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On S6z

Kisileraras! siddet, toplumun her kesimini derinden etkileyen ve gortntrligu
sosyal medya yoluyla artan bir sorundur. Bu tir olaylar, yalnizca magdurlar ve
failler Gizerinde degil, aileler, yakin ¢evre ve genel olarak toplum Uzerinde de uzun
vadeli psikolojik, sosyal ve ekonomik etkiler birakmaktadir. Siddetin nedenlerini,
dinamiklerini ve sonuclarini anlamak, bu sorunla micadelede atilacak adimlar
acisindan hayati 6neme sahiptir. Bu dogrultuda, kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinda
yer alan magdur ve faillerin demografik &zelliklerini, olayin meydana geldigi
mevsimsel dénemleri ve kullanilan silahlari incelemek sorunun kdkenlerine dair
onemli ipuclar sunabilir.

Bu rapor, yerel gazetelerde yayimlanan siddet haberlerini derleyerek kisilerarasi
siddetin farkli boyutlarini analiz etmeyi amaclamaktadir. Yerel basinin gtindelik
yasama dair gergekgi bir perspektif sunmasi, olaylarin yerel baglamini yansitmasi
ve ulusal haber akisina yansimayan olaylari aktarabilmesi nedeniyle énemli bir
veri kaynagi olarak kabul edilmis ve bu calismada temel veri havuzu olarak tercih
edilmistir. Gazete haberleri, siddet olaylarinin cografi dagilimi, zamanlamasi,
taraflarin sosyoekonomik durumu ve olaylarin nasil gerceklestigi gibi énemli
detaylar icermektedir. Bu veriler, siddetin toplumsal yapi icindeki yerini anlamak
ve Onleyici stratejiler gelistirmek icin degerli bir temel olusturmaktadir.

Rapor, magdur ve faillerin cinsiyetlerine, olayin meydana geldigi dénemdeki
yasina, olaylarin gerceklestigi tarih araligina, olaylarda kullanilan silah tirlerine
ve taraflar arasindaki iliskilere odaklanmaktadir. Bu faktorler, siddetin temel
dinamiklerini anlamak ve dnleme stratejileri gelistirmek agisindan blyik édnem
tagimaktadir. Ornegin, belirli yas gruplar veya cinsiyetlerin siddet olaylarinda
daha sik magdur edilmesi, toplumsal cinsiyet rolleri ya da ekonomik esitsizlikler
gibi daha derin sorunlara isaret edebilir. Benzer sekilde, siddet vakalarinin belirli
mevsimlerde artis géstermesi, iklim kosullarinin veya sosyal etkinliklerin etkisini
ortaya koyabilir. Kullanilan silah tirleri ise siddetin niteligi ve zaman icindeki
egilimleri hakkinda bilgi saglayabilir.

Bu rapor, yalnizca akademik bir calisma olmanin 6tesinde, toplumsal farkindaligi
artirmayi ve politika yapicilar, kolluk kuvvetleri ile sivil toplum kuruluslar icin
rehber niteligi tasimay1 amaclamaktadir. Siddetin nedenlerini anlamak ve bu tir
olaylarin tekrarini énlemek, toplumun tim kesimlerinin ortak sorumlulugudur.
Bu calismanin, Kisilerarasi siddetle micadelede etkili adimlar atiimasina katki
saglamasini ve daha guvenli bir toplum inga etme yolunda bir adim olmasini
umuyoruz.
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Yonetici Ozeti

Bu rapor, kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinin demografik 6zelliklerini, mevsimsel
etkilerini, kullanilan silahlar ve taraflar arasindaki iliskileri yerel gazete
haberleri Gzerinden inceleyerek, siddetin toplumsal dinamiklerini anlamayi
amaclamaktadir. Yerel gazetelerde yer alan haberler analiz edilerek,
siddet olaylarinin temel nedenleri, yayginhgi ve etkileri hakkinda detayli bir
degerlendirme sunulmustur. Galismanin dnemli temel bulgulari su sekildedir:

A) Ulkemizde kisilerarasi siddettin temelde cinayet ve agir yaralama ile
sonuglandigr anlasiimaktadir.

B) Ndifusyogunlugununyogunoldugu bélgelerde kisilerarasi siddet olaylari
da siklikla gézlenmektedir. Ancak, Corum, Edirne, Aksaray ve Kirikkale
illerindeki kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinin niifus yogunlugu degil durumsal
faktorlerle aciklanabilecegi dlsinilmektedir. Sosyoekonomik seviyenin
son birkag yilda hizla dismesi, gécmen yogunlugunun artmasi, yerli
genc nufusun hizli bir sekilde sehirden c¢ikiyor olusu, egitim ve saghk
kuruluglarina erigsimin azalmasiyla birlikte okulsuzlasan geng sayisinin
ve hasta populasyonunun artisi degerlendirmeye alinmalidir.

C) Ulkemizde kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinda ategli silahlar yogun miktarda
kullaniimaya devam etmektedir.

D) Oransal acgidan incelendiginde Kkisilerarasi suctan zarar gdéren her
10 erkekten 5’i cinayet, 5’i ise yaralama magduru olurken iken her
10 kadindan 7’si cinayet, 2’si yaralama ve 1’i cinsel saldir nedeniyle
magdur olmustur.

E) Her ne kadar kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinin blylik cogunlugu 18-60
yas araligini kapsiyor olsada ¢cocuk ve yash nifusun kisilerarasi siddet
olaylarinda magduriyet oranlarinin hizla tirmandigi degerlendirilmistir.

F) Yasl nifusa karsi Kisilerarasi siddet eylemlerinin neredeyse tamaminin
oldirme amagh oldugu, siddet eylemlerinde genellikle atesli silah
kullanildigi, saldirganin genel olarak yasli bireyin cocugu, damadi veya
torunu oldugu anlagiimaktadir.

G) Cocuk nufusa karsi kigilerarasi siddet eylemlerinin genellikle yaralama
amach oldugu, siddet eylemlerinde genellikle kesici delici alet
kullanildigi, saldirganin genel olarak cocugun arkadas cevresinden biri
oldugu anlagiimaktadir.

H) Faillerin cinsiyet dagihmi incelendiginde 1302 olayin 1211’inde
(%93) erkekler, 91’inde (%7) kadinlarin saldirgan olarak yer aldigi
g6zlenmektedir.
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Ulkemizde kigilerarasi siddet kapsaminda yer alan olaylarin %63’(
tanidiklar arasinda meydana geldigi, tanidik olmayan veya yabanci
saldirgan oraninin %13 civarinda oldugu tespit edilmistir.

Elde edilen sonuglardan hareketle failler ile magdurlarin arasindaki
iliski seviyesi arttikca (yakinlik seviyesi ylkseldikge) kisilerarasi siddetin
arttigi da gézlenmistir. Bir anlamda siddetin 6ncelikle en yakin cevrede
ortaya ¢iktigi fikri olusmustur.

Kadinlarin cinayet magduru oldugu olaylarin %530 birinci dereceden
akrabalari (es, eski esi, babasi, cocugu vb) tarafindan, yaralama
olaylarinin %54’0 birinci dereceden akrabalar (es, eski esi, babasi,
cocugu vb) tarafindan gerceklestiriimistir.

Erkeklerin cinayet magduru oldugu olaylarin %37’si arkadasi veya
komsusu tarafindan, yaralama olaylarinin %16’si arkadasl veya
komsusu tarafindan gergeklestirilmigtir.

Erkek ve kadinlarin magdur olduklari olaylarda yer alan faillerin genel
Ozelliklerine goére su ayrim yapilabilmektedir: erkekler genellikle
arkadaslar tarafindan 6ldurillp yaralanmakta iken kadinlar ise esleri
tarafindan &éldurllup yaralanmaktadirlar.

rapor, kisilerarasi siddetin onlenmesi icin politika yapicilar, kolluk

kuvvetleri ve sivil toplum kuruluslarina yénelik éneriler sunmaktadir. Ozellikle,
ekonomik esitsizliklerin azaltiimasi, egitim seviyesinin ylUkseltiimesi, silah
erisiminin kontrol altina alinmasi ve aile i¢i siddetle miicadele programlarinin
guglendiriimesi gibi adimlarin siddet olaylarini azaltmada etkili olacagi
6ngorulmektedir.

17



y {

Adale ve Sug Psikolois Laboratuvar

Turkiye Siddet Haritasi - 2024

Girig

12

Siddet

Siddetin en genel tanimi bir kiginin baska bir kigiye, bir gruba veya topluma
karsi fiziksel glic kullanmasi, fiziksel gli¢ kullanma tehdidinde bulunmasini, bu
durumun yaralanma, 6lUm, psikolojik sagligin yitirilmesi, gelisiminin sekteye
ugramasi veya yoksunlukla sonuglanmasini icermektedir'. Siddet bazen
saldirganhktan ayri bir olgu olarak ele alinsa da — &zellikle kriminologlar,
siyaset bilimciler, kamu politikasl yapicilart ve genel halk tarafindan —
cogu sosyal psikolog siddeti saldirganigin bir alt kimesi olarak gordr.
Ozellikle, siddetin en yaygin bilimsel tanimi, ciddi fiziksel zarar (6rnegin,
ciddi yaralanma veya 6lim) verme amacina sahip asiri bir saldirganlik bicimi
olarak yapllir (Anderson ve Bushman, 2002; Bushman ve Huesmann, 2010;
Huesmann ve Taylor, 2006). Saldirganlikta oldugu gibi, bir davranisin siddet
olarak siniflandirimasi icin mutlaka fiili zarar vermesi gerekmez. Ornegin,
birini bicakla 8limcul sekilde yaralamaya calismak ancak iskalamak yine de
siddet eylemi olarak kabul edilir.

Saldirganlik ve siddet davraniglari, siddetin siddet derecesine gbére bir
sureklilik icinde ele alinir. Surekliligin alt ucunda nispeten kigik saldirganlik
eylemleri (6rnegin, itisme), Ust ucunda ise siddet (6rnegin, cinayet) bulunur.
Dolayisiyla, tim siddet eylemleri saldirganhk &rnekleri olarak kabul edilir,
ancak tim saldirganlik eylemleri siddet &rnegi olarak kabul edilmez.
Ornegin, bir cocugun baska bir cocugu sevdigi bir oyuncadin uzagina
itmesi saldirganlik olarak kabul edilir ancak siddet olarak gérilmez. Ancak,
cinayete tesebbis gibi asiri bir eylem hem saldirgan hem de siddet icerikli
olarak kabul edilir (Allen ve Anderson, 2017).

Son vyillarda, bazi fiziksel olmayan saldirganlik bicimleri, sonuglan agir
oldugunda “siddet” etiketi almistir (Allen ve Anderson, 2017). Ornegin, belirli
tdrlerdeki veya modellerdeki sdzel saldirganliklar, genellikle cocuklara veya
yakin partnerlere yonelik olarak hedefin duygusal veya sosyal refahina ciddi
zarar vermeyi amacladiginda “duygusal siddet” olarak adlandirilir. Yine de,
“siddet” genellikle asin fiziksel saldirganlik baglaminda arastiriimaktadir.

Kisilerarasi Siddet

Kisileraras! siddet, bir birey veya kic¢uk bir grup tarafindan diger bireylere
yonelik fiziksel glc veya gic kullanma niyeti ile gerceklesir. Kisilerarasi
siddet fiziksel, cinsel veya psikolojik (duygusal siddet olarak da adlandirilir)
olabilir ve ihmali de icerebilir. Kisilerarasi siddet, aile i¢i veya partner siddeti
ve topluluk siddeti olarak ikiye ayrilabilir. Aile ici veya partner siddeti, aile
icinde veya yakin partnerler arasinda meydana gelen siddeti ifade eder.
Cocuk istismari, flért ve yakin partner siddeti ile yagli istismari gibi durumlari
icerir. Ote yandan topluluk siddeti ise aile badi olmayan ancak birbirini
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taniyor olabilecek bireyler arasinda meydana gelir. Genglik siddeti, zorbalik,
saldir, arkadas ya da yabancilar tarafindan gerceklestirilen tecaviiz veya
cinsel saldin ile okullar, is yerleri ve hapishaneler gibi kurumsal ortamlarda
meydana gelen siddeti icerir (Mercy, Hillis, Butchart vd., 2017).

Kisilerarasi Siddet Magdurlar ve Failler

Cinsiyet, kisilerarasi siddete maruz kalma olasiligini etkileyen en énemili
demografik faktdrlerden biridir. Arastirmalar, kadinlarin belirli Kigilerarasi
siddet tlrlerinden, o6zellikle yakin partner siddeti ve cinsel siddetten
orantisiz bir sekilde etkilendigini tutarli bir sekilde géstermektedir. Diinya
Saglik Orgiiti’'ne (WHO, 2021) gére, diinya ¢apinda yaklasik 3 kadindan
1’i yasamlan boyunca fiziksel ve/veya cinsel siddete maruz kalmistir ve
bu siddet cogunlukla yakin bir partner tarafindan islenmistir. Buna karsilik,
erkeklerin, genellikle tanidik veya yabanci Kigilerle birlikte fiziksel saldin
veya cinayet gibi kamusal alanlarda siddete maruz kalma olasiliklari daha
ylksektir (Smith vd., 2018).

Kadinlar, fiziksel, cinsel ve duygusal tacizi igeren yakin partner siddetine
karsi Ozellikle savunmasizdir. Black vd. (2011) tarafindan yapilan bir
arastirma, Amerika Birlegik Devletleri’ndeki kadinlarin %35,6’sinin yasamlar
boyunca yakin bir partner tarafindan tecavize, fiziksel siddete veya tacize
maruz kaldigini bulmustur. Buna karsilik, erkeklerin yalnizca %28,5’i benzer
deneyimler bildirmistir. Bu cinsiyet esitsizligi, kultirel normlarin ve cinsiyet
esitsizliklerinin kadinlarin siddete karsi savunmasizigini artirdigr disuk ve
orta gelirli Gilkelerde daha da belirgindir (Garcia-Moreno vd., 2015). Kadinlar
aile i¢i ve cinsel siddetin baskin kurbanlari olsa da, erkekler de genellikle
farkli baglamlarda olsa da kisilerarasi siddete maruz kalmaktadir. Erkeklerin
kamusal alanlarda tanidik olmayan failler tarafindan, bilinen lokasyonlarda
(ev, is yeri vb.) ise tanidik olan failler tarafindan iglenen cinayet ve fiziksel
saldir magduru olma olasiligi daha yiksektir (Lauritsen ve Heimer, 2019).

