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Abstract / Oz
Article Info/Makale Bilgisi Tourism is a flexible industry that affects many sub-sectors, and as such, it plays a significant role in the
Received/Gelis: 03.11.2025 development of countries and regions. Due to the high mobility of people and the global risks of terrorism
Accepted/Kabul: 24.12.2025 associated with tourism, the economic success or failure of destinations is closely linked to tourists’

perceptions of safety at their chosen destinations. Perceptions of safety directly influence tourists’ travel
decisions and their satisfaction with the destination. Based on the reality of tourist safety, recent years
have seen an increase in crime rates targeting tourists. The aim of this study is to examine the
victimization of domestic and foreign tourists in Van Province between 2020 and 2024 using judicial
dataThe data for this research were analyzed using SPSS 21.0 and Python-supported tools. Frequency
distributions, percentages, and comparative tables were employed, and differences between victim
nationalities, types of crime, and case outcomes were examined through descriptive statistics. Within the
scope of this study, a total of 144,730 case files requested from judicial institutions in Van Province were
analyzed, and it was determined that 148,781 files were concluded, reflecting a rate of 102.8%.The
analyses revealed that the most frequently investigated crimes were Defamation (17.3%), threat
Anahtar Kelimeler (13.66%), and Felonious injury (13.05%), respectively. Foreign nationals were most commonly subjected
to intentional and negligent injury. The challenges faced by migrants in accessing judicial processes were

Keywords

Crime

Victimization

Tourist security

Turkish Penal Code (TPC)
Tirkiye - Van Provience

Sug

Magdurivet reflected in low conviction rates. The findings indicate the need to enhance judicial support for migrants
saury y and strengthen local security policies.

Turist gtivenligi

Turk Ceza Kanunu (TCK) Turizm bircok alt sektérii etkileyen esnek yapidaki bir endiistridir. Bu sebeple iilke ve bélgelerin

Tirkiye - Van ili gelisiminde 6nemli bir yere sahiptir. Turizmin yogun bir insan hareketliligi ve kiiresel diizeyde terérizm

risklerini barindirmasi sebebiyle destinasyonlarin ekonomik basarisi veya basarisizligi da turistlerin
gidilen destinasyona yénelik giivenlik algisi ile ilintilidir. Giivenlige iliskin algilar, turistlerin seyahat
kararlarini ve destinasyondan duyduklari memnuniyeti dogrudan etkilemektedir. Turist givenligi
gerceginden yola ¢ikarak son yillarda turistlere yénelik islenen suglar noktasinda sug oranlarinda artisin
yasandigi gériilmektedir. Bu arastirmanin amaci, Van ilinde 2020-2024 yillari arasinda yerli ve yabanci
turistlerin su¢ magduriyetlerini adli veriler (izerinden incelemektir.Bu arastirmanin verileri SPSS 21.0 ve

Type of Article/
Makale Tiirii

Research / Arastirma

Corresponding Author/ Python programlama dili destekli araglar kullanilarak analiz edilmis; analizde frekans dagiimlari, yiizde
Sorumlu Yazar oranlari ve karsilastirmali tablolar kullanilmis; magdur uyruklari, sug tiirleri ve karar tiirleri arasindaki
C. Duyan farklar betimsel istatistiklerle ortaya konulmustur. Bu ¢alisma kapsaminda Van ilinde adli kuruluslardan

dilekge ile talep edilen toplam 144.730 dosya analiz edilmis, %102,8 oranla 148.781 dosyanin
sonuglandidi tespit edilmistir. Analizler sonucunda en ¢ok sorusturulan suglar sirasiyla hakaret (%17,3),
tehdit (%13,66) ve kasten yaralama (%13,05) olmustur. Yabanci uyruklularin en ¢ok maruz kaldigr suglar
kasten ve taksirle yaralamadir. Gégmenlerin adli stireglere erisimde yasadigi sorunlar, diisiik Conviction
oranlarina yansimistir. Bulgular, gé¢menlere yénelik adli desteklerin artirilmasi ve yerel giivenlik
politikalarinin giiglendirilmesi gerektigini géstermektedir.

cinarduyan2154@gmail.com

www.gpt-studios.org

To cite/Alinti: Duyan, C.. & Sidal, 0. (2025). An investigation of domestic and foreign tourist crime victimization in
Van Province between 2020-2024: An analysis based on forensic data. Geographies, Planning & Tourism, 5(2): 159-
181. https://doi.org/ 10.5505/gpts.2025.76476

1. Introduction

Crime emerges as a fundamental social phenomenon that directly impacts individuals' perceptions of security,
undermines social order, and threatens social cohesion. In particular, in regions where migration and temporary
population movements are concentrated, the structure of crime becomes more complex, and the victim profile
diversifies (Ajagunna, 2006). Generally defined, crime is defined as deviation from established rules in society. This

159


file:///C:/Users/Asus/Downloads/www.gpt-studios.org
https://doi.org/10.5505/gpts.2024.41636
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8375-9343
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8375-9343

Studios Geographies, Planning & Tourism StudioS 2025, 5(2):159-181 Duyan, ¢. & Sidal, O.

complex phenomenon must be examined from multiple perspectives, including psychosocial, economic, and
sociocultural perspectives (Polat Aktas et al., 2014). According to the definition of British philosopher Thomas Hobbes
(1992, p. 205), crime is the violation of what the law deems forbidden. This state of corruption occurs through words
or actions, and Hobbes argues that the primary source of crime stems from a flaw in understanding. He emphasizes
that this stems from passion or errors in reasoning. Furthermore, studies on impulsivity, low self-control, or
neurochemical factors are often cited in explaining criminal behavior (Oziisen, 2024). Therefore, the nature of criminal
behavior is difficult to explain and variable, and it can be argued that a person's characteristics, history, and
experiences can influence this behaviour. Van Province, located in Tirkiye's Eastern Anatolia Region, is a major border
crossing between Tirkiye and Asia via Iran, and its location holds a significant place in both the Turkish and local
tourism markets (Alaeddinoglu, 2007).

Van Province is also a significant destination attracting both domestic and international tourists with its natural beauty,
historical heritage, and cultural diversity (Kosker, 2001). The intensification of tourist activities during the summer
months leads to a temporary population increase in the city, which can have direct or indirect effects on crime rates.
The security dimension of tourism is considered one of the determining factors in destination choice (Aksu et al., 2013).
Studies by George (2003), Kozak et al. (2007), S6nmez and Graefe (1998) have revealed that individuals' perceptions
of security play a significant role in shaping their vacation plans. In this context, crimes occurring in a destination not
only lead to individual grievances but also negatively impact the city's economic and social structure. An increase in
crime can lead to a decrease in tourist demand, investor hesitation, and damage the region's image (Altindag, 2014).
When specifically evaluated in Van, the province exhibits a unique structure in terms of both migration and tourism
mobility. However, this uniqueness has not been adequately represented in the literature in terms of understanding
the dynamics of crime formation. Factors such as differences between domestic and foreign individuals in crime
victimization, outcomes in judicial processes, and the distribution of crime types by victim's nationality have not been
comprehensively examined.

In particular, issues such as the position of foreign nationals within the criminal justice system, their social integration
processes, and their access to security services require detailed research from both scientific and administrative
perspectives. Based on this deficiency, the main purpose of this research is to make inferences about the crime profile
that foreign nationals are exposed to by comparatively analyzing the types of crimes encountered by domestic and
foreign victims. The lack of data-based analyses regarding the spatial and demographic distribution of crime reduces
the effectiveness of public policies and hinders coordinated action by local governments, security forces, and social
service organizations. The fact that crime incidents in Van vary across years, types of crime, and victim profiles
necessitates systematic analysis of this data. Therefore, this research is unique and significant as it provides a
document revealing the course of crime, decision-making processes, and victimization patterns over time, particularly
using judicial data recorded between 2020-2024.

In this context, the example of Van province, with its border city character and touristic appeal, allows for the
simultaneous observation of the interaction between crime, migration, and tourism. Indicators such as the
demographic groups in which crime and victimization are concentrated in Van province, the types of crimes to which
foreign nationals are more frequently exposed, and the distribution of judicial decisions provide information that
necessitates the reevaluation of both local governments and national security policies. This analysis not only
contributes to the academic literature but also enables public institutions to develop more holistic and comprehensive
security strategies. Strengthening the security environment is crucial for protecting and sustainably developing Van's
tourism potential. Assessing tourist victimization alongside crime data both improves the quality of the tourism sector
and contributes to strengthening social cohesion in the city.

The fundamental research questions that form the framework of this research are aimed at a multidimensional
understanding of the structure of crimes occurring in Van Province between 2020-2024, victim profiles, and the
functioning of the criminal justice process. The questions listed below examine elements such as the distribution of
crime types, differences by victim nationality, trends across years, and statistical differences by decision type, enabling
both a descriptive and comparative assessment of the data analyzed within the scope of the study. In this context, the
research not only presents the judicial dynamics in Van numerically but also seeks to analyze them within a social and
structural context by seeking answers to the following questions:

1.Which Turkish Penal Code articles were the subject of the most investigations in Van Province between 2020
and 2024?

2. Which Turkish Penal Code articles resulted in the most cases opened based on the nationality of the victims?
3. Is there a trend of increase or decrease in the number of crimes over the years?
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4. What are the rates of conclusion (decisions) of investigation files?

5. Which nationalities experienced the most victimization? Can it be observed which crime types these
victimizations were associated with?

6. What is the difference between the distribution of victim nationalities in opened and closed investigation
files?

7. How do the types of decisions in criminal courts (conviction, acquittal, postponement of the announcement
of the verdict, etc.) vary according to the nationality of the victim?

8. Is there a difference in the number of victims or suspects among different nationalities for the same Turkish
Penal Code article.

9. Which crime type saw the greatest increase between 2020-2024?

10. How have conviction rates changed over time?

1.1. Literature Review

The socio-cultural and psychological dimensions of tourism have increased researchers' interest in these areas.
Numerous studies have been conducted investigating the types of crimes in which tourists are involved as
complainants in their travel destinations (Aktas Polat et al., 2014; Boakye, 2010; Erbas et al., 2017; Mawby & Ozascilar,
2022; Shchokin et al., 2023; Vakhitova, 2023).

A study conducted by Polat Aktas et al. (2014) on the types of crimes in which foreign tourists visiting Istanbul are
involved as suspects found that forgery and smuggling are the most common crimes committed by foreign tourists
visiting Istanbul. Another finding of the study is that these crimes are most frequently committed in the Fatih district..

Erbas et al. (2017) aimed to determine the frequency, regional characteristics, and procedural problems encountered
in sexual assaults against foreign tourists referred to the Mugla Forensic Medicine Branch Directorate for a request for
a forensic report. The study found that the majority (95.8%) of sexual assaults reported between 2012 and 2016 were
women, the attackers were unknown to the victims, and these incidents occurred most frequently in resort areas and
in the Marmaris district.

A study by Shchokin et al. (2023) presented general European trends regarding the impact of crime on the tourism
sector and an approach to preventive policy principles in the sector. A positive correlation was found between the
security index and terrorist attacks. The theoretical and practical problems of incomplete statistics on tourism-related
crimes were confirmed. An approach to preventive policy principles in the tourism sector was also presented.

