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I. Executive Summary
This report provides a detailed analysis of the urgent interim measures issued by the UN Committee on the Rights of the Child (CRC) on 17 December 2024 in Communication No. 254/2024, submitted by the Strategic Litigation Center on behalf of a group of refugee children (initials D. Ç. et al.).
The Committee determined that the applicants faced imminent risk of irreparable harm, including:
· deportation to a conflict zone (Iraq),
· separation from their father,
· lack of adequate protection,
· exposure to ill-treatment.
The CRC consequently ordered emergency protective measures requiring the State to transfer the children to a safe child-protection facility, grant access to the parent, and halt deportation during the pendency of the case.
Interim measures by the CRC are extremely rare, which makes this case one of the strongest child-rights protection precedents in Türkiye and the region.

II. Introduction
The Strategic Litigation Center filed this communication to the CRC in 2024 after identifying severe risks involving:
· refugee minors,
· detention practices,
· deportation threats,
· denial of family contact,
· and absence of child-appropriate accommodation.
The case gained urgency due to:
· imminent deportation to Iraq,
· unstable security conditions,
· lack of access to their detained father,
· psychological vulnerability,
· and the absence of State-led safeguarding mechanisms.
The CRC’s response underscores the State’s responsibility under the Convention on the Rights of the Child, especially Articles 3, 9, 22, and 37.

III. Methodology
This report is based on:
· the interim measures letter issued by CRC,
· submissions made by the Strategic Litigation Center,
· interviews with family members (anonymised),
· documentation of detention and deportation processes,
· child-rights standards under CRC General Comments,
· comparative analysis of similar urgent-action cases,
· regional patterns of refugee child endangerment.
The assessment focuses on four protection pillars:
1. Non-refoulement & conflict-zone risk
2. Family unity & best interests of the child
3. Conditions of detention & accommodation
4. Procedural guarantees for minors

IV. Case Summary
A. Background
The children, all minors, were placed under State custody in Türkiye under conditions that:
· lacked adequate care,
· denied family visits,
· exposed them to deportation risk,
· violated child-rights protection norms.
Their father was detained separately.
The State planned to deport the children to Iraq without ensuring:
· safety,
· stability,
· access to parent,
· psychological evaluation,
· legal representation.
The Strategic Litigation Center filed an urgent communication seeking protective measures.

B. CRC Interim Measures Decision
On 17 December 2024, the CRC issued urgent measures ordering the State to:
1. Transfer the children to a child-protection centre
→ ensuring safety, stability, education, shelter, and care.
2. Ensure access and visits to their father
→ preserving family unity and preventing long-term trauma.
3. Refrain from deporting the children to Iraq
→ until the case is fully examined on merits and admissibility.
4. Maintain measures until further review
→ the State cannot lift protections unilaterally.
This is one of the strongest findings the CRC can issue in an urgent situation.

V. Legal Analysis
1. Article 3 — Best Interests of the Child
CRC emphasised that deportation to a war-affected country is incompatible with the child’s best interests.
2. Article 9 — Family Unity
Forced separation from their father posed severe risk of emotional and psychological harm.
3. Article 22 — Protection of Refugee Children
State must provide humanitarian protection without discrimination.
4. Article 37 — Protection from Arbitrary Detention
Detention-like conditions without due safeguards violate the prohibition on cruelty or degrading treatment.

VI. Patterns Identified
The case highlights broader systemic failures in Türkiye’s treatment of refugee children:
· deportation decisions made without child-specific risk assessments,
· administrative custody conditions inappropriate for minors,
· lack of psychological or medical evaluation,
· family separation used as de facto coercive measure,
· inadequate access to lawyers.
These patterns align with similar cases involving migrants from Syria, Iraq, Iran, and Afghanistan.

VII. Impact Analysis
1. Precedent-setting
CRC interim measures are rare → This case becomes a leading precedent for defending refugee children in Türkiye and the region.
2. Protection from refoulement
The decision reaffirms that deporting children to conflict zones violates international law.
3. Strengthening rights of detained minors
The CRC emphasised State responsibility to place children in child-appropriate facilities, not immigration-type detention.
4. Family unity principle reinforced
A crucial finding: children must be allowed regular access to their detained parent.
5. Strategic litigation leverage
This interim measure can be used in:
· domestic asylum litigation,
· immigration appeals,
· ECtHR Article 3 cases,
· WGAD refugee cases,
· future CRC submissions.

VIII. Recommendations
To States:
· Ensure no child is deported to areas with active conflict.
· Provide appropriate child-friendly facilities.
· End arbitrary separation of families.
· Conduct individualised best-interest assessments.
To NGOs and Litigation Actors:
· Use this case to challenge child deportations.
· Document detention conditions for minors.
· Build collaborative litigation around refugee children.
To International Bodies:
· Increase monitoring of migration practices affecting minors.
· Develop guidelines for safe accommodation for detained children.

IX. Conclusion
This case represents a landmark moment in child-rights protection in migration contexts.
The CRC’s urgent intervention confirms that deportation, separation, and detention conditions violated the core principles of the Convention on the Rights of the Child.
The decision strengthens regional and international advocacy to safeguard the rights of vulnerable refugee children and reinforces the role of strategic litigation in preventing irreparable harm.
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