Cocuklar ve ergenlerin 6zellikle aile baglaminda kisilerarasi siddete maruz
kalma riski yUksektir. Hastallk Kontrol ve Onleme Merkezlerine (CDC,
2020) gore, 2019 yilinda Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’ndeki her 7 cocuktan
yaklasik 1’i istismara veya ihmale maruz kalmistir. Fiziksel istismar, cinsel
istismar ve kétl muamele, bu yas grubunun deneyimledigi en yaygin siddet
bigimleridir. Failler genellikle ebeveynler veya bakicilar gibi gliven ve otorite
pozisyonlarinda bulunan aile tyeleridir (Finkelhor vd., 2015). Ergenler ayrica
romantik partnerler tarafindan fiziksel, cinsel ve duygusal istismari iceren
flért siddeti riski altindadir. Vagi vd. (2015) tarafindan yapilan bir arastirma,
2014 yiinda Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’ndeki kiz lise 6grencilerinin %21’inin
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ve erkek lise dgrencilerinin %10’unun fiziksel veya cinsel floért siddeti
yasadigini bildirmistir. Bu siddet biciminin depresyon, anksiyete ve travma
sonrasli stres bozuklugu (TSSB) dahil olmak Uzere uzun vadeli psikolojik
sonugclar olabilmektedir.

Geng yetiskinler, dzellikle 18 ila 24 yas arasindakiler, yakin partner siddeti,
cinsel saldin ve fiziksel saldirilar dahil olmak Uzere kisilerarasi siddete maruz
kalma riski en yiksek olan grubu olusturmaktadir. Bu yas grubundaki geng¢
kadinlarin, daha yasl kadinlara kiyasla tecaviz ve cinsel siddete maruz
kalma olasilgi dnemli dictide daha yiksektir. Benzer sekilde, genc erkeklerin,
genellikle akranlan veya tanidiklar igeren fiziksel saldinlarin kurbani olma
olasihgi daha yiksektir (Black vd., 2011). Geng¢ vyetiskinler arasindaki
ylUksek siddet yayginhdi, romantik iliskilerin kesfi, artan bagimsizlik ve
Universite kampusleri gibi yuksek riskli ortamlara maruz kalma gibi gesitli
faktorlere baglanabilir. Krebs ve ark. (2016) tarafindan yapilan bir arastirma,
Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’ndeki kadin Universite dgrencilerinin %23’Unin
Universiteye girdikten sonra cinsel saldirlya maruz kaldigini ve faillerin
¢ogunun tanidiklan veya yakin partnerleri oldugunu bulmustur.

Yasl yetigkinler, 6zellikle 60 yas ve Uzeri olanlar, siddetin dogasI gencg yas
gruplarindan farkll olsa da, kigilerarasi siddete karsi da savunmasizdrr.
Fiziksel, duygusal ve mali istismari iceren yasl istismari, bu demografik grup
icin dnemli bir endise kaynagidir. Ulusal Yaslanma Konseyi’ne (NCOA, 2020)
gbre, 60 yas ve Uzeri her 10 Amerikalidan yaklasik 1’i bir tir yagl istismar
yasamistir. Yash yetigkinler, éncelikle bakicilar veya aile tyeleri tarafindan
fiziksel, duygusal, mali veya cinsel istismara maruz kalmaktadirlar (Burnes
vd., 2019). Yasgl istismari, faile bagimlilik, misilleme korkusu ve bilissel
bozukluklar gibi faktorler nedeniyle genellikle yeterince bildiriimez. Acierno
ve ark. (2010) tarafindan yapilan bir arastirma, yash istismari vakalarinin
yalnizca 14’te 1’inin yetkililere bildirildigini bulmustur ve bu sorunun gizli
dogasini vurgulamaktadir.

Kurbanlar ve suclular arasindaki iliskinin boyutu kisilerarasi siddeti anlamada
kritik bir faktérdir. iliskinin dogasi genellikle yasanan siddetin tiriini ve
sucu bildirme olasiigini etkiler. Yakin partner siddeti, 6zellikle kadinlar
icin en yaygin kigilerarasi siddet bigimlerinden biridir. WHO’ya (2021) gore
dinya capinda kadinlarin %30’u yakin bir partner tarafindan fiziksel ve/
veya cinsel siddete maruz kalmistir. Erkekler de yakin partner siddetinin
kurbani olabilir, ancak yayginlik orani daha dugsuktir. Breiding ve ark. (2014)
tarafindan yapilan bir arastirma, Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’ndeki erkeklerin
%25’inin yakin bir partner tarafindan fiziksel siddete maruz kaldigini buldu.
Ebeveynler, bakicilar ve kardesler de dahil olmak Uzere aile Gyeleri, 6zellikle
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cocuklara ve yash bireylere yonelik kisilerarasi siddetin yaygin failleridir.
CDC’ye (2020) gore, cocuk istismari vakalarinin %80’inde fail olarak
bir ebeveyn veya bakici yer almaktadir. Benzer sekilde, NCOA (2020),
yagl istismar vakalarnin %60’inda fail olarak aile Uyelerinin yer aldigini
bildirmektedir. Aile ici siddet genellikle 6zel ortamlarda meydana gelir ve
bu da tespit etmeyi ve bildirmeyi zorlastirir. Magdurlar ayrica faile karsi bir
sadakat veya korku duygusu hissedebilir ve bu da bildirim sirecini daha da
karmasik hale getirir (Finkelhor vd., 2015). Arkadas gruplari ve yabancilar,
ozellikle erkeklere yonelik fiziksel saldirn ve cinayetlerin yaygin failleridir.
Erkek cinayet kurbanlarinin %60’1 tanidiklar veya yabancilar tarafindan
oldirtlmustdr (Lauritsen ve Heimer, 2019). Kadinlarin yabancilar tarafindan
siddete ugrama olasiligi daha disUktlr, ancak kamusal alanlarda cinsel
siddete maruz kalma riskleri vardir.

Kisilerarasi Siddet Olaylarinda Kullanilan Silahlar

Kigileraras! siddet olaylarinda kullanilan silahlar her ne kadar rastgele gibi
gobrunse de aslinda failin yasi, cinsiyeti, su¢ gecmisi, psikolojik profili, olay
esnasindaki durumsal faktorler, fail ve magdur arasindaki iliski ve kiltlrel
faktorler kisilerarasi siddet sirasinda silah seciminde kritik faktérlerdir.
Arastirmalar, genc bireylerin silahlari durtisel olarak kullanma olasiliginin
daha ylksek oldugunu, genellikle bicak veya kiint nesneler gibi kolayca
bulunabilen aletleri sectigini godstermektedir (Felson ve Messner, 1996).
Buna karsilik, yash failler eylemlerini daha dikkatli planlayabilir, &nceden
planlama ve erisim gerektiren atesli silahlar gibi silahlari tercih edebilirler.
Cinsiyet de silah seciminde rol oynar. Calismalar, erkeklerin siddet igeren
karsilasmalarda toplumsal normlarin erkekligi gti¢ ve kontrolle iliskilendirmesi
nedeniyle atesli silahlar ve diger 6limcdl silahlari kullanma olasiliginin daha
yiiksek oldugunu gdstermektedir (Campbell ve digerleri, 2003). Ote yandan
kadinlarin, 6zellikle kendini savunma durumlarinda bicak veya ev esyalari
gibi daha az 6lumcdul silahlari kullanma olasiligi daha ylksek olabilir. Sug
gecmisi bir diger dnemli faktérdlr. Siddet suclarinda daha 6énce deneyimi
olan kisilerin silahlari etkili bir sekilde kullanma olasiligi daha yUksektir ve
oldirici ve korkutucu faktorleri nedeniyle atesli silahlari tercih edebilirler
(Kleck ve McElrath, 1991).

Durtusellik, saldirganlik ve psikopati gibi &zellikler de dahil olmak Uzere
psikolojik profiller de silah segimini etkiler. Son derece saldirgan bireyler,
atesli silahlar veya buyuk bicaklar gibi zarari en Ust dizeye ¢ikaran silahlara
yonelebilirken, psikopatik egilimleri olanlar, kurbanlari Uzerinde kontrol
saglamak veya korku uyandirmak icin silahlari stratejik olarak kullanabilirler
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(Berkowitz ve LePage, 1967). Siddet iceren davranislarda bulunan bireylerin
duygusal durumlari, saldirganlik dizeyleri ve algilanan tehdit ile uyumlu
silahlar secme egiliminde olduklarini géstermektedir (Felson ve Messner,
1996). Ornegin, yiksek diizeyde 6fke veya korku yasayan bireyler, atesli
silahlar veya bigaklar gibi kontrol veya koruma saglayan silahlar secme
egiliminde olabilirler. Bir silahin bulunabilirligi de se¢imi etkileyebilir, clinki
bireyler yiksek duygusal anlarda kolayca erisebilecekleri herhangi bir seyi
kullanabilirler (Kleck ve McElrath, 1991). Dahasi, silah seciminin psikolojik
etkisi, siddet igeren durumun 6tesine geger. Bir silahin varligi, siddet dizeyini
artirabilir, cinku failin kendine olan glivenini ve zarar verme istegini artirabilir
(Berkowitz ve LePage, 1967). “Silah etkisi” olarak bilinen bu fenomen, bir
silahin varhiginin, genellikle siddete basvurmayan bireylerde bile saldirgan
davranigl tetikleyebilecegini 6ne slrmektedir. Sonug¢ olarak, silah segimi
hem fail hem de magdur icin derin etkilere sahip olabilir ve siddet iceren
durumun seyrini ve sonrasini sekillendirebilir.

Silah secimini belirlemede kritik bir rol oynayan diger bir unsur durumsal
faktorlerdir. Siddetin  meydana geldigi baglam, konum, ilgili bireyler
arasindaki iliski ve taniklarin varligi, silah secimini etkileyebilir. Ornegin,
aile ici siddet durumlarinda failler, mutfak bigaklari veya sert cisimler gibi
evde kolayca erisilebilen silahlari segme egiliminde olabilirler (Campbell vd.,
2003). Buna karsilik, kamusal alanlarda bireyler, tespit edilme ve yakalanma
riskini azaltmak icin atesli silahlar veya kicik bicaklar gibi gizlenebilir
silahlar kullanma egiliminde olabilirler.

Fail ile magdur arasindaki iliski de silah secimini etkileyebilir. Yakin partner
siddeti vakalarinda, silah secimi, failin magdur Gzerinde kontrol ve baski
kurma arzusundan etkilenebilir. Aragtirmalar, ategli silahlarin yakin partner
cinayetlerinde siklikla kullanildigini gdstermektedir, cinkl bu silahlar
minimum fiziksel gabayla 6limcul zarar verme imkani saglar (Campbell vd.,
2003). Buna karsllik, yabancilar arasindaki siddet vakalarinda silah secimi
daha firsat¢i olabilir ve bireyler o anda el altinda olan herhangi bir seyi
kullanabilirler.

Kulturel faktérler de kisilerarasi siddette silah secimini sekillendirmede
6nemli bir rol oynar. Siddete iligkin kultirel normlar ve degerler, belirli
silahlarin bulunabilirligi ve kabul edilebilirligi, siddet iceren durumlarda silah
secimini etkileyebilir. Ornegin, atesli silahlarin yaygin olarak bulundugu
ve sosyal olarak kabul edildigi kultlrlerde bireyler, kisilerarasi siddette
atesli silahlari kullanma egiliminde olabilirler (Kleck ve McElrath, 1991).
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Buna karsilik, ategli silahlara erisimin daha sinirli oldugu veya olumsuz
damgalandigi kiltirlerde bireyler, bicaklar veya sert cisimler gibi diger silah
tdrlerini kullanma egiliminde olabilirler. Siddete yonelik kilttrel tutumlar da
silah sec¢imini etkileyebilir. Siddeti ylcelten veya ¢atisma ¢6zimu icin mesru
bir ara¢ olarak goéren kilturlerde bireyler, gic ve baskinlikla iligkilendirilen
atesli silahlar veya blyuk bigaklar gibi silahlari kullanma egiliminde olabilirler.
Buna karsilik, siddeti caydiran ve siddet icermeyen catisma c¢c6zimunu
tesvik eden kultUrlerde bireyler, kisilerarasi siddette silah kullanma olasiligi
daha dusUk olabilir veya yumruklar veya kiicuk bicaklar gibi daha az élimcdl
silahlari secebilirler (Felson ve Messner, 1996). Kilttrel baglam, silahlarin
sembolik anlamini da sekillendirerek siddet iceren durumlarda secimlerini
etkileyebilir. Ornegin, bazi kiiltiirlerde belirli silahlar, erkeklik veya onur gibi
belirli sosyal kimlikler veya rollerle iligkilendirilebilir. Bu baglamlarda, silah
secimi failin kimligini ortaya koyma veya onurunu savunma arzusundan
etkilenebilir (Campbell vd., 2003).

