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Abstract The case of Prof. İştar Gözaydın is one of the most visible and tragi-
comic examples for academics who have been victimized in Turkey by the Justice 
and Development Party (AKP) government. Gözaydın was not the first one and per-
haps will not be the last because the authoritarian mindset that encapsulates the aca-
demics and scholars started long before the foundation of AKP, despite the fact that 
it was deepened and broadened by it. This article aims to explain the intense recrim-
ination of academics by a repressive and hegemonic political power in Turkey in the 
second decade of the 2000s. It also tries to shed light on the essential weakness of 
the authoritarian strong state practices on the face of academic freedom.
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Introduction

At around 6 a.m. on 20 December 2016, I was woken up by an unexpected call from 
İskender, Professor İştar Gözaydın’s husband. I was not naïve enough to expect 
good news in a phone call from Istanbul at this hour, yet I was floored by İskender’s 
words: “İstar is detained; they took her around 5 a.m”. From this moment on, I found 
myself in the middle of a multi-layered campaign to free my mentor through a strug-
gle for academic freedom in Turkey as a part of my everyday life. Prof. Gözaydın 
has not only been my academic supervisor from undergraduate through Ph.D. 
(alongside with professor Samim Akgönül from the University of Strasbourg) but 
also a mentor, a co-author and colleague. Since her story has been a telling example 

 * Ahmet Erdi Öztürk 
 aerdiozturk@gmail.com

1 University of Strasbourg, 4 Rue Blaise Pascal, 67081 Strasbourg, France

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1057/s41304-018-0170-y&domain=pdf


 A. E. Öztürk 

of violation of academic freedom in Turkey, this article aims to pay my debt to Prof. 
Gözaydın in specific and protection of academic freedoms in general.

İştar Gözaydın is not only a prominent and highly cited scholar within the aca-
demic community with all her publications, speeches and lectures but also very 
much of a public intellectual. Working in academia with an unyielding insistence 
on freedom of thought and speech in a country like Turkey may be a difficult task 
in itself, yet it becomes more so if one is doing research in state–religion relations. 
Besides her professional works, Gözaydın has also actively taken part in vari-
ous social initiatives to promote basic rights and freedoms. She was a pioneer in 
founding the Helsinki Citizens Assembly and the Open Radio Collective. Instead of 
observing the sociopolitical reality of her country and the world within the comforts 
of ivory tower, she has preferred to actively engage in the attempts to turn Turkey 
into a more democratic, free and compassionate society.1

It is a grim irony, therefore, that she was suspended from her academic duties 
at Gediz University for re-tweeting an admonition against the death penalty several 
days after the bloody coup attempt in Turkey on 15 July 2016. Just 1 week following 
the coup attempt, the university was shut down by an executive order. Gözaydın was 
detained from her house and arrested on 27 December 2016 on the charges of being 
a member of an armed terror organization that is called FETÖ2 (Fethullahist Terror 
Organization).3 After 106 days of detention, she was released by the relevant Court 
in Istanbul which still banned her from travelling outside the country. She, however, 
was not acquitted fully and, being accused of membership to a terrorist organization, 
faces ten and a half years in prison, that is if the prosecution succeeds. Throughout 
her imprisonment period, her colleagues and fellow activists objected to the politi-
cally loaded attitude of the Court and called for the attention of international society 
via popular opinion pieces besides writing less-than-hopeful letters to the authori-
ties in Turkey.4 On the other hand, pro-government media outlets have run countless 

1 It would be better to read her story from her own words. The latest op-ed of Gözaydın regarding 
her situation is accessible here: https ://newin t.org/featu res/2017/12/01/turke y-polit ical-priso ners (last 
accessed 30 December 2017).
2 Gülen Movement. It is a controversial Turkey-originated transnational Islamic movement active in 
education, media and the business world. The Gülen Movement seems to be an example of interfaith 
dialogue through the prism of civil society in global level. However, it also seems to have a political 
dimension dedicated to the expansion of its political and bureaucratic power through obtaining important 
positions within the state. Although the Movement has started to place its members in public positions 
at the beginning of 1980s, their presence in offices has reached its peak during the AKP period and the 
Movement became an unofficial coalition partner of the AKP governments. Furthermore, the Movement 
has expanded its activities abroad and worked in collaboration with the AKP. Yet, following political cri-
ses such as the 15–17 December corruption scandal and the 15 July coup attempt, this unofficial coalition 
was dispersed. As a result, the government labelled Gülen Movement as Fethullah Gülen Terror Organ-
ization (FETÖ). Therefore, particularly in the aftermath of the coup attempt, Turkey has been openly 
combating the Movement’s institutions both at home and abroad.
3 For one of the most detailed information regarding Gözaydın see; https ://www.schol arsat risk.
org/2017/03/profe ssor-istar -gozay dins-100th -day-incar cerat ion-displ ays-deter iorat ing-condi tions -freed 
om-speec h-turke y/ (last accessed 30 December 2017).
4 The petition of ECPR Standing Group on Religion and Politics; http://stand inggr oups.ecpr.eu/relig 
ion/?p=518 (last accessed 22 December 2017).

