the political prisoners
could also solve the problems which the ordinary prisoners faced with; because the
ward doors were open through the daytime (it was also one of the vested rights and it
was gained via resistance). This solidarity was evolved in the cell type system. In the
new system, for instance; everyone had to wait for the canteen day, even if it was the
first day of imprisonment. The other prisoners were aware of the situation; so they
were sending whatever the newcomer needed to his/her cell’s yard by throwing.
Even if the newcomer did not have the same political motivations and indeed even if
s/he had opposing political stance, the old prisoners acted in the same particular
manner, except for specific crimes. It can be claimed that this aspect is shaped by

both the deficiencies of the prison and the pre-prison culture.

Secondly, the prisoners told that the ward system was like an intellectual school for
them; because there was a specific time for reading and discussion. There were many
people to carry out intellectual discussions. Yet, in the cell system, they were divided
into one or three people; so everyone had to do these activities by themselves. In fact,

they could not find anybody to discuss interactively what they read at the moment
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and at any time. At this point, a will-power of person becomes significant, even if
there is a determined plan for these activities. If will-power and ideological/political
background are strong, then a person reads and discusses by oneself. Therefore, it

can be claimed that the intellectual culture became deformed in the cell-type prison.

Besides, in the ward system, there were many things to produce such as cooking,
writing, or laying on entertainment. However, in the cell system, production was
restricted by the architecture of prison and its new regulations. It can be claimed that
although productivity was decreased to some extent, creativity of the prisoners was
increased. The deficiency of material which was necessary for production led to an
increase in creativity. The prisoners were using every kind of material; that is, they
find a way to use a least little thing. They created a culture about what can be used
where and they taught each other about their usage. Also, the prisoners could not
organize art and entertainment days anymore; but they sang songs and anthem aloud
in front of their windows. They were not able to see and to be next to each other;
however they were hearing each other’s voices in order to feel that they were not

alone.

Moreover, creativity was also seen in the ways of communication. Because the ward
doors were open; there was not difficulty in communication between the prisoners in
the ward system. There was no limitation of the architecture; therefore the prisoners
did not need new methods. However, in the cell type, they required to create new
communication methods. They taught each other how to communicate from cell to
cell. It can be claimed that this feature of prison culture developed as a result of the
deficiencies of prison itself. The boundaries of the architecture and the prison
regulations increased creativity and forced the prisoners to be more productive and

creative.

Finally, the establishment of the prison coordination and the existence of
organization leaders were the significant features of the outside political culture. In
the cell system, there were still leaders; but this order was not as powerful as like in

the ward system; because it was difficult to get into contact with the leaders
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immediately. The prisoners protested and staged hunger strike for many things such
as for increase number of books, for allowance of political magazines or newspaper,
or for removal of obstacles on correspondence. It can be claimed that the impact of
these acts were more effective in the ward system than the cell one; because, in the
former, the number of prisoners ensured to act in unison in the case of injustice;
however, in the latter, the number decreased to one or three person. It means that the
prisoners’ power of sanction on the administration decreased. The politics of the

State weakened the collective power among the political prisoners.

The final question is on the difference between male and female prisoners’
experiences. In the responses, there was little information on the issue. One of them
was intellectual discussions on the woman issue among the female prisoners. The
other is related with the visiting days. In the ward system, while the male prisoners
had the visiting right once a week; the female prisoners could see their visitors two
times a week. Besides these practices, conceivably, they faced with different
processes; but they did not touch upon gender differences. Rather, they mentioned
the experiences strictly related with the collective consciousness. The prominent
thing was the various experiences which generated from the political and ideological
differences of the organizations. At this point, it should be noted that the actions,
values and behaviors of the organizations may differ; however the thesis did not
focus on these differences, even if the interviewees were chosen consciously from
the various political parties. It was thought that although the political prisoners are
the members of different organizations; these prisoners formed a society in the
prisons with their common and different characteristics. The analysis did not

emphasize on the context of organizational structure, but rather on the prison society.

With being aware that there is no single and integrated prison culture, in this study, it
is assumed that both the internal deprivations and the external factors contribute to
shape the political prison culture. It can be seen that the first aspect which formed the
prison culture is the political culture which exists outside of prisons and which
originates from pre-prison experiences. This political culture was carried into the

wards, and also the prisoners tried to keep this culture alive in the cells. The
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programmed daily life, solidarity and cooperation, intellectual production, resistance
and creativity are constituent features of the political prison culture within the scope
of this study. Throughout the history, the prison system which inhibits the formation
of prison culture could not be established. The states aimed to manage this culture
through changes in prison systems. However, for the case of Turkey, it can be
claimed that still there are situations which either the prison administration could not

handle or the political prisoners could not cope with.