Kisilerarasi Siddet Mevsimsel Dagilim, Ozellikler

Giderek artan sayida arastirma, artan sicakligin kasitl adam &éldirme (Xu
vd., 2020), cinsel suglar (Xu vd., 2021) ve saldirilar (Kubo vd., 2021) gibi
bazi siddet suclarini artirdigini dne stirmektedir. Siddet olaylari ayrica cogu
sucun kistan ziyade yaz veya sicak mevsimlerde gerceklestigi mevsimsel
bir dagilim gd&sterdigi bildiriimektedir (Hipp vd., 2004). Rutin Aktivite
Teorisi olarak da adlandirlan, ortam sicakhgindaki degisimin insanlarin
rutin aktivitelerini (6rnegin acik hava etkinlikleri ve sosyal temaslar)
degistirebilecegini ve kigilerarasi catigmalar artirabilecegini veya uygun
su¢ ortamlari yaratabilecedini 6ne sirmektedir (Ellen, 1990). Cesitli siddet
eylemlerine katkida bulunan ve sicaklik iligkilerini degistirebilecek baska
faktorler olabilir. Ornegin, yiksek niifus yogunluguna, genc yasa, diisiik
erkek oranina ve ylksek gelir esitsizligine sahip ABD sehirlerinde gicli bir
sicaklik-cinayet iligkisi bulunmustur. Bu bulgu, sicaklik-siddet iligkilerinin
yerel sosyoekonomik ve demografik faktorler tarafindan degistirilebilecegini
distndirmektedir (Mahendran vd., 2021).

1 https://www.who.int/groups/violence-prevention-alliance/approach
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2024 yiinda Turkiye’de yasanan siddet olaylarnin magdur ve faillerin
demografik &zellikleri, suc turl, sucta kullanilan silah, sugun meydana
geldigi ay vb baglamlarda incelenmesini amaglayan calismada veriler
195 yerel haber kaynaginin ulasilabilir dijital yayinlarindan derlenmistir.
Bu kapsamda 81 ilde yayin hayatina devam eden yerel gazetelerin listesi
olusturulmus, dijital icerik saglayan gazetelerin arsivleri tarih siralamasina
bagh olarak 01/01/2024’e kadar geriye dogru incelenmigtir. Arastirmacilar
calisma Oncesinde belirlenen kriterlere gore kodlama yapmistir. Elde edilen
veriler betimsel olarak analiz edilmistir.

Calismanin kapsami dahilinde bazi sinirhliklar bulunmaktadir. Birincisi,
calismada yer alan yerel haber kaynaklarinin tamami dijital icerik sunan
kurumlardir. Dijital icerik sunmayip yerel haber Ureten kaynaklar ¢calismanin
disinda kalmistir. ikincisi, dijital icerik sunan ama arsivlerine erisilemeyen
yerel haber kaynaklar calismaya dahil ediimemistir. Uclinct sinirlilik ise
yerel haber kaynaklarinin tamami ayni usllle hazirlanan haber icerigine
sahip olmadigindan yer yer veri kayiplar meydana gelmistir. Son olarak bu
raporda sunulan oranlar her ne kadar 2024 yilina ait olsa da tlkemizdeki tim
kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinin bir kismini yansittigindan veriler tim olaylari
temsil etmemektedir.

Bu calismada ulusal basin yayin kurumlar yerine yerel basin yayin
kurumlarinin tercih edilmesinin temel sebebi ulusal kurumlarin haber
akiglarinin  yogun olmasi ancak haberlere ayrilan yerin kisith olmasi
nedeniyle 6nemli gérdikleri olaylar bildirme egilimidir. Yerel basin kurumlari
iliskili oldug@ui il ve ilcelerinde meydana gelen az sayidaki olayi yeterli yerleri
olmasindan dolayl kamuoyuna yansitacagindan ulusal basina gére daha
zengin igerik elde edilebilecegi disUinulmugtr.

Arastirmacilar kisilerarasi siddet literatiriinde vurgulanan ortak ve ayird
edici 6zellikleri tespit etmis, dijital olarak tablolastirmis, il bazinda tespit
edilen yerel basin kurumlarinin sagladigi haber iceriklerine dijital kanallardan
(internet sayfasi vb.) erismis, haber icerikleri alinarak édnceden belirlenen
bilgiler stzllerek dijital ¢calisma ortaminda kodlamistir. Son asamada ise
veriler bilgisayar destekli istatistik programlarinda betimsel olarak analiz
edilmistir.
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Suc Tiriine Gére Dagilm

2024 yiindayerel haber kaynaklarinin bildirdigi kisilerarasi siddet kapsaminda
incelenen 1302 olayin 677’si (%52) cinayet, 615’i (%47,2) yaralama ve 10’u
(%0,8) cinsel suclar kapsaminda yer alan eylemlerdir (bkz. Tablo 1). Bu
veriden hareketle kisilerarasi siddettin temelde hayata karsi suclar
cercevesinde gerceklestirildigi cikarimi yapilabilmektedir.

Tablo 1. Sug¢ Turtine Gére Dagilm

Frekans %
Cinayet 677 52,0
Yaralama 615 47,2
Cinsel Suclar 10 0,8
Toplam 1302 100,0

Suc Olaylarinin Bélgesel Dagilimi

incelenen olaylarin bélgesel dagilimlan incelendiginde (bkz. Tablo 2)
Marmara Bédlgesi’nin raporlanan olaylarin yaklasik yarisina ev sahipligi
yaptigi (n=637, %48,9) gézlenmektedir. ikinci sirada ise %21,4’lik oranla
(n=279) ic Anadolu Bélgesi yer almaktadrr. ilk iki sirayr takiben Akdeniz
Bolgesi (n=104, %8) l¢lnci sirada ve Glineydogu Anadolu Bélgesi (n=87,
%€6,7) ise dérdlnci sirada yer almaktadir. Karadeniz Bolgesi (n=44, %3,4) en
az kisilerarasi siddet olayiyla son sirada yer almaktadrr. icisleri Bakanligr’'inin
2021 yilinda yayimladigi Turkiye Nuifus Haritasi’na gére en fazla nfus
yogunluguna sahip bélgeler sirasiyla Marmara ve i¢c Anadolu Bélgeleri
iken en az nlfus yogunlugu Karadeniz Boélgesi’'ndedir. Buna goére “niifus
yogunlugunun yogun oldugu bélgelerde kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinin
daha sik gézlenecegi diisiincesi dogrulanmis olmaktadir.

Tablo 2. Sug¢ Olaylarinin Bélgesel Dagilimi

Frekans %

Marmara Bolgesi 637 48,9
ic Anadolu Bélgesi 279 21,4
Akdeniz Bolgesi 104 8,0
Guneydogu Anadolu Bolgesi 87 6,7
Ege Bdlgesi 83 6,4
Dogu Anadolu Bdlgesi 68 5,2
Karadeniz Bolgesi 44 3,4
Toplam 1302 100,0

2 https://www.icisleri.gov.tr/turkiyenin-nufus-haritasi- 10072021

.................................
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Suc Olaylarinin Sehirlere Gére Dagilimi

Sehir bazinda suc olaylarinin sayilari incelendiginde (bkz. Tablo 3) ilk
sirada 411 (%31,6) olay ile istanbul yer almaktadir. Corum 82 olayla (%6,3)
ikinci ve Edirne 70 olayla (%5,4) U¢lnclU sirada yer almaktadir. Amasya,
Giresun ve Tokat birer olayla en az kisilerarasi siddet iceren sehirler olarak
gdze carpmaktadir. istanbul’'un niifus yogunlugu bakimindan en kalabalik
sehir olmasi su¢ eylemi sayisinda da ilk sirada olmasini anlaml kilarken,
nifus yogunlugu diger sehirlere gére oldukca az olan Corum ve Edirne’nin
kisilerarasisiddetbaglamindaneden siralamanintepe noktalarindayeraldigini
aciklamamaktadir (bu iki sehri takip eden Aksaray ve Kirikkale ayrica dikkate
degerdir). Her iki il 6zelinde kisilerarasi siddet miktarinin yogunlugu ancak
durumsal faktérlerle aciklanabilecegi dusundlmektedir. Sosyoekonomik
seviyenin son birka¢ yilda hizla dismesi, gé¢gmen yogunlugunun artmasi,
yerli genc nifusun hizh bir sekilde sehirden c¢ikiyor olusu, egitim ve saglik
kuruluslarina erigsimin azalmasiyla birlikte okulsuzlasan geng¢ sayisinin ve
hasta populasyonunun hizli bir sekilde artiyor olusu, ortak sosyal degerlerin
terkedilmesiyle bireysel deger yargilarinin yayginlasmasinin Kkigilerarasi
siddet eylemlerine etki edebilecegi disinilmektedir.

Tablo 3. Sug¢ Olaylarinin Sehirlere Gére Dagilimi

Sehir Frekans % Sehir Frekans %
Istanbul 411 31,6 Mersin 15 1,2
Corum 82 6,3  Canakkale 14 1,1
Edirne 70 5,4 Kocaeli 14 1,1
AKsaray 60 4,6 Yalova 14 1,1
Kirikkale 46 3,5 Sivas 12 0,9
Adana 38 2,9 Manisa 11 0,8
Bursa 31 2,4 Mugla 11 0,8
Sakarya 30 23 Aydin 10 0,8
Tekirdag 27 2,1 Burdur 10 0,8
Antalya 24 1,8 Konya 10 0,8
Diyarbakir 24 1,8 Siirt 10 0,8
Izmir 20 1,5 Elazig 9 0,7
Balikesir 19 1,5 Karaman 9 0,7
Denizli 19 1,5 Kayseri 9 0,7
Erzurum 18 1,4 Ordu 9 0,7
Sanlurfa 18 1,4 Trabzon 9 0,7
Ankara 15 1,2 Kilis 8 0,6
Eskisehir 15 1,2 Malatya 8 0,6
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Sehir Frekans % Sehir Frekans %
Adiyaman 7 0,5 Usak 4 0,3
Cankin 7 0,5 Erzincan 3 0,2
Kirklareli 7 0,5 Gumishane 3 0,2
Mardin 7 0,5 Igdir 3 0,2
Rize 7 0,5 Kahramanmaras 3 0,2
Samsun 7 0,5 Kiutahya 3 0,2
Afyon 5 0,4 Mus 3 0,2
Batman 5 0,4 Zonguldak 3 0,2
Hakkari 5 0,4 Ardahan 2 0,2
Isparta 5 0,4 Artvin 2 0,2
Kars 5 0,4 Bingol 2 0,2
Nigde 5 0,4 Bitlis 2 0,2
Osmaniye 5 0,4 Tunceli 2 0,2
Agri 4 0,3 Van 2 0,2
Gaziantep 4 0,3 Yozgat 2 0,2
Hatay 4 0,3 Amasya 1 0,1
Kirgehir 4 0,3 Giresun 1 0,1
Nevsehir 4 0,3 Tokat 1 0,1
Sirnak 4 0,3
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Sucun Meydana Geldigi Aylarin Dagilimi

incelenen olaylarin meydana geldigi ay dagilimi incelendiginde (bkz. Tablo
4.) 174 olay ile Ekim ve Kasim aylannin ilk sirayi paylastiklarn Aralik ayinin
ise 159 olay ile Gc¢lincl sirada yer aldigi gézlenmistir. En az olayin meydana
geldigi aylar ise sirasiyla 61 olayla Mart ve 68 olay ile Ocak ayidir. Kriminoloji
literatlriinde sicak aylarda (genel itibariyle Yaz mevsiminde) kisilerarasi
siddet olaylarinin tepe noktasini gérdigi siklikla raporlandiriimasina
karsin eldeki verilere gére Sonbahar mevsiminde kisilerarasi siddetin tepe
noktasina ulastigi anlasiimaktadir. Metoroloji Genel Midirliginin 2024 Yili
Sonbahar Mevsimi Sicakliklarinin Degerlendiriimesi Raporu®na goére Ulke
genelindeki sicaklik dagilimlarinin ortalama sicaklarla benzer oldugu bildirilse
de ortalama sicaklik sapmalar grafigi incelendiginde son 10 yilda sonbahar
mevsimi sicakliklarinin siklikla pozitif ydnde saptigi gézlenmektedir. Her ne
kadar sapma miktar 1,5 — 2 derece civarinda olsa da bu durumun Rutin
Aktiviteler Teorisi kapsaminda kigilerarasi siddette saldirganlik miktarini
etkiledigi disinilmektedir.

Tablo 4. Sucun Meydana Geldigi Ay Dagilimi

Frekans %

Ekim 174 13,4
Kasim 174 13,4
Aralik 159 12,2
Eylul 147 11,3
Temmuz 113 8,7
Agustos 106 8,1
Mayis 82 6,3
Haziran 75 5,8
Subat 73 5,6
Nisan 70 5,4
Ocak 68 5,2
Mart 61 4,7
Toplam 1302 100,0

3 https://www.mgm.gov.tr/veridegerlendirme/sicaklik-analizi.aspx?s=sonbahar
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Suc Olaylarinda Kullanilan Silahlarin Dagilimi

S6z konusu calisma kapsaminda incelenen olaylarda kullanilan silah
tdrleri dagiimina goére (bkz. Tablo 5.) 545 olayda (%41,9) tabanca, 343
olayda (%26,3) ise kesici-delici alet kullaniimigtir. Ugiincii sirada ise 228
olayda (%17,5) ise yumruk-kaba dayak yer almaktadir. Atesli Silahlar ve
diger kategorileri olusturuldugunda ise incelenen 636 olayda (%48,9)
atesli silah kullanildigi diger silah tirlerinin ise 666 olayda (%51,1) yer
aldigi anlasiimaktadir. Ozetle, iilkemizde kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinda
atesli silahlar yogun miktarda kullaniilmaya devam etmektedir ifadesi
dogrulugunu korumaktadir.