Mawby and Ozascilar (2022) investigated the impact of crime on tourists who were victims of crime during their
vacations. In a sample of US citizens who were victimized while visiting five different countries, they found that the
tourist victims were significantly affected by this negative experience, negatively impacting their intention to visit the
country where the crime occurred. Tourists are considered particularly vulnerable to property crimes, such as theft
from tourist accommodations.

Vakhitova et al. (2023) conducted a study on Australian tourists, taking a perspective on crime against tourists. The
study investigated the extent to which environmental and other routine factors explain theft. The study modeled theft
victimization of tourists from tourist accommodations as a function of the location, type, and existing security features
of the accommodation. In other words, the impact of these accommodation features on theft was examined. For
example, while in-room safes were found to be somewhat effective in preventing theft, electronic cards were found
to have no effect on theft prevention and even facilitated access to hotel rooms.

In a 2008 study, Boakye (2010) found that 420 foreign tourists visiting Ghana were victims of crimes, primarily theft
(52.9%), verbal assault (31.4%), physical assault (12%), and fraud (3.7%).

Other studies indicate that theft is the most common type of crime among tourists who become victims of security
incidents in their destinations, with European tourists being the most victimized. In addition to these findings, the
literature emphasizes that tourists, unlike locals, are more likely to be victims of crime (Alp & Cevik-Unlii, 2019; White
& Muldoon, 2015). Foreign tourists, in particular, are said to be more vulnerable to crime due to factors such as
language barriers, lack of orientation, unfamiliarity with the location, and weak social ties (Cakmakgi, 2015).

2. Research Method

This research examines criminal incidents recorded in judicial records in Van Province between 2020 and 2024 using
guantitative and descriptive analysis methods. The study evaluated demographic and social aspects of the crime
phenomenon based on variables such as victim nationality, crime types, verdict types, and distribution by year. The
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research was conducted as a descriptive study based on a systematic document analysis of judicial case records;
descriptive assessments were made using existing data without establishing causal relationships. Although the study
is primarily descriptive, inferential analyses (x* tests and Poisson/GLM models) were also used to examine group
differences and model count outcomes.

2.1. Universe and Sample

The data are based on investigation and prosecution records obtained from the Van Chief Public Prosecutor's Office
for the years 2020—-2024. File numbers, information on victims and suspects, court decision types, and annual trends
were examined in accordance with the relevant TPC articles. The dataset covers the entire population, and no
sampling limitations were applied. Frequency distributions, percentages, and trend comparisons were used in the
analyses.

2.2. Data Analysis Process

Data analysis was conducted using statistical procedures implemented in IBM SPSS Statistics 21.0 and Python
programming environment. SPSS was primarily used for descriptive statistics, including frequency distributions,
percentages, and cross-tabulations for key categorical variables such as victim nationality, offense type (selected
Turkish Penal Code articles), and judicial outcome. In addition, SPSS was used to perform Pearson chi-square (x2) tests
of independence to examine statistical associations between categorical variables, particularly the relationships
between victim nationality, offense type, and case outcomes.

Python was used for advanced data management and modeling tasks that required greater flexibility, including data
cleaning, aggregation of judicial records, and the implementation of regression-based models for count outcomes.
Specifically, Poisson regression (Generalized Linear Model; GLM) was conducted in Python to model the number of
victims as a count-based dependent variable. The regression models were used to evaluate temporal variation
(centered year variable, Year_c = Year — 2020) and differences across offense types (with Article 86 specified as the
reference category), thereby enabling a more precise assessment of changes in victimization over time and across
selected crime categories.

Descriptive statistics were used to summarize the overall characteristics of the dataset, whereas comparative analyses
(cross-tabulations and 2 tests) were employed to identify group-level differences across victim nationality categories,
crime types, and judicial outcomes. The combined use of SPSS and Python ensured methodological rigor and analytical
transparency by allowing results to be cross-checked across software environments. Reliability was supported through
the use of officially recorded judicial data, while internal consistency was maintained by verifying data coding,
aggregation procedures, and statistical outputs. Validity was strengthened by aligning analytic choices with the study
objectives and by interpreting statistical findings within an appropriate theoretical and empirical framework.

3. Findings of Reseach

Under this heading, the findings of the study are presented based on the results of regression analysis and chi-square
tests, together with the relevant Turkish Penal Code articles, victim nationalities, and the number of concluded cases.
In this context, the analysis highlights the types of crimes in which foreign nationals are most frequently victimized,
the offenses that showed the greatest increase between 2020 and 2024, and yearly conviction rates.

3.1.Regression Analysis

In this study, the five most frequently observed articles of the Turkish Penal Code in Van Province between 2020 and
2024 were selected. These articles have high representativeness in terms of the number of victims and are consistently
observed across the study period. The articles included in the analysis are as follows:

eArticle 86 Felonious injury

eArticle 125 Defamation

eArticle 106 Threat

eArticle 89 Negligent injury

¢ Article 158 Qualified form of fraud

Since the number of victims is count data, classical linear regression is not appropriate; therefore, a Generalized Linear
Model (GLM) based on the Poisson distribution was used. The dependent variable is the number of victims. Year_c
denotes the centered year variable (Year — 2020). IRR (Incidence Rate Ratio) values greater than 1 indicate an increase,
whereas values below 1 indicate a decrease in the expected number of victims.
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Table 1. Poisson regression results for the number of victims

Variables B SE z p IRR

Constant 8.6352 0.0074 1174.20 <.001 5626.14
Year_c -0.0070 0.0021 -3.29 .001 0.993
Article 125 (Defamation) 0.0106 0.0085 1.25 212 1.011
Article 106 (Threat) -0.1266 0.0088 -14.43 <.001 0.881
Article 89 (Negligent injury) -0.2739 0.0091 -29.98 <.001 0.760
Article 158 (Qualified form of fraud) -1.2360 0.0127 -97.68 <.001 0.291

Note: Since the number of victims is count data, classical linear regression is not appropriate; therefore, a Generalized Linear Model
(GLM) based on the Poisson distribution was preferred. Reference category: TPC Article 86.

Table 1 indicates that victim counts between 2020 and 2024 vary both over time and across offense types. The negative
coefficient for the time variable (IRR = 0.993) suggests a slight but statistically significant decreasing trend in expected
victim counts over time (approximately a 0.7% decrease per year). In terms of offense types, Article 86 is treated as
the reference category. Relative to this reference, victim counts are significantly lower for Article 106 (IRR = 0.881),
Article 89 (IRR = 0.760), and especially Article 158 (IRR = 0.291). In contrast, Article 125 (IRR = 1.011) does not show a
statistically significant difference compared to Article 86 (p =.212). Overall, these findings indicate that victimization
levels differ markedly by offense type, alongside a limited downward trend over the study period.

Clarification on analytical scope. The Poisson GLM reported in Table 1 models the number of victims as a function of
time (Year_c) and offense type (TPC articles, with Article 86 as the reference category). It does not test associations
between victim nationality and offense type; such categorical associations should be examined separately (e.g., using
a Pearson y? test of independence) and reported under the relevant subsection (Section 3.2).

3.2. Pearson Chi-Square (X2) Test

For each TPC article (TPC 125, TPC86, TPC106, TPC 158) the total number of victims in the selected nationality groups
(Republic of Tiirkiye, Afghanistan, Iran, Syria, Others) was organized into a contingency table. To test the relationship
between these two categorical variables, the Pearson chi-square (x?) test of independence was applied. This test
evaluates whether a non-random, systematic relationship exists between nationality and crime type.

Hypotheses:
Ho: Victim nationality and the type of crime experienced are independent.
Hi: There is a significant relationship between victim nationality and the type of crime experienced.

The results of the chi-square test of independence indicate the presence of a statistically significant relationship
between victim nationality and the type of crime experienced (x*(16) = 564.78, p < .001, Cramer’s V = .041). This finding
leads to the rejection of the Ho hypothesis and supports Hi, meaning that victim nationality and crime type are not
independent. The analysis particularly shows that certain foreign nationals are overrepresented in specific crime types.
However, the low Cramer’s V value indicates that the relationship is weak in practical terms and that the overall
distribution remains largely homogeneous. These results suggest that while victimization patterns in Van Province vary
across nationalities, the differences do not exert a strong effect.

3.3. Investigation File Findings According to TPC Articles

Table 2 shows the distribution of investigation files opened in Van Province between 2020 and 2024, according to
articles of the Turkish Penal Code (TPC). The total number of files, percentage distribution, and frequency ranking for
each TPC article are shown. This table provides a basic perspective for identifying the most common crime types and
understanding which crimes are committed more frequently during judicial proceedings.

Between 2020 and 2024, Article 125 of the Turkish Penal Code (TPC) was the most frequently investigated article in
Van province. This article regulates the crime of Defamation and, with 25,042 cases (17.3%), has the highest frequency
compared to other articles. This rate accounts for almost one-fifth of the total cases and demonstrates the impact of
tension in social communication on judicial cases.

Article 106 (crime of threats) comes second, with 19,771 cases (13.66%). Threats lie at the intersection between verbal
and physical violence and are particularly common during periods of social tension. Article 86 (Felonious injury) ranks
third. The 18,892 cases opened under this article (13.05%) demonstrate that physical violence is a serious problem.
Article 89 (Negligent injury), which also involves violence but covers less serious cases of negligence, ranks fourth
(12,413 cases, 8.58%).
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Table 2. Distribution of files according to Turkish Penal Code articles subject to investigation in Van Province between 2020-2024

TPC Definition/ English Equivalent Total (%) F
Article No. Files

Article 125 Defamation? 25042 17.3% 1
Article 106 Threat 19771 13.66% 2
Article 86 Felonious injury 18892 13.05% 3
Article 89 Negligent injury 12413 8.58% 4
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud 9133 6.31% 5
Article 142 Qualified larceny 7074 4.89% 6
Article 163 Benefiting from a service without compensation 5906 4.08% 7
Article 151 Damage to property 5248 3.63% 8
Article 116 Violation of dwelling immunity 3402 2.35% 9
Article 160 Possession on a lost or inadvertently found property 2747 1.9% 10
Article 157 Fraud 2498 1.73% 11
Article 104 Sexual intercourse between/with persons not attained the lawful age 2207 1.52% 12
Article 136 Unlawful delivery or acquisition of data 1999 1.38% 13
Article 109 Deprivation of liberty (author’s translation) 2 1794 1.24% 14
Article 234 Kidnapping and retention of a child 1794 1.24% 14
Article 103 Child molestation 1652 1.14% 16
Article 244 Hindrance or destruction of the system, deletion or alteration of data 1595 1.1% 17
Article 123 Deterioration of peace and order 1593 1.1% 18
Article 257 Misconduct in office 1562 1.08% 19
Article 245 Improper use of bank or credit cards 1528 1.06% 20
Article 233 Breach of obligations conferred upon by family law 1332 0.92% 21
Article 155 Misuse of trust 1305 0.9% 22
Article 267 Aspersion3 1179 0.81% 23
Article 141 Larceny 1044 0.72% 24
Article 165 Purchase or acceptance of property acquired through committing an offense 911 0.63% 25
Article 105 Sexual harassment 882 0.61% 26
Article 154 Invasion of a place 871 0.6% 27
Article 149 Qualified plunder 800 0.55% 28
Article 265 Prevention of performance* 781 0.54% 29
Article 107 Blackmail 734 0.51% 30
Article 85 Negligent homicide 663 0.46% 31
Article 134 Violation of privacy 608 0.42% 32
Article 102 Sexual abuse 530 0.37% 33
Article 84 Suicide 470 0.32% 34
Article 268 Using other’s identity card or ID information> 448 0.31% 35
Article 171 Endangering public safety by negligence 378 0.26% 36
Article 81 Voluntary manslaughter (Felonious homicide) 376 0.26% 37
Article 243 Access to data processing system 356 0.25% 38
Article 148 Plunder 352 0.24% 39
Article 226 Indecency 304 0.21% 40
Article 207 Counterfeiting personal certificate 262 0.18% 41
Article 232 Cruelty 197 0.14% 42
Article 82 Qualified form of felonious homicide 179 0.12% 43
Article 289 Misconduct in custody of a property® 154 0.11% a4
Article 87 Consequential heavy injury 142 0.1% 45
Article 241 Usury 125 0.09% 46
Article 272 Perjury’ 104 0.07% 47

1 Article 125 : In the 2004 WIPO/English text, the corresponding provision is titled “Defamation” (WIPO Art. 125). The difference is primarily terminological

(heading choice); the substantive content corresponds to TPC-M.125 (Hakaret / “Insult”).

