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A. ABSTRACT

This brief examines the issue of produc-

ing child abuse and child pornography
content using artificial intelligence and
machine learning technologies within the
scope of Turkish Criminal Code No. 5237
("Law No. 5237" or “TCC"). First, it should
be noted that while the types of crimes
this act may constitute can vary, whether
the act constitutes which type of crime
may also differ depending on whether the

images used in producing the content be-

long to a real child. Therefore, considering

the importance of legal interest to be pro-

tected, steps should be taken to include

Al-generated acts within the scope of crim-

inal liability in case of every possibility.
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A. OZET

Bu bilgi notu; yapay zeka ve makine ogre-
nimi teknolojileri kullanilarak cocuk istismari
ve gocuk pornografi igeriklerinin Uretilmesi
hususunu 5237 sayili Turk Ceza Kanunu
("6237 Sayili Kanun” veya “TCK") kapsamin-
da incelemektedir. Oncelikle belirtmelidir
ki; bu fiilin olusturacagi sug tipleri degisiklik
gosterebilmekle birlikte iceriklerin - Uretil-
mesinde kullanilan goruntulerin gergek bir
cocu@a ait olup olmamasina gore de fiilin
TCK kapsaminda hangi sucu olusturacagi
degisiklik gosterecektir. Dolayisiyla her ihti-
male karsl, korunacak hukuki yararin dnemi
goz onunde bulunduruldugunda, yapay
zeka kaynakl fiillerin cezai sorumluluk kap-
samina alinmasina yonelik adimlar atilmasi
gerekmektedir.

ANAHTAR KELIMELER

Mustehcenlik, Yapay Zeka, Cocuk
istismari, TCK, Cocuk Haklari
Sozlesmesi, Makine Ogrenimi, Deep
Fake
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I.INTRODUCTION

The term Deep Fake refers to the production of highly
realistic fake content using artificial intelligence-based
deep learning technology. Advancements in artificial intel-
ligence and machine learning have led to significant prog-
ress in the field of digital manipulation. A controversial out-
come today is the production of child abuse images using
deep fake technology. In the UK and US, the issue of how
to evaluate the criminal liability of producing child abuse
content using deep fake technology by an individual has
entered the discussion in a controversial manner at legal
agenda’. The production of child abuse content using real
and simulated child images has been criminalized through
legal regulations in both the United Kingdom and the Unit-
ed States. Initially, the absence of a real victim posed chal-
lengesinimposing criminal sanctions, but these gaps have
been addressed through legislation. In the United States,
federal and state-level regulations classify the production,
distribution, and possession of child pornography as se-
rious crimes, with prison sentences ranging from 5 to 20
years. In the United Kingdom, the production and distri-
bution of child abuse images are punishable by penalties
that can extend to life imprisonment. Similarly, in Tarkiye,
under Article 226 of the Law No. 5237, the use of simulated
child images and the production of child pornography are
subject to legal regulations that prescribe prison sentences
of up to ten years. These measures are considered signif-
icant steps in protecting children and combating crimes
committed in digital environments. In this context, the crim-
inal liabilities under Turkish law will be evaluated based on
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I. GiRIS