Tablo 5. Sug Olaylarinda Kullanilan Silahlarin Dagilimi

Frekans %
Tabanca 545 41,9
Kesici Delici Alet 343 26,3
Yumruk — Kaba Dayak 228 17,5
Av Tufegi 51 3,9
Klnt cisim 43 3,3
Pompali Tufek 36 2,8
Bogma 33 2,5
Cinsel Siddet 9 0,7
Atesli Silahlar 636 48,9
Diger 666 51,1

Suca Gore Kullanilan Silahlarin Dagilimi

Suca gore kullanilan silahlar baglaminda (bkz. Tablo 6.) incelemeye konu
olan 677 cinayet olayinin 333’Unde (%49,2) tabanca, 180’inde (%26,6)
kesici-delici alet ve 57’sinde ise (%8,9) av tufedi veya pompal tifek
kullaniimistir. incelenen 615 yaralama olayinin 189’unda (%30,7) yumruk-
kaba dayak, 175’inde (%28,5) tabanca ve 138’inde (%22,4) kesici-delici alet
kullaniimistir.

Tablo 6. Suga Goére Kullanilan Silahlar

Tabanca Kesici Delici Aletler Av Tifegi-Pompal Tiifek
Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %
Cinayet 677 52,0 333 49,2 180 26,6 57 8,9
Yumruk-Kaba Dayak  Tabanca Kesici Delici Aletler
Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %
Yaralama 615 47,2 189 30,7 175 28,5 138 22,4
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Magdurlarin Cinsiyet Dagilimi

2024 yilinda yerel haber kaynaklar tarafindan aktarilan kisilerarasi siddet
olaylarinda magdur olan bireylerin cinsiyet dagilimlar incelendiginde (bkz.
Tablo 7.) 861 kisinin (%66,1) erkek, 441 kisinin (%33,9) ise kadin oldugu
anlasiimaktadir. Sug turiine gére magdur olan Kisilerin cinsiyet dagihmlar
incelendiginde ise erkeklerin 434’0 (%50,4) cinayet, 425’i (%49,2) yaralama
ve 2’si (%0,3) cinsel suglar nedeniyle magdur oldugu gézlenmigtir. Kadinlarin
314’0 (%71,2) cinayet, 119’u (%27) yaralama ve 8'’i (%1,8) cinsel suglar
nedeniyle madgur oldugu goérilmistir. Oransal acidan incelendiginde
kigilerarasi su¢ magduru olan her 10 erkekten 5’i éldiiriilmiis 5°i ise
yaralanmis iken her 10 kadindan 7’si éldiiriilmiis, 2’si yaralanmis ve 1’i
tecaviize ugramistir.

Tablo 7. Magdurlarin Cinsiyet Dagihmi

Cinayet Yaralama Cinsel Suclar

Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %  Frekans %
Erkek 861 66,1 434 50,4 425 494 2 0,3
Kadin 441 33,9 314 71,2 119 27 8 1,8

Magdur Yas Gruplarinin Dagilimi

Magdurlarin yas gruplari incelendiginde (bkz. Tablo 8.) 1032 kisinin (%79,3)
18-59 yas araliginda oldugu, 152 kisinin (%11,6) 0-17 yas araliginda oldugu
ve 118 kisinin (%9,1) 60 yas veya Ustinde oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Her ne
kadar kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinin biyiik cogunlugu yetiskin niifusunu
kapsiyor olsada cocuk ve yasl niifusun Kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinda
magduriyet oranlarinin hizla tirmandigi diisiiniilmektedir.

Tablo 8. Magdur Yas Gruplarinin Dagilhimi

Frekans %
18-64 yas 1032 79,3
0-17 yas 152 11,6
60 veya Ustu 118 9,1
Toplam 1302 100,0
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60 Yas veya Ustii Magdurlara Yénelik Suclar ve Saldirgan Profilleri

60 yas veya Ustlinde yer alan yasl nufusun Kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinda
magdur olduklar eylem, bu eylemlerde kullanilan silahlar ve eylemlerin
kimin tarafindan meydana getirildigine dair dagiimlar incelendiginde (bkz.
Tablo 9.) cinayet kategorisinde 99 olayin (%84,1) tespit edildigi, bu olaylarin
43’0Unde (%43,1) tabanca ve 27’sinde (%27,6) kesici-delici alet kullanildigi,
olay faillerinin 58’inin (%58,8) magdurla 1.dereceden akraba oldugu (esi
veya gocugu), 8’inin (%8,8) magdurla 2.dereceden akraba oldugu (kardesi
veya torunu) anlasiimaktadir. Yaralama olaylari sayisinin 19 (%15,9) oldugu,
bu olaylarin 10’unda (%52,6) tabanca ve 6’sinda (%31,5) kesici-delici alet
kullanildigi, olay faillerinin 4’Gnin (%21) magdurla 1.dereceden akraba
oldugu (esi veya cocugu), 2’sinin (%10,5) magdurla 2.dereceden akraba
oldugu (kardesi veya torunu) anlasiimaktadir. Bu calisma kapsaminda
yaslh niifusa karsi kisilerarasi siddet eylemlerinin neredeyse tamami
éldiirme amach oldugu, siddet eylemlerinde genellikle atesli silah
kullanildigi, saldirganin genel olarak yasl bireyin cocugu, damadi veya
torunu oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Diinya Saglik Orgitiine gére yash niifusa
yonelik fiziksel zarar verme amagcl eylemlerin ortalamasi %2,6 civarindadir.
S6z konusu calismada ise 6éldirme veya yaralama eylemlerine konu olan
yash nUfusun orani incelenen tUm kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinin %9,1’ini
kapsamaktadir. Bu oranlara gore Tiirkiye’de yash niifusa karsi fiziksel

siddet eylemleri Diinya ortalamasinin 3,5 katidir.

Tablo 9. 60 Yas veya Ustii Magdurlara Yénelik Suglar ve Saldirgan Profilleri

Kullanilan Silah Tur0

Saldirgan Profilleri

Tabanca Kesici Delici Alet 1. Derece Akraba 2. Derece Akraba
(Es, Ebeveynler, (Kardes, Dede,
Cocuk) Nine, Torun)
Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %
Cinayet 99 84,1 43 43,1 27 27,6 58 58,8 8 8,8
Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %
Yaralanma 19 15,9 10 52,6 6 31,5 4 21 2 10,5

4 https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/abuse-of-older-people
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Sulgular

0-17 Yas Araligindaki Magdurlara Yénelik Suclar ve Saldirgan Profilleri
0-17 yas aralginda yer alan cocuk nifusun Kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinda
magdur olduklarn eylem, bu eylemlerde kullanilan silahlar ve eylemlerin
kimin tarafindan meydana getirildigine dair dagiimlar incelendiginde
(bkz. Tablo 10.) cinayet kategorisinde 62 olayin (%40,7) tespit edildigi, bu
olaylarin 24’Unde (%39,4) tabanca ve 19’unda (%30,3) kesici-delici alet
kullanildigi, olay faillerinin 21’inin (%33,3) magdurla 1.dereceden akraba
oldugu (esi veya babasi), 17’inin (%27,3) magdurun arkadas veya komsu
cevresinden oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Yaralama olaylari sayisinin 79 (%51,9)
oldugu, bu olaylarin 38’inde (%47,6) kesici-delici aletler ve 11’inde (%14,3)
yumruk-kaba dayak kullanildidi, olay faillerinin 9’'unun (%11,9) magdurun
arkadas veya komsu cevresinden oldugu, 8’inin (%9,5) magdura husumet
besleyen sahislar oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Bu ¢alisma kapsaminda cocuk
niifusa karsi kisilerarasi siddet eylemlerinin genellikle yaralama amacii
oldugu, siddet eylemlerinde genellikle kesici delici alet kullanildigi,
saldirganin genel olarak cocugun arkadas cevresinden biri oldugu
anlasiimaktadir. BM Uyusturucu ve Sug¢ Ofine® gére 0-17 yas araliginda
Dinya genelinde cinayet amach eylemlerin ortalamasi %2,6 civarindadir.
S6z konusu ¢alismada ise cinayet eylemlerine konu olan ¢ocuk nifus %4,7
olarak hesaplanmistir. Bu oranlara gore Tiirkiye’de cocuk niifusa karsi
cinayet eylemleri Diinya ortalamasinin yaklasik 2 katidir.

Tablo 10. 0-17 Yas Arahgindaki Magdurlara Yénelik Suglar ve Saldirgan Profilleri

Kullanilan Silah Taru Saldirgan Profilleri
Tabanca Kesici Delici Alet 1. Derece Akraba Arkadas, Komsu,
(Es, Ebeveynler, Ogretmen
Cocuk)

Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %

Cinayet 62 40,7 24 394 19 30,3 21 33,33 17 27,3
Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %
Yaralanma 79 51,9 38 47,6 11 14,3 9 11,9 8 9,5

5https://www.unodc.org/documents/data-and-analysis/gsh/Booklet_6new.pdf
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Faillerin Cinsiyet Dagilimi
2024 vyilinda incelenen olaylarda yer alan faillerin cinsiyet dagilimi
incelendiginde (bkz. Tablo 11.) 1302 olayin 1211’inde (%93) erkekler,
971’inde (%7) kadinlarin saldirgan olarak yer aldigi gézlenmektedir. Elde
edilen oranlarin genel kriminoloji literatlriyle uyumlu oldugu gézlenmistir.

Tablo 11. Faillerin Cinsiyet Dagilimi

Frekans %
Erkek 1211 93,0
Kadin 7,0
Toplam 1302 100,0

Fail ve Magdur iligkileri
incelenen olaylarda yer alan fail ve magdurlarin iliskileri incelendiginde (bkz.
Tablo 12) 1302 olayin 155’inde (%11,9) esler arasinda, 120’sinde (%9,2)
husumetliler arasinda ve 96’sinda (%7,4) arkadaslar arasinda meydana geldigi
anlasiimaktadir. Tanidik ve tanidik olmayan failler ayristinldiginda incelenen
1302 olayin 826’si (%63,4)’0 tanidiklar arasinda 172’si (%13,2) tanidik
olmayanlar arasinda meydana gelmistir. Taraflarin belirsiz oldugu olaylarin
sayisi 304 (%23,3)’tur. Belirsiz olan olaylarn dagittimizda tanidiklar arasindaki
olay sayisi 1054’e (%81) ve tanidik olmayanlar arasindaki olay sayisi ise 248’e
(%19) cikmaktadir. Bir anlamda kisilerarasi siddet kapsaminda yer alan

olaylarin tanidiklar arasinda meydana geldigi ifade edilebilmektedir.

Tablo 12. Fail ve Magdur iliskileri Babasi 38 2.9
Akrabasi 35 2,7
Frekans % Oglu 32 2,5
Esi 155 11,9 Kuzeni 24 1,8
Husumetlisi 120 9,2 Annesi 20 1,5
Arkadasi 96 7,4 Sug suphelisi 18 1,4
Tanimiyor 68 5,2 Damadi 17 1,3
Musgterisi 60 4,6 Polise mukavemet 17 1,3
Arag suruculeri 59 4,5 Eski sevgilisi 13 1
Sevgilisi 52 4 Diger 47 3,6
Komsusu 45 3,5 Tanidik 826 63,4
Eski esi 4 3,1 Tanidik degil 172 13,2
Kardesi 41 3,1 Belirsiz 304 23,3
Babasi 38 2,9 Toplam 1302 100
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Tanidik Faillerin Dagilimi

Fail ve magdurlarin tanidik oldugu 826 olay incelendiginde faillerin dagilimi su
sekilde gerceklesmistir (bkz. Tablo 13.). 306 olayin (%37) 1.derece akrabalar
(es, eski es, cocuk, anne-baba, Givey anne-baba, lGivey cocuk vb) arasinda
meydana geldigi; 155 olayin (%18,8) arkadas, komsu, 6égretmen arasinda
meydana geldigi; 120 olayin (%14,5) husumetliler arasinda [incelenen
olaylarda husumetlilerin kim oldugu bildirilmemistir. Husumetlilerin bir
kisminin yakin akraba, arkadas olma ihtimali g6z dénine alinmaldir]; 65’i
(%7,9) hizmet veya servis saglayici ile mUsterisi arasinda (6rnegin market
calisani ve misteri gibi); 68’i (%8,2) nisanli veya sevgililer [sevgili tartismali
bir kavram olmasina ragmen incelenen olaylardaki haber metinleri referans
alinmigtir. Ote yandan, kategorik olarak sevgili kavrami duygusal olarak
arkadastan daha yakin bir terim oldugundan ayrisik bir kavramla temsil
edilmesinin daha dogru oldugu dustnilmustir] arasinda; 60 olayin (%7,3)
4.derece akrabalar (yenge, eniste, kuzen vb) arasinda; 38 olayin (%4,6)
2.derece akrabalar (kardes, dede, nine, torun vb) arasinda ve 14 olayin
(%1,7) 3.derece akrabalar (amca, dayi, hala vb) arasinda meydana geldigi
tespit edilmigtir. Elde edilen sonuclardan hareketle failler ile magdurlari
arasindaki iliski seviyesi arttikca (yakinlik seviyesi yiikseldikce)
kigilerarasi siddetin arttigi gézlenmistir. Bir anlamda siddetin éncelikle
en yakin cevrede ortaya ciktigi fikri olusmustur.

Tablo 13. Tanidik Faillerin Dagihmi

Frekans %

1. Derece Akraba (Es, Ebeveynler, Cocuk) 306 37,0
Arkadas, Komsu, Ogretmen 155 18,8
Husumetli 120 14,5
Nisanlh, Sevgili 68 8,2
Mdasgteri 65 7,9
4. Derece Akraba (Yenge, Eniste, Kuzen) 60 7,3
2. Derece Akraba (Kardes, Dede, Nine, Torun) 38 4,6
3. Derece Akraba (Amca, Dayi, Hala, Teyze) 14 1,7
Toplam 826 100,0
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Kadinlarin Magdur Oldugu Olaylardaki Saldirgan Profilleri

Kadinlarin magdur olduklari suclarda cinsel suclar disarida birakildiginda
[incelenen olaylarda cinsel su¢ sayisi 8 oldugundan detayli incelemenin
disinda birakilmistir] incelenen 314 cinayet olayinin 164’0 (%52,7) birinci
dereceden akrabalari (es, eski esi, babasi, cocugu vb) tarafindan, 39’'u
(%12,5) nisanlisi veya sevqilisi tarafindan ve 8’i (%2,5) dérdiinct dereceden
akrabalari (enistesi, kuzeni vb) tarafindan gerceklestirilmistir. Benzer sekilde
incelenen 119 yaralama olayinin 64’0 (%54) birinci dereceden akrabalari (es,
eski esi, babasi, cocugu vb) tarafindan, 11’i (%8,5) nisanlisi veya sevgilisi
tarafindan ve 6’si (%4,7) dérdinci dereceden akrabalari (enistesi, kuzeni
vb) tarafindan gercgeklestirilmistir (bkz. Tablo 14).