2 Article 109: In the 2004 WIPO/English text, Art. 109 is presented under the broader heading “Violence” rather than with a standalone article title.

Therefore, the table uses the format “Violence (WIPO heading) — Art. 109: Deprivation of liberty”, where “Deprivation of liberty” is a translation provided

by the author of TPC-M.109 (Kisiyi htirriyetinden yoksun kilma)

3 Article 267: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC Art. 267 (iftira) is matched with WIPO Art. 266

(“Aspersion”) on a content basis.

4 Article 265: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC Art. 265 (G6revi yaptirmamak icin direnme) is

matched with WIPO Art. 264 (“Prevention of performance”) on a content basis.

5 Article 268: Matching in this study is based on the consistency of article headings and substantive content. Due to a one-article numbering discrepancy

in the 2004 WIPO/English text in this section, TPC Art. 268 (Baskasina ait kimlik veya kimlik bilgilerinin kullanilmasi) is matched with WIPO Art. 267 (“Using

other’s identity card or identity information”) on a content basis.

6 Article 289: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a two-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.289 (Muhafaza gérevini kétiye kullanma) is

matched with WIPO Art. 287 (“Misconduct in custody of a property”) on a content basis.

7 Article 272: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC Art. 272 (Yalan taniklik) is matched with WIPO
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Table 2. (continued)

TPC Definition/ English Equivalent Total (%) F
Article No. Files

Article 197 Counterfeiting money 99 0.07% 48
Article 231 Changing lineage of a child 93 0.06% 49
Article 177 Freeing of animals risking others’ lives 76 0.05% 50
Article 152 Qualified damage of property 73 0.05% 51
Article 135 Recording of personal data 69 0.05% 52
Article 216 Provoking people to be rancorous and hostile 65 0.04% 53
Article 112 Prevention of education and training 62 0.04% 54
Article 117 Violation of freedom of work and labor 58 0.04% 55
Article 150 Conditions subject to less punishment(Plunder) 52 0.04% 56
Article 256 Exceeding the limits of authorization for use of force 47 0.03% 57
Article 170 Endangering public safety intentionally 46 0.03% 58
Article 209 Misuse of open signatures 45 0.03% 59
Article 133 Tapping and recording of conversations between the individuals 43 0.03% 60
Article 132 Violation of communication secrecy 40 0.03% 61
Article 156 Use of blank bill 33 0.02% 62
Article 94 Torture 29 0.02% 63
Article 281 Destruction, concealing or changing of evidence?® 27 0.02% 64
Article 217 Provoking people not to obey the laws 24 0.02% 65
Article 235 Corruption in tenders 23 0.02% 66
Article 119 Joint conviction 19 0.01% 68
Article 130 Defamation of a person’s memory 19 0.01% 68
Article 121 Prevention of right of application 18 0.01% 70
Article 96 Torment 17 0.01% 72
Article 283 Supporting offender® 17 0.01% 72
Article 250 Malversation 17 0.01% 72
Article 174 Storage or delivery of hazardous substances without permission 16 0.01% 74
Article 120 Unjust Search 16 0.01% 74
Article 194 Supply of harmful substances 15 0.01% 76
Article 146 Larceny by temporary use of a property 15 0.01% 76
Article 153 Damage to worship places and cemeteries 14 0.01% 78
Article 180 Endangering traffic safety by negligence 13 0.01% 80
Article 80 Human trade 13 0.01% 80
Article 144 Conditions subject to less punishment (larceny/theft offense) 13 0.01% 80
Article 227 Prostitution 10 0.01% 82
Article 204 Counterfeiting official documents 10 0.01% 82
Article 277 Influencing judicial bodies® 9 0.01% 84
Article 285 Breach of confidentiality! 9 0.01% 84
Article 288 Attempt to influence a just trial*? 8 0.01% 86
Article 124 Prevention of communication 7 0.0% 87
Article 98 Failure in fulfillment of liability to render assistance or to serve notice 6 0.0% 89
Article 276 Expertise or interpretation contrary to truth3 6 0.0% 89
Article 99 Causing abortion 6 0.0% 89
Article 255 Trading in influence4 5 0.0% 91

Table 2. (continued)

Art. 271 (“Perjury”) on a content basis.
8 Article 281: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.281 (Sug delillerini yok etme, gizleme veya
degistirme) is matched with WIPO Art. 280 (“Destruction, concealing or changing of evidences”) on a content basis.
9 Article 283: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.283 (Sugluyu kayirma) is matched with WIPO
Art. 282 (“Supporting offender”) on a content basis.
10 Article 277: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.277 (Yargi gorevi yapani, bilirkisiyi veya tanig
etkilemeye tesebbiis) is matched with WIPO Art. 276 (“Influencing judicial bodies”) on a content basis.
11 Article 285: In the 2004 WIPO/English text, WIPO Art. 285 is titled “Genital controls” and does not correspond to TPC-M.285 (Gizliligin ihlali). No exact
equivalent appears in WIPO; the closest related provision is WIPO Art. 283(4). Therefore, the English heading used in this table for TPC-M.285— “Breach
of confidentiality (investigation/proceedings)”—is a translation provided by the author.
12 Article 288: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a two-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.288 (Adil yargilamay etkilemeye tesebbds) is
matched with WIPO Art. 286 (“Attempt to influence a just trial”) on a content basis (oral/written declarations intended to influence the
prosecutor/judge/court/experts/witnesses during an ongoing investigation or prosecution)
13 Article 276: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.276 (Gergege aykiri bilirkisilik veya terctimanlik)
is matched with WIPO Art. 275 (“Expertise or interpretation contrary to truth”) on a content basis.
14 Article 255: Article 255: Matching is based on consistency of headings and substantive content. The 2004 WIPO/English version has no exact equivalent
for the current TPC Art. 255; its “Article 255” reflects an earlier formulation, as TPC Art. 255 was substantially amended in 2012 (Law No. 6352, Art. 89).
Therefore, the English heading used here (e.g., “Trading in influence”) is an author’s translation of the current provision.

164



Studios Geographies, Planning & Tourism StudioS 2025, 5(2):159-181 Duyan, ¢. & Sidal, O.

TPC Definition/ English Equivalent Total (%) F
Article No. Files

Article 275 False swearing?® 5 0.0% 91
Article 278 Failure in notification of an offensel® 4 0.0% 97
Article 113 Prevention of activities of the public institutions or the professional 4 0.0% 97

organizations in the nature of public institution
Article 118 Prevention of use of syndical rights 4 0.0% 97
Article 122 Discriminatory behavior'” 4 0.0% 97
Article 181 Intentional pollution of environment 4 0.0% 97
Article 239 Disclosure of business secrets, banking secrets or information relating to 4 0.0% 97
customers

Article 213 Threat with the intention of causing fear and panic among people 4 0.0% 97
Article 279 Failure of public officer in notification of an offense?® 4 0.0% 97
Article 206 Untrue declaration during issuance of an official document 4 0.0% 97
Article 229 Beggary 4 0.0% 97
Article 115 Restriction of freedom of belief, conception, conviction 3 0.0% 106
Article 97 Abandonment 3 0.0% 106
Article 83 Felonious homicide due to failure or negligence 3 0.0% 106
Article 185 Mixing toxic substances 3 0.0% 106
Article 114 Prevention of use of political rights 3 0.0% 106
Article 223 Stealing and confiscation of transportation vehicles 3 0.0% 106
Article 79 Unlawful Transfer of Immigrants to a country 3 0.0% 106
Article 176 Disobedience to rules relating to construction or demolishment 2 0.0% 113
Article 161 Fraudulent bankruptcy 2 0.0% 113
Article 175 Breach of obligation to take care and look after a person suffering mental iliness 2 0.0% 113
Article 280 Failure of the health personnel in notification of an offensel® 2 0.0% 113
Article 334 Access to restricted information?® 2 0.0% 113
Article 336 Disclosure of restricted information?! 2 0.0% 113
Article 286 Recording of sound or vision?? 2 0.0% 113
Article 95 Consequential severe torture 1 0.0% 123
Article 230 Multiple or fraudulent marriage, religious marriage ceremony 1 0.0% 123
Article 91 Trading of organs and tissues 1 0.0% 123
Article 214 Provoking commission of offense 1 0.0% 123
Article 270 Undertaking an offense?3 1 0.0% 123
Article 159 Conditions subject to less punishment(Fraud offense) 1 0.0% 123
Article 179 Endangering traffic safety 1 0.0% 123
Article 271 Producing an offense?* 1 0.0% 123
Article 182 Pollution of environment by negligence 1 0.0% 123
Article 186 Trading of decayed or transformed food or drugs 1 0.0% 123
Article 203 Destruction of seal 1 0.0% 123

Source: *Turkish Penal Code, Law No. 5237. (2004). Official Gazette of the Republic of Tiirkiye and Legislation Information System.
**Turkish Criminal Code (Law No. 5237 of September 26, 2004). World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO). WIPO Lex.
Note: Article numbers follow the Turkish Penal Code (TPC). English headings follow the 2004 WIPO/English text unless stated otherwise;
“author’s ranslation” is indicated where applicable.