https://newint.org/features/2017/12/01/turkey-political-prisoners
https://www.scholarsatrisk.org/2017/03/professor-istar-gozaydins-100th-day-incarceration-displays-deteriorating-conditions-freedom-speech-turkey/
https://www.scholarsatrisk.org/2017/03/professor-istar-gozaydins-100th-day-incarceration-displays-deteriorating-conditions-freedom-speech-turkey/
https://www.scholarsatrisk.org/2017/03/professor-istar-gozaydins-100th-day-incarceration-displays-deteriorating-conditions-freedom-speech-turkey/
http://standinggroups.ecpr.eu/religion/?p=518
http://standinggroups.ecpr.eu/religion/?p=518
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defamation campaigns against her.5 Even though she is partially free today, she has 
been extremely tired from being pointed as a target by pro-government media to 
extremists. What is worse is that it is practically impossible for her to find a position 
at any university in Turkey and express her views freely under current circumstances 
in Turkey. All in all, she has effectively been sentenced to silence by the hegemonic, 
authoritarian and ethno-religious ruling elite of Turkey, that is to say, the Justice and 
Development Party (Adalet ve Kalkınma Partisi, AKP).

Being a telling example, Professor Gözaydın is neither the first nor the last aca-
demic who suffers from the repressive sociopolitical climate of Turkey after the 
coup attempt.6 The repression is generated by a strongly established regime which 
extends far beyond the AKP. Since the very foundation of Republican period, even 
in the Ottoman times, critical thought towards the authorities has never been fully 
tolerated in Turkey. At critical times, the tolerance is much more attenuated with the 
pretext of national security and survival of the state. The lack of academic freedom 
and/or the fear of critical and open academic discourse indicates characteristics of 
a weak state which lacks the capacity to fully recognize the opposition and justify 
diversity of thought.

This article aims to explain the case of Professor Gözaydın as a victim of repres-
sive and hegemonic power in Turkey in the second decade of the 2000s. The arti-
cles depart from a state mentality which perceives scholars (mostly from social 
sciences) as the legitimizers of the regime. They are expected to support and pro-
mote the national interests of Turkey, that is to say the interests of the ruling elite, 
both at home and abroad. Yet, this expectation has reached a whole new level under 
the AKP governments who make and implement the most authoritarian policies in 
recent Turkish history. Repression of the government is directly proportional to the 
weakness of the state and inversely proportional to the presence of critical voices.

In the light of these explanations, the article begins with an overview of gen-
eral conditions of scholars in Turkey and the difficulties they experience in a histori-
cal perspective. Secondly, it presents a critical evaluation of these conditions under 
AKP rule by laying out turning points since early 2010s. It, then, concludes with an 
outline of the case of Professor Gözaydın and makes a brief assessment of overall 
situation in terms of academic freedoms through her experiences.

Being an academic in Turkey: a difficult path

Republic of Turkey was founded by a nationalist, assertively secularist (Kuru 2009) 
and a western-oriented political elite most of whom served as a high-ranking mili-
tary and bureaucratic officers in the last decades of the Ottoman Empire. The tragic 

5 One of the examples of the defamation campain against Gözaydın, see; http://www.yenia kit.com.tr/
haber /aday-yapti gi-isim-fetod en-tutuk landi -25053 3.html (last accessed 22 December 2017).
6 Scholar Nil Mutluer’s story is one of the traumatic cases regarding to the conditions of the academics 
in Turkey, see; https ://www.opend emocr acy.net/can-europ e-make-it/nil-mutlu er/turki sh-fligh t-and-new-
diasp ora-in-town (last accessed 28 December 2017).