Tablo 14. Kadinlarin Magdur Oldugu Olaylardaki Saldirgan Profilleri

1. Derece Akraba Nisanl, Sevgili 4. Derece Akraba
(Es, Ebeveynler, (Yenge, Eniste
Cocuk) Kuzen)
Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %
Cinayet 313 71,2 164 52,7 39 12,5 8 2,5
Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %
Yaralanma 119 27,0 64 54 11 8,5 6 4,7

-------------
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Erkeklerin Magdur Oldugu Olaylardaki Saldirgan Profilleri

Erkeklerin magdur olduklar 434 cinayet olayinin 161’i (%37) arkadasi veya
komsusu tarafindan, 104’0 (%23,9) birinci dereceden akrabalari (esi, babasi,
cocugu vb) tarafindan ve 80’i (%18,5) husumetli olduklari kisiler tarafindan
gerceklestiriimistir. incelenen 425 yaralama olayinin 66’si (%15,6) arkadasi
veya komsusu tarafindan, 65’i (%15,4) husumetlisi tarafindan ve 42’si (%10)
musterisi tarafindan gerceklestirilmistir (bkz. Tablo 15).

Tablo 15. Erkeklerin Magdur Oldugu Olaylardaki Saldirgan Profilleri

Arkadas/Komsu 1. Derece Akraba Husumetli
(Es, Ebeveynler
Cocuk)

Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %

Cinayet 434 50,4 161 37 104 23,9 80 18,5
Arkadas/Komsu Husumetli Musteri

Frekans % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %
Yaralanma 425 49,4 66 15,6 65 15,4 42 10

Erkek ve kadinlarin magdur olduklari olaylarda yer alan faillerin genel
6zelliklerine gére su ayrim yapilabilmektedir: erkekler genellikle ark-
adaslarn tarafindan 6ldiiriillip yaralanmakta iken kadinlar ise esleri
tarafindan oldiirtiliip yaralanmaktadirlar.



Turkiye Siddet Haritasi - 2024

Adalet ve Sug Psikolais Laboratuvar:

Oneriler

1. Siddet karsiti degerlerin ve normlarin toplum geneline yayllmasi i¢in gerekli
tedbirlerin alinmasi énerilmektedir. Ozellikle siddeti yiicelten davranislarin
medya yoluyla percinlemenin énine gecmek gereklidir.

2. Siddete karsi izleyici konumunda olup olaya midahale etme kapasitesi
olan kisilere ydnelik yasal mevzuatin olusturulmasi gereklidir. Ozellikle
kirlgan gruba mensup yasli, kadin ve ¢ocuklara yénelik eylemlere ani
mudahalelerin caydirici etkiye sahip oldugu bilinmekle bu konuda gerekili
didzenlemenin yapilmasi énerilmektedir.

3. Kamu otoritesinin ilge ve mahalle bazinda kisilerarasi siddetle ilgili suc¢lar
icin sicak noktalari belirlemeleri ve buna uygun caydirici tedbirlerin
alinmasi 6nerilmektedir.

4. Mahalle bazinda riskli mekanlar olarak belirlenen mekanlarin
doénustirilmesi ve kontrol altina alinmasi énerilmektedir.

5. Aile i¢i siddete karsi ilgili birimlerin koordinasyonunda basvuru, destek
ve acil mudahale merkezlerinin olusturulmasi ve yayginlastirimasi
Onerilmektedir.

6. Yash nlGfusun ekonomik olarak istismarinin &nlenebilmesi icin sosyal
arastirma birimlerinin sahada aktif bir sekilde kullaniimasi, yapilacak
ev ziyaretlerinde 0Ozellikle sosyal destek sisteminde veya emekli olan
yaslilarin durumlari dikkatle incelenmelidir.

7. Okul disinaitilmis cocuklarin ekonomik olarak istismar edilip edilmediginin
isyerlerinde yaplilan incelemelerle tespit edilmesi 6nerilmektedir.

8. Cocuklarin aile ici siddete tanik olmalari veya magduru olmalarn
halinde kamu kurumlarinin kisa streli (1-3 glin) gecici korumasina
girerek psikososyal destek ve barinma imkani almalarinin saglanmasi
onerilmektedir.

9. Her tirlt siddet magduruna yénelik MHRS sisteminin disinda érgitlenmis
Ozellesmis psikososyal destek servislerinde tibbi ve/veya psikolojik
destegin saglanmasi dnerilmektedir.

10. Kadinlara yoénelik okuma yazma egitimlerinin yayginlastirnimasi ve
kamuoyu desteginin acgik bir sekilde talep edilmesi dnerilmektedir.

11. Saldirgan erkeklere yonelik siddet dnleme merkezlerinin kurulmasi, bu
merkezlerde erkeklere yonelik psikososyal destek programlarinin hizmete
alinmasi, mikro kredi destegdiyle is kurma konusunda destek sunulmasi
onerilmektedir.

12. Okullarda siddetin énlenmesine dénik ulusal programlarin tasarlanmasi,
izeleme ve degerlendirme yoluyla programlarin devaminin saglanmasi
onerilmektedir.

13. Bireysel silahlanmanin engellenmesi ile ilgili denetimlerin arttirimasi, ceza
miktarlarinin arttirlmasi énerilmektedir.
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Kisilerarasi siddet, toplumsal, kiltlrel ve tarihsel olarak bir bicimde toplumsal
kosullan, tutumlar, anlayiglari ve degisimi yansitan ve insan etkilesiminde
kendini gdsteren bir olgu gibi gérinmektedir. Siddetin bu toplumsal, tarihsel
ve kultirel boyutlar, kisilerarasi siddete anlam ve gic¢ kazandirmaktadir
(Husso, Virkki, ve Hirvonen, 2016). Evdeki siddet, toplumdaki, okuldaki
veya igyerindeki siddetle baglantilarinin nasil tartisildigi, temsil edildigi ve
aciklandidi ile ayriimaz bir sekilde baglantiidir (Galtung ve Jacobssen, 2000).
Makro 6lcekte toplumdaki siddetin tezahirl her zaman evde meydana gelir.
incelenen olaylarda yer alan faillerin biiyiik bir kisminin tanidiklar olmasi tstelik
ayni evde yasayan ve birbirine kanunlar, gelenekle, duygularla ve disincelerle
baglanan insanlar olarak tanimlanmalari bu gértst dogrular niteliktedir. Her
birey toplumda maruz kaldigi siddeti (ister fiziksel ister sembolik siddet
olsun) eve veya yakinlarina yansitmayi tercih etmektedir. Siddet deneyimlerini
tanima ve kabul etme gerekliligi sadece bireyleri degil, siddetten etkilenen
olan toplumlari ve bu etkilerle basa ¢ikma ihtiyaglarini da ilgilendirir. Siddet
deneyimlerinin paylasiimasi, bu nedenle, hem bireysel hem de toplumsal
iliskiler ve kiresel politik dizenlerle ilgili bir meseledir. Kisiler arasi siddetle
ilgili nesnelegtirici ve baskici tutumlar, karsilikliiga dayali, kargilikl tanima
ve kabulilin var olabilecegi iliskiler kurma ve mekanlarda bulunma olasiligini
engeller (Husso, Virkki, ve Hirvonen, 2016). Ayni zamanda, bu tir tutumlar
magdurlarin dzelliklerine veya durumsal kosullara atfedilmesiyle agiklanir ki
failleri ve faili yaratan sistemin 6zelliklerini gélgede kalmaya zorlar.
Kisilerarasi siddet, toplumsal yaplyi derinden etkileyen ve giderek
karmagiklasan bir sorun olarak kargimiza gcikmaktadir. Bu rapor, yerel gazete
haberleri (zerinden yapilan analizlerle, Kkisilerarasi siddetin demografik
Ozelliklerini, mevsimsel etkilerini, kullanilan silahlari ve taraflar arasindaki
iligkileri inceleyerek, siddetin toplumsal dinamiklerini anlamaya yo6nelik
6nemli bulgular sunmustur. Elde edilen veriler, kisilerarasi siddetin temelde
cinayet ve agir yaralama ile sonuglandigini, ézellikle ntfus yogunlugunun
yuksek oldugu bdlgelerde daha sik goéruldugunu goéstermektedir. Ancak,
Corum, Edirne, Aksaray ve Kirikkale gibi illerdeki siddet olaylarinin nifus
yogunlugundan ziyade sosyoekonomik diusus, gé¢men yogunlugu, egitim
ve saglk hizmetlerine erisimdeki eksiklikler gibi durumsal faktorlerle
aciklanabilecegi dustntlmektedir. Bu bulgular, kriminoloji literatlriinde
siddetin sosyoekonomik ve c¢evresel faktoérlerle iligkisini vurgulayan
calismalarla értismektedir (Agnew, 1992; Pratt ve Cullen, 2005).

Raporda, kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinda atesli silahlarin yodun bir sekilde
kullanildigi tespit edilmistir. Bu durum, silah erisiminin kolayliginin siddetin
siddetini ve Slumculligunt artirdigini géstermektedir. Kriminoloji alaninda
yapilan calismalar, silah erisiminin kontrol altina alinmasinin siddet olaylarini
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azaltmada kritik bir rol oynadigini ortaya koymaktadir (Kleck, 1997). Ayrica,
magdurlarin cinsiyet dagihmi incelendiginde, kadinlarin cinayet magduru
olma oraninin erkeklere gbre daha yutksek oldugu ve bu olaylarin buytk bir
kisminin birinci dereceden akrabalar tarafindan gerceklestirildigi gérilmustar.
Bu bulgu, aile i¢i siddetin 6zellikle kadinlar igin ciddi bir tehdit olusturdugunu
ve bu tUr siddetin 6nlenmesine ydnelik politikalarin acilen hayata gegiriimesi
gerektigini gdstermektedir (Dobash & Dobash, 1979).

Cocuk ve yash nifusun kisilerarasi siddet olaylarinda magduriyet oranlarinin
hizla arttigi tespit edilmigtir. Yagllara yonelik siddetin genellikle dldirme amach
oldugu ve saldirganlarin cogunlukla yasli bireylerin yakin cevresinden (cocuk,
damat, torun) geldigi anlagiimaktadir. Bu durum, yashlarin aile icinde maruz
kaldig siddetin boyutlarini ortaya koymaktadir. Cocuklara yénelik siddet ise
genellikle yaralama amacli olup, saldirganlarin cogunlukla cocuklarin arkadas
cevresinden geldigi gérulmustir. Bu bulgular, cocuk ve yaglilarin korunmasina
ybnelik 6nleyici mekanizmalarin guclendiriimesi gerektigini géstermektedir
(Finkelhor, 2008).

Faillerin cinsiyet dagihmi incelendiginde, siddet olaylarinin buytk bir kisminin
erkekler tarafindan gercgeklestirildigi tespit edilmigtir. Bu sonug, toplumsal
cinsiyet rollerinin siddet Uzerindeki etkisine isaret etmektedir. Kriminoloji
literatiriinde, erkeklerin siddet eylemlerine daha yatkin oldugu ve bunun
toplumsal normlarla iligkili oldugu vurgulanmaktadir (Messerschmidt, 1993).
Ayrica, Kisilerarasl siddet olaylarinin blyUk bir kisminin tanidiklar arasinda
gerceklestigi ve taraflar arasindaki yakinlik seviyesi arttikga siddetin de
arttigr gézlemlenmekle siddetin 6ncelikle yakin cevrede ortaya ciktigr fikrini
desteklemektedir (Felson, 2002).
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Interpersonal violence is a pervasive issue affecting all segments of society,
with its visibility increasing through social media. Such incidents have long-term
psychological, social, and economic impacts not only on victims and offenders
but also on their families, close circles, and society as a whole. Understanding
the causes, dynamics, and consequences of violence is crucial for taking
effective preventive measures. Examining the demographic characteristics of
victims and offenders involved in interpersonal violence, the seasonal patterns
in which these incidents occur, and the types of weapons used can provide
valuable insights into the root causes of the problem.

This report aims to analyze various dimensions of interpersonal violence by
compiling reports of violent incidents published in local newspapers. Local press
has been considered a key data source due to its ability to provide a realistic
perspective on daily life, reflect the local context of events, and cover incidents
that may not be highlighted in national news. Newspaper reports contain
essential details about the geographical distribution, timing, socioeconomic
status of the parties involved, and the nature of the incidents. These data serve
as a valuable foundation for understanding the role of violence within social
structures and developing preventive strategies.

The report focuses on the gender of victims and offenders, their age at the
time of the incident, the period in which the incidents took place, the types
of weapons used, and the relationships between the involved parties. These
factors are significant in comprehending the fundamental dynamics of violence
and formulating prevention strategies. For instance, the fact that specific age
groups or genders are more frequently victimized may indicate deeper societal
issues such as gender roles or economic inequalities. Similarly, an increase
in violent incidents during particular seasons may highlight the influence of
climatic conditions or social activities. The types of weapons used provide
insight into the nature of violence and its trends over time.

This report goes beyond being merely an academic study; it also aims to raise
public awareness and serve as a guide for policymakers, law enforcement
agencies, and non-governmental organizations. Understanding the causes
of violence and preventing its recurrence is a collective responsibility of all
segments of society. We hope this study contributes to taking effective steps in
combating interpersonal violence and serves as a step toward building a safer
society.
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This report aims to understand the societal dynamics of violence by analyzing

the

demographic characteristics, seasonal patterns, weapons used, and

relationships between parties involved in interpersonal violence cases based
on local newspaper reports. By examining news coverage in local newspapers,
a comprehensive evaluation has been provided on the root causes, prevalence,
and effects of violent incidents. The key findings of the study are as follows:

A)

B)

Interpersonal violence in TUrkiye primarily results in homicide and severe
injury.