15 Article 275: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.275 (Yalan yere yemin) is matched with WIPO
Art. 274 (“False swearing”) on a content basis.
16 Article 278: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.278 (Sugu bildirmeme) is matched with WIPO
Art. 277 (“Failure in notification of an offense”) on a content basis.
17 Article 122: WIPO Art. 122 (“Discriminatory Behavior”) reflects an earlier version of the provision; TPC-M.122 was amended in 2014, with changes to
its title/scope (including the “hate motive” element and an expanded list of protected grounds).
18 Article 279 : Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.279 is matched with WIPO Art. 278 (“Failure
of public officer in notification of an offense”) on a content basis
19 Article 280: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a one-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.280 is matched with WIPO Art. 279 (“Failure
of the health personnel in notification of an offense”) on a content basis.
20 Article 334: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a three-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.334 (Yasaklanan bilgileri temin) is matched
with WIPO Art. 331 (“Access to restricted information”) on a content basis.
21 Article 336: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a three-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.336 (Yasaklanan bilgileri agiklama) is matched
with WIPO Art. 333 (“Disclosure of restricted information”) on a content basis.
22 Article 286: Since the 2004 WIPO/English text shows a two-article numbering shift in this section, TPC-M.286 (Ses veya gortintilerin kayda alinmasi) is
matched with WIPO Art. 284 (“Recording of sound or vision”) on a content basis.
23 Article 270: Due to a numbering shift in the 2004 WIPO/English text, matching relies on headings and paragraph content: TPC Art.270 matches WIPO
Art.269 (“Undertaking an offense”), and WIPO Art.270 corresponds in substance to TPC Art.271 (“Producing an offense”).
24 Article 271: Matching is based on the consistency of headings and substantive content. Due to a one-article numbering discrepancy in the 2004
WIPO/English text in this section, TPC Art. 271 (Sug uydurma) is matched with WIPO Art. 270 (Producing an offense).
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Article 158 (Qualified form of fraud) ranks fifth, with 9,133 cases (6.31%), indicating that economic crimes are also
prominent. Property crimes such as Article 142 (Qualified larceny, 4.89%) and Article 151 (damage to property, 3.63%)
are among the middle-ranking crimes.

Crimes that threaten social peace, such as Article 163 (Benefiting from a service without compensation), also constitute
a significant portion, accounting for 4.08%. Crimes involving interference with private life, such as Article 136 (Unlawful
delivery or acquisition of data) and Article 116 (Violation of dwelling immunity), also occupy a significant place on the
list. Articles such as Article 270 (Undertaking an offense), Article 230 (Multiple or fraudulent marriage, religious
marriage ceremony), Article 91 (Trading of organs and tissues), Article 176 (Disobedience to rules relating to
construction or demolishment), and Article 159 (Conditions subject to less punishment), located at the bottom of Table
2, constitute only 0.01% or less of the total files. These crimes include more specific, technical, and rare types of crimes,
such as undertaking an offense, multiple or fraudulent marriage and religious marriage ceremonies, trading of organs
and tissues, and disobedience to rules relating to construction or demolishment. These crimes generally emphasize
case-specific and exceptional incidents rather than the general criminal profile of society.

The frequency ranking and percentage distribution in Table 2 directly illustrate the burden of crime types on the judicial
system. The first 10 Articles account for approximately 76% of the total caseload and are important because they
demonstrate that the vast majority of crimes encountered in the justice system are concentrated around a few specific
Articles. Crimes of violence, defamation, threats, and fraud are particularly prevalent in terms of judicial workload.
This distribution provides insight into the judicial implications of the socioeconomic structure and social relations in
Van province. It can be argued that social conflicts are most frequently reflected in the courthouse as defamation and
threats, that economic problems result in fraud, and that the incidence of violent behavior in daily life is high.

3.4.Investigation File Findings According to Victim Nationality

Table 3 shows the most frequently encountered Turkish Penal Code articles, based on the nationality of the victims, in
judicial investigations opened in Van Province between 2020 and 2024. For the victim nationalities included in Table
3, the relevant Turkish Penal Code article(s), total number of cases, percentage distribution, and frequency ranking are
listed. Table 3 provides comparative information on which nationalities were victims of which crime types.

Table 3. Turkish Penal Code articles most investigated by victim nationality (2020-2024)

Victim Nationality TPC Article Name Total (%) F
Files
Republic of Turkiye Article 125 Defamation 24588 79.25% 1
No nationality information Article 163 Benefiting from a service without 5893 18.99% 2
compensation
Iran Article 86 Felonious injury 215 0.69% 3
Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan  Article 86 Felonious injury 105 0.34% 4
England Article 89 Negligent injury 71 0.23% 5
Syria Article 86 Felonious injury 43 0.14% 6
No nationality information Article 125 Defamation 24 0.08% 7
Azerbaijan Article 125 Defamation 10 0.03% 8
Pakistan Article 85 Negligent homicide 8 0.03% 10
Turkmenistan Article 86 Felonious injury 8 0.03% 10
Iraq Article 86 Felonious injury 8 0.03% 10
Germany Article 158 Qualified form of fraud 6 0.02% 12
Uzbekistan Article 86 Felonious injury 4 0.01% 13
Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan  Article 103 Child molestation 3 0.01% 15
Austria Article 106 Threat 3 0.01% 15
North Cyprus Article 157 Fraud 3 0.01% 15
Palestine Article 86 Felonious injury 2 0.01% 18
Bangladesh Article 85 Negligent homicide 2 0.01% 18
Kyrgyzstan Article 105 Sexual harassment 2 0.01% 18
Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan  Article 151 Damage to property 1 0.0% 34
Tajikistan Article 136 Unlawful delivery or acquisition of 1 0.0% 34
data
Switzerland Article 158 Qualified form of fraud 1 0.0% 34
Ukraine Article 80 Human trade 1 0.0% 34
No nationality information Article 89 Negligent injury 1 0.0% 34
Republic of Turkiye Article 109 Deprivation of liberty 1 0.0% 34
Iran Article 123 Deterioration of peace and order 1 0.0% 34
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Table 3. (continued)

Victim Nationality TPC Article Name Total (%) F
Files
Suriname Article 104 Sexual intercourse between/with 1 0.0% 34
persons not attained the lawful age
Jordan Article 160 Possession on a lost or inadvertently 1 0.0% 34
found property
Czech Republic Article 86 Felonious injury 1 0.0% 34
Nigeria Article 109 Deprivation of liberty 1 0.0% 34
Sudan Article 106 Threat 1 0.0% 34
Russia-Dagestan Rep. Article 257 Misconduct in office 1 0.0% 34
U.S.A Article 86 Felonious injury 1 0.0% 34
Angola Article 125 Defamation 1 0.0% 34
Armenia Article 142 Qualified larceny 1 0.0% 34
Morocco Article 267 Aspersion 1 0.0% 34
Philippines Article 86 Felonious injury 1 0.0% 34
Georgia Article 106 Threat 1 0.0% 34
Netherlands Article 125 Defamation 1 0.0% 34
Honduras Article 106 Threat 1 0.0% 34
Montenegro Article 89 Negligent injury 1 0.0% 34
Kazakhstan Article 86 Felonious injury 1 0.0% 34
Egypt Article 102 Sexual abuse 1 0.0% 34
Nepal Article 86 Felonious injury 1 0.0% 34
Norway Article 155 Misuse of trust 1 0.0% 34
Central African Republic Article 89 Negligent injury 1 0.0% 34
Russia Article 158 Qualified form of fraud 1 0.0% 34
Italy Article 142 Qualified larceny 1 0.0% 34

Note: The percentages in Table 3 are calculated based on the total number of files included in Table 3 (N = 31,027) and do not
reflect the overall distribution across all opened investigation files

In Table 3, citizens of the Republic of Tiirkiye constitute the group most frequently victimized, with the highest
frequency. The 24,588 cases opened under Article 125 (Defamation) account for 79.25% of the total number of cases
in Table 3. This situation reflects both the demographic density of the local population and the direct impact of social
communication conflicts on the judicial implications. The “No nationality information” category, which ranks second
in the data, is noteworthy. The most common crime type for this group is Article 163 Benefiting from a service without
compensation which ranked second with 5,893 cases (18.99%).

The lack of nationality information may indicate systematic recording problems or the inability to identify the victim
at the time of the incident. Among foreign nationals, citizens of Iran, the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan, and Syria were
most commonly victimized under Article 86 (Felonious injury). Specifically, 215 cases (0.69%) related to Iranian
nationals were recorded. This situation is important in terms of showing the risk of physical violence faced by
immigrants or individuals under temporary protection. The most common crime type encountered by victims recorded
as “England” in the dataset Article 89 (Negligent injury), accounting for 71 cases (0.23%). Such cases are often
associated with traffic accidents or incidents of negligence. Data for some other countries is less accurate but provides
important clues. For example, victims of German and Swiss nationals are associated with Article 158 (Qualified form
of fraud). Such cases can highlight the risk of foreign nationals falling into financial traps.

The data also includes records indicating dual nationality (e.g., the Republic of Tirkiye, the Islamic Emirate of
Afghanistan). This may be due to dual citizenship or mixed family structures, and it is worth examining how the judicial
system records such mixed identities. Records from countries such as Angola, Morocco, Nepal, Russia, and Italy, which
are at the bottom of the data, are statistically low but diverse, demonstrating a relatively broad geographical
representation of crime victims. It also highlights the heterogeneity of Van Province in terms of international migration
and transit. Generally, certain patterns are observed between Turkish Penal Code articles and the nationality of the
victims. While domestic victims are generally more prominent in verbal and social forms of violence, foreign nationals
are more visible in physical and economic forms of violence. These findings highlight the need to consider cultural
sensitivities in crime prevention policies.
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3.5.Trend in Crime Numbers in Van Province Between 2020-2024

Table 4. Distribution of Crime Numbers in Van Province by Year (2020-2024)

Year Total Number of Crimes (%) F
2020 42,505 18.18% 4
2021 48,987 20.95% 3
2022 52,710 22.54% 1
2023 49,317 21.09% 2
2024 40,286 17.23% 5

Table 4 shows the annual distribution, percentage rates, and frequency ranking of the total number of crimes recorded
in Van Province between 2020 and 2024. This table analyzes the change in crime rates over time and reveals trends of
increase and decrease. A total of 42,505 crimes were committed in 2020, representing the second-lowest crime rate.
This low rate, accounting for 18.18% of total cases, is thought to be due to the year the COVID-19 pandemic began.
Factors such as COVID-19 restrictions, reduced social mobility, and limited use of public spaces may have reduced
opportunities for crime. The number of crimes increased significantly in 2021, ranking third with 48,987 cases (20.95%).

3.6. Investigation Files Opened and Concluded in Van Province Between 2020 and 2024

Table 5. Investigation files opened and concluded in Van Province between 2020 and 2024

Number of Files Opened Number of Files Concluded  Result Rate (%)
144730 148781 102.8%

Table 5 shows the total number of investigation files opened in Van Province between 2020 and 2024, the percentage
of these files that were resolved, and the overall resolution rate. The resolution rate exceeding 100% reflects that cases
carried over from previous years were finalized during this period and that judicial processes were operating
effectively.

According to data, the number of cases concluded in Van Province between 2020 and 2024 exceeded the number of
cases opened. This resulted in a resolution rate exceeding 100% (102.8%). Such situations arise when not only cases
opened in the current year but also those carried over from previous years are resolved within a single year. In other
words, courts and prosecutors’ offices resolve both cases opened in the current year and those from previous years
within a single year. This could positively reflect the functioning of the judicial system. Positive outcomes such as
expedited trials, reduced caseloads, or increased court caseloads could be inferred. However, this rate also suggests
that historical shifts in file tracking systems or mergers and separations between file types may have an impact.