http://www.yeniakit.com.tr/haber/aday-yaptigi-isim-fetoden-tutuklandi-250533.html
http://www.yeniakit.com.tr/haber/aday-yaptigi-isim-fetoden-tutuklandi-250533.html
https://www.opendemocracy.net/can-europe-make-it/nil-mutluer/turkish-flight-and-new-diaspora-in-town
https://www.opendemocracy.net/can-europe-make-it/nil-mutluer/turkish-flight-and-new-diaspora-in-town
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and painful collapse of the Empire, the bloody War of Independence and authori-
tarian practices of the founding period of the Republic formed the ideology of the 
state. Being the successor state of an empire that has lost an overwhelming majority 
of the lands that it controlled in the last two centuries has inflicted a sense of infe-
riority that the founding fathers of the Republic had to deal with. Yet, it is crystal 
clear that apart from its repressive nature, the young Republic achieved great many 
reforms and developments in terms of modernization in a Western image, economic 
development and women’s rights and morphed the old and dysfunctional empire 
into a contemporary nation state. However, all these developments took place in a 
top-down and patrimonial manner and lacked the emphasis on individual freedoms. 
With a tutelary mindset, the founding elite and their successors have always tried to 
“protect” the citizenry from certain “hazards” and keep certain matters under firm 
state control.

Under such circumstances, following matters largely remained off-the-limits for 
open public debates even for academics until 1960s: the very nature, understand-
ing and implementation of secularism, Turkish civic identity and demographic com-
position of the country and of course Kemalism as the founding ideology of the 
state. These issues were identified with the survival of the state and therefore were 
regarded as the main pillars of national interests defined around them. These issues 
then were put under state protection through Kemalist guardianship mechanisms 
which involves repressive state apparatuses including the military, high-ranking 
civilian bureaucracy and judicial bodies (Akkoyunlu 2014). All these apparatuses 
had the capacity and the legal authority to impose sanctions on any idea or belief 
opposing the official state mentality, something actually short of ideology.

From the outset, Turkey has struggled to establish well-functioning and strong 
state with less-than-democratic practices. In the multi-party era since 1950, democ-
racy has periodically been interrupted by military interventions of different scope 
and penetration. These interventions have brought the idiosyncratic red lines of state 
identity to the fore, further established the aforementioned “untouchable” issues and 
relevant guardianship mechanisms. However, with developments in communication 
technologies and changes international power structure like the fall of Soviet Empire 
created new challenges towards the establishment including the Kurdish and Arme-
nian issues, the Left, and the situation of the minorities (especially Turkey’s small 
Christian and Jewish minorities) (Akgönül 2013). New developments have seemed 
to require unprecedented approaches, and these approaches have not always fallen in 
line with the priorities of the establishment.

Indeed, while every single intervention has done damage on the academic free-
doms in Turkey, the 12 September 1980 coup d’etat and the subsequent period of mili-
tary rule struck the hardest blow. In its rearrangement of the Constitution, the junta 
regime tried to impose a new hegemonic state ideology—Turk–İslam Sentezi (Turk-
ish–Islamic Synthesis) through the education system. The junta-made Constitution 
positioned universities as high apparatuses to promote state ideology. In this regard, 
the relatively independent structure and network of the universities disappeared and 
a new control apparatus, the Council of Higher Education (Yüksek Ögretim Kurumu, 
YÖK), was established. As an effective institution, YÖK’s chief duty is defined as to 
control, regulate and supervise universities in the Constitution. However, in practice, 
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it may fairly be seen as the state’s commissary to establish the limits of research and 
speech in academia. In 1980s, many academics were suspended from their positions by 
YÖK because of their “less-than-supportive” ideas and activities vis a vis the official 
ideology.

Even though the pressure of the 1980 coup gradually attenuated during the 1990s, 
the coup Constitution remained hanging over scholars’ heads like the sword of Damo-
cles. Furthermore, new ones were added to the pre-coup mixture of unresolved issues 
in 1990s: the Kurdish issue and demands from conservative Muslims. Increasing 
armed conflict between the Kurdistan Workers’ Party (Kürdistan İşçi Partisi, PKK) 
and the Turkish state’s attempt to prevent open discussion of history and the rights of 
Kurds defined the security framework of the country (Baser and Toivanen 2017: 6). 
Ever-increasing visibility and impact of Islamist groups in the public space and their 
economic vibrancies further alarmed the state and carried the issue outside the realm of 
civilian politics. This wave of securitization further deteriorated the academic freedoms 
alongside with many other issues of basic rights and freedoms.

