UNICEF TURKIYE TEMSILCILIGINE VE KAMUOYUNA ACIK CAGRI

Konu: "Cocuk Icin Adalet" Paradoksu, Insan Haklann Gorevinin
Engellenmesi ve Toksik Egitim Materyallerinin Tasfiyesi Hakkinda Nihai
Bildirim

Sayin UNICEF Temsilcileri,

Ben, SHU Nihat TARIMERI; Tiirkiye'deki cocuk koruma ve adalet yonetim sistemini
uluslararasi hukuk zemininden koparan, mesleki liyakati yok sayan ve gocuklarin
adalete erisimini engelleyen sistemik kusurlara karsi bu cagriyi sunuyorum. UNICEF'in
2013 tarihli "Sosyal Calisma Gorevlisi Egitim Kitabi" adl yayinini, bu hukuksuzlugu
megrulagtiran somut bir sistemik kusur olarak tanimliyor ve derhal ortadan
kaldinlmasinin insan haklari, cocuk haklari ve sosyal haklar acisindan acil olarak talep
ediyorum.

I. 20 YILLIK HUKUK GARABETI VE "COCUK ICIN ADALET" PARADOKSU

Diinya genelinde Sosyal Inceleme Raporlar (SIR), yalnizca akademik formasyona
sahip Sosyal Hizmet Uzmanlari/Sosyal Calismacilar tarafindan dizenlenirken;
Turkiye’de 20 yildir Cocuk Koruma Kanunu’ndaki “Sosyal Calisma Gorevlisi” (SCG)
tanimiyla psikolog, sosyolog ve 6gretmenler dahil kendi uzmanlik alanlari disinda
calistinimaktadir.

Anayasaya aykiri olmasina ragmen AB Projesi ve avukatlar dahil adalet yonetimi icin
uretilen bu kitap, isminde "cocuk icin adalet" beklentisini barindirmasina ragmen
uygulamada tam bir paradoks yaratmaktadir:

e Pekin Kurallari (Madde 16 ve 22) Ihlali: Karar mercilerinin zorunlu olarak
"nitelikli sosyal sorusturma/arastirma raporlarina" (m.16) dayanmasi ve raporu
hazirlayanlarin "akademik diizeyde profesyonel egitim" almis olmasi sarttir.

e Paradoksun Ozii: UNICEF, bu siireci ehliyetsiz bir kitleye indirgeyerek hem
sosyal hizmetler ile ilgili uzmanhg dislamakta hem de adaletin gocuk igin
"bilimsel" bir glivence olmaktan cikariimasina (adaletten kagiriimasina) aracilk
etmektedir.

II. TOKSIK BIR MIRAS: "SEKERLE KAPLANMIS ZEHIR"

UNICEF web sayfasinda halen yayinda olan bu egitim kitabi, iceridi itibariyla Gzinti
verici ve mesleki agidan toksik bir aractir. Adalete ulasmada hukuk bir aractir. Adalete
yonelik bu vyaklagim, zehirli bir ilacin Gzerini sekerle kaplayarak sunmaya
benzemektedir. UNICEF, cocuk haklari ve evrensel degerleri korumak yerine
Turkiye'deki c¢ocuklara bir "cifte standart" ile vyaklasarak cocuk haklarini
anlamsizlastirmaktadir. Ozellikle Avrupa Sosyal Sarti ve sosyal hizmetleri iceren
kararlar arasinda “gocuk dostu adalet” ile ilgili ilkelerin yok sayllmasiyla Gretilen kitap



cesaret vermigstir. Bu ortaklik ve cesaretle, pedagoji bilimiyle ilgisi olmayan kadrolar
adalet yonetimine "gakma pedagoglar" olarak dahil edilmistir.