3.7. Most Victimized Nationalities and Related Crime Types

Table 6. Turkish Penal Code articles causing the most victimization by victim nationality (2020-2024)

Number of Percentage

Victim Nationality TPC Article Name Victims (%) (%) F
Republic of Turkiye Article 125 Defamation 6197 96.38% 1
Islamic Emirate of . . . o
Afghanistan Article 86 Felonious injury 93 1.45% 2
Iran Article 86 Felonious injury 72 1.12% 3
- - e 163 B —

_No natlorlallty Artlc.le 6_3 enefiting from_a 50 0.78% 4
information service without compensation

Syria Article 89 Negligent injury 18 0.28% 5

6430

Table 6 shows the most common crime types (at the Turkish Penal Code Article level) by victim nationality in Van
Province between 2020 and 2024. For each victim nationality, the most frequently victimized Turkish Penal Code
Article is presented along with the number of victims, percentage distribution, and frequency ranking. This table
provides an important dataset for judicial and social policy development by revealing which crimes affect different
nationalities the most.

According to the data in Table 6, the highest rate of victimization belongs to citizens of the Republic of Tirkiye. The
6,197 victims of Article 125 (Defamation) constitute 96.38% of the victims included in Table 6 (N = 6,430), ranking first.
This demonstrates both the demographic dominance of the local population and the escalation of verbal conflicts in
social relations to legal proceedings. Citizens of the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan are in second place.

The 93 victims of Article 86 (Felonious injury) (1.45%) indicate that immigrants are particularly at risk of physical
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violence. This finding suggests that immigrants are becoming more frequently targeted in social conflicts.

Iranian nationals, who ranked third, were also represented by 72 individuals (1.12%) under the category of Felonious
injury (Article 86). This suggests that Iranian citizens are similarly prone to be victims of violent incidents. The majority
of victims in the “No Nationality Information” group were filed under Article 163 (Benefiting from a service without
compensation) (50 individuals, 0.78%).

The lack of identification information may indicate that the incidents occurred in complex social settings or that the
victim could not be identified. Syrian citizens, on the other hand, were victimized under Article 89 (Negligent injury)
(18 individuals, 0.28%). These crimes generally occur as a result of accidents or negligence, suggesting that immigrants
are more likely to become victims due to issues such as housing and job security.

3.8. Investigation Files Opened and Closed by Victim Nationality

The Table 7 presents the comparative distribution of investigation files opened and closed in Van Province between
2020 and 2024, based on the nationality of the victims. The number of opened and concluded cases, as well as the
difference and resolution rates, are provided. These rates provide important insights into how judicial processes
progress by nationality and the trends in process continuity across different groups.

Table 7. Comparison of opened and closed investigation files based on victim nationality

Victim Nationality Number of Number of Difference Resolution
Opened Files Closed Files (Closed-Opened) Rate (%)

Republic of Tirkiye 134,367 137,009 2,642 101.97%
No nationality 7,772 9,106 1,334 117.16%
information

Iran 1,081 1,124 43 103.98%
Islamic Emirate of 743 770 27 103.63%
Afghanistan

Syria 292 301 9 103.08%
Pakistan 26 34 8 130.77%
Palestine 5 7 2 140.0%
Uzbekistan 17 18 1 105.88%
Ukraine 1 2 1 200.0%
Georgia 6 7 1 116.67%

An examination of the data for citizens of the Republic of Tilrkiye in Table 7 reveals that 134,367 cases were opened
and 137,009 resolved. The resolution rate is 101.97%, indicating that cases carried over from previous years were also
finalized during this period. It can also be said that the judicial system concluded the cases of domestic victims relatively
more quickly. The number of cases in the “No Nationality Information Entered” group is also noteworthy: 7,772 opened
cases were compared to 9,106 closed cases, representing a very high resolution rate of 117.16%. This demonstrates
the widespread lack of identification in the records and also demonstrates that anonymous records from previous
periods are being resolved. For Iranian nationals, 1.081 cases were opened and 1,124 were closed. The resolution rate
is 103.98%, demonstrating that these cases are being systematically completed.

The resolution rate for citizens of the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan was 103.63% and for Syrian citizens 103.08%. Data
for these three countries demonstrates that the cases of migrant victims are processed as effectively as those of
domestic victims. Looking at smaller victim groups, only 26 cases were opened for Pakistani nationals, while 34 were
finalized, representing a remarkable 130.77% resolution rate. Similarly, the resolution rate for Palestinian nationals
was 140% and 200% for Ukrainians. Even one or two cases in such small data sets can significantly increase the
resolution rate. The results from these data indicate that the justice system resolves cases of both domestic and foreign
victims at a high rate, and even completes cases from previous cases for some nationalities. Rates exceeding 100%
clearly demonstrate the prevalence of ongoing cases in prosecutions, and this is reflected in reporting.

3.9. Distribution of Criminal Court Decision Types According to Victim Nationality

Table 8 shows the types of criminal court decisions issued in Van Province between 2020-2024, based on the nationality
of the victim. The table includes the number of cases, percentages, and rankings for convictions, acquittals,
Postponement of the announcement of the verdict (suspension of sentence), and other types of decisions for each
nationality. This table is important for assessing judicial trends regarding the outcome of cases involving victims of
different nationalities.

According to Table 8, the highest number of decisions were made in cases involving Turkish citizens as victims. For this
group, 13,553 convictions (35.01%), 6,885 acquittals (17.78%), and 11,927 postponement of the announcement of the
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verdict (suspension of the announcement of the verdict, 30.81%) were issued. “Other” decisions were also issued in
3,849 cases. Turkish citizens are the victim group with the highest number of decisions in the trials due to both their
demographic weight and their high presence in the system. The ‘No nationality information’ group also holds a
significant place in the decisions.

For this group, 765 convictions (1.98%), 302 acquittals (0.78%), 406 postponement of the announcement of the verdict
(1.05%), and 502 other decisions (1.3%) were issued. The fact that victims with incomplete identification information
are represented in the judicial process in this way suggests that informality or complex identification methods are
effective in some cases.

For citizens of the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan, the most common decision type is a conviction (83 decisions, 0.21%).
Conviction is followed by 45 acquittals (0.12%) and 35 postponement of the announcement of the verdicts (0.09%).
Other decision types are much more limited for this group (8 cases). These rates indicate that defendants are convicted
more frequently in cases involving individuals of immigrant origin, but alternative outcomes such as acquittals and
postponement of the announcement of the verdicts are also used.

Table 8. Distribution of decision types by victim nationality (2020-2024)

o . . - Number of Percentage Frequency
Victim Nationality Decision Type Files Distribution (%) Ranking
Islamic Emirate of Conviction 83 0.21% 11
Afghanistan
Syria Conviction 24 0.06% 15
Republic of Tirkiye Conviction 13553 35.01% 1
No nationality information ~ Conviction 765 1.98% 5
Iran Conviction 110 0.28% 9
Ezhm;iig:ate of Acquittal 45 0.12% 13
Syria Acquittal 17 0.04% 17
Republic of Tirkiye Acquittal 6885 17.78% 3
No nationality information  Acquittal 302 0.78% 8
Iran Acquittal 71 0.18% 12
Islamic Emirate of Postponement of

the announcement 35 0.09% 14

Afghanistan of the verdict

Postponement of

Syria the announcement 17 0.04% 17
of the verdict
Postponement of

Republic of Tirkiye the announcement 11927 30.81% 2
of the verdict
Postponement of

No nationality information  the announcement 406 1.05% 7
of the verdict
Postponement of

Iran the announcement 87 0.22% 10
of the verdict

Islamic Emirate of

Afghanistan Other 8 0.02% 20
Syria Other 9 0.02% 19
Republic of Tirkiye Other 3849 9.94% 4
No nationality information ~ Other 502 1.3% 6
Iran Other 20 0.05% 16

A similar distribution is observed for Iranian national victims. The conviction rate is high compared to other immigrant
groups, at 0.28% (110 cases). Furthermore, there were 71 acquittals (0.18%) and 87 postponement of the
announcement of the verdict (0.22%). These rates indicate that Iranian victims were also considered in the judicial
process and their cases were resolved in a similar manner. The distribution of decisions for Syrian victims was lower,
with 24 convictions (0.06%), 17 acquittals (0.04%), 17 postponement of the announcement of the verdict (0.04%), and
9 other decisions.

Judicial representation for this group appears to be relatively limited, which may indicate sociological factors affecting
Syrian victims’ capacity to file a criminal complaint or follow the process

The distribution of decision types across all nationalities generally suggests that the victim’s nationality does not
directly impact the defendants’ trial process, but some groups are overrepresented in the system. The distribution of
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decisions, with the exception of Turkish citizens, is more focused on convictions, which may indicate that immigrant
and foreign victims are more likely to be involved in “direct” incidents or to have clearer judicial processes.

3.10. Number of Victims and Suspects Based on Nationality According to TPC Articles

Table 9 shows the distribution of the number of victims and suspects by nationality, based on the most frequently
encountered Turkish Penal Code Articles in Van Province between 2020 and 2024. The table includes the number of
victims, the number of suspects, the percentage distribution, and the ranking of victims for each Turkish Penal Code
Article. This data is important for assessing the relationship between crime types and victim groups and for shaping
judicial policies for affected communities.

Table 9. Distribution of victim and suspect numbers by victim nationality according to Turkish Penal Code articles (2020-2024)

TPC Article Name Victim Nationality Number Number of Percentage | Victim

of Suspects Distribution Order

Victims (Victim)

Article 106 Threat Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan 99 60 0.09% 14
Article 106 Threat Germany 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 106 Threat Austria 2 0.0% 57
Article 106 Threat Azerbaijan 7 10 0.01% 35
Article 106 Threat Georgia 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 106 Threat No nationality information 22 16 0.02% 25
Article 106 Threat Honduras 1 6 0.0% 79
Article 106 Threat Iraq 7 11 0.01% 35
Article 106 Threat Kyrgyzstan 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 106 Threat Pakistan 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 106 Threat Sudan 1 0.0% 79
Article 106 Threat Syria 27 21 0.02% 22
Article 106 Threat Turkmenistan 5 10 0.0% 39
Article 106 Threat Republic of Tirkiye 24441 26440 21.87% 3
Article 106 Threat No nationality information 70 110 0.06% 18
Article 106 Threat Uzbekistan 3 3 0.0% 47
Article 106 Threat England 1 3 0.0% 79
Article 106 Threat Iran 185 206 0.17% 9
Article 125 Defamation Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan 99 65 0.09% 14
Article 125 Defamation Germany 2 2 0.0% 57
Article 125 Defamation Angola 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 125 Defamation Austria 2 2 0.0% 57
Article 125 Defamation Azerbaijan 9 14 0.01% 30
Article 125 Defamation Georgia 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 125 Defamation No nationality information 25 27 0.02% 23
Article 125 Defamation Holland 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 125 Defamation Iraq 6 10 0.01% 37
Article 125 Defamation Kyrgyzstan 2 2 0.0% 57
Article 125 Defamation Pakistan 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 125 Defamation Syria 19 19 0.02% 26
Article 125 Defamation Turkmenistan 4 9 0.0% 42
Article 125 Defamation Republic of Turkiye 28034 31754 25.08% 1
Article 125 Defamation No nationality information 136 210 0.12% 11
Article 125 Defamation Uzbekistan 3 3 0.0% 47
Article 125 Defamation England 2 2 0.0% 57
Article 125 Defamation Iran 162 170 0.14% 10
Article 125 Defamation Republic of Tirkiye 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan 11 7 0.01% 28
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud Germany 4 10 0.0% 42
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud Azerbaijan 2 3 0.0% 57
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud Iraq 2 8 0.0% 57
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud North Cyprus 3 18 0.0% 47
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud Russia 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud Syria 4 35 0.0% 42
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud Turkmenistan 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud Republic of Turkiye 8059 15648 7.21% 5
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud No nationality information 136 349 0.12% 11
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Table 9. (continued)