For the further studies, 1) the prisoners who are accused of organized crimes and
experienced the ward and the F type prison system can be studied in order to analyze
the difference in prison cultures of political and ordinary prisoners; 2) the relation
between the F type prison regime and public opposition can be studied in order to
understand, whether the State succeed to suppress public opposition by changing the
prison system; 3) the contemporary prison culture of ordinary prisoners who are
accused out of the scope of organized crime can be discussed.
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APPENDICES

Appendix-1 List of Abbreviations

Avrupa Iskencenin ve Insanlik Dis1 veya Onur Kirict Ceza veya
Muamelenin Onlenmesi Komitesi / European Committee for the
Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or

Punishment

Ceza ve Tevkifevleri Genel Miidirliigii / General Directorate of
Prisons and Detention Houses

Insan Haklar1 Izleme Orgiitii / Human Rights Watch
Insan Haklar1 Dernegi / Human Rights Association

Izmir Meslek Odalar1 Platformu / Izmir Occupation Chambers
Platform

Kamu Emekgileri Sendikalar1 Konfederasyonu / Confederation of

Public Laborers’ Trade Unions

Tutuklu Aileleri ve Yakinlart Dayanisma Dernegi / Solidarity
Association for the Families and Relatives of the Arrested

Tiirkiye Barolar Birligi / Union of Bar Associations of Turkey

Tiirk Tabipleri Birligi / Turkish Medical Association
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Appendix-2 Interview Questions

1. Could you define ward system and F type system? (Kogus sistemini ve F tipini

tarif edebilir misiniz?)

2. How long were you imprisoned in ward system and F type system? (Kogus
sisteminde ve F tipinde kag sene kaldiniz?)

3. Could you tell a daily life in ward and in F type prison? (Kogus sisteminde ve F

tipinde gegen bir giliniiniizli anlatir misiniz?)

- The things which you faced with every day; roll-call, body search etc. (Hergiin

maruz kaldiginiz seyler; sayim, iist arama vb.)

4. How was your relation with prison administration? (Hapishane yonetimiyle

iliskiniz nasildi?)

- Their attitude towards you (Onlarin yaklagimi)

- Your attitude towards them (Sizin yaklasiminiz)

- The facilities which they provided (Y 6netimin sagladigi olanaklar)

- The things which prisoners were entitled to have, but cannot make use of; the
number of books, shopping, time of visiting, exercise (Mahktmlarin hakk: olan fakat

yonetim tarafindan saglanmayan seyler; Kitap sayisi, aligveris, goriis siiresi, spor...)

5. How was your relationship among prisoners? (Diger mahkmlarla iligskiniz

nasildi?)
- Political prisoners (siyasiler) and ordinary prisoners (adliler)

- Division of work and cleaning etc. (Is béliimii ve temizlik vs.)
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6. How was your communication with visitors? (Goriise gelenlerle iletisiminiz

nasildi?)
- Family, Lawyer, Friend (Aile, Avukat, Arkadas)

7. How was your communication with outside? (Hapishane disiyla olan iletisim

nasildi?)
- Corresponding, Solidarity (Mektuplagsma, Dayanisma)

8. Did physical structure of ward and F type affect your daily life? (Kogus sistemi ve

F tipinin fiziksel yapisinin giinliik yasantiniza etkisi var miydi?)

- The number of person living with (Beraber yasanan kisi sayisi)

- The fixed furnitures (Sabitlenmis esyalar)

- The color which can and cannot be used (Kullanilan ve kullanilmayan renkler)
- Resistance types (Direnme bi¢imi)

9. Did the political and economic context of Turkey affect your prison life? How?
(Tirkiye’nin iginde bulundugu ekonomik ve siyasi durum hapishane yasantinizi

etkiledi mi? Nasil?)

10. What did you experience during the transition process from ward to F type?

(Kogustan F tipine gegis siirecinde neler yasadiniz?)
- How and why did the process begin? (Siire¢ nasil ve neden basladi?)
- How did it proceed? (Nasil ilerledi?)

- The relationships which death fast and hunger strike created inside (A¢lik grevi ve

Olim orucunun igeride yarattig1 iligkiler)
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Appendix-3 Tiirk¢e Ozet / Turkish Summary

Ben Crewe, hapishaneyi, devletin cezalandirma giiciliniin ve tiim vatandaslarini norm
sistemine dahil etmedeki basarisizligiin kuvvetli bir sembolii olarak degerlendirir.
Bu degerlendirme tiim cezalandirma bigimlerine iliskin olarak yapilabilir. Idam
cezasi, sirglin, ya da para cezasi pratikleri uygulamada olan yasa ve eylem
arasindaki ayrimin yansimasidir. Gliniimiizde, hapsetme yaygin ve sistematik
cezalandirma bi¢imi olarak kabul edilmekte ve hapishane niifusu gin gectikce
artmaktadir. Zaman iginde, sehir merkezine insa edilen hapishanelerin yeterli tecrit
kosullarin1 saglamadigi distiniilmiis ve bu kurumlar merkezden kirsal alanlara
taginmustir.  Siyasi iktidar hapishaneyi toplumdan soyutlamayr ve mahk(mlar
goriinmez kilmay1 hedeflese de ne ilgili kurumlar ne de kisiler toplum hafizasindan
soyutlanmaktadir. G6z ard1 edilemeyecek kadar biiyiik bir niifus hapishane duvarlari
arasindadir ve bu niifusun duvarin disinda sosyal iligki halinde oldugu yapilar vardir.
Tiirkiye’de, 2016 yili itibariyle, toplam erkek hiikiimli sayis1 123.987, kadin
hiikiimlii sayis1 4.659 ve cocuk hiikiimlii sayis1 645 olarak ifade edilmistir. Bununla
birlikte, toplam erkek tutuklu sayisi 62.976, kadin tutuklu sayist 3.235 ve g¢ocuk
tutuklu sayist 1.795’tir. Tiim mahktmlarin toplam sayisina baktigimizda ise 197.297

gibi biiyiik bir niifusla karsilasmaktayiz.*®

Cumhuriyet doneminden itibaren hapishane kosullarinda iyilestirmeler yapiliyor olsa
da hapishane rejimiyle ilgili onemli doniisiimler 1980 yilindan itibaren baglamistir.
2000 yilina gelindiginde ise, islenen suga gore hapsetme pratikleri degismis ve
Tiirkiye tarihinde daha 6nce uygulanmamis yeni bir mimari yapiya gec¢is yasanmistir.
Mimari donilisiimiin yaratacagi tecrit ortami ve kosullart hem hapishane i¢i hem de
disindan direnis ve tepkilerle karsilanmistir. Fakat siyasi iktidar, donistimii
gergeklestirmekte kararli oldugunu 19-22 Aralik 2000 tarihinde es zamanli olarak 20

hapishaneye diizenledigi ve sonucunda 30 mahk(m ve iki askerin hayatin1 kaybettigi