Matters came to a head in 1997 in the so-called February 28 process, a “soft” or 
“post-modern” coup which was instigated by the Turkish military against an Islamist-
led government, elected in 1996. Necmettin Erbakan, the first Islamist Prime Minister 
in the history of the secular Turkish Republic, was subjected to an unremitting socio-
political pressure to leave the office, spearheaded by the Turkish General Staff. Bowing 
to the inevitable, Erbakan resigned in July 1997 and was banned from politics by the 
Constitutional Court, only to be followed by the shutdown of his party. Throughout the 
28 February process, scholars who defended religious freedoms which were attenuated 
by the military intervention and advanced a liberal agenda on the Kurdish issue were 
interrogated by state officials and some of them lost their positions.

In these ways, the Turkish state has continued with a mentality that prioritizes 
protection of state interests which were defined exclusively on a secular nationalist 
basis over the demands of its citizens regarding basic rights and freedoms. Any sig-
nificant demand is considered an ontological threat to national security. The threat 
conception here is mostly a result of state policies towards social diversity and its 
efforts of building a nation through homogenization. The pathology here is that the 
fears of the state are largely self-fulfilling prophecies. Freedom-oriented permanent 
solution proposals were dismissed by short-sighted security-oriented establishment. 
Silencing the academics, journalists and activists who transgress the boundaries that 
are designated by the establishment for the sake of survival of state and society has 
been a common practice. Turkish state has always had the capacity to enforce its 
laws and ideological programme, and this indicates a high state capacity. However, 
in terms of sustainability on the face of its internal diversity and social demands 
Turkey has been rather resistant and weak.

The AKP era: from relative hope to despair in the field of academia

After years of sociopolitical and economic turbulence and the repression of hegem-
onic state, AKP came to power exploiting the opportunity structures in 2002 
as the representative of periphery in 2002. Contrary to the pro-Islamist and the 
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conservative backgrounds of the party’s leading cadre, the programme and the dis-
courses it brought to government were pro-democracy and liberal, anchored to the 
commitment to join the European Union with its universally accepted democratic 
norms. Beyond these claims, the AKP promised a new social contract between state 
and society, and called for a series of structural reforms that would enhance the sepa-
ration of powers, independence of the judiciary, freedom of the press and the rule of 
law. At last, the party also promised a peaceful solution to the Kurdish issue which 
has been an open wound for the Turkish body politic for more than three decades.

Thus, from 2002 until 2010 the party engaged in an intense struggle against the 
guardianship mechanisms of the state, since the old state mentality found the AKP 
“threatening” to the secular structure of Turkey—often without being able to articu-
late how and why in any concrete way. Nevertheless, with its huge support from 
liberal intellectuals, the European Union and a significant proportion of Turkish citi-
zenry, the AKP was able to successfully combine two distinct political programmes 
in a winning strategy of governance. While it was defending the universal values of 
freedom and democracy, it was also investing heavily in infrastructure and building 
schools, hospitals, dams and roads. The party argued that the establishment was try-
ing to hinder the party’s vision and therefore blurring Turkey’s future. The narrative 
emphasized that the AKP’s sole mission was to serve the nation and no other party 
of coalition could do it better.

During its first decade at government, the AKP could rule in the executive and 
the parliamentary domains but had only limited, situational authority over the 
bureaucracy, judiciary and military, partly on the account of existing checks and bal-
ances in Turkey’s Constitutional system. Between 2008 and 2013, the AKP worked 
to establish a political discourse and policies to take over the state apparatus and 
consolidate its power in an informal coalition with the Gülen Movement (Öztürk 
2014). There was a mutuality of interests in this “marriage of convenience”. For 
its part, the Gülen Movement promoted the AKP as a liberal and democratic mira-
cle via its transnational think tanks, media outlets and institutions both at home and 
abroad (Öztürk and Sözeri 2018). On the other hand, the AKP used executive and 
legislative authority to remove the Kemalist elite from the state’s bureaucratic sys-
tem in favour of the members of the Gülen Movement. Instrumentalizing this meth-
odology, the AKP and the Gülen Movement concocted a number of sham judicial 
trials to purge the Kemalist staff from Turkish civilian and military bureaucracy to 
assume control over them. Furthermore, they also started to exert hegemony over 
Turkey’s established leftist and Kemalist groups (Irak and Öztürk 2017). Yet, this 
interest-based informal coalition did not end happily, and the two erstwhile part-
ners have eventually become bitter enemies. Right after the Gezi Protests in 2013, 
the Gülen–AKP war kicked off with the Gülenists publicizing a corruption scandal 
around 17–25 December 2013. The war reached its peak in the 15 July 2016 coup 
attempt (Baser and Öztürk 2017) and ended up devastating all the democratic gains 
and improvements in academic freedoms accomplished in the 2000s.