Interpersonal violence incidents are frequently observed in regions with
high population density. However, in provinces such as Corum, Edirne,
Aksaray, and Kirikkale, situational factors rather than population density
appear to be the primary causes. The rapid decline in socioeconomic
levels, increased migrant population, the outflow of young local residents,
reduced access to education and healthcare, and the rises in school
dropout rates and the number of sick population should be considered.

Firearms continue to be widely used in interpersonal violence incidents in
Turkiye.

Analyzing proportional data, for every 10 male victims of interpersonal
violence, 5 were homicide victims, and 5 were injured, whereas for every
10 female victims, 7 were homicide victims, 2 were asault victims, and 1
was a victim of sexual assault.

While most interpersonal violence incidents involve individuals aged 18-
60, victimization rates among children and the elderly have been rapidly
increasing.

Nearly all acts of interpersonal violence against the elderly are intended to
kill, with firearms being the most commonly used weapons. Offenders are
generally the victim’s child, son-in-law, or grandchild.

Acts of interpersonal violence against children are generally intended to
injure, with sharp objects being the most commonly used weapons. The
perpetrator is typically someone from the child’s social circle.

Analyzing the gender distribution of offenders, out of 1,302 cases, 1,211
(93%) involved male offenders, while 91 (7%) involved female offenders.

Approximately 63% of interpersonal violence incidents occur between
familiar individuals, while the rate of crimes committed by strangers is
around 13%.

Findings indicate that as the level of familiarity between offenders and
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victims increases, interpersonal violence also rises. This suggests that
violence predominantly emerges within close relationships.

K) In homicide cases where women were victims, 53% of the offenders were
first-degree relatives (e.g., spouse, ex-spouse, father, or child), while in
injury cases, 54% were first-degree relatives.

I) In homicide cases where men were victims, 37% of the offenders were a
friend or neighbor, while in injury cases, 16% were a friend or neighbor.

M) A distinction can be observed in perpetrator characteristics: while men
are generally Killed or injured by their friends, women are mostly killed or
injured by their spouses.

This report provides recommendations for policymakers, law enforcement
agencies, and civil society organizations to prevent interpersonal violence.
Measures such as reducing economic inequalities, improving education levels,
controlling firearm access, and strengthening domestic violence prevention
programs are expected to be effective in mitigating violent incidents.
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Violence

The broadest definition of violence includes the use of physical force or the
threat of using physical force by an individual against another person, a
group, or society, resulting in injury, death, psychological harm, developmental
disruption, or deprivation'. Although violence is sometimes considered a
separate phenomenon from aggression—especially by criminologists, political
scientists, policymakers, and the general public—most social psychologists
view violence as a subset of aggression. The most widely accepted scientific
definition of violence describes it as an extreme form of aggression intended
to cause severe physical harm (e.g., serious injury or death) (Anderson &
Bushman, 2002; Bushman & Huesmann, 2010; Huesmann & Taylor, 2006). Like
aggression, a behavior does not need to result in actual harm to be classified
as violence. For instance, attempting to fatally stab someone but missing is still
considered an act of violence.

Aggressive and violent behaviors exist on a continuum of severity. At the lower
end of this spectrum are relatively minor aggressive acts (e.g., pushing), while
severe violence (e.g., murder) lies at the higher end. Therefore, all violent acts
are examples of aggression, but not all aggressive acts qualify as violence.
For example, a child pushing another child away from a toy out of frustration
is considered aggression but not violence. However, an extreme act such
as attempted murder is classified as both aggressive and violent (Allen &
Anderson, 2017). In recent years, some non-physical forms of aggression
have been labeled as “violence” when their consequences are severe (Allen &
Anderson, 2017). For example, certain types of verbal aggression, particularly
when directed at children or intimate partners with the intent to cause severe
emotional or social harm, are referred to as “emotional violence.” Nonetheless,
violence is primarily studied in the context of extreme physical aggression.

Interpersonal Violence

Interpersonal violence refers to physical force or the intent to use force
against others by an individual or a small group. It can be physical, sexual,
or psychological (also known as emotional violence) and may include neglect.
Interpersonal violence is divided into domestic or intimate partner violence
and community violence. Domestic or intimate partner violence occurs within
families or between intimate partners and includes child abuse, dating violence,
intimate partner violence, and elder abuse. Community violence, on the other
hand, occurs between individuals who are not related but may know each
other. It includes youth violence, bullying, assault, rape or sexual assault by
acquaintances or strangers, and violence in institutional settings such as
schools, workplaces, and prisons (Mercy, Hillis, Butchart et al., 2017).
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Victims and Offenders of Interpersonal Violence

Gender is one of the most significant demographic factors affecting the
likelihood of experiencing interpersonal violence. Research consistently shows
that women are disproportionately affected by certain forms of interpersonal
violence, particularly intimate partner and sexual violence. According to
the World Health Organization (WHO, 2021), approximately 1 in 3 women
globally has experienced physical and/or sexual violence in their lifetime,
often perpetrated by an intimate partner. In contrast, men are more likely to
experience violence, such as physical assault or homicide, in public spaces,
often involving acquaintances or strangers (Smith et al., 2018).

Women are particularly vulnerable to intimate partner violence, which includes
physical, sexual, and emotional abuse. A study by Black et al. (2011) found that
35.6% of women in the United States had experienced rape, physical violence,
or stalking by an intimate partner in their lifetime, compared to 28.5% of men.
This gender disparity is even more pronounced in low- and middle-income
countries, where cultural norms and gender inequalities increase women’s
vulnerability to violence (Garcia-Moreno et al., 2015).

Children and adolescents face a high risk of interpersonal violence, particularly
within family settings. According to the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC, 2020), approximately 1 in 7 children in the United States
experienced abuse or neglect in 2019. The most common forms of violence
in this age group include physical abuse, sexual abuse, and maltreatment,
often perpetrated by parents or caregivers (Finkelhor et al., 2015). Adolescents
are also at risk of dating violence, including physical, sexual, and emotional
abuse. A study by Vagi et al. (2015) found that in 2014, 21% of female high
school students and 10% of male high school students in the U.S. reported
experiencing physical or sexual dating violence.

Young adults, particularly those aged 18 to 24, are at the highest risk of
interpersonal violence, including intimate partner violence, sexual assault,
and physical attacks. Women in this age group are significantly more likely to
experience rape or sexual violence than older women, while young men are
more likely to be victims of physical assaults involving peers or acquaintances
(Black et al., 2011). The high prevalence of violence in this age group is
linked to factors such as the exploration of romantic relationships, increased
independence, and exposure to high-risk environments such as college
campuses. A study by Krebs et al. (2016) found that 23% of female college
students in the U.S. reported experiencing sexual assault during their college
years, with most offenders being acquaintances or intimate partners.

Elderly adults, particularly those aged 60 and above, are also vulnerable to
interpersonal violence, though its nature differs from that experienced by younger
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groups. Elder abuse, which includes physical, emotional, and financial abuse,
is a significant concern. According to the National Council on Aging (NCOA,
2020), approximately 1 in 10 Americans aged 60 and older has experienced
elder abuse. Offenders are often caregivers or family members (Burnes et al.,
2019). Elder abuse frequently goes unreported due to victim dependence on
the perpetrator, fear of retaliation, or cognitive impairments. A study by Acierno
et al. (2010) found that only 1 in 14 elder abuse cases is reported to authorities.
The extent of the relationship between victims and offenders is a critical factor
in understanding interpersonal violence. The nature of this relationship often
influences the type of violence experienced and the likelihood of reporting
the crime. Intimate partner violence is one of the most common forms of
interpersonal violence, particularly affecting women. According to the WHO
(2021), 30% of women worldwide have experienced physical and/or sexual
violence by an intimate partner. Men can also be victims of intimate partner
violence, but the prevalence rate is lower. A study by Breiding et al. (2014) found
that 25% of men in the United States had experienced physical violence by an
intimate partner. Family members, including parents, caregivers, and siblings,
are common offenders of interpersonal violence, particularly against children
and elderly individuals. According to the CDC (2020), in 80% of child abuse
cases, the perpetrator is a parent or caregiver. Similarly, the NCOA (2020) reports
that in 60% of elder abuse cases, family members are the offenders. Domestic
violence often occurs in private settings, making it difficult to detect and report.
Victims may also feel a sense of loyalty or fear toward the perpetrator, further
complicating the reporting process (Finkelhor et al., 2015). Peer groups and
strangers are common offenders of physical assault and homicide, particularly
against men. Sixty percent of male homicide victims are killed by acquaintances
or strangers (Lauritsen & Heimer, 2019). Women are less likely to experience
violence from strangers, but they face risks of sexual violence in public spaces.

Weapons Used in Interpersonal Violence

Although weapons used in interpersonal violence may seem randomly chosen,
factors such as the perpetrator’s age, gender, criminal history, psychological
profile, situational context, victim-perpetrator relationship, and cultural
influences play a crucial role in weapon selection.

Research indicates that younger individuals are more likely to use weapons
impulsively, often selecting easily accessible items such as knives or blunt
objects (Felson & Messner, 1996). In contrast, older offenders may plan their
actions more carefully and prefer firearms, which require prior planning and
access. Gender differences also influence weapon choice. Studies suggest that
men are more likely to use firearms and other lethal weapons due to societal
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norms linking masculinity with power and control (Campbell et al., 2003).
Women, on the other hand, may be more likely to use knives or household
objects, particularly in self-defense situations. Offenders with a history of violent
offenses are more likely to use weapons effectively and prefer firearms for their
lethal and intimidating effects (Kleck & McElrath, 1991).

Psychological profiles, including traits such as impulsivity, aggression, and
psychopathy, also influence weapon selection. Highly aggressive individuals
may gravitate toward weapons that maximize harm, such as firearms or large
knives, while those with psychopathic tendencies may strategically use weapons
to exert control over victims or instill fear (Berkowitz & LePage, 1967). Research
suggests that individuals engaging in violent behavior tend to choose weapons
that align with their emotional state, level of aggression, and perceived threat
(Felson & Messner, 1996). For instance, individuals experiencing high levels of
anger or fear may prefer weapons such as firearms or knives, which provide
control or protection. The availability of a weapon also affects selection, as
individuals in highly emotional states may use whatever is readily accessible
(Kleck & McElrath, 1991). Furthermore, the psychological impact of weapon
selection extends beyond the violent situation itself. The presence of a weapon
can escalate the level of violence by increasing the perpetrator’s confidence
and willingness to cause harm (Berkowitz & LePage, 1967). This phenomenon,
known as the “weapon effect,” suggests that the mere presence of a weapon
can trigger aggressive behavior, even in individuals who would not typically
resort to violence. Ultimately, weapon selection has profound consequences
for both the perpetrator and the victim, shaping the course and aftermath of
violent encounters.

Another critical factor in determining weapon selection is situational factors.
The context in which violence occurs, the location, the relationship between the
individuals involved, and the presence of witnesses can all influence weapon
choice. For example, in cases of domestic violence, offenders tend to use
weapons that are easily accessible in the home, such as kitchen knives or blunt
objects (Campbell et al., 2003). In contrast, in public spaces, individuals may
prefer concealed weapons, such as firearms or small knives, to reduce the risk
of detection and capture.

The relationship between the perpetrator and the victim can also affect weapon
selection. In cases of intimate partner violence, weapon choice may be
influenced by the perpetrator’s desire to exert control and dominance over the
victim. Research indicates that firearms are frequently used in intimate partner
homicides because they allow for lethal harm with minimal physical effort
(Campbell et al., 2003). Conversely, in violent encounters between strangers,
weapon selection is often more opportunistic, with individuals using whatever

49



Adalet ve Sug Psikolais Laboratuvar:

Turkiye Violence Map - 2024

50

is readily available at the moment.

Cultural factors also play a significant role in shaping weapon selection in
interpersonal violence. Cultural norms and values regarding violence, as well
as the availability and social acceptability of certain weapons, can influence
weapon choice in violent situations. For example, in cultures where firearms
are widely available and socially accepted, individuals may be more likely to
use firearms in interpersonal violence (Kleck & McElrath, 1991). In contrast,
in cultures where access to firearms is more restricted or carries a negative
stigma, individuals may be more inclined to use other types of weapons, such
as knives or blunt objects. Cultural attitudes toward violence also affect weapon
selection. In societies that glorify violence or view it as a legitimate means of
conflict resolution, individuals may be more likely to use weapons associated
with power and dominance, such as firearms or large knives. In contrast, in
cultures that discourage violence and promote nonviolent conflict resolution,
individuals are less likely to use weapons in interpersonal violence or may
opt for less lethal weapons, such as fists or small knives (Felson & Messner,
1996). Additionally, cultural context shapes the symbolic meaning of weapons,
influencing choices in violent situations. In some cultures, certain weapons may
be associated with specific social identities or roles, such as masculinity or
honor. In these contexts, weapon selection may be driven by the perpetrator’s
desire to assert their identity or defend their honor (Campbell et al., 2003).

Interpersonal Violence: Seasonal Distribution and Characteristics

A growing number of studies suggest that rising temperatures increase certain
violent crimes, such as intentional homicide (Xu et al., 2020), sexual offenses
(Xu et al., 2021), and assaults (Kubo et al., 2021). It has also been reported that
violent incidents exhibit a seasonal distribution, with most crimes occurring
in summer or warmer seasons rather than in winter (Hipp et al., 2004). The
Routine Activity Theory suggests that changes in ambient temperature
can alter people’s routine activities (e.g., outdoor activities and social
interactions), thereby increasing interpersonal conflicts or creating suitable
crime environments (Ellen, 1990). There may be other factors contributing to
various violent acts and modifying the relationship between temperature and
violence. For instance, a strong temperature-homicide relationship has been
found in U.S. cities with high population density, a younger population, a low
male-to-female ratio, and high income inequality. This finding suggests that
the relationship between temperature and violence can be influenced by local
socioeconomic and demographic factors (Mahendran et al., 2021).