*Ceza ve Tevkifevleri Genel Miidiirliigii; http://www.cte.adalet.gov.tr/
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operasyonla goéstermistir. Bu baglamda, yapilan ¢aligmada hapishane mimarisi ve
siyasi kiiltiirti arasindaki karsilikli iliski; fiziksel tasarim, dis etkiler ve i¢ dinamikler
¢ergevesinde analiz edilmistir. Bu iliski kogus sisteminden F tipi hapishane sistemine
gecis lizerinden incelenmistir. Analiz boyunca hapishane kiiltiirine iligkin ig
eksiklikler ve dis etkiler tartigmalarinin yani sira ceza teorilerinden yararlanilmistir.
Ceza pratiklerindeki doniisiimii ve bu doniisiimiin sosyolojik getirilerini bilmek
hapsedilmenin islevini kavrayabilmek agisindan gereklidir. Bu c¢alismada, kogus
sisteminin sol siyasi kiiltiiriin hapishane kosullarinda devam etmesine ve gelismesine
olanak tanidig1 varsayilmistir. Zaman iginde, bu kiiltiir siyasi otoriteye karsi bir tehdit
olarak algilanmistir. Devletin hapishanelerde giic kaybettigi Soylemine dayanak
olusturularak yeni hapishane tasarimlari olusturulmustur. Dolayisiyla hapishane

mimarisi ve kiiltiirii arasinda tek tarafl1 bir iliski oldugu varsayilamaz.

Calisma konusunun belirlenmesi {i¢ temelde agiklanabilir. Birincisi, kurumun yapisal
durumundan kaynaklanan, mahkim ve hapishane yonetimi arasindaki esitsiz iliski
bicimi, aragtirmaciy1 iktidar iliskisinde “ezilen” konumunda olanin sesi olmaya
zorlamistir. Ikincisi, sosyoloji disiplininin temel meseleleri ve kurum olarak
hapishane arasindaki iligkidir. Crewe (2007) hapishanenin, hem toplum iginde bir
kurum hem de kendi sosyal diinyasiyla bir kurum olarak, sosyolojinin temel
kaygilarin1 (iktidar, esitsizlik, diizen, catisma, toplumsallagma) resmettigini ifade
eder. Tezin temel meselesi bu kavramlarin hepsine ayri ayri odaklanmiyor olsa bile
hapishane kiltiirii kacinilmaz olarak bu kaygilarla iligki igerisindedir. Bununla
birlikte, bu kurumlar kirsal alanlara kampiis seklinde insa edilerek toplumdan
yalitilmaya calisilsa da igerisi ve disaris1 arasindaki etkilesimin devam ettigi iddia
edilebilir. Gresham Sykes’in da ifade ettigi gibi, hapsedilmenin anlamini kavramak
istiyorsak; cezaevi yasaminin duvar, parmaklik, hiicre ve kilit meselesinden daha
fazlas1 oldugunu gérmek; hapishaneyi toplum iginde bir toplum olarak anlamak
zorundayiz. Dolayisiyla duvarin arkasinda biiyiik bir niifus oldugu ve bu niifusun
maddi ve fikirsel temelde sosyal hayati liretmeye ¢alistig1 unutulmamalidir. Konunun

belirlenmesinde etkili olan son temel ise Tiirkiye’de sosyoloji alaninda hapishane ve
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dolayistyla hapishane rejiminin dOniisiimiiniin analizine ihtiya¢ oldugunun

diistiniilmesidir.

Yapilan caligmanin hem Tiirkiye hapishane literatiiri hem de hapishane kiiltiirii
literatiiriine katkis1 oldugu soylenebilir. Ilk literatiire katki; ¢aligmanin tek bir
hapishane sistemine odaklanmamis olmasi ve sistem doniisiimii sonucunda olusan
kiiltiir degisimini analiz etmis olmasidir. Mimari doniisiim ve yeni yiiksek giivenlik
uygulamalarinin siyasi hapishane kiiltiirii tizerindeki etkisini gérmek ag¢isindan bu
nokta dnemlidir. Bununla birlikte, var olan literatiire bakildiginda, bu iki hapishane
sisteminin kiiltiir temelinde calisiimadig goriilmiistiir. Hacettepe Universitesi
Antropoloji boliimiine ait hapishane alt kiiltiirline odaklanan ¢alisma yalnizca eski tip
cezaevlerini kapsamaktadir. Dolayisiyla, yapilan c¢alisma hem hapishane kiiltiirii
teorilerini hem de yeni hapishane sistemini icermesi bakimindan diger ¢aligmalara
katki sunmaya c¢alismistir. Hapishane literatiiriindeki yerine baktigimizda ise One
cikan iki nokta vardir; ilki i¢ eksiklikler ve dig etkiler tartismalarini sentezlemesi;

ikincisi ise analiz birimi olarak siyasi mahk{imlara odaklanmis olmasidir.