TPC Article Name Victim Nationality Number Number of Percentage | Victim

of Victims Suspects Distribution Order

(Victim)

Article 158 Qualified form of fraud Iran 24 58 0.02% 24
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud Switzerland 1 2 0.0% 79
Article 86 Felonious injury Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan 265 141 0.24% 6
Article 86 Felonious injury Germany 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 86 Felonious injury US.A 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 86 Felonious injury Azerbaijan 8 13 0.01% 33
Article 86 Felonious injury Bangladesh 2 2 0.0% 57
Article 86 Felonious injury Philippines 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 86 Felonious injury Palestine 3 2 0.0% 47
Article 86 Felonious injury Georgia 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 86 Felonious injury No nationality information 3 3 0.0% 47
Article 86 Felonious injury Irag 17 14 0.02% 27
Article 86 Felonious injury Kazakhstan 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 86 Felonious injury Kyrgyzstan 2 2 0.0% 57
Article 86 Felonious injury Nepal 2 1 0.0% 57
Article 86 Felonious injury Pakistan 5 5 0.0% 39
Article 86 Felonious injury Russia 2 1 0.0% 57
Article 86 Felonious injury Russia-Dagestan Rep. 1 7 0.0% 79
Article 86 Felonious injury Syria 42 48 0.04% 20
Article 86 Felonious injury Tajikistan 1 8 0.0% 79
Article 86 Felonious injury Turkmenistan 8 15 0.01% 33
Article 86 Felonious injury Republic of Tirkiye 27739 31528 24.82% 2
Article 86 Felonious injury No nationality information 28 48 0.03% 21
Article 86 Felonious injury Czech Republic 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 86 Felonious injury Uzbekistan 4 6 0.0% 42
Article 86 Felonious injury England 11 19 0.01% 28
Article 86 Felonious injury Iran 248 280 0.22% 8
Article 89 Negligent injury Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan 251 104 0.22% 7
Article 89 Negligent injury Germany 2 1 0.0% 57
Article 89 Negligent injury US.A 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 89 Negligent injury Azerbaijan 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 89 Negligent injury Bangladesh 2 1 0.0% 57
Article 89 Negligent injury Georgia 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 89 Negligent injury No nationality information 3 3 0.0% 47
Article 89 Negligent injury Iraq 9 5 0.01% 30
Article 89 Negligent injury Montenegro 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 89 Negligent injury Central African Republic 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 89 Negligent injury Pakistan 5 2 0.0% 39
Article 89 Negligent injury Syria 52 29 0.05% 19
Article 89 Negligent injury Republic of Tirkiye 21094 14465 18.87% 4
Article 89 Negligent injury Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 89 Negligent injury Republic of Turkiye 1 1 0.0% 79
Article 89 Negligent injury No nationality information 108 122 0.1% 13
Article 89 Negligent injury Uzbekistan 8 1 0.01% 33
Article 89 Negligent injury Jordan 1 2 0.0% 79
Article 89 Negligent injury England 97 78 0.09% 16
Article 89 Negligent injury Iran 97 85 0.09% 16

Citizens of the Republic of Tirkiye are the group most victimized under Article 106 (Threats): with 24,441 victims and
26,440 suspects, nearly all of the data for this article comes from this group. This suggests that threat crimes are largely
committed among local individuals. Threat cases are much fewer for immigrants and foreign nationals. For example,
victims of Afghan and Iranian citizens are limited to 99 and 185 individuals, respectively. Other countries are
represented by much smaller numbers (generally between 1 and 7 individuals). A similar pattern is observed for Article
125 (Defamation). Citizens of the Republic of Tiirkiye also dominate this crime, with 28,034 victims and 31,754

suspects.

Among foreign nationals, the most frequently victimized by this crime are citizens of Iran (162), No nationality
information (25), and Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan (99). This may indicate that cases of verbal violence and
defamation are particularly concentrated among local individuals, while foreign nationals complain less about this

issue.
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Data on Article 158 (Qualified form of fraud) indicates that economic abuse particularly targets citizens of the Republic
of Turkiye (8,059 victims, 15,648 suspects). Victimization rates for foreign nationals, such as those from Iran (24),
Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan (11), and Germany (4), are much lower under this Article. This may indicate that
foreigners are relatively limited in their exposure to fraud or are less likely to report it.

Victimization rates for Article 86 (Felonious injury) are also very high among citizens of the Republic of Turkiye (27,739
people). However, it is noteworthy that immigrant groups, such as Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan (265 people) and
Iran (248 people), experience significant victimization in this type of crime. It may be assumed that immigrants may be
more likely to be targeted or involved in cases involving physical violence. Article 89 (Negligent injury), on the other
hand, is particularly notable for its higher victimization rate compared to other crimes, particularly in groups such as
Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan (251 people) and Iran (97 people). Table 9 shows that Turkish citizens again
predominate (21,094 victims), but notably, 97 British nationals were also victims. This suggests that negligent crimes
can occur particularly in accidents involving contact with foreigners (e.g., traffic accidents, workplace accidents). In
general, according to Turkish Penal Code articles, the number of victims and suspects varies significantly among
nationalities.

While domestic victims predominate across all crimes, foreign nationals are observed to be more likely to be victims
of physical violence (Article 86) and negligent bodily harm (Article 89). This trend may be linked to the riskier living
conditions of immigrants, their inadequate security, and their lack of social integration.

-The findings related to Research Question 8 —“Is there a difference in the number of victims or suspects among
different nationalities for the same Turkish Penal Code article?” —are presented in Table 10. This table brings together
the data reported in Table 2 (nationality and type of crime), Table 7 (case outcome status), and Table 9 (numbers of
victims and suspects), allowing for a comparative overview. Case outcome patterns are presented separately in Table 7.”

Table 10. Comparison of victim and suspect numbers by nationality for the same Turkish Penal Code articles (2020-2024)

TPC Article Nationality Victims Suspects Victim/ Explanation
(n) (n) Suspect Ratio
TPC 125 - Republic of Tirkiye 28,034 31,754 0.88 The crime is predominantly observed
Defamation within the local population.
Iran 162 170 0.95 Low number of cases limits statistical
comparability.
Islamic Emirate of 99 65 1.52 Based on isolated cases; not suitable
Afghanistan for generalization.
TPC 106 — Threat  Republic of Turkiye 24,441 26,440 0.92 Threat-related crimes largely involve
local residents.
Iran 185 206 0.90 Numerically limited distribution;
contextual interpretation required.
Islamic Emirate of 99 60 1.65 Relatively high ratio due to low
Afghanistan absolute frequency.
TPC 86 — Republic of Tiirkiye 27,739 31,528 0.88 Physical violence cases are
Felonious injury concentrated among local
population.
Islamic Emirate of 265 141 1.88 Higher exposure to physical violence
Afghanistan among migrant groups.
Iran 248 280 0.89 Comparable ratio to locals, but
absolute numbers remain limited.
TPC 89 - Republic of Tirkiye 21,094 14,465 1.46 Mostly related to traffic and
Negligent injury occupational accidents.
United Kingdom 97 78 1.24 Isolated incidents involving tourists
or short-term visitors.
Iran 97 85 1.14 Context-dependent and limited

number of cases.

The data indicate that the same Turkish Penal Code articles emerge in different sociological contexts across nationality
groups. Offenses under TPC Articles 125 and 106 (Defamation and Threat) are predominantly observed within the local
population. In contrast, crimes under Articles 86 and 89 (Felonious injury and Negligent injury) appear to be relatively
more visible among migrant and foreign nationals. This pattern suggests that foreign nationals are more frequently
exposed to offenses involving physical contact or incidents arising in public spaces.

The findings show that the local population is numerically dominant across all types of crime, while foreign national
groups become relatively more visible particularly in offenses involving physical contact, such as intentional and
negligent injury. However, the low-frequency and fragmented nature of the data related to foreign nationals limits the
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ability to conduct statistically robust comparisons based on the same Turkish Penal Code articles; therefore, the
findings are interpreted at a descriptive level.

3.11. Types of Crimes that Increased the Most between 2020 and 2024

Table 11. Turkish Penal Code articles with the highest increase in crimes between 2020 and 2024

Number of Crimes Increase
PC Article Name 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 (2024-2020)
Article 158 Qualified form of fraud 1379 3240 4396 6373 4836 +3457
Article 125 Defamation 6894 7950 8046 8985 7811 +917
Article 89 Negligent injury 2752 3621 3030 2826 3332 +580
Artlcl.e. 1.36 Unlawful delivery or 237 261 713 777 698 +461
acquisition of data
Article 109 Deprivation of liberty 356 469 617 474 647 +291

Note: The ‘Increase’ value refers to the net change between 2020 and 2024 (2024—2020); intermediate years may fluctuate.

Table 11 presents a comparative analysis of the five Turkish Penal Code Articles that saw the largest increase in crimes
in Van Province between 2020 and 2024. The table also indicates the five-year increase for each Article in parentheses
and clearly demonstrates the changing trends in crimes. This data is important.

Article 158 (Qualified form of fraud) showed the most notable increase. The process, which began with 1,379 cases in
2020, reached 4,836 cases in 2024, representing a total increase of 3,457 cases. An overall increase is observed across
the period, although a decline is seen in 2024 compared to 2023. This may be due to factors such as the economic
crisis, the proliferation of digital fraud methods, and the use of social media as a criminal tool.

Article 125 (Defamation) also exhibits an upward trend. The number of cases, which was 6,894 in 2020, reached 7,811
in 2024 (an increase of 917 cases). While this type of crime has not experienced major fluctuationsover the years, the
overall trend is upward. This can be explained by the polarization of society, the increase in social media sharing, and
the escalation of interpersonal conflicts to the judicial level.

Article 89 (Negligent injury) cases show a fluctuating but upward trend. The number of cases, which was 2,752 in 2020,
reached 3,332 in 2024 (an increase of 580 cases). While some decreases have been observed over the years, this type
of crime can generally be associated with increased social mobility, workplace accidents, and traffic congestion.

Article 136 (Unlawful delivery or acquisition of data), which started with only 237 cases in 2020, increased by 461
cases, reaching 698 in 2024. This increase is directly linked to digitalization processes such as the dissemination of
personal data in the digital environment, the use of social media, and the proliferation of e-commerce platforms. A
significant increase is also observed in Article 109 (Deprivation of liberty). The number increased from 356 in 2020 to
647 in 2024 (an increase of 291 cases). Such cases are often associated with social problems such as domestic violence,
oppression of women, and detention, and the increase may indicate that such incidents are both increasing and being
reported more frequently in society.

The data obtained reveal increasing trends that differ across crime types. The rapid rise in fraud is a direct reflection
of social and economic risks to the judicial system. Increases in other articles highlight both interpersonal tensions and
the side effects of digitalization and urbanization.