Deep fake terimi yapay zeka temeliyle makinenin derin 6g-
renimi teknolojisi kullanilarak ger¢egine ¢ok benzer nitelik-
te sahte iceriklerin Uretilmesi anlamina gelmektedir. Yapay
zeka ve makine 6grenimi alanlarindaki gelismeler dijital ma-
nipulasyon alaninda ciddianlamda birilerlemeye yolagmis-
tir. Buna iligkin ganimuzde tartismali olarak ortaya ¢ikan bir
sonuc da deep fake teknolojisi kullanilarak gocuk istismari
goruntulerinin tretilmesidir. Birlesik Krallik ve ABD'de bir
sahis tarafindan deep fake teknolojisi kullanilarak ¢ocuk
istismari iceriklerinin Uretilmesinin cezai sorumluluk kapsa-
minda ne sekilde degerlendirilecedi hususu hukuk gunde-
mine tartismali bir bicimde giris yapmistir'. Gercek ve temsili
cocuk goruntulerinin kullanilarak gcocuk istismari igerikleri-
nin Uretilmesi hem Birlesik Krallilk hem de ABD’de hukuki
duzenlemelerle su¢ kapsamina alinmistir. Baslangicta, ger-
cek birmagdurun bulunmamasi nedeniyle cezai yaptirimla-
rin uygulanmasinda zorluklar yagsanmig, ancak bu bosluklar
yasalarla giderilmistir. ABD'de federal ve eyalet duzeyinde
yapilan duzenlemelerle, cocuk pornografisi tretimi, dagiti-
mi ve bulundurulmasi agir suclar arasinda yer almis ve 5 ila
20 yil arasinda degisen hapis cezalarn 6ngoérulmustur. Bir-
lesik Krallik'ta ise cocuk istismari goruntalerinin tretimi ve
dagitimi, mur boyu hapis cezasina kadar varan yaptinmlar-
la cezalandinlmaktadir. Turkiye’de de 5237 sayili Kanun'un
226. maddesi kapsaminda, temsili cocuk gorantalerinin kul-
lanilmasi ve cocuk pornografisi Uretilmesi eylemlerine iligkin
on yila kadar hapis cezasI 6ngéren kanuni duzenlemeler
bulunmaktadir. Buduzenlemeler, cocuklarin korunmasive
dijital ortamda islenen suclarla mucadele agisindan énem-
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the fake child abuse images resulting from
the actions of both the producer and user
of artificial intelligence models that play
an important role in the training and use of
deep fake technology.

Il. THE CRIME OF OB-
SCENITY

Article 226, paragraph 3 of Law No. 5237
states:

“A person who uses children, representative
child images or persons appearing to be
children in the production of obscene imag-
es, writings or words shall be sentenced to
imprisonment from five to ten years and a ju-
dicial fine of up to five thousand days. A per-
sonwho imports, reproduces, offers for sale,
sells, transports, stores, exports, possesses
or makes available to others such products
shall be sentenced to imprisonment from
two to five years and a judicial fine of up to
five thousand days.”

According to this, the use of children, rep-
resentative child visuals, or persons ap-
pearing to be children in the production
of obscene content is criminalized under
Law No. 5237. The broad scope of the term
“obscene content”, the lack of a restrictive
definition of how the content is produced,
and the inclusion of “representative child
images” within the scope of the subject
matter of the crime indicate that child
abuse images produced through deep fake
technology are considered criminal under
Law No. 5237. The phrase “representative
child images or persons appearing to be
children” in the law was added to the pro-
vision by Article 30 of Law on the Protection
of Personal Data No. 6698 dated 24/3/2016.
Indeed, it is considered that the absence of
this statement would prevent the content
produced using deepfake technology from

FOOTNOTE

1 “British man sentenced to 18 years for using Al to
make child sexual abuse imagery.”, apnews.com, (Last
Accessed: 28.03.2025)

li bir adim olarak degerlendirilmektedir. Bu
baglamda, deep fake teknolojisinin egitimi
ve kullanimi asamasinda 6nemli rol oyna-
yan yapay zeka modellerinin hem ureticisi-
nin hem de kullanicisinin eylemleri sonucu
ortaya cikan sahte ¢ocuk istismari gorun-
taleri bzerinden Turk hukuku bakimindan
cezai sorumluluklarn degerlendirilecektir.