Calisma bes ana boliime ayrilmistir. Ik béliimde, cezalandirma ve hapsetmenin kisa
tarihinden ve donemlere gore cezalandirma pratiklerinin arka planinda yer alan ceza
felsefesinden bahsedilmigtir. Bununla iliskili olarak, Amerika, Avrupa, ozellikle
Ingiltere ve Tiirkiye’deki ilk cezaevi modelleri anlatilmistir. Bu boliimde, hapishane
sistemleri arasindaki benzerlik ve etkilesim goriilebilir. Bugilin en ¢ok bilinen
Amerikan hapishane modelleri 6nce Avrupa’y1 ve daha sonra Tiirkiye’yi etkilemistir.
1820’li yillarda gelistirilen Pensilvanya ve Auburn hapishane modelleri Ingiliz
reformcular1 etkilemis ve 1842 yilinda Pentoville hapishanesinin kurulmasiyla
sonuglanmistir. 1865 ve 1914 yillar1 arasinda, birgok Avrupa iilkesinde bu hapishane
modeli insa edilmistir. Tiirkiye hapishane sistemi bu siireclerden bagimsiz ele
allmamaz. Kaptanoglu'nun (2000) da ifade ettigi gibi, “Yapilmakta olan 11 F tipi
cezaevi, mimari acidan, ABD (Marion, Lexington), ingiltere (H Bloklar1), Almanya
(Stammheim) ve Italya’daki (Tirani) benzerleri gibi modern panopticon’lardir”.
Tiirkiye ile ilgili olan alt boliimde, kapali hapishane modelleri, hapishane

miidahaleleri ve kogus ve hiicre tipi cezaevi sayisinin zaman i¢indeki degisiminden
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bahsedilmistir. Sayilardaki degisim ve miidahalelere bakildiginda, F tipi yiiksek
giivenlikli hapishane insasinin yaninda, kogus sisteminden hiicre sistemine gegisin

hedeflendigi anlasilabilir.

Tezin ikinci boliimiinde, bu ¢alisma kapsaminda ©nemli olan kavramlar
tanimlanmistir. Bu noktada, temel kavramlardan ikisinin tanimina yer vermek
gerekmektedir. Hapishane Kkiiltiiri, mahk(imlar tarafindan hapishane ortaminin ig
eksikliklerine ve tilkenin i¢inde bulundugu siyasi ve ekonomik konjonktiire cevap
olarak, stirekli gelisen davranmis bi¢imi, deger ve kurallar1 ifade eder. Bununla
birlikte, calisma kapsaminda, siddet icersin ya da igermesin siyasi gidiilere
dayanarak yapilan ve mahkimiyetle sonu¢lanan eylemi gergeklestiren kisi siyasi
mahkimdur. Ilgili béliimde, énemli kavramlarm yani sira, hapishane kiiltiirii ve
mimarisi lizerine yapilan kaynak taramasina yer verilmis; ceza teorileri, i¢ eksiklikler
ve dis etkiler tartismalarindan bahsedilmistir. Iki alt boliime ayrilan kaynak
taramasina, iki onemli devlet tanimiyla baglanmistir. Weber’in taniminda mesru giig
kullanma tekeli vurgusu varken; Durkheim’in taniminda i¢ ve dis diismanlara karsi
ortak duygu ve bilincin korunmasi kavramlari 6ne ¢ikmaktadir. Durkheim’e gore, bir
davranis ortak deger ve duygular ihlal ediyorsa sug¢ olarak tanimlanir. Dolayisiyla,
suc olarak tanimlanan davranis dogal kategori degil; zamana ve mekana gore degisen
sosyal normlarin sonucudur. Durkheim, sugun baska kaynaklar1 oldugunu da eklemis
ve resmi idarenin su¢ yaratma ya da belli su¢larin 6nemini arttirma kabiliyetine
dikkat ¢ekmistir. Yani, ortak bilinci tehdit etmese bile, eger bir davranig resmi
idareyi rahatsiz ediyorsa su¢ olarak kabul edilebilir. Ayrica, cezalandirma sadece

sugluyla ilgili bir durum degildir; ahlaki ve sosyal 6nemi vardir.

Weber ve Durkheim’in devlet taniminin yami sira, cezalandirma pratigindeki
doniistimiin analizinde 6ne ¢ikan tartismalar Elias ve Foucault’ya aittir. Elias’in ifade
ettigi, halk Oniinde gerceklestirilen cezalandirmanin zaman iginde utang kaynagi
olarak yorumlanmasi, rahatsiz edici olay ve goriintiilerin sahne arkasina taginmasi ve
kamusal alandan saklanmasi 6nemli bir noktadir. Fakat bu silire¢ sonunda rahatsiz
edici uygulamalara son verildigi sdylenemez. Goriinmeyen alanlarda, hapishane