3.12. Conviction Rates by Year

Table 12. Distribution of conviction rates by year between 2020 and 2024

Total Number of

Year Number of Convictions Decisions Conviction rate (%)
2020 1155 3701 31.21%
2021 2425 6637 36.54%
2022 3281 8317 39.45%
2023 3852 9970 38.64%
2024 3885 10226 37.99%

Table 12 presents the annual Number of Convictions and the annual Total Number of Decisions issued in criminal cases
in Van Province between 2020 and 2024, together with the resulting conviction rate (convictions relative to total
decisions) and year-to-year change trends. This information is important for analyzing how trial outcomes evolve over
time and for identifying the overall trend in conviction rates.

2020 had the lowest conviction rate at 31.21%. Only 1,155 convictions were issued out of a total of 3,701 decisions.
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This low conviction rate during this period may reflect the impact of the pandemic on judicial processes (postponed
hearings, limited evidence collection, etc.) or the meticulous conduct of trials.

In 2021, the number of convictions increased to 2,425, bringing the total number of decisions to 6,637. This year, the
conviction rate increased to 36.54%. With the post-pandemic normalization process, both the number of cases and
the conviction rate in concluded cases increased. This increase can be attributed to the strengthening of evidence
systems and prosecutors’ presentation of better-prepared cases to court.

In 2022, the conviction rate reached its highest level at 39.45%. Of the 8,317 decisions, 3,281 resulted in convictions.
This year reflects a period in which the system began to function and clarity was achieved in the proceedings. It can be
considered a period in which the courts’ access to evidence and witnesses increased, and the determination to resolve
cases increased. In 2023, the conviction rate decreased slightly to 38.64%. Of the 9,970 decisions, 3,852 resulted in
convictions. This decrease can be explained by the increased number of acquittals or postponement of the
announcement of the verdict (Suspension of judgment). It can also be attributed to increased influence of the defense
or to the increased volume of cases creating flexibility in the system. Although the number of convictions increased in
2024 compared to the previous year, the rate decreased to 37.99%.

Among the 10,226 decisions, 3,885 convictions were issued. This trend suggests that the conviction rates in the system
have stabilized over time and are moving more steadily. Conviction rates showed an overall upward trend across the
period, reaching a peak in 2022 (39.45%) and then declining slightly in 2023 and 2024.

This trend, rising from 31.21% in 2020 to 37.99% in 2024, demonstrates a tendency for judicial bodies to issue more
decisive and clear-cut decisions. However, the fact that rates have never exceeded 40% in any year also demonstrates
that acquittals, postponement of the announcement of the verdicts, and other outcomes continue to play a significant
role in the system.

4. Conclusion and Discussion

Data on criminal investigations conducted in Van Province between 2020 and 2024 reveal that crimes against persons
are particularly concentrated in acts such as defamation, threats, and injuries. Crime numbers peaked in 2022, and
although a partial decline was experienced in 2024, the overall trend has been upward.

The rise in conviction rates indicates the effectiveness of judicial processes. While Turkish citizens constitute the vast
majority of victims, nationals from Iran, Afghanistan, and Syria have also been prominent. This suggests that immigrant
communities may be in a more vulnerable position. The lower rate of convictions in cases involving foreign nationals
may be explained by a lack of evidence or difficulties in accessing judicial processes.

Significant increases have been observed in crimes such as qualified form of qualified form of fraud (Article 158) in
recent years, may be associated with the impact of digitalization and economic problems. All findings point to the need
to improve local security policies and increase protective measures for immigrants. Findings from criminal
investigations conducted in Van Province between 2020 and 2024 provide important data on local crime trends and
the risk of immigrant/refugee groups becoming victims of crime. The most common crimes identified in our research
include defamation, threats, felonious injury, and qualified form of fraud. These crimes overlap with the most common
crimes against tourists and immigrants in the literature.

Indeed, researchers such as Brunt et al. (2000), M. C. Lind, and I.Y. Lind, (1986), Mawby (2000) indicate that foreign
individuals are at greater risk of being subjected to crimes against persons, particularly theft, assault, and sexual
assault.

In the case of Van province, the finding that foreign national victims are most frequently targeted by crimes involving
physical contact, such as Felonious injury (Article 86) and negligent wounding (Article 89), is consistent with these
findings in the literature (Ayazlar & Isik, 2016).

Similarly, the temporal distribution of crime rates is also noteworthy. Ayazlar and Isik (2016), White and Muldoon
(2015) emphasize that crime rates increase during the summer months, when tourists are concentrated. While
fluctuations in annual crime numbers have been observed in Van province, a detailed examination of time-series data
for specific months will allow for a clearer analysis of this seasonal relationship. This suggests that crime, like tourism,
is a social phenomenon that can exhibit cyclical trends.

Findings that individual characteristics can be a determinant of crime victimization are also significant in the case of
Van. Ayazlar and Isik (2016) indicate that women, those aged 25-59, working people, and single individuals are more
likely to be victims of crime.
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Although the Van data does not directly include age and gender, given that crimes are concentrated by victim’s
nationality, it can be argued that certain sub-segments, particularly immigrant groups, are at higher risk of
victimization. This suggests that security policies should focus not only on general crime trends but also on
vulnerabilities among social groups.

Research results also indicate that immigrant groups may be at a disadvantage in judicial processes. The lower
conviction rates, particularly in cases involving foreign national victims, compared to those of Turkish citizens, may be
linked to the “lack of testimony” and “difficulties in accessing a fair trial,” as described by George (2003, 2010) and
Barker et al. (2002). This situation may be explained by victims’ inability to actively participate in the process or their
inability to provide adequate statements due to language/cultural differences.

Previous studies on the relationship between tourism and crime (e.g., White & Muldoon, 2015) indicate that crime is
seasonal. Annual changes in crime rates in Van peaked in 2022, which may be linked to increased social mobility or
economic tensions following the pandemic. Albuquerque and McElroy (1999) emphasize that crime rates can be
triggered by both economic pressures and migrant mobility. In this context, a direct link can be established between
crime trends and migration dynamics in provinces like Van, which are border and transit zones.

Furthermore, Kozak et al. (2007), S6nmez and Graefe (1998) have demonstrated that security is a key criterion in
tourist destination selection. In this study, crimes in Van should be evaluated not only as a security issue but also in
terms of social cohesion and public order. The high visibility of immigrant groups, both as victims and perpetrators,
demonstrates the need for more comprehensive policies to manage interactions within society.

This study provides a comprehensive analysis of criminal investigations conducted in Van Province between 2020 and
2024, revealing striking findings regarding crime types, victim nationalities, decision rates, and changes over the years.
The data obtained indicate that the most common crimes in Van Province are crimes against individuals, such as
defamation (Article 125), threat (Article 106), felonious injury (Article 86), negligent injury (Article 89), and qualified
form of fraud (Article 158). This demonstrates that interpersonal social conflicts and communication-based
disagreements frequently impact judicial processes.

An examination of the changes in crime rates over the years reveals a significant increase in 2022. Following this
increase, a partial decrease was observed in 2024, but the overall trend remains upward. These developments are
thought to be linked to the disruption of the socio-economic balance following the pandemic, increased social stress,
and changes in the demographics brought on by migration.

A similar increase was observed in conviction rates, rising from 31% in 2020 to 39% in 2022 and remaining stable
around 37% in the following years. This indicates that judicial processes are more evidence-based and efficient. While
Turkish citizens predominate among the victims, individuals from countries such as Iran, Afghanistan, and Syria are
also included in the cases.

The fact that these groups are particularly exposed to crimes involving physical contact (e.g., Articles 86 & 89) aligns
with the structural vulnerabilities highlighted in the literature regarding immigrant criminal victimization (M. C. Lind,
& I. Y. Lind, 1986; Mawby, 2000). Furthermore, the lower conviction rates among immigrants can be explained by
systemic factors such as inability to effectively participate in the witness process, language and communication
barriers, and insufficient evidence.

The findings provide a comprehensive picture not only of the distribution of crime types but also of how the judicial
system functions. While the fact that the vast majority of opened cases are concluded demonstrates continued
systemic functioning, the fact that closed cases outnumber opened cases for some nationalities necessitates further
examination of technical differences in the registration system.

This study contains several limitations arising from the structure of the forensic data collected in Van Province between
2020 and 2024. First, the dataset does not include individual-level variables such as age, gender, education, or socio-
economic status. The absence of these indicators restricts the ability to conduct a more detailed analysis of
demographic risk factors associated with victimization. Second, the study relies solely on officially recorded cases that
entered the judicial process; unreported crimes remain outside the scope of the dataset, meaning that actual crime
levels may differ from those reflected in official records. Third, discrepancies observed between the number of opened
and closed case files for certain nationalities suggest potential technical inconsistencies within the recording system,
which may affect the interpretation of the findings.

Due to technical losses occurring during data transfer (such as errors made during manual data entry into the system,
leaving the nationality field blank, or the loss of certain fields during data transmission) the nationality information
could not be recorded in the study (Tables 7, 8, 9). This is considered one of the limitations of the research. Finally,
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because the study focuses exclusively on the province of Van, the findings cannot be directly generalized to other
regions of Tlrkiye or different socio-cultural contexts. Future research incorporating broader datasets and variables
that are more comprehensive—including comparative analyses across multiple provinces—would provide a deeper
understanding of crime dynamics and victimization patterns.

In conclusion, this study has contributed to a more in-depth understanding of both local security dynamics and
immigrant communities’ contact with the judicial system. Such studies enable both policymakers and security
managers to develop risk-based strategies. This analysis, conducted specifically for Van, can be replicated with similar
datasets in other provinces of Tirkiye to form the basis for broader comparisons. The findings of the research
demonstrate that criminal investigations conducted in Van Province should be carefully evaluated, particularly in terms
of victim profiles, types of crimes, and decision-making processes. In this context, the following recommendations are
presented to contribute to the improvement of local judicial and security policies and to take steps to protect foreign
nationals.

Translation and guidance support for foreign nationals in judicial processes should be increased; this will ensure the
effective collection of victim statements and their participation in the judicial process.

1. Social cohesion and awareness programs should be organized in areas densely populated by immigrants; this can
reduce potential social tensions and crime risks.

2. Detailed data such as age, gender, and the month the crime was committed should be collected in judicial statistics,
allowing for more comprehensive time-series analyses.

3. Special security measures should be developed focused on the types of crimes that immigrants are victims of; this
is anticipated to support both the protection of individuals and the strengthening of public safety.
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Appendix

Footnotes explaining WIPO/TPC heading and numbering discrepancies are provided in Table 2. The Appendix lists
TPC articles and the English headings used in this study; where relevant, the corresponding explanations should be
read together with the notes in Table 2.