III. GUNCEL KRiZ: 17-19 NISAN 2026 KONGRESI VE KAYNAK ISRAFI

Su anda avukatlara gerceklestirilen "Cocuklar Icin Adaleti Yeniden Diisiinmek"
Kongresi ve galismada 6ne cikarilan AB “CABA” projesi kapsaminda gelinen vahim
noktayi ise (¢ yil icindeki calismalar ile 6zetlemektedir:

e Silregelen Hata: 2013’teki hatali materyalleri hazirlayan ayni isimlerin, simdi
yeni egitim modiilleriyle benzer bir bakis agisini devam ettirecegi agiklanmistir.
Ayni zamanda Cocuk Koruma Kanunu’'nda yer almamasina ragmen 12-14 yas
grubuna yonelik zorunlu bir hekim raporu ise yonetmelik ile eklenmistir. Sosyal
koruma ve sosyal teshis acisindan sosyal inceleme raporunun islevsiz
kilnmasina yardim etmistir. Sosyal hizmetin dislanmasi ile gocuk koruma sistemi
etkilenmektedir. Ortada bir hukuk skandali ve adalet katliami siregelmektedir.
Sosyal hizmet yodnetiminde korumaya yonelik aktif bir korumanin halen
olmamasi yapisal bir sorun olup zafiyet ortaya gcikmaktadir. Bu eksiklik temel bir
sorundur. Bdylece cocuklara yonelik koruyucu ve destekleyici tedbirler ceza
adalet sisteminde ortadan kaldinimisti. Cagin Gtesi bakis ile Tirk Ceza
Kanunu’nun 31. maddesi korunarak yetiskinler gibi ceza sorumlulugu aranarak,
cezalandirma her seyin ©Onine c¢lkabilmektedir. Sosyal ortam ve yasam
kosullarinin dikkate alinmadigi bir ceza adalet sistemi, UNICEF katki ve ortakligi
ile ve pasif avukatlik hizmeti ile stiregelmektedir.

e Basarisizlik: Aradan gegen 20 yila ve harcanan AB fonlarina ragmen, ceza adalet
ve koruma sistemi agisindan s6z konusu bu liyakatsiz modelin basarisini
gosteren tek bir pilot dava 6rnegi dahi yoktur. En azindan egitimler dahil son (g
yil iginde avukatlik hizmeti agisindan bir 6rnek olmadigi gibi pasif bir hak
savunuculugunun avukatlik hizmeti acisindan beslendigi goriilmektedir. Ayni
zamanda AB vergi miikelleflerinin fonlari, liyakatsiz yapilar beslemek igin
kullanilmaktadir.

IV. IFSW 2018 KURESEL SOSYAL HiZMET ETIK ILKELERI IHLAL ANALIZzI (9
MADDE)

Sosyal hizmetin digslanmasi, IFSW 2018'in dokuz temel etik ilkesinin adalet ve insan
haklari icinde ele alinmasini gerektirmektedir.

1. Insan Onuru ve Degerinin Taninmasi ; Sosyal hizmet uzmani (SHU)/Sosyal
Calismaci (SC), cocugu sosyal cevresiyle bir biitlin olarak gorir. Cocugun suca
ybnelme nedenlerini (yoksulluk, ihmal) diglayip onu sadece "cezai ehliyeti
olglilecek bir denek" olarak hekim raporuna indirgemek onur kiricidir, cocugun
insanlik onurunu sistem eliyle parcalamaktir.

2. Insan Haklarinin Tesviki; Sosyal hizmet, insan haklarinin sahadaki sesidir. Sosyal
calismaci ise adli sistemin cocuk haklar gozlemcisidir. Tarafti. Uzmanlidin



dislandiginda, hukuksuz SCG uygulamalariyla gcocuk haklari bir "proje basligina"
(UNICEF-AB projeleri gibi) indirgenmektedir. Cocugun egitim acisindan
rehabilitasyon ve korunma hakkinin gasp edilmesidir. UNICEF ve AB fonlariyla bu
dislanmayr mesrulastiran her egitim materyali, bu hak ihlaline aracilik
etmektedir.

. Sosyal Adaletin Tesviki; Adalet sadece mahkeme salonunda tecelli etmez. Sosyal
adalet, cocugun suca itildigi dezavantajli kosullarin  profesyonelce
raporlanmasiyla baslar. Kanunda yer almamasina ragmen yonetmelik ile 6ne
cikarilan hekim raporlari sosyal adaleti saglamaz; sadece biyolojik bir kapasite
Olger. Ancak sosyal hizmetlerin ve SHU/SC'nun digslanmasi, adaletin "sosyal"
boyutunun yok edilmesidir.