duvarinin arkasinda benzer fiziksel ve psikolojik etkilere sahip uygulamalar devam
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etmektedir. Foucault da modern hapishanenin uyumlu ve “normal” bireyler iiretme
islevini tartisir. Aymi zamanda iktidarin bireylerin hiicrelerine dokundugunu,
davranig, tutum, sdylem, 6grenme siireci ve gilinliilk yagsamlarina niifuz ettigini sdyler.
Fakat bu siire¢ iktidara kars1 direnis olmadigini gostermez. Bu baglamda, Clemmer,
Sykes, Goffman, Jacobs, Irwin ve Cressey’nin {izerinde tartigma yiiriittiigii hapishane
kiiltiirti kavrami 6nemlidir. Clemmer mahk{miyet siiresinin bu kiiltiirii benimsemede
onemli rolii oldugunu ifade eder. Goffman tam gozetim kurumlarinda kalan kisilerin
kuruma kars1 gelistirdikleri adaptasyon taktiklerini tarif eder. Benzer sekilde Sykes
hapsedilmenin o6zgiirliikten, {riin ve hizmetlerden, heteroseksiiel iliskiden,
otonomiden ve son olarak giivenlikten yoksunluk oldugunu soéyler. Hapishane
ortaminin i¢ dinamiklerinin mahkimlar arasinda bir kurallar biitiinii yarattigindan
bahseder. Hapishane kiiltiiriinii hapsedilmenin i¢ eksiklikleri tarafindan belirlenen ve
ceza infaz kurumlarma 6zel bir kavram olarak tanimlar. Yaratilan kiiltiiriin tecrit ve
personel baskisinin daha az hissedilmesinde pay1 oldugunu ifade eder. Bu tartismanin
yani sira, Jacobs, Cressey ve Irwin bu kiiltiir lizerinde bagka bir boyutun etkili
oldugunu iddia eder. Buna gore, kolektif giic hapishane disindaki iligkiler agindan
kaynaklanmaktadir.

Calismanin tiglincii boliimiinde, yliksek lisans tez konusunun segilme siirecinden ve
arastirmacinin arastirmadaki konumundan bahsedilmistir. Arastirmacinin, toplumun
bir parcasi olarak sosyal, ekonomik ve siyasi kosullardan etkilenmemis olmasi
beklenemez. Bu duruma iligkin, Mills ve Birks (2014) de 1968’de yasanan sosyal ve
styasi kirilmalarin sosyal arastirmacilarin kendi rollerini ve arastirma siireci boyunca
goriismecilerle kurduklar iliskiyi sorgulamalarina yol agmasindan bahseder. Benzer
sekilde, Alison Liebling (1999) arastirma i¢in secilen konunun, projenin dncesine
dayanan bilingli ya da bilingsiz deger ve ilgiyle iliskisine dikkat ¢eker. Bu baglamda,
cesitli teknolojik imkénlara ve iletisim yollarina ulasabilen, farkliliklara saygi
gostermeyi 6grenmis ve adalet duygusu gelismis bir neslin par¢asi olmanin mutlaka
bu siirecte etkisi vardir. Fakat, bu noktada sunu eklemeliyim. I¢inde yetismis
oldugum c¢evrenin, sol siyasi diisiince ve hareketin karsisinda konumlandirilan ve

diger tarafi tanimaya/anlamaya olanak saglamayan bir yap1 olmasi sebebiyle
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toplumsallagma siireci “6teki’ne karsi beslenen Onyargiyla ilerledi. Bu Onyargili
siirecin pargalanmasinda kisisel olarak etkili olan ii¢ durumdan bahsetmek gerekir.
Ilki, ODTU’niin bir parcas1 olmadan bir sene 6nce Marx, Engels, Foucault ve Eric
Fromm’la tanismis olmamdir. Ikincisi, iiniversite &grencilerinin kriminalize
edilmesine sahit olmus olmam ve arkadaslarimin hapishane deneyimlerini
dinlememdir. Sonuncusu ise, aldigim sosyoloji egitimi sayesinde sorgulama
yetenegini gelistirmis olmamdir. Tiim bu kisisel siireclerin sonunda ilgili konunun
secilmesine karar verilmistir. Howard Becker’in (1967) de ifade ettigi gibi, degerden
arindirilmis arastirma yoktur ve Onemli olan hangi tarafta yer alarak analiz

yapilacagina karar vermektir.

Ilgili boliimde, aym zamanda, saha arastirmasi siireci hakkinda bilgi verilmis,
kullanilan aragtirma ve ornekleme yontemleri agiklanmistir. Bu ¢alisma i¢in dnemli
olan nokta, birden fazla gergeklik oldugunun farkinda olunmasidir. Dolayisiyla, tek
bir hapishane kiiltiirii olmadig1 varsayilmistir. Tlgi, neden ve nasil sorulari iizerinedir.
Hapishane kiiltiiriiniin anlagilmasi ve analiz edilmesi i¢in bu kiiltiirii kolektif sekilde
olusturan kisilerle goriismeler yapilmasi gerektigi diisiintilmiistiir. Kogus sistemini,
19 Aralik Operasyonu’nu, ve F tipi hapishane sistemini deneyimlemis, 12 erkek ve 5
kadin eski siyasi mahkumla agik uglu yar1 yapilandirilmis goriismeler yapilmastir.
Goriismecilerle ilk baglant: iki sivil toplum kurulusu- TAYAD ve IHD- araciligiyla
saglanmigtir. Daha sonra kartopu yontemi uygulanmistir. Goriismeler, eski siyasi
mahk{imlarin genellikle yasadig1 yerler olmasi sebebiyle Istanbul, Kocaeli ve Ankara
sehirlerinde gerceklestirilmistir. Ik gdriisme 2 Subat ve son goriisme ise 25 Nisan

2015 tarihinde yapilmustir.