! https://www.who.int/groups/violence-prevention-alliance/approach
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This study aims to examine violent incidents that occurred in Turkiye in 2024
in terms of the demographic characteristics of victims and offenders, the type
of crime, the weapon used, the month in which the crime took place, and
other relevant contexts. The data were compiled from the accessible digital
publications of 195 local news sources. A list of local newspapers operating
in all 81 provinces was created, and the archives of newspapers providing
digital content were reviewed in chronological order up to January 1, 2024.
Researchers coded the data according to predefined criteria, and the collected
data were analyzed descriptively.

There are certain limitations within the scope of this study. First, all the local
news sources included in the study are institutions that provide digital content.
Local sources that do not offer digital content were excluded from the study.
Second, local news sources that provide digital content but whose archives
were inaccessible were not included. Third, since not all local news sources
follow the same reporting methodology, some demographic data were missed.
Lastly, although the rates presented in this report pertain to the year 2024, the
data represent only a portion of interpersonal violence incidents in the country
and do not cover all cases.

The primary reason for selecting local press institutions instead of national
press organizations was the nature of news reporting in national media. National
institutions tend to report only significant events due to high news flow and
limited space for coverage. In contrast, local press institutions are more likely
to report a wider range of incidents occurring in their respective provinces and
districts due to having more space to allocate to such news. As a result, it was
anticipated that local press sources would provide richer content compared to
national media.

Researchers identified the common and distinguishing characteristics
emphasized in the interpersonal violence literature, digitized the data into
tables, accessed news content from the identified local press institutions via
digital channels (such as websites), and filtered the relevant information before
coding it in a digital work environment. In the final stage, the data were analyzed
descriptively using computer-assisted statistical programs.

o1



Adalet ve Sug Psikolais Laboratuvar:

Turkiye Violence Map - 2024

FINAiNgs

62

Distribution by Crime Type

Among the 1,302 cases of interpersonal violence reported by local news sources
in 2024, 677 cases (52%) were classified as homicide, 615 cases (47.2%) were
classified as assault, and 10 cases (0.8%) were classified as sexual offenses
(see Table 1). Based on this data, it can be inferred that interpersonal
violence primarily falls within the category of crimes against life.

Table 1. Distribution of Crime Type

n %
Homicide 677 52,0
Assault 615 47,2
Sexual Offences 10 0,8
Total 1302 100,0

Regional Distribution of Crime Incidents

When examining the regional distribution of the analyzed incidents (see Table 2),
it is observed that the Marmara Region accounts for nearly half of the reported
cases (n=637, 48.9%). The Central Anatolia Region follows in second place with
21.4% (n=279). After these two regions, the Mediterranean Region ranks third
(n=104, 8%), while the Southeastern Anatolia Region is fourth (n=87, 6.7%). The
Black Sea Region, with the lowest number of interpersonal violence incidents
(n=44, 3.4%), ranks last. According to the Turkiye Population Map? published by
the Ministry of Interior in 2021, the regions with the highest population density are
the Marmara and Central Anatolia Regions, while the Black Sea Region has the
lowest population density. This confirms the assumption that interpersonal
violence incidents are more frequently observed in regions with higher
population density.

Table 2. Regional Distribution of Crime Incidents

n %
Marmara Region 637 48,9
Central Anatolia Region 279 21,4
Mediterranean Region 104 8,0
Southeast Anatolia Region 87 6,7
Aegean Region 83 6,4
Eastern Anatolia Region 68 5,2
Black Sea Region 44 3,4
Total 1302 100,0

2 https://www.icisleri.gov.tr/turkiyenin-nufus-haritasi- 10072021



TuUrkiye Violence Map - 2024

Adalet ve Sug Psikolais Laboratuvar:

City-Based Distribution of Crime Incidents

When examining the number of crime incidents on a city basis (see Table
3), Istanbul ranks first with 411 incidents (31.6%). Corum follows in second
place with 82 incidents (6.3%), while Edirne ranks third with 70 incidents
(5.4%). On the other hand, Amasya, Giresun, and Tokat stand out as the
cities with the fewest incidents of interpersonal violence, each reporting
only one case. Given that Istanbul is the most densely populated city
in TUrkiye, it is understandable that it ranks first in the number of crime
incidents. However, the fact that Corum and Edirne—both of which have
relatively low population densities compared to other cities—rank among
the top in interpersonal violence cases remains unexplained (Aksaray and
Kirikkale, which follow these two cities, are also noteworthy in this regard).
It is believed that the high prevalence of interpersonal violence in these two
cities can only be explained through situational factors. Several contributing
factors may include: a rapid decline in socioeconomic conditions in recent
years, an increase in immigrant population, the outflow of local young people
from the city, reduced access to education and healthcare, leading to a
sharp increase in the number of out-of-school youth and untreated patients,
the abandonment of shared social values, resulting in the dominance of
individualistic moral judgments. These factors are thought to contribute to
the rise in interpersonal violence incidents in these cities.

Table 3. City-Based Distribution

City n % City n %

istanbul 411 31,6  Sanlurfa 18 1,4
Corum 82 6,3 Ankara 15 1,2
Edirne 70 5,4 Eskisehir 15 1,2
Aksaray 60 4,6 Mersin 15 1,2
Kirikkale 46 3,5 Canakkale 14 1,1
Adana 38 2,9 Kocaeli 14 1,1
Bursa 31 2,4 Yalova 14 1,1
Sakarya 30 2,3 Sivas 12 0,9
Tekirdag 27 2,1 Manisa 11 0,8
Antalya 24 1,8 Mugla 11 0,8
Diyarbakir 24 1,8 Aydin 10 0,8
izmir 20 1,5  Burdur 10 0,8
Balikesir 19 1,5 Konya 10 0,8
Denizli 19 1,5 Siirt 10 0,8
Erzurum 18 1,4 Elazig 9 0,7
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City n Y% City n Y%
Karaman 9 0,7  Kirsehir 4 0,3
Kayseri 9 0,7  Nevsehir 4 0,3
Ordu 9 0,7  Sirnak 4 0,3
Trabzon 9 0,7 Usak 4 0,3
Kilis 8 0,6 Erzincan 3 0,2
Malatya 8 0,6 Gumiishane 3 0,2
Adiyaman 7 0,5 lgdir 3 0,2
Cankin 7 0,5 Kahramanmaras 3 0,2
Kirklareli 7 0,5 Katahya 3 0,2
Mardin 7 0,5 Mus 3 0,2
Rize 7 0,5 Zonguldak 3 0,2
Samsun 7 0,5 Ardahan 2 0,2
Afyon 5 0,4 Artvin 2 0,2
Batman 5 0,4 Bingol 2 0,2
Hakkari 5 0,4 Bitlis 2 0,2
Isparta 5 0,4  Tunceli 2 0,2
Kars 5 0,4 Van 2 0,2
Nigde 5 0,4 Yozgat 2 0,2
Osmaniye 5 0,4 Amasya 1 0,1
Agri 4 0,3 Giresun 1 0,1
Gaziantep 4 0,3 Tokat 1 0,1
Hatay 4 0,3
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Monthly Distribution of Crime Incidents

When examining the distribution of incidents by month (see Table 4), it
is observed that October and November share the top position with 174
incidents each, while December ranks third with 159 incidents. The months
with the fewest reported incidents are March (61 incidents) and January
(68 incidents). Although criminology literature frequently reports that
interpersonal violence peaks during hot months (typically in summer), the
data in this study indicate that such incidents peak in the autumn season.
According to the Turkish Meteorology General Directorate’s 2024 Autumn
Season Temperature Assessment Report?, overall temperature distributions
across the country were found to be in line with average seasonal
temperatures. However, an analysis of temperature deviation graphs over
the past 10 years reveals that autumn temperatures have frequently shown
positive deviations. Although these deviations are around 1.5 to 2 degrees
Celsius, this situation is believed to have influenced the level of aggression
in interpersonal violence incidents within the framework of the Routine
Activity Theory.

Table 4. Monthly Distribution of Crime Incidents

n %

October 174 13,4
November 174 13,4
December 159 12,2
September 147 11,3
July 113 8,7
August 106 8,1
May 82 6,3
June 75 5,8
February 73 5,6
April 70 5,4
January 68 5,2
March 61 4,7
Total 1302 100,0

3https://www.mgm.gov.tr/veridegerlendirme/sicaklik-analizi.aspx?s=sonbahar
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Distribution of Weapons Used in Crime Incidents

According to the distribution of weapon types used in the incidents examined
in this study (see Table 5), handguns were used in 545 incidents (41.9%), while
sharp or piercing objects were involved in 343 incidents (26.3%). Physical
assault, including punching and beating, ranked third, occurring in 228 incidents
(17.5%). When categorizing firearms separately from other weapons, it is
observed that firearms were used in 636 incidents (48.9%), while other types
of weapons were involved in 666 incidents (51.1%). In summary, firearms
continue to be heavily used in interpersonal violence incidents in Ttirkiye
remains valid.

Table 5. Distribution of Weapons Used in Crime Incidents

n Y%
Handgun 545 41,9
Sharp or Piercing Objects 343 26,3
Punching-Beating 228 17,5
Rifle 51 3,9
Blunt Object 43 3,3
Shotgun 36 2,8
Strangulation 33 2,5
Sexaul Violence 9 0,7
Firearms 636 48,9
Other 666 51,1
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Distribution of Weapons Used by Crime

The distribution of weapons used according to the type of crime (see Table
6) shows that among the 677 homicide cases examined, firearms were the
most commonly used weapon. A total of 333 incidents (49.2%) involved
handguns, while 180 cases (26.6%) involved sharp or piercing objects, and
57 cases (8.9%) involved shotguns or pump-action shotguns. In the 615
assault cases analyzed, physical force, such as punching and beating, was
the most frequent method, occurring in 189 cases (30.7%). Handguns were
used in 175 incidents (28.5%), while sharp or piercing objects were involved

in 138 cases (22.4%).

Table 6. Distribution of Weapons Used by Crime

Handguns Sharp or Piercing Objects Rifle-Shotgun
n % Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %
Homicide 677 52,0 333 49,2 180 26,6 57 8,9
Punch-Beating Handgun Sharp or Piercing Objects
Frekans % Frekans % Frekans %
Assault 615 47,2 189 30,7 175 28,5 138 22,4

uuuuuuuuuuuu
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Gender Distribution of Victims

When examining the gender distribution of individuals who were victims of
interpersonal violence in 2024, as reported by local news sources (see Table 7),
it was found that 861 individuals (66.1%) were male and 441 individuals (33.9%)
were female. When looking at the gender distribution of victims based on the
type of crime, it was observed that 434 men (50.4%) were victims of murder,
425 men (49.2%) were victims of assault, and 2 men (0.3%) were victims of
sexual crimes. Among women, 314 (71.2%) were victims of murder, 119 (27%)
were victims of assault, and 8 (1.8%) were victims of sexual crimes. In terms
of proportional analysis, for every 10 male victims of interpersonal crimes, 5
were murdered and 5 were assaulted, while for every 10 female victims, 7
were murdered, 2 were assaulted, and 1 was raped.

Table 7. Gender Distribution of Victims

Homicide Assault Sexual Crimes
n % n % n % n %
Male 861 66,1 434 50,4 425 49,4 2 03
Female 441 33,9 314 71,2 119 27 8 1,8

Distribution of Victims by Age Groups

When examining the age groups of the victims (see Table 8), it was found that
1032 individuals (79.3%) were between the ages of 18 and 59, 152 individuals
(11.6%) were between the ages of 0 and 17, and 118 individuals (9.1%) were
aged 60 or older. Although the majority of interpersonal violence incidents
involve the adult population, it is believed that the rates of victimization
among children and the elderly in interpersonal violence cases are rapidly
increasing.

Table 8. Distribution of Victims by Age Groups

n %
18-64 years 1032 79,3
0-17 years 152 11,6
60 or above 118 9,1
Total 1302 100,0
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Crimes and Offender Profiles Targeting Victims Aged 60 and Above
When examining the incidents, weapons used, and the profiles of offenders
involved in interpersonal violence incidents involving the elderly (aged 60
and above), the following distributions were found (see Table 9.): In the
murder category, 99 incidents (84.1%) were detected, with firearms used in
43 cases (43.1%) and sharp or piercing objects in 27 cases (27.6%). In 58
of the incidents (58.8%), the perpetrator was a first-degree relative of the
victim (spouse or child), and in 8 of the incidents (8.8%), the perpetrator
was a second-degree relative (sibling or grandchild). The number of assault
incidents was 19 (15.9%), with firearms used in 10 cases (52.6%) and
sharp or piercing objects in 6 cases (31.5%). In 4 of the incidents (21%),
the perpetrator was a first-degree relative of the victim (spouse or child),
and in 2 of the incidents (10.5%), the perpetrator was a second-degree
relative (sibling or grandchild). This study reveals that nearly all instances
of interpersonal violence against the elderly population were aimed
at murder, that firearms were typically used in violent acts, and that
the offender was generally the elderly person’s child, son-in-law, or
grandchild. According to the World Health Organization, the average rate
of physical harm-related acts targeting the elderly population is around
2.6% *. In contrast, in this study, the proportion of elderly victims involved in
murder or assault accounted for 9.1% of all interpersonal violence incidents.
Based on these figures, the rate of physical violence against the elderly
in Ttirkiye is 3.5 times higher than the global average.