. Kendi Kaderini Tayin Hakki (Self-Determination) ; Sosyal hizmetin amaci bireyi
guclendirmektir. Cocuklar icin sosyal inceleme raporunun yok sayllmasinin yani
sira 12-14 yas grubu icin hazirlanan hekim raporuyla "cezai ehliyeti vardir"
damgasi vurulan gocuk, karar stireglerinde bir "6zne" degdil, cezalandirilacak bir
"nesne" ve “ara¢” haline getirilir. Sessizlik ise bir tehdit ve tehlike unsuru
olmaktadir.

. Katihm Hakki; Cocugun koruma ve ceza adalet sistemine katilimi, profesyonel bir
SHU/SC tarafindan anlasiimasina ve yaninda olmasina baglidir. Sosyal inceleme
raporunun yok sayilmasi ve bazilari igin s6z konusu hekim raporu bu sessizligi
derinlestirirken, sosyal hizmet uzmaninin/sosyal calismacinin diglanmasi
cocugun sesinin sistem tarafindan yutulmasina neden olur. “Cocuk Dostu
Adalet” ise, cocugun sistemle profesyonel bir kopri (SHU) aracilidiyla bag
kurmasini ister. Hekim raporu dahil bu sessizlik ise cezalandirmayi getirir.

. Gizlilik ve Mahremiyet ; Sosyal inceleme/arastirma sureglerindeki en mahrem
verilerin, mesleki etik egitimi almamis veya uzmanligi farkh (SCG catisi altindaki
o0gretmen, sosyolog vb.) kisilerce islenmesi, Anayasa kapsamindaki 6zel hayatin
gizliliginin kurumsal diizeyde ihlalidir.

. Blttnsel (Holistik) Yaklagim: Cocuk; biyopsikososyal bir batlindir. Mevcut
"tibbilestirilmis" sistem, sadece "biyolojik" olana (hekim raporu) bakar. Sosyal
teshis acisindan "sosyo" ve kisisel acidan "psiko" boyutlarin dislanmasi, cagin
otesinde bir koruma degil, cagin gerisinde bir cezalandirma pratigidir.

. Mesleki Yeterlilik ve Yetkinlik (Competence) ; Evrensel bir ara¢ olan sosyal
inceleme raporu (SIR) diizenlemek, sosyal hizmet disiplinine 6zgii bir yetkinliktir.
Tekelindedir. Ancak CKK ile yetkisi olmayanlar tarafindan dlizenlenirken bu
raporun kimin ve nasil olacagi sorgulanmadan ve "gerektiginde" ibaresi ile s6z
konusu zorunluluk gocuk ve gengler icin engellenmistir. Yine kanunda yer
almamasina ragmen hekimlerin bu raporu ile ceza sorumlulugu aranarak
hekimler cezalandirmada bir ara¢ olabilmektedir. Sosyal inceleme raporunu
islevsiz kilan ve bu ydnde tibbi raporlar hazirlanmasi veya kanunda yeri olmayan
bu ydntemin SIR yerine ikame edilmesi, agir bir yetkinlik asimi ve bilimsel
sapmadir.



9. Mesleki Durustlik ve Kurumsal Sorumluluk: Sistemin en blylik yarasi buradadir.
Bu yapi, IFSW 2018'in 9 temel ilkesini (Insan Onuru, Haklarin Tesviki, Sosyal
Adalet, Katihm, Gizlilik, Holistik Yaklasim, Yetkinlik ve 0&zellikle Mesleki
Diiriistliik) dogrudan ihlal etmektedir. UNICEF'in "Cocuk Icin Adalet" vaadiyle bu
liyakatsiz ve "hekim odakl" yapiyr mesrulastiran kitaplar yayinlamasi, kurumsal
darustlik ilkesine ihanettir. Bu, zehirli bir ilaci sekerle kaplayip sunmaktir.
Devletin ve UNICEF'in sosyal hizmet uzmanhgini dislayip bu yapiyi "normal” gibi
pazarlamasi, kurumsal bir darastlik krizidir.
Bilimsel gercekligi dislayip, liyakatsiz bir "SCG" modeli ve "Hekim Raporu"
arkasina siginmak, sessizlik ve ortaklik ayni zamanda kurumsal bir diristlik
sugudur. Bu sessizlik ve ortaklik, zehirli bir ilaci "cocuk icin adalet" sekeriyle
kaplayip topluma sunulmasina yardim eder.