Bu noktada, yar1 yapilandirilmis griisme sorularindan bahsetmek gerekir. Ilk soru,
mekanin mahkamlar iizerindeki etkisini ve mahkimlarin anlam yaratma siirecini
anlamak acisindan, kogus ve hiicre sistemi tarifi iizerinedir. Hiller ve Hanson’in
(1990) da ifade ettigi gibi, hapishane mimarisinin yorumlanmasi bu yapilarin kisilere
ilettigi anlami agiga ¢ikarmaktadir. Ikinci soru, mahkimiyet siiresiyle ilgilidir. Bu
soruya verilen cevaplar {izerinden, Clemmer’m (1940) hapishanelesme

(prisonization) kavrami tartisilmig; hapislik siireci ve hapishane Kkiiltiiriiniin
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benimsenmesi arasindaki iliski analiz edilmistir. U¢ ve yedinci sorular arasindaki
sorular giinliik yasam, hapishane yonetimiyle iliski, mahk(mlar arasindaki iliski,
gorls glinleri ve dis toplumla iletisim iizerinedir. Bu sorular araciligiyla, Goffman’in
(1961) tizerinde tartigtigl, tam gézetim kurumlarinin nasil isledigi ve mahktmlarin bu
isleyisi gilinliik yasamlarinda nasil deneyimledigi, i¢ eksiklikler ve dis etkiler
tartismalar1 temelinde, anlagilmaya calisilmistir. Ayrica, kolektif gii¢ kavrami bu
deneyimler tizerinden analiz edilmistir. Sekizinci soru hapishane mimarisi ve
tasarimiyla ilgili tartismalarla direkt iliskili olarak fiziksel yapi lizerinedir. Fiziksel
yapmin mahkiim ve hapishane kiiltiirli lizerindeki etkisini anlamak ac¢isindan
onemlidir. Son iki soru siyasi ve ekonomik yapinin mahkimlarin yasamlarina etkisi,
19 Aralik Operasyon siireci ve bu siirecin getirdigi dontisiimle ilgilidir. Alinan
cevaplar Jacobs, Cressey ve Irwin’in dis etkiler tartismalar1 ekseninde analiz
edilmistir. Bununla birlikte, Operasyon’un o zamana kadar ve ondan sonra
gerceklesen anlam yaratma ve kiiltiir olusturma/devam ettirme siirecinde etkili

oldugu varsayilmstir.

Calismanin dérdiincii boliimii olan tartisma, ii¢ ana bashga ayrilmustir. Ik bashk
hapishane mimarisi ve i¢ tasarimiyla ilgilidir. Kogus ve hiicre sistemleri arasindaki
mimari farktan ve sivil toplum kuruluslarinin yeni insa edilen kurumlarla ilgili goriis
ve elestirilerinden bahsedilmistir. Ayrica, mimari yapinin ve i¢ tasarimin
mahktmlarin duygu ve deneyimleri {lizerindeki etkileri ve mahkimlarin bu etkileri
asmak i¢in olusturdugu ortak kiiltiir ve alan hakkinda bilgi verilmis ve analiz
edilmistir. Ikinci baslikta hapishane kiiltiiriine etkisi oldugu varsayilan olaylar analiz
edilmistir. Bu baglamda, Tirkiye’nin iginde bulundugu ekonomik ve siyasi
konjonktiirden, hapishane rejiminin doniistimiiniin denk geldigi tarihsel donemden
bahsedilmistir. Operasyon Oncesi ve sonrasindaki siliregte siyasi Orgiitlerin kendi
arasinda yasadigi celiskiye ve siyasi tutum farkliliklarina yer verilmis ve bu siirecin
hapishane kiiltiiriine olan etkisi tartisilmistir. Son baslikta i¢ dinamiklerin hapishane
kiiltiirii tizerindeki etkisi analiz edilmistir. Giinliik yagsam rutini, yonetim ve mahkiim
iliskileri, mahktimlar arasindaki komiin diizeni, dis toplumla iliski kurma pratikleri,

hapishane uygulamalarindaki degisim iizerinden analiz yapilmastir.
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Temel arastirma sorusuyla iligkili olarak, bu c¢aligmada {i¢ soru iizerine

odaklanilmistir;
1) Tiirkiye’de neden hapishane sisteminin doniisiimiine ihtiya¢ duyuldu?

Siiregle ilgili olarak iki boyut tartigilabilir. ilki, ekonomik ve Ssiyasi konjonktiir,
bununla baglantili olarak, gii¢ kullanarak kendini mesrulastirmayi tercih eden resmi
ideolojinin tutumu ve sol siyasi hareketin aynt dénem igerisindeki durumudur.
Ornegin; 1 Mayis 1996 tarihi, sol gruplarin belli mahallelerde etkili oldugunun
goriilmesi, toplumsal muhalefetin yiikselmesiyle ilgili endiselerin olusmasi ve son
olarak sol gruplarin kendi i¢ celiskilerinin yogunlasmasi agisindan 6nemlidir. Ikinci
boyut, hapishanelerde sol gruplarin konumuyla iliskilidir. Di1s siyasi kiiltiiriin kogus
sisteminde devam etme olanagi buldugu daha once belirtilmisti. Hiyerarsik yapi,
ideolojik konum, komiin yasami, hapishane yonetimiyle kurulan iliski bi¢imi, direnis
yontemleri, ortak tartisma zemini ve kolektif giig; tiim bunlar dis siyasi kiiltiirden
beslenen pratiklerdir. Bu baglamda, hapishane ortami, devlet ve siyasi gruplarin
hapishane yonetimi araciligiyla siirekli bir karsilagsma noktasi haline gelmistir. Karsi
karsiya gelme siirecinin hem siyasi fikir ve pratikleri derinlestirdigi hem de
hapishane yonetiminin ortam tizerindeki kontroliinii zorlastirdigi sdylenebilir. Gegis
siireci boyunca, kogus sisteminin mimari acidan siirekli kontrol ve denetime izin
vermedigi, hapishanelerde devlet otoritesinin zayifladi ve orgiit liderlerinin

mahk(mlar iizerindeki baskisinin arttig1 iddia edilmistir.