II. MUSTEHCENLIK
Sucu

52837 sayili Kanun'un 226. maddesinin 3.
fikrasi;

“Mdstehcen goérantu, yazi veya sozleri ice-
ren uranlerin uretiminde ¢ocuklar, temsili
cocuk gorantulerini veya ¢ocuk gibi géru-
nen kisileri kullanan kisi, bes yildan on yila
kadar hapis ve bes bin gune kadar adli para
cezasl ile cezalandinlir. Bu drtnleri dlkeye
sokan, ¢ogdaltan, satisa arz eden, satan, nak-
leden, depolayan, ihra¢ eden, bulunduran
yada baskalarinin kullanimina sunan kisi, iki
yildan bes yila kadar hapis ve bes bin gune
kadar adli para cezas! ile cezalandirilir.”

seklinde duzenlenmektedir. Buna gore
mustehcen iceriklerin uretilmesinde ¢o-
cuklarin, temsili cocuk gorsellerinin veya
cocuk gibi gorunen kisilerin kullanilimasi
5237 sayill Kanun kapsaminda suc¢ olarak
duzenlenmistir. Bu kapsamda mustehcen
icerik teriminin genis kapsamli olmasi, ice-
riklerin ne sekilde uretildiginin kisitli bir ta-
nim icerisine alinmamis olmasi ve sucun ko-
nusu olan icerigin tretiminde temsili cocuk
goruntuleri ifadesinin de kapsam icerisine
alinmis olmasi; deep fake ile Uretilen cocuk
istismari gorantulerinin 5237 sayili Kanun
nezdinde su¢ kapsaminda oldugunu gos-
termektedir. Kanun hukmunde yer alan
“temsili cocuk goruantulerini veya ¢ocuk
gibi gorunen Kkisileri” ifadesi 24.03.2016
tarihli ve 6698 sayili Kisisel Verilerin Korun-
masi Kanunu'nun 30. maddesiyle kanun
hakmune eklenmistir. Nitekim bu ifadenin
eklenmemis olmasi durumunda, deep fake

DiPNOT

1 “British man sentenced to 18 years for using Al to
make child sexual abuse imagery.”, apnews.com, (Eri-
sim Tarihi: 28.03.2025)

m BiLGIi NOTU

This brief evaluates
deep fake child abuse
content generated by
artificial intelligence
within the framework of
the Turkish Penal Code,
based on examples from
the United States and
the United Kingdom.

Bu bilgi notu, vapay
seka ile iiretilen deep
fake cocuk istisma-
r1 iceriklerini, ABD ve
Birlesik Krallik ornek-
leri iiserinden Tiirk
Ceza Kanunu cerceve-
sinde degerlendirmek-
tedir.
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constituting a crime, as no child was physically involved in
the content production process. However, with this version
of the law, there is no requirement for the presence of a
child as the victim of this crime. Therefore, the production
of obscene content using representative child visuals and
deep fake technology will be within the scope of criminal
liability for the person producing this content. On the other
hand, regardless of how existing child abuse content was
produced, actions such as importing, reproducing, offering
for sale, selling, transporting, storing, exporting, possessing,
or making available to others also constitute a crime under
Law No. 56237.

I1l. THE LIABILITY OF ARTIFICIAL
INTELLIGENCE MANUFACTURER

Findings have revealed that some artificial intelligence de-
velopers have used real child abuse images to train their
Al systems? However, due to insufficient legal regulations
worldwide, no action can be taken against Al producers.
New legal reforms are emerging globally to limit Al. This
situation can be exemplified by the Atrtificial Intelligence
Act (“Al Act"), prepared and enacted by the Council of
Europe. The regulation provides a comprehensive legal
framework for the development, use, and regulation of ar-
tificial intelligence systems, aiming to ensure compliance
with fundamental values such as human rights and the rule
of law. The Al Act restricts artificial intelligence systems
based on the risks posed by the products they generate.
Accordingly, Al systems are divided into 4 (four) groups:
minimum risk, limited risk, high risk, and unacceptable
risk. Unacceptable risk Al models are completely banned,
while limited and high-risk Al models are allowed to be
used provided, they are tested and used for theirintended
purpose to determine the most appropriate and targeted
risk management measures?. The risk level of an Al model
is assessed based on the sector it is used in and the re-
sulting products. However, there is a gap in regulations as
there is no direct regulation regarding the responsibility of
the Al producer.

