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1- Introduction 

Pursuant to the ruling of the Court dated 20/12/2024, it was decided to conduct a technical 

inspection of the disputed goods. In accordance with this ruling, on 25/12/2024, the panel of 

experts visited the warehouse located at “Beylikdüzü OSB, Mermerciler San. Sitesi 5. Cad. No:12/6 

Beylikdüzü/İSTANBUL” and carried out an on-site inspection of the disputed goods. The results of 

the inspection, the technical examination, and the opinions of the experts are respectfully 

submitted to Your Honourable Court. 

 

2- Subject of Expertise and Application 



In the petition submitted to the Court by the applicant’s attorney, the following statements were 

made: 

1. The applicant, Proturk Profil San. İç ve Dış Tic. Ltd. Şti, has for many years been engaged in 

the production of stainless steel profiles in the Beylikdüzü Organized Industrial Zone in 

Istanbul. It is a medium-sized enterprise, exporting 80% of its products. Since there is no 

domestic production of the relevant raw materials in Türkiye, the company has been 

importing stainless steel raw materials from China for the past seven years. Until now, no 

problems had occurred during previous imports. 

2. The applicant recently participated in a trade fair held at the TÜYAP Exhibition Center in 

Istanbul and concluded a purchase contract with the Chinese company JIUGANG METAL 

GROUP (with which there had previously been one transaction). The order value was USD 

81,681.00, covering 4,200 sheets of stainless steel plates with a thickness of 0.50mm. The 

shipment arrived in Türkiye on 18/12/2024. 

However, upon arrival it was discovered that the goods did not conform to the order specifications: 

both the thickness and the weight of the sheets were insufficient. Customs, under the “Yellow 

Channel” procedure, conducted only a document review, confirmed that the documents matched 

the declaration, and released the goods. After payment of duties, the import process was 

completed. The container was transported on 18/12/2024 from Kumport Port to the company’s 

warehouse located in Beylikdüzü OSB. 

Upon removal of the original customs seal, the company’s inspection revealed that although the 

documents (packing list, proforma invoice, bill of lading, etc.) corresponded with the order, the 

actual thickness of the plates was below specifications. On-site measurements showed thicknesses 

of 0.26mm, 0.28mm, 0.30mm, and 0.32mm, rather than the contractual thickness of 0.50mm. 

Weighing results showed that the total weight was only 40,040 kg, i.e., 14,830 kg less than 

required. 

3. On 19/12/2024, the applicant submitted a written complaint to the Commercial Office of 

the Turkish Embassy in Beijing (Annex 1). The proforma invoice (Annex 2), the trade 

contract between the parties (Annex 3), the import declaration (Annex 4), and the minutes 

of the subsequent meeting (Annex 5) were also submitted to the case file. 

Conclusion and Request: 

In light of the above, the applicant requests, pursuant to Article 400 of the Civil Procedure Code 

and related provisions, that an expert inspection be carried out promptly on the stainless steel 

plates stored in the warehouse to confirm whether the actual thickness and weight conform to the 

contract (the applicant asserts that the actual thickness is 0.26–0.32mm, and the total weight is 

only 40,040 kg, i.e., 14,830 kg less than required). Should the applicant’s claims be verified, the 

experts are requested to assess the potential damages arising therefrom. 

3- Court’s Decision on the Change of Matters 

 



The Court, on 20/12/2024, rendered the following ruling: 

“The applicant’s request for preservation of evidence in its current state is in compliance with Articles 

400 and 402 of the Code of Civil Procedure; therefore, the request for preservation of evidence is 

hereby granted. As for the remaining claims beyond this scope, they shall be subject to further review 

in the main proceedings of the case, and are therefore dismissed at this stage.” 

 

4- On-Site Inspection Results 

Inspection Location: Beylikdüzü OSB, Mermerciler Sanayi Sitesi, 5th Street, No:12/6, 

Beylikdüzü/İstanbul. 

Findings are as follows: 

• A total of 20 pallets of stainless steel sheets were found in the warehouse, neatly stacked. 

• Upon individual weighing, the pallets were recorded at 1,437 kg, 1,886 kg, 1,913 kg, 2,277 

kg, 2,365 kg, etc. 

• Sheet dimensions: 1219 mm × 2700 mm. 

• Measurements taken with a digital caliper indicated an average thickness of approximately 

0.35 mm, rather than the 0.50 mm specified in the contract. 

• The total weight was approximately 40,204 kg, which is significantly lower than the ordered 

weight of 55,000 kg. 

Conclusion: 

It was thereby confirmed on site that the thickness of the sheets was generally 0.35 mm and that 

the total weight was insufficient. 



(Photographs of the pallets and sheets taken on the day of inspection are attached herewith.) 

 “A pallet placed on the weighing equipment, along with a photograph showing the weight of that 

pallet.”。 

 



 “Photograph of the stainless steel sheet thickness being measured with a digital caliper.”， 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



5- Examination of Documents Contained in the Case File 

 

During the review of the documents attached to the case file, it was observed that, according to the 

proforma invoice, the applicant had ordered stainless steel sheets with a total weight of 

approximately 55,000 kg and dimensions of 0.50 × 1219 × 2700 mm, with a total order value of USD 

81,681.00. 

 

The proforma invoice attached to the case file is shown below.。 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 In the case file, it can be seen that the applicant company prepared an Excel spreadsheet comparing 

the quantities ordered with the quantities of the products actually inspected. The Excel spreadsheet 

submitted by the applicant is shown below. Upon verification, it was confirmed that the products 

were short by 14,796 kg。 

 

 

 

 

 



6- Evaluation and Conclusion 

This report is submitted for the discretion of the Honourable Court. 

Pursuant to the Court’s decision, a technical inspection was carried out on the stainless steel sheets 

in question. The inspected products, along with photographs, have been described in detail in the 

preceding sections. 

Upon verification, it was confirmed that the quantity of stainless steel sheets requested by the 

applicant was 55,000 kg, whereas the total quantity actually delivered amounted to 40,204 kg, i.e., 

14,796 kg less than the ordered quantity. This discrepancy was also confirmed by the expert panel 

during on-site measurements. 

The weights and quantities of the products provided by the applicant company corresponded with 

the weights and quantities determined by the experts on site. 

According to the invoice, the applicant company was to pay USD 81,681.00 for 55,000 kg of 

stainless steel sheets. However, the delivered products were short by 14,796 kg compared to the 

ordered quantity. 

Based on the proforma invoice, the total price of the stainless steel sheets was USD 81,681.00, 

which corresponds to a unit price of USD 1.4851 per kilogram. 

Therefore, the value of the missing stainless steel sheets is calculated as follows: 

14,796 kg × 1.4851 USD = 21,973.53 USD 

In accordance with the mandate entrusted by the Court, the expert panel has completed the above 

investigation and evaluation, and respectfully submits its opinions and conclusions for the 

consideration of the Honourable Court. 

Date: 06/01/2025 

Experts: 

• MAİDE AYDIN – Civil Engineer 

• FATİH PAYAT – Civil Engineer / Real Estate Valuation Expert 

—This Expert Report has been issued together with the official cover letter and in electronic 

signature format— 

 


