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Forthcoming hearings in March 2026

The European Court of Human Rights will be holding the following hearings in March 2026:

Tergek v. Türkiye (application no. 39631/20), concerns the prison authorities’ withholding of 
photocopied or printed documents sent to Mr Tergek by post.

Kavala v. Türkiye (No. 2) (no. 2170/24), the case concerns Mr Kavala’s detention after the judgment 
delivered by the Court on 10 December 2019 (Kavala v. Turkey, no. 28749/18) and the ensuing criminal 
proceedings in which he was sentenced to aggravated life imprisonment.

After these hearings the Court will begin its deliberations, which will be held in private. Its ruling in the 
cases will, however, be made at a later stage. A limited number of seats are available for the press in 
the hearing room. To be sure of a place, you need to book in advance by contacting the Press Unit at 
echrpress@echr.coe.int. If you wish to attend a hearing, we recommend reading the document Public 
hearings at the European Court of Human Rights.

On 4 March 2026 at 9.15 a.m.: Grand Chamber hearing in the case Tergek 
v. Türkiye (application no. 39631/20)
The applicant, Abdül Samed Tergek, is a Turkish national who was born in 1989 and was at the relevant 
time serving a prison sentence in a Kocaeli T-Type (high security) Prison (Türkiye) following a 
conviction for membership of an armed terrorist organisation described by the Turkish authorities as 
the “Fetullahist Terror Organisation/Parallel State Structure”.

While serving his sentence in 2018, Mr Tergek challenged decisions by the prison authorities refusing 
to hand over two letters sent to him by his relatives. The correspondence consisted of handwritten 
notes, photographs, photocopies and printed material from internet websites. One of his objections 
was successful, while the other – relating to photocopies annexed to the second letter – was 
dismissed. The handwritten note and photographs enclosed in this second letter were ultimately given 
to Mr Tergek, but the photocopied material was not. 

He went on to lodge an individual application with the Constitutional Court, arguing that the delayed 
delivery of the first letter and seizure of the photocopies enclosed in the second letter breached his 
right to respect for correspondence. His individual application was dismissed as manifestly ill-founded 
in 2020. The Constitutional Court relied on a leading judgment – Diyadin Akdemir – in another case 
setting out the criteria for the prison authorities to consider when examining photocopies and 
printouts sent to prisoners, including notably the rights of prisoners to access information, the 
workload of the prison authorities and security risks.

The application was lodged with the European Court of Human Rights on 3 December 2020.

In his complaint to the European Court, Mr Tergek complains in particular that he was refused access 
to the documents enclosed in his letter.

In its judgment of 29 April 2025, the Court held, by four votes to three, that there had been no violation 
of Article 10 (freedom of expression,  which includes the right to receive information or ideas) of the 
European Convention on Human Rights.
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On 15 September 2025 the case was referred to the Grand Chamber at the applicant’s request1.

On 25 March 2026 at 9.15 a.m.: Grand Chamber hearing in the case Kavala 
v. Türkiye (No. 2) (no. 2170/24)
The applicant has been deprived of his liberty since 18 October 2017. In a judgment delivered by the 
Court on 10 December 2019 concerning his initial and pre-trial detention, the Court had found 
violations of Article 5 §§ 1 (right to liberty and security) and 4 (right to a speedy decision on the 
lawfulness of detention), and of Article 18 (limitation on use of restrictions on rights) taken in 
conjunction with Article 5 § 1. Under Article 46 (binding force and execution of judgments), it also held 
that the respondent State was to take all necessary measures to put an end to his detention and to 
secure his immediate release.

As the applicant had not been released, in February 2022 the Committee of Ministers referred to the 
Court, on the basis of Article 46 § 4, the question whether the Republic of Türkiye had failed to abide 
by the above judgment.

In its judgment of 11 July 2022 (Kavala v. Türkiye (infringement proceedings), no. 28749/18), the Court 
found that Türkiye had failed to fulfil its obligation under Article 46 § 1 to abide by the Kavala 
judgment of 10 December 2019.

The present application was lodged with the European Court of Human Rights on 18 January 2024. In 
his new application, the applicant complains about all of the measures taken against him after the 
judgment of 10 December 2019 and alleges a violation of Article 3 (prohibition of inhuman or 
degrading treatment), Article 5 (right to liberty and security), Article 6 (right to a fair hearing), Article 7 
(no punishment without law), Article 10 (freedom of expression), Article 11 (freedom of assembly and 
association) and Article 18 (limitation on use of restrictions on rights) of the Convention.

On 16 December 2025 the Chamber to which the case had been allocated relinquished jurisdiction in 
favour of the Grand Chamber2.

This press release is a document produced by the Registry. It does not bind the Court. Decisions, 
judgments and further information about the Court can be found on www.echr.coe.int.

Follow the Court on Bluesky @echr.coe.int, X ECHR_CEDH, LinkedIn, and YouTube.
Contact ECHR Press to subscribe to the press-release mailing list.
Where can the Court’s press releases be found? HUDOC - Press collection
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We are happy to receive journalists’ enquiries via either email or telephone.

Tracey Turner-Tretz (tel: + 33 3 88 41 35 30)
Denis Lambert (tel: + 33 3 90 21 41 09)

1.  Under Article 43 of the European Convention on Human Rights, within three months from the date of a Chamber judgment, any party 
to the case may, in exceptional cases, request that the case be referred to the 17-judges Grand Chamber of the Court. In that event, a panel 
of five judges considers whether the case raises a serious question affecting the interpretation or application of the Convention or its 
protocols, or a serious issue of general importance, in which case the Grand Chamber will deliver a final judgment. If no such question or 
issue arises, the panel will reject the request, at which point the judgment becomes final. Otherwise Chamber judgments become final on 
the expiry of the three-month period or earlier if the parties declare that they do not intend to make a request to refer.
2.  Under Article 30 of the European Convention on Human Rights, "Where a case pending before a Chamber raises a serious question 
affecting the interpretation of the Convention or the Protocols thereto, or where the resolution of a question before the Chamber might 
have a result inconsistent with a judgment previously delivered by the Court, the Chamber may, at any time before it has rendered its 
judgment, relinquish jurisdiction in favour of the Grand Chamber".
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Inci Ertekin (tel: + 33 3 90 21 55 30)
Jane Swift (tel: + 33 3 88 41 29 04)
Claire Windsor (tel: + 33 3 88 41 24 01)

The European Court of Human Rights was set up in Strasbourg by the Council of Europe member States 
in 1959 to deal with alleged violations of the 1950 European Convention on Human Rights.