FOOTNOTE

2 "Baziyapay zeka uygulamalari gergek cocuk istismari gorantuleriile egitildi.”,
euronews.net, (Last Accessed: 28.03.2025)

3 Avrupa Birligi Yapay Zeka Kanunu'nun Risk Gruplari ve Ilgililerin Yakumlulukleri
Baglaminda incelenmesi, Salih Karadeniz, Year 2025, Volume:29 Number: 1, 307,
p.318etsec.
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teknolojisi kullanilarak tretilen icerigin, Gretim strecinde bir
cocugun fiilen yer almamig olmasi nedeniyle sug teskil et-
mesini engelleyecegi degerlendirilmektedir. Ancak kanun
hukmunun bu hali ile bu su¢ bakimindan sugun magduru
konumunda olan bir cocugun bulunmasi sarti bulunma-
maktadir. Bu sebeple temsili cocuk gorselleri kullanilarak
ve deep fake teknolojisi araciligiyla mustehcen iceriklerin
uretilmesi, bu icerikleri ireten kisi bakimindan cezai sorum-
luluk kapsaminda olacaktir. Diger yandan, halihazirda retil-
mis bir cocuk istismari konulu icerigin ne sekilde uretildigi
fark etmeksizin Ulkeye sokma, cogaltma, satisa arz etme,
satma, nakletme, depolama, ihrag¢ etme, bulundurma ya da
baskalarinin kullanimina sunma seklinde islenen fiiller de
5237 sayili Kanun kapsaminda sug teskil etmektedir.

111. YAPAY ZEKA URETICIiLERININ
SORUMLULUGU

Birtakim yapay zeka ureticilerinin, yapay zeka sistemlerini
egitmek amaciyla gercek cocuk istismari géruntulerini kul-
landigina dair bulgular ortaya konmustur?. Ancak dunya
genelinde hukuki duzenlemelerin yetersiz olmasi nede-
niyle yapay zeka ureticileri hakkinda herhangi bir islem
yapilamamaktadir. Buna iliskin, dunya genelinde yapay
zekanin sinirlandirilmasina iliskin yeni hukuki reformlar or-
taya ¢ikmaktadir. Bu duruma, Avrupa Konseyi tarafindan
hazirlanarak yurarluge giren Yapay Zeka Tuzugu (“Al Act”)
ornek gosterilebilir. S6z konusu tuzuk, yapay zeka sistem-
lerinin gelistirilmesi, kullanimi ve duzenlenmesine iliskin
kapsamli bir yasal cerceve sunmakta olup, insan haklari
ve hukukun ustunlagu gibi temel degerlere uygunlugu
saglamayi amaclamaktadir. Al Act, yapay zeka sistemlerini
ortaya cikardiklarn artnler bakimindan risk temelli olarak
sinirlandirmaktadir. Buna gore yapay zeka sistemleri; mi-
nimum riskli, sinirli riskli, yuksek riskli ve kabul edilemez
riskli olmak Uzere 4 (dort) gruba ayrilmakta olup kabul edi-
lemez riskli yapay zeka modelleri tamamen yasaklanmakta,
sinirlive yuksek riskli yapay zeka modelleriise en uygun ve
hedeflenen risk yonetimi dnlemlerini belirlemek amaciyla
test edilmesi ve amacina uygun kullanilmasi sarti ile kulla-
nilmasina izin verilmektedir®. Bir yapay zeka modelinin risk
seviyesinin belirlenmesinde de kullanildigi sektor ve ortaya
cikan uranler tzerinden degerlendirme yapilmaktadir. An-
cak dogrudan yapay zeka Ureticisinin sorumlulugunaiiliskin

DiPNOT

2 “Baziyapay zeka uygulamalarigercek cocuk istismari goruntuleriile egitildi.”,
euronews.net, (Erisim Tarihi: 28.03.2025)