The coup was plotted by a medium-sized group of flag officers in the Turkish 
army against Erdoğan and the AKP government. It was a teaser attempt for a coun-
try that had suffered from a number of military interventions. The attempt was 
repelled by elected and legitimate political structure with the support of opposition 
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parties and devoted civilians. A total of 265 people died and 2797 were wounded 
during the coup attempt (Öztürk 2016). Subsequent investigations have pointed to 
the Gülen Movement as a leading element of the coup attempt (Yavuz and Balcı 
2018). However, absence of free media and intense erosion of rule of law renders 
the accusation less-than-consequential.

In the aftermath of the putsch, Erdoğan declared a state of emergency for three 
months. The emergency decree allowed the president and cabinet to bypass parlia-
ment when drafting new laws and restricting or suspending rights and freedoms of 
citizens. Even though article 121 of the Turkish Constitution, which regulates the 
state of emergency, requires parliament to give its consent to the decision and sets a 
maximum period of six months for emergency rule (Öztürk and Gözaydın 2017), the 
government has since requested five such extensions which were granted by the par-
liament in contravention of the Constitution itself. Given Erdoğan’s AKP has a com-
fortable majority in the national assembly, this was perhaps inevitable. More than 
41,000 people have been jailed pending trial in connection with the attempted coup 
out of 100,000 who have faced investigation. Some 120,000 people, including sol-
diers, police officers, scholars, teachers, judges and journalists, have been suspended 
or dismissed since the coup. A limited number of them have since been restored to 
their previous positions. These purged public servants, teachers and academics have 
borne the brunt, as Prof. Gözaydın’s experience attests.

İştar Gözaydın: personification of the academic purge in Turkey 
under AKP rule

A telling example for the attenuation of academic freedoms during the late AKP 
period is the case of the Academics for Peace group and their petition against vio-
lence to both PKK and the Turkish state, regarding the Kurdish issue. The group 
was founded in November 2012 in the aftermath of a statement that supported the 
Kurdish prisoners’ demands for peace in Turkey while on hunger strike. The state-
ment was signed by 264 academics from over 50 universities, but the main impact of 
this group was not limited to this first petition.

In January 2016, the group issued a second petition under the heading: “We 
will not be a party to this crime!” referring to state violence in some Kurdish 
majority areas of the country, which had been under curfew and an extended state 
of emergency. A total of 1128 academics in Turkey and across the globe signed 
the petition. Right after it became public, the petition received a hostile reaction 
from President Erdoğan, who accused the signatories with treason and terrorist 
propaganda (Özkırımlı 2017). He subsequently demanded that public prosecutors 
launch an investigation. According to data from the Academics for Peace group, 
in the period following Erdoğan’s public outburst, 467 scholars were removed and 
banned from public service with the state of emergency declarations, while 505 
academics are still under disciplinary investigation and more than 70 have been 
in police custody. Almost all signatories have had their passports cancelled and 
confiscated, and those who were dismissed from their posts have also been pre-
vented from finding jobs. A significant number of them have been physically and 
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verbally threatened. In short, the signatories have faced “civil deaths” through 
collaboration of the AKP government, YÖK and university management, exactly 
as pro-government journalists had publicly proposed (Baser et al. 2017).

Indeed, the case of Academics for Peace is one example of how a weak state 
fearing critical domestic voices can marshal its apparatuses to silence dissent 
through an effective publicity of “showcase violence”. In other words, if Turkey 
were actually strong and confident state vis a vis demands of its own citizens, it 
could easily tolerate critical viewpoints and recognize that it is a political right.