UNICEF dahil sessizlik, katki ve ortaklikla ceza adalet sistemine yonelik stiregelen
tarihsel hata ve adaletten kacirilan cocuklar icin 2005te baslayan SCG ve 2020'de
eklenen “Adli Destek Gorevlisi” (ADG) karmasasiyla adalet yonetiminde roller
gorildigi gibi UNICEF dahil belirsizlesmistir.. Cocuklarin yaninda olmak ve gocuk
haklarini korumak gibi bir 6deve ve goéreve éne cikarak UNICEF'in egitim kitabi, bu
belirsizligi kasith bir sekilde besleyerek cocuklarin profesyonel koruma ve adil
yargilanma haklar hala son iki proje ile de ellerinden alinmaktadir.

V. HEKIM RAPORLARI VE CEZA HUKUKU ACISINDAN SISTEMIiK TEHLIKE

Cocuk Koruma Kanunu’nda yer almamasina ragmen, sosyal inceleme raporunun (SIR)
yerini alan hekim raporlari, c¢ocuk adaletini "Ceza Hukuku Cinayeti"ne
doénustirmektedir:

e Kiiclk Yetiskinler Yaratmak: Hekim raporlari sadece cocugun "idrak" yetenegine
bakar. Oysa cocuk ve genclik suglulugu bir korunma ihtiyacidir. SHU
dislandiginda, mahkemeler cocugu korumak yerine onu yetiskin gibi
cezalandirmanin yolunu acar.

e Hukuksuz Mesruiyet: UNICEF ve AB hibeleriyle hazirlanan egitim kitaplari, bu
"hekim odakli" ve "uzmanhgi dislayicl" yapiyr mesrulastirarak uluslararasi
sozlesmeleri (Pekin Kurallari, BM CHS) ihlal etmektedir.Sosyal hizmetler
yonetimdeki yapisal eksikligi kdrlesmesi ve bu zafiyetin 20 yilindan beri dikkat
edilmemesi ve UNICEF tarafindan korumasiz birakilmasina yonelik sessizlik ise
kurumsal bir zafiyet ayni zamanda pasif hak savunuculuk AB Projeleri
etkilemektedir. 20 yildan beri diversiyon uygulamasi CKK'na ragmen s6z konusu
olup bu yonde yeni fark edilmesi ayni zamanda adaletin cocuk adina nasil hukuk
eli ile kagirimasinin adalet bakigi yansitmaktadir.

e Sessizligin Sucu: Ceza adalet yonetiminde cocuklarin yaninda olmamasi ve
dislanmasi amaciyla “suca siriklenen cocuk” “sosyal calisma gorevlisi” ve “adli
destek gorevlisi” iretilen araglar ve bu hukuksuzluga ortaklik ve beslemeler ile
bu gidisata sessiz kalmak, Tiirk Ceza Kanunu ve CKK m.44 baglaminda bir gérev



VI.

ihmalinden o6te, gocuklarin gelecegine karsi islenmis bir insan haklari sucudur.
Bu durum ve yonetmeligin engellenmesi icin bu sessizlik arasinda yer alan
avukatlk hizmeti agisindan son (g yil igindeki son CABA projesindeki eylemsizlik
hali bu strekliligin devam edecegini de gostermektedir. Bu projeyi anlamsiz ve
degersiz kilabilmektedir.

AVRUPA KONSEYI STANDARTLARI: AVRUPA KONSEYI 1991

KARARLARI VE SOSYAL CALISMACININ ROLU VE AB FONLARI SORUNU

1991 yilinda Avrupa Konseyi Bakanlar Komitesi tarafindan alinan kararlar (R (91) 11),

sosyal

calismacilarin  cocuk adalet sistemindeki statlisinii ve &zerkligini

kesinlestirmistir:

Bagimsiz Uzmanlik: Kararlar, sosyal calismacilarin mahkemelere sundugu
raporlarin, tibbi veya idari baskilardan uzak, tamamen sosyal bilimsel
metodolojiyle hazirlanmasini sart kosar.

Adli Surrecin Ayrilmaz Pargasi: Sosyal calismaci, mahkemenin sadece "teknik bir
yardmaisi" dedil, c¢ocugun haklarini  savunan bir "insan haklar
profesyoneli"dir.