2) Kogus ve F tipi hapishane sistemlerinde hapishane siyasi kiiltiirli nasildi ve nasil

degisti?

Dis etkiler tartismalarina dayanarak, calismanin 6nemli iddialarindan biri hapishane
Oncesi siyasi kiiltlir ve hapishane siyasi kiiltlirii arasindaki siki iligkidir. Siyasi
sebeplerle hapsedilme siireci kendiliginden ideolojik birikim ve iligkilerle beslenen
siyasi kiiltiirden kaynaklanmaktadir. Hapislik 6ncesi deger ve pratikler kogus sistemi
kosullarina adapte edilmistir. Hiyerarsik yapi, Tiirkiye sol siyasi tarihi i¢in dnemli
olan giinlerde kutlama ve anma, direnis bi¢imleri, okuma ve tartisma caligmalar

devam ettirilen pratiklerdendir. Yiiksek giivenlikli F tipi hapishane sistemine gecisle
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birlikte tim bu pratiklerde doniisiim yasandig1 soylenebilir. Ornegin; kogus
sisteminin temeli olan dayanisma, hiicre sisteminde dontiserek varligi stirdiirdii.
Kogus yasaminda herhangi bir problem ya da haksizlikla karsilagildiginda kolektif
olarak ¢6zme imkani bulunuyordu. Hatta koguslar1 ayr1 olsa da kogus kapilar1 giin
icinde agik birakildigi i¢in, siyasi mahkamlar adli mahkGmlarin sorunlarina da
miidahale edebiliyordu. Fakat yeni sistemde, 6rnegin tutuklulugun ilk giinii bile olsa
herkes kantin giinlinii beklemek zorundaydi. Eski mahkmlar bunu bildikleri i¢in
yeni gelen kisiye ihtiyact olan ne varsa havalandirmasina atarak yardimci
oluyorlardi. Hatta goriismeciler, belli sug tipleri haricinde, yeni gelenle ayni siyasi
goriise sahip olmasa bile ayni sekilde davrandiklarini ifade ettiler. Dayanigma
pratigindeki bu degisimin hem hapishane ortaminin i¢ dinamiklerinden hem de

hapishane dncesi siyasi kiiltiirden kaynaklandig1 séylenebilir.

Dayanismanin  yam1  sira, mahkimlar kogus sistemini bir okul olarak
degerlendirmektedirler. Komiiniin giinliik rutininin bir pargasi olarak, okuma ve
tartismaya zaman ayrilmasi mahkimlarin ideolojik bilgi birikimini gelistiren bir
pratik olarak goriilmektedir. Hiicre sistemine gecisle birlikte, mahkimlar 1 veya 3
kisi olarak ayrildiklar1 i¢in bu aktiviteyi kendi iradeleriyle yapmak durumunda
kaldilar. Bu noktada, goriismeciler kisinin kendi kisisel direncinin ve ideolojik
birikiminin 6nemli hale geldigini ifade etmektedirler. Dolayisiyla, okuma ve
ozellikle tartigma kiiltiirliniin hiicre sisteminde zayifladigr sdylenebilir. Bunun
yaninda, kogus sisteminde mahkiimlarin emek verip iiretim yapabilecegi seyler
vardi; yemek yapma, yazi yazma, eglence organize etme. Fakat yeni sistemde iiretim,
mimari kisitlamadan ve yeni uygulamalardan dolayr siirlanmistir; liretim diiserken
yaraticilik artmistir. Uretim icin gerekli olan malzemelerin eksikligi yaraticiligin
gelismesini saglamistir. Goriismeciler, en kii¢iik malzemeyi bile kullanmanin yolunu
bulduklarin1 ve bunu birbirlerine aktardiklarini ifade etmislerdir. Ayrica, anma ve
kutlama etkinliklerini kolektif olarak yapamiyor, yan yana olup birbirlerini
goremiyor olsalar da pencerenin Oniinde sarki ve mars sdyleyerek yalniz
olmadiklarmi birbirlerine hissettirdiklerini s6ylemislerdir. Benzer yaraticilik durumu

iletisim yollarinda da goriilebilir. Eski sistemde kogus kapilart acik oldugu icin
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iletisim kurmada zorluk ¢ekmiyor ve yeni yollar gelistirmeye ihtiyag duymuyorlardi.
Fakat yeni sistemde, mimari smirlamaya ragmen yeni yollar bulduklarini ve
hiicreden hiicreye iletisim kurma yollarim1 zaman ig¢inde ogrendiklerini
anlatmiglardir. Bu kesiflerin hapishane ortaminin i¢ eksikliklerinden beslendigi

sOylenebilir.