9. Crimes and Offender Profiles Targeting Victims Aged 60 and Above

Weapons Offender Profile
Handgun Sharp or 1st Degree Relative 2nd Degree Relative
Piercing Objects (Spouse, Parents, (Sibling, Grandfather,
Child) Grandmother, Grandchild)

n % n % n % n % n %
Homicide 99 84,1 43 43,1 27 27,6 58 58,8 8 8,8
n % n % n % n % n %
Assault 19 159 10 52,6 6 31,5 4 21 2 10,5

4 https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/abuse-of-older-people
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Crimes and Offender Profiles Targeting Victims Aged 0-17

When examining the incidents, weapons used, and the profiles of offenders
involved in interpersonal violence incidents involving children aged 0-17, the
following distributions were found (see Table 10.): In the murder category, 62
incidents (40.7%) were detected, with firearms used in 24 cases (39.4%) and
sharp or piercing objects in 19 cases (30.3%). In 21 of the incidents (33.3%),
the perpetrator was a first-degree relative of the victim (mother or father), and
in 17 of the incidents (27.3%), the perpetrator was from the victim’s circle of
friends or neighbors. The number of assault incidents was 79 (51.9%), with
sharp or piercing objects used in 38 cases (47.6%) and fists/physical beating
in 11 cases (14.3%). In 9 of the incidents (11.9%), the perpetrator was from
the victim’s circle of friends or neighbors, and in 8 of the incidents (9.5%), the
perpetrator was a person with a grudge against the victim. This study shows
that interpersonal violence against children was mostly aimed at assault,
that sharp or piercing objects were commonly used in violent acts, and
that the offender was usually someone from the child’s circle of friends.
According to the UN Office® on Drugs and Crime, the global average for murder-
related acts involving individuals aged 0-17 is around 2.6%. In this study, the
proportion of children involved in murder was calculated at 4.7%. Based on
these figures, the rate of murder targeting children in Tiirkiye is nearly
twice the global average.

Table 10. 0 Crimes and Offender Profiles Targeting Victims Aged 0-17

Weapons Offender Profile
Handgun Sharp or 1st Degree Relative  Friend, Neighbor
Piercing Objects (Spouse, Parents,
Child)

n % n % n % n % n %
Homicide 62 40,7 24 39,4 19 30,3 21 33,33 17 27,3
n % n % n % n % n %
Assault 9 519 38 476 11 14,3 9 11,9 8 9,5

5https://www.unodc.org/documents/data-and-analysis/gsh/Booklet_6new.pdf
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Gender Distribution of Offenders
When examining the gender distribution of offenders involved in the
incidents analyzed in 2024 (see Table 11), it was found that in 1211 of the
1302 incidents (93 %), the offenders were male, and in 91 incidents (7 %), the
offenders were female. The obtained ratios were observed to be consistent
with general criminology literature.

Table 11. Gender of Offenders

n %
Male 1211 93,0
Female 91 7,0
Total 1302 100,0

Relationship Between Offenders and Victims

When examining the relationship between offenders and victims in the analyzed incidents (see Table
12), it was found that in 155 incidents (11.9%), the victims and offenders were spouses, in 120
incidents (9.2%), they were enemies, and in 96 incidents (7.4%), they were friends. When distinguishing
between familiar and unfamiliar offenders, it was found that in 826 of the 1302 incidents (63.4%), the
offenders were familiar to the victims, while in 172 incidents (13.2%), the offenders were unfamiliar.
The number of incidents where the relationship was unclear was 304 (23.3%). Distributing the
unclear cases, the number of incidents between familiar individuals was 1054 (81%) and the number
of incidents between unfamiliar individuals was 248 (19%). This suggests that most interpersonal
violence incidents occurred among people who knew each other.

Table 12. Relationship Between
Offenders and Victims

Relative 35 27
n % Son 32 25
Spouse 155 11,9 Cousin 24 1.8
Enemy 120 9,2 Mother 20 1,5
Friend 96 7,4 Crime Suspect 18 1,4
Unknown 68 52 Son in Law 17 1,3
Customer 60 4.6 Resisting Police Oficer 17 1,3
Drivers 59 4,5 Ex Boyfriend/Girlfriend 13 1
Boyfriend-Girlfriend 52 4 Other 47 3,6
Neighbor 45 3,5 Acquaintance 826 63,4
Ex-wife 41 3,1 Unfamiliar 172 13,2
Brother 41 3,1 Unknown 304 23,3
Father 38 2,9 Total 1302100
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Distribution of Familiar Offenders

When examining the 826 incidents involving familiar offenders, the distribution
of offenders was as follows (see Table 13): In 306 incidents (37 %), the offenders
were first-degree relatives (spouse, ex-spouse, child, parent, step-parent, step-
child, etc.); in 155 incidents (18.8%), the offenders were friends, neighbors,
or teachers; in 120 incidents (14.5%), the offenders were enemies (it should
be noted that the identities of the enemies were not specified in the analyzed
cases, and some of the enemies could possibly be close relatives or friends);
in 65 incidents (7.9%), the offenders were service providers or employees,
such as a store employee and a customer; in 68 incidents (8.2%), the offenders
were fiancés or romantic partners (although the term ‘romantic partner’ can be
controversial, the news texts in the study were used as a reference; moreover,
categorically, the term ‘romantic partner’ is considered more closely related
than “friend’); in 60 incidents (7.3%), the offenders were fourth-degree relatives
(sister-in-law, brother-in-law, cousin, etc.); in 38 incidents (4.6%), the offenders
were second-degree relatives (sibling, grandfather, grandmother, grandchild,
etc.); and in 14 incidents (1.7%), the offenders were third-degree relatives
(uncle, aunt, etc.). From these results, it was observed that as the level of
relationship between the perpetrator and victim increased (i.e., as their
proximity increased), interpersonal violence also increased. In other words,
violence was mostly found to occur within the closest circle.

Table 13. Distribution of Familiar Offenders

n %
1st Degree Relative (Spouse, Parents, Child) 306 37,0
Friend, Neighbor, Teacher 155 18,8
Enemy 120 14,5
Fiance-Boyfriend/Girlfriend 68 8,2
Customer 65 7,9
4th Degree Relative (Aunt, Brother-in-law, Cousin) 60 7,3
2nd Degree Relative 38 4,6
(Sibling, Grandfather, Grandmother, Grandchild)
3rd Degree Relative (Uncle, Aunt) 14 1,7
Total 826 100,0
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Offender Profiles in Cases Where Women Are Victims

Excluding sexual crimes, in the cases where women were victims (the
number of sexual crime cases was 8 and thus excluded from detailed
analysis), of the 314 murder cases, 164 (52.7%) were committed by first-
degree relatives (spouse, ex-spouse, father, child, etc.), 39 (12.5%) were
committed by the victim’s fiancé or romantic partner, and 8 (2.5%) were
committed by fourth-degree relatives (brother-in-law, cousin, etc.). Similarly,
in the 119 assault cases, 64 (54%) were committed by first-degree relatives
(spouse, ex-spouse, father, child, etc.), 11 (8.5%) were committed by the
victim’s fiancé or romantic partner, and 6 (4.7 %) were committed by fourth-
degree relatives (brother-in-law, cousin, etc.) (see Table 14).

Table 14. Offender Profiles in Cases Where Women Are Victims

1st Degree Relative 4th Degree Relative
(Spouse, Parents, Boyfriend/Girlfriend (Aunt, Brother-in-law,
Child) Cousin)
n % n % n %
Homicide 313 71,2 164 52,7 8 2,5
n % n % n %
Assault 119 27,0 64 54 6 4,7
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Offender Profiles in Cases Where Men Are Victims

In the 434 murder cases where men were victims, 161 (37%) were committed
by friends or neighbors, 104 (23.9%) were committed by first-degree relatives
(spouse, father, child, etc.), and 80 (18.5%) were committed by enemies. In
the 425 assault cases, 66 (15.6%) were committed by friends or neighbors,
65 (15.4%) were committed by enemies, and 42 (10%) were committed by
customers (see Table 15).

Tablo 15. Erkeklerin Magdur Oldugu Olaylardaki Saldirgan Profilleri

Friend/Neihbor 1st Degree Relative Enemy
(Spouse, Parents, Child)
n % n Y% n % n Y%
Homicide 434 50,4 161 37 104 23,9 80 18,5
Friend/Neihbor Enemy Customer
n % n % n Y% n %
Assault 425 494 66 15,6 65 15,4 42 10

Based on the general characteristics of the offenders in the incidents
involving male and female victims, the following distinction can be
made: men are generally murdered or assaulted by their friends, while
women are typically murdered or assaulted by their spouses.
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1.Measures should be taken to spread anti-violence values and norms
across society. It is particularly necessary to prevent behaviors that glorify
violence from being reinforced through the media.

2.Legal frameworks should be established for individuals in an observing
position who have the capacity to intervene in violent incidents. It is known
that immediate interventions in actions directed at vulnerable groups such
as the elderly, women, and children have a deterrent effect, so necessary
regulations should be made in this regard.

3.The public authorities should identify hotspots related to interpersonal
violence crimes at the district and neighborhood levels and take appropriate
deterrent measures.

4.The transformation and control of locations identified as risky areas at the
neighborhood level should be recommended.

5.The creation and expansion of referral, support, and emergency intervention
centers in coordination with the relevant units to address domestic violence
should be recommended.

6.To prevent the economic exploitation of the elderly population, social
service units should be actively used in the field, and when conducting home
visits, special attention should be paid to the status of elderly individuals,
particularly those in social support systems or retired individuals.

7.1t is recommended to investigate whether children pushed out of school
are being economically exploited through workplace inspections.

8.If children witness or are victims of domestic violence, it is recommended
that they should be under temporary protection for a short period (1-3 days)
in public institutions with access to psychosocial support and shelter.

9.1t is recommended that medical and/or psychological support be provided
in specialized psychosocial support services, organized outside the Central
Physician Appointment System (MHRS) for all victims of violence.

10.1t is recommended to expand literacy education for women and explicitly
request public support for it.

. 11.The establishment of violence prevention centers for male offenders,

the provision of psychosocial support programs for men in these centers,
and the offering of support for establishing businesses through microcredit
should be recommended.

12.National programs aimed at preventing violence in schools should be
designed, and the continuity of these programs should be ensured through
monitoring and evaluation.

13.1t is recommended to increase inspections related to the prevention of
individual armament and to raise penalties for violations.

Adalet ve Sug Psikolais Laboratuvar:
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Interpersonal violence appears to be a phenomenon that reflects societal
conditions, attitudes, understandings, and changes, both socially, culturally,
and historically, and manifests itself in human interaction. These social,
historical, and cultural dimensions of violence give meaning and power to
interpersonal violence (Husso, Virkki, and Hirvonen, 2016). Domestic violence
is intrinsically linked to how violence in society, at school, or in the workplace
is discussed, represented, and explained (Galtung and Jacobsen, 2000). At
the macro level, the manifestation of violence in society always occurs at
home. The fact that a large portion of the offenders in the examined cases
are acquaintances, and are defined as people living in the same household,
bound by laws, traditions, emotions, and thoughts, supports this view. Every
individual tends to reflect the violence they experience (whether physical or
symbolic) onto their home or loved ones. The need to recognize and accept
violent experiences concerns not only individuals but also the communities
affected by violence and their need to cope with these impacts. Sharing
violent experiences is therefore a matter concerning both individual and
social relationships and global political order. Objectifying and oppressive
attitudes toward interpersonal violence prevent the possibility of establishing
relationships based on reciprocity, mutual recognition, and acceptance, as
well as the chance to exist in spaces (Husso, Virkki, and Hirvonen, 2016).
At the same time, such attitudes are explained by attributing them to the
characteristics of the victims or situational conditions, thus overshadowing
the traits of the offenders and the system that creates the offender.
Interpersonal violence emerges as a problem that profoundly affects social
structure and is becoming increasingly complex. This report, through
analyses of local newspaper reports, provides significant findings aimed at
understanding the social dynamics of violence by examining the demographic
characteristics of interpersonal violence, its seasonal effects, the weapons
used, and the relationships between the parties involved. The data obtained
show that interpersonal violence primarily results in murder and severe injury,
and it is more frequent in areas with high population density. However, violence
incidents in provinces like Corum, Edirne, Aksaray, and Kirikkale are thought
to be explained not by population density but by situational factors such
as socioeconomic decline, immigration density, and deficiencies in access
to education and healthcare services. These findings align with studies in
criminology literature that emphasize the relationship between violence and
socioeconomic and environmental factors (Agnew, 1992; Pratt and Cullen,
2005).

The report identifies that firearms are heavily used in interpersonal violence
incidents. This situation shows that the ease of access to firearms increases
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the severity and lethality of violence. Studies in the field of criminology have
shown that controlling access to firearms plays a critical role in reducing
violent incidents (Kleck, 1997). Additionally, when examining the gender
distribution of victims, it was found that women have a higher rate of being
murder victims compared to men, and a large portion of these incidents are
carried out by close relatives. This finding indicates that domestic violence is
a serious threat, particularly to women, and that policies aimed at preventing
such violence must be urgently implemented (Dobash & Dobash, 1979).

It has been observed that the rate of victimization among the elderly and
children in interpersonal violence incidents is rapidly increasing. Violence
against the elderly is generally aimed at killing, and the offenders are mostly
from the elderly individual’s close environment (children, sons-in-law,
grandchildren). This situation reveals the scale of the violence that elderly
people face within their families. Violence against children, on the other hand,
is typically intended to cause injury, and the offenders are often from the
child’s circle of friends. These findings suggest that preventive mechanisms
to protect children and the elderly need to be strengthened (Finkelhor, 2008).
When examining the gender distribution of offenders, it was found that a
significant portion of violent incidents are committed by men. This result points
to the impact of gender roles on violence. Criminology literature highlights
that men are more prone to violent acts and this is related to societal norms
(Messerschmidt, 1993). Additionally, it was observed that a large portion of
interpersonal violence incidents occur among acquaintances, and as the level
of proximity between the parties increases, so does the violence, supporting
the idea that violence primarily occurs in close environments (Felson, 2002).

6/
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