Dislanmanin Sonucu: Tirkiye'de sosyal calismacilarin SCG torbasina atilmasi
veya hekim raporlarinin gdlgesinde birakilmasi, 1991 kararlarindaki "uzmanlik
ozerkligi" ilkesinin dogrudan ihlalidir.

AVRUPA SOSYAL SARTI VE GOCUK DOSTU ADALET GUVENCELERI

Avrupa Sosyal Sarti (ASS), sosyal hizmeti lituf degil, devletin bir yakimlGlGgi
olarak tanimlar:

Madde 14 (Sosyal hizmetlerden yararlanma hakki baglaminda sosyal hizmetlere
sosyal calisma yontemleri ile erisim igin): Nitelikli ve diplomali sosyal hizmete
erisim haktir. Liyakatsiz personel (SCG) eliyle verilen hizmet, bu hakkin ihlalidir.
Madde 16 ve 17 (Cocuk, Geng ve Ailenin Korunmasi): Sosyal teshis agisindan
evrensel bir ara¢ olan sosyal inceleme raporu disinda kanunda yer almayan
hekim raporlari ise sadece "idrak" Olgerken, sosyal hizmet uzmani/sosyal
calismaci cocugun sosyal risklerini (ihmal, istismar, yoksulluk) analiz eder. Sosyal
hizmet uzmanhgi dislandiginda, cocuk sistem icinde korunmasiz kalir ve ASS
glvenceleri islemez hale gelir.

Gorevin  Engellenmesi: SHU/SC’lar uluslararasi hukukta insan haklari
profesyonelleridir. UNICEF'in bu modeli her agidan desteklemesi, beslemesi ve
sosyal hizmet uzmanliginin dislanmasi, 6zellikle insan haklarini koruma gorevini
sistemli olarak engellemektedir.

AB Vergi Mukellefleri: UNICEF projelerini finanse eden AB vergi mikelleflerinin
fonlarinin liyakatsiz yapilar igin harcanmasi, mali bir usulstzlik ve kaynak
israfidir.



NiHAI TALEPLERIMiz

Kisaca IFSW Etik ve ilkelerinin yani sira 1991 Avrupa Konseyi kararlarindan Avrupa
Sosyal Sarti'na kadar tim metinler, sosyal hizmet uzmanliginin adalet sistemindeki
merkezi rolliind vurgular. Hekim raporlariyla bu roliin iglevsizlestiriimesi ve SCG
tanimiyla uzmanhgin sulandiriimasi, gocuklari adaletten kacirmakti. UNICEF ve AB
Turkiye Delegasyonu bu "toksik" mirasla ylizlesmeli ve liyakati esas alan radikal bir
politika degisikligine ve bakisa insan haklari, cocuk haklari, sosyal haklar agisindan
gitmelidir.

1. UNICEF 2013 "Sosyal Calisma Gorevlisi Egitim Kitabi", cocuk haklari éniindeki
somut bir engel olarak derhal web sayfasindan ve tim platformlardan
kaldinimaldir.

2. Adalet ydnetiminde sosyal inceleme ve miidahale siireglerinin sadece diplomali
Sosyal Hizmet Uzmanlari/Sosyal Calismacilar tarafindan yirtilebilecegi resmi
olarak ilan edilmelidir. Ayrica bu yénde bir pazarlik ve savunma yapilamaz.

3. Devam eden kongre ve yeni projeler kapsaminda, "cifte standart" iceren
liyakatsiz moduillere son verilmeli; AB fonlarinin bu "toksik" bilgileri beslemesi
engellenmelidir.