3 Avrupa Birligi Yapay Zeka Kanunu’nun Risk Gruplari ve ilgililerin Yakumlu-
lukleri Baglaminda incelenmesi, Salih Karadeniz, Yil 2025, Cilt: 29 Sayi: 1, 307,
s.318 vd.
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In Turkish law, measures are being taken to prevent crimes
committed through artificial intelligence. The 3rd Judicial
Reform, published by the Ministry of Justice of the Republic
of Turkiye and included among the draft laws by the Turk-
ish Grand National Assembly, includes developments such
as training judicial and law enforcement personnel within
the scope of technological developments, and the use of
artificial intelligence and expert systems in the judiciary“.
However, due to the slow development process of the legal
system compared to the rapid technological developments,
it remains inadequate in the face of current problems.

IV. CONCLUSION

In light of the information explained above, child abuse
content produced using deep fake technology should be
evaluated under Turkish law primarily within the scope of
Article 226, paragraph 3 of Law No. 5237 and other provi-
sions regulating the crime of obscenity. The regulation in
question might be interpreted to include deep fake con-

FOOTNOTE

4 T.C. Adalet Bakanligi 3. Yargi Reformu, https://yargireformu.adalet.gov.tr/do-
syalar/yrsuygulama.pdf, Last Accessed: 28.03.2025.

bir duzenleme yer almadigindan duzenlemeler arasinda
bosluk bulunmaktadir.

Turk hukuku nezdinde ise yapay zeka araciligiyla islenen
suclarn dnlenmesine iligkin d6nlemler alinmaktadir. Turkiye
Cumhuriyeti Adalet Bakanligi tarafindan yayinlanan, Tur-
kiye Buyuk Millet Meclisi tarafindan yasa tasarilari arasina
alinarak yasalasma sureci icerisinde bulunan 3. Yargi Refor-
mu’nda adli personellerin ve kolluk personellerinin tekno-
lojik gelismeler kapsaminda egitilmesi, yargida yapay zeka
ve uzman sistem kullanimi gibi gelismeler yer almaktadir®.
Fakat hukuk sisteminin gelisme sureci, teknolojik gelismele-
rin hizla gerceklesmesine oranla olduk¢a yavas olmasindan
otaru gancel sorunlar karsisinda yetersiz kalmaktadir.

IV. SONUG

Yukarida agiklanan bilgiler 1siginda, deep fake teknolojisi
kullanilarak uretilen ¢ocuk istismari icerikleri, Turk huku-
ku acisindan basta 5237 sayili Kanun‘un 226. maddesinin
3. fikrasi olmak uzere mustehcenlik sugunu duzenleyen
hukamler kapsaminda degerlendirilmelidir. S6z konusu
duzenleme, gercek bir cocugun istismarina dair goéruntu

DiPNOT

4 T.C. Adalet Bakanligi 3. Yargi Reformu, https://yargireformu.adalet.gov.tr/
dosyalar/yrsuygulama.pdf, Erisim Tarihi: 28.03.2025.
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tent with the phrases “representative child images” and
“persons appearing to be children”, even if it does not con-
tain images of actual child abuse. Indeed, Supreme Court
precedents show that the condition of committing the act
against a child is not required for the formation of the crime
of obscenity. Therefore, the acts of producing, reproducing,
distributing, and possessing child abuse content produced
with deep fake are highly likely to constitute a crime under
Article 226, paragraph 3 of Law No. 5237.