İstar Gözaydın’s arrest is another example of the “showcase violence” one that 
indicates how silence is enforced under Turkey’s authoritarian drift and how pub-
lic speech is recriminated in the interests of the ruling power. Gözaydın has been 
a vocal academic writing and giving declarations all around the world against 
Turkey’s descent into authoritarianism which became public around the time of 
Gezi Protests. In 2014, Professor Gözaydın warned AKP government about the 
possible negative outcomes of their search for unlimited power. Shortly before 
her arrest, she gave an interview and noted that “If we are not going to stand up 
against capital punishment and any other kind of violence… what is it that we do 
stand for in life as the people and academics of this country?” Furthermore, she 
raised the issue of academic freedom in Turkey all around the world in places 
such as the UK House of Commons and the United Nations.

Istar Gözaydın was fired from her university during the crackdown in the after-
math of 15 July 2016 coup attempt and was banned from leaving the country on 
23 September of the same year. Even though her employer, Gediz University, was 
indeed a Gülenist institution and she had attended academic meetings and the 
TV programmes sponsored by Gülenists, it was not a crime to do all these back 
in the time. Furthermore, many pro-AKP journalists and academics had done the 
same without facing any legal or otherwise consequence. The bitter irony is that 
Gözaydın herself can hardly be considered a Gülenist given that she has very lit-
tle to share in terms of the worldview that the Movement promotes. She has also 
written a widely cited article in an internationally peer-reviewed journal examin-
ing the Movement and questioning both its transparency as a religious organiza-
tion and potential to be a political Trojan horse that could harm both Turkish 
society and the state (Gözaydın 2009). She obviously has attended those aca-
demic meetings organized by the Gülenists and utilized their media to express her 
own individual perspective.

As one of the closest witnesses of her situation, I can claim without any hesita-
tion that like every other critical public figure, she was afraid, but she just couldn’t 
justify remaining silent on the face of systematic violations of law. Therefore, she 
continued to use the democratic platforms available to speak out after the coup 
attempt in Turkey. She offered a moderate yet convincing criticism of the post-coup 
crackdown. She was neither a Kurdish politician nor a Gülenist activist. Yet, she 
spoke and tried to reach out to everyone who valued freedom. Then her time came 
and the judicial arm of Erdoğan regime decided to make an example out of her. 
Even the most moderate critics—so the message went—would not be tolerated. This 
was the politically charged atmosphere burdening Turkey when she was taken into 
custody. Yet, she had no regrets.
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Even though a smear campaign by pro-AKP and nationalist groups continued 
against Gözaydın throughout the time she was in jail, the international academic 
community supported her forthrightly. For instance, leading academic figures in the 
field of religion and politics like Jeffrey Haynes, Amy Singer, Guy-Ben Porat, Luca 
Ozzano and Eric Palmer organized several international campaigns, collecting sig-
natures from scholars who know Gözaydın’s works from all around the world. They 
also wrote letters to President Erdoğan and Prime Minister Binali Yıldırım to peti-
tion that Prof. Gözaydın is irrelevant of the charges laid against her. Helsinki Citi-
zens Assembly, IPSA’s Religion and Politics section and many other human rights 
organizations published declarations expressing their support for Gözaydın openly. 
At last, the acclaimed pianist Ayşe Tütüncü organized a petition exclusively for 
women signatories to support Gözaydın. As a person who actively facilitated all of 
these processes, I can easily claim that every single day I got more than a hundred 
e-mails regarding Gözaydın’s situation.

It is impossible to prove the effect of these initiatives in freeing Gözaydın, but 
in one way or another she has achieved partial freedom after 106 days in jail. How-
ever, Gözaydın has been barred from international travel by the same court decision 
and all her academic archives remain in police custody. It goes without saying that 
the increasingly authoritarian government in Turkey has been trying to silence İstar 
Gözaydın, yet it is an open question as to whether they have succeeded.

After her release, she returned to academic work and started to publish articles 
and op-eds alongside with public interviews. Lastly, the University of Oslo in Nor-
way granted Prof. Gözaydın its 2017 Human Rights Award for her efforts for rights 
and freedoms in Turkey. I had the distinct honour of accepting the award on her 
behalf since she was not allowed to travel outside Turkey. The award ceremony 
was moved by the words of the president of University of Oslo, Svein Stølen, who 
declared that Gözaydın was awarded this prize because she is a successful aca-
demic, vibrant activist and unyielding defender of freedom of expression and human 
rights.7 As a courageous voice among many who strive to see freedom and the rule 
of law prevail in Turkey, İştar Gözaydın has not been effectively silenced and her 
words still resonate in the hearts and minds of those who value humanitarian values 
over repression. Our solemn hope is that she will continue to inspire others to stand 
up for what is right.
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