Bildirim Serhi: Bu cagriya 30 giin icinde somut bir yanit veriimemesi halinde; stz
konusu sistemik kusurlar ve kaynak israfi; Avrupa Konseyi, AB Tlirkiye Delegasyonu ve
IFSW nezdinde resmi bir "Ihlal Raporu" olarak sunulacaktir. 18.04.2026

Gereginin yapilmasini bilgilerinize sunarim.
SHU Nihat TARIMERI /Sosyal Hizmet Uzmani

Zirih Genglik Savciligi (Eski) Sosyal Calismaci

OPEN CALL TO THE UNICEF TURKEY COUNTRY OFFICE AND
THE PUBLIC

Subject: Final Notification on the "Justice for Children" Paradox, Obstruction of the Human
Rights Mandate, and the Elimination of Toxic Educational Materials

Dear UNICEF Representatives,

I, Nihat TARIMERI, BSW (Social Service Expert/Social Worker), present this call against the
systemic flaws that sever Turkey’s child protection and justice administration system from
the basis of international law, disregard professional merit, and obstruct children’s access to



justice. I identify UNICEF's 2013 publication titled "Social Work Officer for Training
Book" as a concrete systemic flaw that legitimises this lawlessness, and I urgently demand
its removal in the name of human rights, children’s rights and social rights.

I. 20 YEARS OF LEGAL ABSURDITY AND THE "JUSTICE FOR CHILDREN"
PARADOX

Worldwide, Social Investigation/ Inquiry Reports (SIR) are prepared only by Social Service
Experts/Social Workers with academic training; yet for 20 years in Turkey, the definition of
"Social Work Officer" (SCG) in the Child Protection Law has allowed psychologists,
sociologists and teachers to work outside their fields of expertise.

Although unconstitutional, this book — produced for justice administration including lawyers
and as an EU project — promises "justice for children" in its title, but in practice creates a
complete paradox:

Violation of the Beijing Rules (Articles 16 and 22): Decision-makers must necessarily
rely on "qualified social investigation/research reports" (Art. 16), and those preparing the
reports must have "professional training at the academic level".
Essence of the Paradox: By reducing this process to an unqualified mass, UNICEF both
excludes social service expertise and mediates the removal of justice from being a "scientific"
guarantee for children (i.e., stealing justice away from children).

II. A TOXIC LEGACY: "SUGAR-COATED POISON"

This training book, still published on the UNICEF website, is a lamentable and professionally
toxic tool. Law is a tool for accessing justice. This approach to justice resembles presenting a
toxic medicine coated with sugar. Instead of protecting children’s rights and universal values,
UNICEF approaches children in Turkey with a "double standard", rendering children’s rights
meaningless. The book, produced by disregarding the principles of "child-friendly justice"
among the European Social Charter and decisions concerning social services, has given
encouragement. Through this partnership and encouragement, cadres with no connection to
pedagogical science have been included in justice administration as "fake pedagogues".

III. CURRENT CRISIS: THE CONGRESS OF 17-19 APRIL 2026 AND WASTE OF
RESOURCES

The current congress "Rethinking Justice for Children" held for lawyers and the EU "CABA"
project highlighted in its work summarise the dire point reached through the efforts of the
last three years:

Continuing Error: It has been announced that the same names who prepared the
erroneous materials in 2013 will continue a similar perspective with new training modules. At
the same time, a compulsory medical report for the 12-14 age group, though not included in
the Child Protection Law, has been added by regulation. This has helped render the social
investigation report dysfunctional in terms of social protection and social diagnosis. The



exclusion of social work affects the child protection system. A legal scandal and a massacre
of justice have been ongoing. The continuing absence of active protection in social service
management is a structural problem causing vulnerability. This deficiency is a fundamental
problem. Thus, protective and supportive measures for children have been eliminated in the
criminal justice system. With a perspective beyond the age, preserving Article 31 of the
Turkish Penal Code and seeking criminal responsibility as for adults, punishment can be
prioritised over everything. A criminal justice system that disregards social environment and
living conditions continues with UNICEF’s contribution and partnership and passive legal
services.

Failure: Despite 20 years and spent EU funds, there is not a single pilot case example
showing the success of this meritless model in criminal justice and protection. At least within
the last three years, including training, there is no example regarding legal services; rather,
passive rights advocacy appears to be nurtured for legal services. At the same time, EU
taxpayers’ funds are used to feed unqualified structures.

IV. ANALYSIS OF VIOLATIONS OF THE IFSW 2018 GLOBAL SOCIAL WORK
ETHICAL PRINCIPLES (9 ARTICLES)

The exclusion of social work requires that the nine core ethical principles of IFSW 2018 be
addressed within justice and human rights.

. Recognition of Human Dignity and Worth — The social service expert/social worker
sees the child as a whole with their social environment. Excluding the reasons that lead a
child to offend (poverty, neglect) and reducing the child to a mere "subject to measure
criminal capacity" via a medical report is humiliating; it destroys the child’s human dignity by
the system.