TPC Articles No

Articles Of The Turkish Penal Code*

English Equivalents **

1. TPC-M.79 Gogmen kagakgilig Unlawful transfer of immigrants to a country

2. TPC-M.80 Insan ticareti Human trade

3. TPC-M.81 Kasten oldirme Voluntary manslaughter (felonious homicide)

4, TPC-M.82 Kasten oldirme(nitelikli haller) Qualified form of felonious homicide

5. TPC-M.83 Kasten 6éldirmenin ihmali davranigla Felonious homicide due to failure or negligence
islenmesi

6. TPC-M.84 Intihara yonlendirme Suicide

7. TPC-M.85 Taksirle 6ldirme Negligent homicide

8. TPC-M.86 Kasten yaralama Felonious injury

9. TPC-M.87 Neticesi sebebiyle agirlasmis yaralama Consequential heavy injury

10. TPC-M.89 Taksirle yaralama Negligent injury

11. TPC-M.91 Organ veya doku ticareti Trading of organs and tissues

12. TPC-M.94 Iskence Torture

13. TPC-M.95 Neticesi sebebiyle agirlasmis iskence Consequential severe torture

14. TPC-M.96 Eziyet Torment

15. TPC-M.97 Terk Abandonment

16. TPC-M.98 Yardim veya bildirim yakdmlilGginin Failure in fulfillment of liability to render assistance
yerine getirilmemesi or to serve notice

17. TPC-M.99 Cocuk dugirtme Causing abortion

18. TPC-M.102 Cinsel saldiri Sexual abuse

19. TPC-M.103 Cocuklarin cinsel istismari Child molestation

20. TPC-M.104 Resit olmayanla cinsel iliski Sexual intercourse between/with persons not

attained the lawful age

21. TPC-M.105 Cinsel taciz Sexual harassment

22, TPC-M.106 Tehdit Threat

23. TPC-M.107 Santaj Blackmail

24. TPC-M.109 Kisiyi hurriyetinden yoksun kilma Deprivation of liberty (author’s translation)

25. TPC-M.112 Egitim ve 6gretim hakkinin engellenmesi Prevention of education and training

26. TPC-M.113 Kamu hizmetlerinden yararlanma hakkinin Prevention of activities of the public institutions or
engellenmesi the professional organizations in the nature of

public institution

27. TPC-M.114 Siyasi haklarin kullanilmasinin engellenmesi  Prevention of use of political rights

28. TPC-M.115 Inang, dislince ve kanaat hirriyetinin Restriction of freedom of belief, conception,
kullaniimasini engelleme conviction

29. TPC-M.116 Konut dokunulmazhginin ihlali Violation of dwelling immunity

30. TPC-M.117 Is ve ¢alisma hiirriyetinin ihlali Violation of freedom of work and labor

31. TPC-M.118 Sendikal haklarin kullaniimasinin Prevention of use of syndical rights
engellenmesi

32. TPC-M.119 Ortak hikim Joint conviction

33. TPC-M.120 Haksiz arama Unjust search

34. TPC-M.121 Dilekge hakkinin kullaniimasinin Prevention of right of application
engellenmesi

35. TPC-M.122 Nefret ve ayirnmcilik Discriminatory behavior

36. TPC-M.123 Kisilerin huzur ve sikununu bozma Deterioration of peace and order

37. TPC-M.124 Haberlesmenin engellenmesi Prevention of communication

38. TPC-M.125 Hakaret Defamation

39. TPC-M.130 Kisinin hatirasina hakaret Defamation of a person’s memory

40. TPC-M 132 Haberlesmenin gizliligini ihlal Violation of communication secrecy

41. TPC-M.133 Kisiler arasindaki konusmalarin dinlenmesi Tapping and recording of conversations between
ve kayda alinmasi the individuals

42, TPC-M.134 Ozel hayatin gizliligini ihlal Violation of privacy

43, TPC-M.135 Kisisel verilerin kaydedilmesi Recording of personal data

44, TPC-M.136 Verileri hukuka aykiri olarak verme veya ele  Unlawful delivery or acquisition of data
gegirme

45, TPC-M.141 Hirsizlik Larceny

46. TPC-M.142 Nitelikli hirsizlik Qualified larceny

47. TPC-M.144 Daha az cezay gerektiren haller(Hirsizhk Conditions subject to less punishment

sugunda)
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48. TPC-M.146 Kullanma hirsizligi Larceny by temporary use of a property

49, TPC-M.148 Yagma Plunder

50. TPC-M.149 Nitelikli yagma Qualified plunder

51. TPC-M.150 Daha az cezayi gerektiren hal(Nitelik Conditions subject to less punishment
Yagma)

52. TPC-M.151 Mala zarar verme Damage to property

53. TPC-M.152 Mala zarar vermenin nitelikli halleri Qualified damage of property

54, TPC-M.153 Ibadethanelere ve mezarliklara zarar verme  Damage to worship places and cemeteries

55. TPC-M.154 Hakki olmayan yere tecaviiz Invasion of a place

56. TPC-M.155 Glveni kotuye kullanma Misuse of trust

57. TPC-M.156 Bedelsiz senedi kullanma Use of blank bill

58. TPC-M.157 Dolandiricilik fraud

59. TPC-M.158 Nitelikli dolandiricilik Qualified form of fraud

60. TPC-M.159 Daha az cezayi gerektiren hal(Nitelikli Conditions subject to less punishment
Doladiricilikta)

61. TPC-M.160 Kaybolmus veya hata sonucu ele gegmis Possession on a lost or inadvertently found
esya Uzerinde tasarruf property

62. TPC-M.161 Hileli iflas Fraudulent bankrupt

63. TPC-M.163 Karsiliksiz yararlanma Benefiting from a service without compensation

64. TPC-M.165 Sug egyasinin satin alinmasi veya kabul Purchase or acceptance of property acquired
edilmesi through committing an offense

65. TPC-M.170 Genel glivenligin kasten tehlikeye Endangering public safety intentionally
sokulmasi

66. TPC-M.171 Genel giivenligin taksirle tehlikeye Endangering public safety by negligence
sokulmasi

67. TPC-M.174 Tehlikeli maddelerin izinsiz olarak Storage or delivery of hazardous substances
bulundurulmasi veya el degistirmesi without permission

68. TPC-M.175 Akil hastasi lizerindeki bakim ve gozetim Breach of obligation to take care and look after a
yukdmlalaganin ihlali person suffering mental iliness

69. TPC-M.176 Insaat veya yikimla ilgili emniyet kurallarina  Disobedience to rules relating to construction or
uymama demolishment

70. TPC-M.177 Hayvanin tehlike yaratabilecek sekilde Freeing of animals risking others’ lives
serbest birakilmasi

71. TPC-M.179 Trafik guvenligini tehlikeye sokma?7 Endangering traffic safety

72. TPC-M.180 Trafik giivenligini taksirle tehlikeye sokma Endangering traffic safety by negligence

73. TPC-M.181 Cevrenin kasten kirletilmesi Intentional pollution of environment

74. TPC-M.182 Cevrenin taksirle kirletilmesi Pollution of environment by negligence

75. TPC-M.185 Zehirli madde katma Mixing toxic substances

76. TPC-M.186 Bozulmus veya degistirilmis gida veya Trading of decayed or transformed food or drugs
ilaglarin ticareti

77. TPC-M.194 Saglik icin tehlikeli madde temini Supply of harmful substances

78. TPC-M.197 Parada sahtecilik Counterfeiting money

79. TPC-M.203 Mihir bozma Destruction of seal

80. TPC-M.204 Resmi belgede sahtecilik Counterfeiting official documents

81. TPC-M.206 Resmi belgenin diizenlenmesinde yalan Untrue declaration during issuance of an official
beyan document

82. TPC-M.207 Ozel belgede sahtecilik Counterfeiting personal certificate

83. TPC-M.209 Agiga imzanin kotiye kullaniimasi Misuse of open signature

84. TPC-M.213 Halk arasinda korku ve panik yaratmak Threat with the intention of causing fear and panic
amaciyla tehdit among people

85. TPC-M.214 Sug islemeye tahrik Provoking commission of offense

86. TPC-M.216 Halki kin ve diismanliga tahrik veya Provoking people to be rancorous and hostile
asagilama

87. TPC-M.217 Kanunlara uymamaya tahrik Provoking people not to obey the laws

88. TPC-M.223 Ulasim araglarinin kagirilmasi veya Stealing and confiscation of transportation vehicles
alikoyulmasi

89. TPC-M.226 Mistehcenlik Indecency

90. TPC-M.227 Fuhus Prostitution

91. TPC-M.229 Dilencilik Beggary

92. TPC-M.230 Birden ¢ok evlilik, hileli evlenme, dinsel Multiple or fraudulent marriage, religious marriage

téren

ceremony
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93. TPC-M.231 Cocugun soybagini degistirme Changing lineage of a child

94. TPC-M.232 Koti muamele Cruelty

95. TPC-M.233 Aile hukukundan kaynaklanan Breach of obligations conferred upon by family law
yukimlalugin ihlali

96. TPC-M.234 GCocugun kagirilmasi ve alikonulmasi Kidnapping and retention of a child

97. TPC-M.235 lhaleye fesat karistirma Corruption in tenders

98. TPC-M.239 Ticarf sir, bankacilik sirri veya msteri sirri Disclosure of business secrets, banking secrets or
niteligindeki bilgi veya belgelerin information relating to customers
aciklanmasi

99. TPC-M.241 Tefecilik Usury

100. TPC-M.243 Bilisim sistemine girme Access to data processing system

101. TPC-M.244 Sistemi engelleme, bozma, verileri yok Hindrance or destruction of the system, deletion or
etme veya degistirme alteration of data

102. TPC-M.245 Banka veya kredi kartlarinin kotiiye Improper use of bank or credit cards
kullaniimasi

103. TPC-M.250 Irtikap Malversation

104. TPC-M.255 Nufuz ticareti Trading in influence (author’s translation)

105. TPC-M.256 Zor kullanma yetkisine iligkin sinirin Exceeding the limits of authorization for use of
asiimasi force

106. TPC-M.257 Gorevi kotlye kullanma Misconduct in office

107. TPC-M.265 Gorevi yaptirmamak igin direnme Prevention of performance

108. TPC-M.267 Iftira Aspersion

109. TPC-M.268 Bagkasina ait kimlik veya kimlik bilgilerinin Using other’s identity card or 1d information
kullaniimasi

110. TPC-M.270 Sug Ustlenme Undertaking an offense

111. TPC-M.271 Sug¢ uydurma Producing an offense

112. TPC-M.272 Yalan tanikhik Perjury

113. TPC-M.275 Yalan yere yemin False swearing

114. TPC-M.276 Gergege aykiri bilirkisilik veya tercimanlik Expertise or interpretation contrary to truth

115. TPC-M.277 Yargi gorevi yapani, bilirkisiyi veya tanigi Influencing judicial bodies
etkilemeye tesebbis

116. TPC-M.278 Sugu bildirmeme Failure in notification of an offense

117. TPC-M.279 Kamu gorevlisinin sugu bildirmemesi Failure of public officer in notification of an offense

118. TPC-M.280 Saglik meslegi mensuplarinin sugu Failure of the health personnel in notification of an
bildirmemesi offense

119. TPC-M.281 Sug delillerini yok etme, gizleme veya Destruction, concealing or changing of evidences
degistirme

120. TPC-M.283 Sugluyu kayirma Supporting offender

121. TPC-M.285 Gizliligin ihlali Breach of confidentiality (author’s translation)

122. TPC-M.286 Ses veya goriuntilerin kayda alinmasi Recording of sound or vision

123. TPC-M.288 Adil yargilamayi etkilemeye tesebbiis Attempt to influence a just trial

124. TPC-M.289 Muhafaza gorevini kotlye kullanma Misconduct in custody of a property

125. TPC-M.334 Yasaklanan bilgileri temin Access to restricted information

126. TPC-M.336 Yasaklanan bilgileri agiklama Disclosure of restricted information

Source: *Turkish Penal Code, Law No. 5237. (2004). Official Gazette of the Republic of Tirkiye.
**Turkish Criminal Code (Law No. 5237 of September 26, 2004). WIPO

181