Hapishane siyasi kiiltliriiniin degisimine iligkin son Ornek, orgiit liderlerinin ve
koordinasyonun durumuyla ilgilidir. Hiicre sisteminde 6rgiit lideri konumu varligin
siirdiirse de mahk(mlar arasinda anlik iletisim miimkiin olmadig1 i¢in etkisinin
azalmis oldugu iddia edilebilir. Eski sistemde kolektif bigimde eylem yapilirken ve
cesitli eylem bi¢imleri varken yeni sistemde neredeyse tek eylem bi¢imi olarak aglik
grevi s0z konusudur. Goriismeciler, kitap sayisinin arttirilmasindan siyasi dergilerin
iceri alinmas1 ve mektuplasma {izerindeki engellemelerin kaldirilmasina kadar en
kiictik bir hak i¢in bile aglik grevi yaptiklarini ifade etmislerdir. Yapilan eylemlerin
kogus sisteminde daha etkili oldugu ve mahkimlarin yonetim iizerindeki yaptirim

giiclinlin daha fazla oldugu iddia edilebilir.
3) Kadin ve erkek eski siyasi mahkimlarin deneyimleri arasinda fark var mi?

Gortisme sorularinda direkt olarak deneyim farkina odaklanan soru sorulmayarak
dolayli olarak bu bilgi elde edilmeye ¢alisilmistir. Fakat alinan cevaplarda bu konuda
yeterli veriye rastlanmamustir. Elde edilen verilerden biri, kadin mahkimlarin kadin
meselesine iligkin yaptiklar1 okuma ve tartigsmalardir. Bir digeri ise goriis giinleriyle
ilgilidir. Bir gortismeci kogus sisteminde erkek mahk(imlarin haftada bir giin goriis
hakki varken kadin mahkimlarin iki giin goriis hakki oldugunu ifade etmistir. Bu iki
ornek disinda, deneyim farkiyla ilgili mutlaka bagka Ornekler de vardir. Fakat
goriigmeciler, anlati sirasinda bu farka odaklanmamistir. Bunun yerine, kolektif
bilincin yansimasi olarak kabul edilebilecek deneyimlerden bahsetmislerdir. One
cikan mesele, sol siyasi orgiitlerin ideolojik tutum ve pratiklerinden kaynaklanan
deneyim farkliliklar1 {izerine olmustur. Bu noktada sunu ifade etmek gerekir;
orgiitlerin deger ve eylemleri farklilik gostermektedir. Bunun bilincinde olarak,

goriismeciler farkli siyasi oOrgiitlerden secilmistir. Fakat, bu calisma ideolojik

130



ayriliklara odaklanmayarak, eski mahkumlarin farkli ve benzer 0Ozellikleri
cercevesinde hapishane ortaminda olusturduklar1 toplumu analiz  etmeyi
hedeflemistir. Dolayisiyla, yapilan analiz orgiitsel yap1 lizerine degil; hapishane

toplumu tizerinedir.

1980°den itibaren, Tiirkiye’de hapishane mimarisi ve uygulamalar1 koklii bir degisim
stirecindedir. Farkli kapasitelerde koguslardan olusan eski model cezaevleri en az iKi
ve en ¢ok on kisinin yasayabilecegi alanlara doniistiirilmiistiir. Bu doniisiimiin yani
sira, 1990’1lardan itibaren yiiksek glivenlikli hapishaneler insa edilmeye baslanmistir.
1 ve 3 kisilik hiicreleriyle, yeni uygulamalari ve yiiksek giivenlik tedbirleriyle diger
hapishanelerden ayrilan bu kurumlar, iki tip sug i¢in 6zel olarak tasarlanmistir;
organize suglar ve teror suglari. Proje asamasindan itibaren bu kurumlar sol siyasi
orgiitler, ulusal ve uluslararasi sivil toplum kuruluslar1 ve meslek gruplar tarafindan,
yapinin yol agtig1 sosyal tecrit, fiziksel ve ruhsal problemler sebebiyle, elestirilmistir.
Bu caligmada, tek ve biitiin bir hapishane kiiltlirii olmadig1 varsayilarak i¢ ve dis
dinamiklerin siyasi hapishane kiltiiriinii sekillendirdigi kabul edilmistir. Tarih
boyunca hapishane ortaminda mahk(mlar arasinda gelisen kiiltiiri yok eden bir
rejimin olusturulabildigi sdylenemez. Fakat mimari doniisiimle ve yiiksek giivenlik
uygulamalariyla bu kiiltiiriin yonetilmesinin hedeflendigi ifade edilebilir. Tiirkiye
0zelinde, hem hapishane yonetiminin basa ¢ikamadigr hem de siyasi mahkimlarin

istesinden gelmekte zorlandig1 durumlarin oldugu goriilmiistiir.
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Appendix-4 Tez Fotokopisi Izin Formu

ENSTITU

Fen Bilimleri Enstitiist

Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii X

Uygulamali Matematik Enstitiisti

Enformatik Enstittisi

Deniz Bilimleri Enstitiisi I:I
YAZARIN

Soyadi : Karagol
Adi  : Elif Yagmur
Bolimii : Sosyoloji

TEZIN ADI (ingilizce) : POLITICAL PRISON CULTURE IN TURKISH
PRISONS: FROM THE WARD TO THE F TYPE SYSTEM

TEZIN TURU : Yiiksek Lisans X Doktora

. Tezimin tamamindan kaynak gosterilmek sartiyla fotokopi aliabilir. X

. Tezimin igindekiler sayfasi, 6zet, indeks sayfalarindan ve/veya bir

boliimiinden kaynak gosterilmek sartiyla fotokopi alinabilir.

. Tezimden bir bir (1) yil siireyle fotokopi alinamaz.

TEZIN KUTUPHANEYE TESLIiM TARIiHi:
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