. Promotion of Human Rights — Social work is the voice of human rights in the field. The
social worker is the child rights observer of the judicial system. They are partisan. When
expertise is excluded, children’s rights are reduced to a "project title" (such as UNICEF-EU
projects) through unlawful SCG practices. This is the usurpation of the child’s right to
rehabilitation and protection in terms of education. Every training material that legitimises
this exclusion with UNICEF and EU funds mediates this rights violation.

. Promotion of Social Justice — Justice is not only manifested in the courtroom. Social
justice begins with the professional reporting of the disadvantaged conditions that push a
child into crime. Medical reports brought to the fore by regulation, although not in the law,
do not provide social justice; they only measure biological capacity. However, the exclusion
of social services and SHU/SC is the destruction of the "social" dimension of justice.

. Right to Self-Determination — The aim of social work is to empower the individual.
Besides the disregard of the social investigation report for children, a child stamped with "has
criminal capacity" by a medical report for the 12-14 age group is turned into an "object" and
"instrument" to be punished, not a "subject" in decision-making processes. Silence then
becomes a threat and danger.

. Right to Participation — The child’s participation in the protection and criminal justice
system depends on being understood and accompanied by a professional SHU/SC. The



disregard of the social investigation report and, for some, the medical report deepens this
silence, while the exclusion of the social service expert/social worker causes the child’s voice
to be swallowed by the system. "Child-Friendly Justice" demands that the child establish a
connection with the system through a professional bridge (SHU). This silence, including the
medical report, brings punishment.

. Confidentiality and Privacy — The processing of the most intimate data in social
investigation/research processes by persons who have not received professional ethics
training or whose expertise is different (teachers, sociologists, etc. under the SCG umbrella)
constitutes an institutional-level violation of the right to private life under the Constitution.
. Holistic Approach — The child is a biopsychosocial whole. The current "medicalised"
system looks only at the "biological" (medical report). The exclusion of the "socio" and
"psycho" dimensions in terms of social diagnosis is not a protection beyond the age, but a
punishment practice behind the age.

. Professional Competence — Preparing a social investigation report (SIR), a universal tool,
is @ competence specific to the social work discipline. It is a monopoly. However, when
prepared under the CPL by those unauthorised, this obligation for children and youth has
been blocked without questioning who and how, and with the phrase "when necessary".
Again, although not in the law, using medical reports to seek criminal responsibility can make
physicians a tool for punishment. Rendering the social investigation report dysfunctional and
substituting it with medical reports or this method not found in the law is a severe overreach
of competence and a scientific deviation.

. Professional Integrity and Institutional Responsibility — This is the greatest wound
of the system. This structure directly violates the 9 core principles of IFSW 2018 (Human
Dignity, Promotion of Rights, Social Justice, Participation, Confidentiality, Holistic Approach,
Competence and especially Professional Integrity). UNICEF's publication of books that
legitimise this unqualified and "physician-focused" structure with the promise of "Justice for
Children" is a betrayal of the principle of institutional integrity. This is presenting a toxic
medicine coated with sugar. The state and UNICEF excluding social work expertise and
marketing this structure as "normal" is an institutional integrity crisis. Taking refuge behind
an unqualified "SCG" model and "Medical Report", denying scientific reality, silence and
partnership are also an institutional integrity crime. This silence and partnership help coat a
toxic medicine with "justice for children" sugar and present it to society.

Through silence, contribution and partnership, including UNICEF, the ongoing historical error
for children who are stolen from justice, the SCG starting in 2005 and the "Forensic Support
Officer" (ADG) added in 2020 have blurred roles in justice administration, including UNICEF.
By foregrounding the duty and task of being with children and protecting children’s rights,
UNICEF's training book deliberately nurtures this ambiguity, and children’s rights to
professional protection and a fair trial are still being taken away with the last two projects.

V. SYSTEMIC DANGER IN TERMS OF MEDICAL REPORTS AND CRIMINAL LAW

Although not included in the Child Protection Law, medical reports that replace the social
investigation / Inquiry Report (SIR) turn child justice into a "Criminal Law Murder":



e Creating Mini-Adults: Medical reports look only at the child’s "capacity of discernment".
However, child and youth delinquency is a need for protection. When SHU is excluded, courts
seek to punish the child like an adult instead of protecting the child.

¢ Unlawful Legitimacy: Training materials prepared with UNICEF and EU grants legitimise
this "physician-focused" and "expertise-excluding" structure, violating international
conventions (Beijing Rules, UN CRC).

e Crime of Silence: The tools produced for the purpose of not being with children and
excluding them in criminal justice administration — "child pushed to crime", "social work
officer", "forensic support officer" — and the partnership with and feeding of this lawlessness,
and remaining silent to this course, is beyond a dereliction of duty under the Turkish Penal
Code and CPL Art. 44; it is a human rights crime committed against the future of children.
The inaction in the latest CABA project within the last three years regarding legal services,
which is part of this silence to prevent this situation and the regulation, shows that this
continuity will continue. This can make the project meaningless and worthless.

VI. COUNCIL OF EUROPE STANDARDS: COUNCIL OF EUROPE 1991 DECISIONS
AND THE ROLE OF THE SOCIAL WORKER AND THE PROBLEM OF EU FUNDS

The decisions taken by the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe in 1991 (R (91)
11) finalised the status and autonomy of social workers in the child justice system:

¢ Independent Expertise: The decisions require that reports submitted to courts by social
workers be prepared entirely with social science methodology, free from medical or
administrative pressure.

o Integral Part of the Judicial Process: The social worker is not merely a "technical
assistant" to the court, but a "human rights professional” defending the child’s rights.

e Consequence of Exclusion: The placement of social workers into the SCG bag in Turkey
or their overshadowing by medical reports is a direct violation of the "expertise autonomy"
principle in the 1991 decisions.

EUROPEAN SOCIAL CHARTER AND CHILD-FRIENDLY JUSTICE GUARANTEES

The European Social Charter (ESC) defines social service not as a favour but as an obligation
of the state:

e Article 14 (Right to benefit from social services — access to social services
through social work methods): Access to qualified and degreed social service is a right.
Service delivered by unqualified personnel (SCG) is a violation of this right.

e Articles 16 and 17 (Protection of Children, Young People and the Family): While
medical reports not found in the law — unlike the universal tool of the social investigation
report in terms of social diagnosis — only measure "discernment”, the social service
expert/social worker analyses the child’s social risks (neglect, abuse, poverty). When social
work expertise is excluded, the child remains unprotected within the system and the ESC
guarantees become inoperative.



e Obstruction of the Mandate: SHU/SCs are human rights professionals in international
law. UNICEF's support and feeding of this model in every respect and the exclusion of social
work expertise systematically obstructs the mandate to protect human rights, especially.

e EU Taxpayers: Spending the funds of EU taxpayers who finance UNICEF projects on
unqualified structures is a financial irregularity and waste of resources.

OUR FINAL DEMANDS

In short, all texts from the IFSW Ethics and Principles and the 1991 Council of Europe
decisions to the European Social Charter emphasise the central role of social work expertise
in the justice system. Rendering this role dysfunctional with medical reports and diluting
expertise with the SCG definition steals children from justice. UNICEF and the EU Delegation
to Turkey must face this "toxic" legacy and move towards a radical policy change and
perspective based on merit, in terms of human rights, children’s rights and social rights.

1. The UNICEF 2013 "Social Work Officer for Training Book" must be immediately removed from
the website and all platforms as a concrete obstacle to children’s rights.

2. It must be officially declared that social inquiry/ investigation and intervention processes in
justice administration can only be carried out by degreed Social Service Experts/Social
Workers. Moreover, no bargaining or defence can be made in this direction.

3. Within the framework of the ongoing congress and new projects, meritless modules
containing "double standards" must be ended; EU funds must be prevented from feeding
this "toxic" information.

Disclaimer: If no concrete response is given to this call within 30 days, the aforementioned
systemic flaws and waste of resources will be submitted as an official "Violation Report" to
the Council of Europe, the EU Delegation to Turkey and the IFSW. 18.04.2026

I submit the above for your information and necessary action.

Nihat TARIMERI, BSW

Social Service Expert / Social Worker

(Former Social Worker, Zurich Youth Prosecutor’s Office)
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