However, there are legal gaps resulted by deep fake
technology. Legal regulations are insufficient, especially
regarding the criminal liability of artificial intelligence pro-
ducers and the effective removal of this content from the
internet. While regulations such as training judicial and law
enforcement personnel on technological developments
and the use of artificial intelligence in the judiciary, as en-
visaged in the 3rd Judicial Reform, are positive, they are
not sufficient to combat deep fake. In this context, there are
some legal regulations that can be implemented. Firstly,
the responsibility of artificial intelligence producers should
be clarified. It is necessary to regulate the obligations to be
imposed on artificial intelligence developers by law in a
clear and detailed manner to ensure the supervision of the
data used in training Al models, the transparency of algo-
rithms, and the prevention of misuse. Additionally, it may be
considered to impose obligations on artificial intelligence
developers, such as conducting risk assessments and co-
operating with authorized authorities. Another legal reg-
ulation could involve establishing effective mechanisms
for the detection and removal of content. The necessary
technical infrastructure should be created to quickly and
accurately detect deepfake content and remove it from the
internet, and cooperation protocols should be developed
with legal platforms hosting such content. In this context,
it may be considered to impose notification and removal
obligations on content providers. Another preventive reg-
ulation could involve introducing deterrent criminal sanc-
tions. Criminal sanctions to be applied to individuals who
produce, distribute, and possess deep fake content should
be of a deterrent nature. Additionally, it may be considered
to classify the development of artificial intelligence mod-
els used in the production of such content, as well as their
provision and sharing with users, as a criminal offense. In
conclusion, to effectively combat child abuse content pro-
duced with deep fake technology, the existing legal frame-
work needs to be updated, and new regulations should be
introduced in the aforementioned areas. This would ensure
both the protection of children and the prevention of the
misuse of technology.

7 ®m GSIBRIEF

icermese de “temsili cocuk goéruntuleri” ve “cocuk gibi go-
runen kisiler” ifadeleriyle deep fake icerikleri de kapsamina
alacak sekilde yorumlanabilmektedir. Nitekim, Yargitay icti-
hatlarinda da mustehcenlik sugunun olusmasi icin fiilin bir
¢cocuga karsi islenmesi sartinin aranmadigi goérulmektedir.
Dolayisiyla, deep fake ile retilen cocuk istismari icerikleri-
nin Uretilmesi, cogaltilmasi, dagitilmasi ve bulundurulmasi
fiillerinin 5237 sayili Kanun’un 226. maddesinin 3. fikrasi
kapsaminda sug¢ teskil etme ihtimali yuksektir.

Bununla birlikte, deep fake teknolojisinin yarattigi hukuki
bosluklar da mevcuttur. Ozellikle yapay zekéa ureticilerinin
cezai sorumlulugu ve bu iceriklerin internet ortamindan et-
kin bir sekilde kaldirlmasi hususunda yasal duzenlemeler
yetersiz kalabilmektedir. 3. Yargi Reformu kapsaminda 6n-
gorulen adli personel ve kolluk personellerinin teknolojik
gelismeler konusunda egitimi ve yargida yapay zeka kulla-
nimi gibi duzenlemeler olumlu olmakla birlikte, deep fake
ile mucadele icin yeterli degildir. Bu baglamda, gercekles-
tirilebilecek birtakim yasal duzenlemeler bulunmaktadir. ilk
olarak, yapay zeka ureticilerinin sorumlulugunun netlestiril-
mesi gerekmektedir. Yapay zeka modellerinin egitilmesinde
kullanilan verilerin denetlenmesi, algoritmalarin seffafigi-
nin saglanmasi ve kotuye kullanimin énlenmesi amaciyla,
yapay zeka Ureticilerine getirilecek yukumluluklerin acik ve
ayrintili bir sekilde kanunla duzenlenmesi gerekmektedir.
Ayrica, yapay zeka ureticilerine risk degerlendirmesiyapma,
yetkili mercilerle igbirligi yapma gibi yukumluluklerin geti-
rilmesi degerlendirilebilir. Diger bir yasal duzenleme olarak
iceriklerin tespitine ve kaldirilmasina iligkin etkin mekaniz-
malar kurulabilir. Deep fake iceriklerinin hizli ve dogru bir
sekilde tespit edilmesi ve internet ortamindan kaldinlmasi
icin gerekli teknik altyapi olusturulmali ve igeriklerin yer al-
digi yasal platformlarla igbirligi protokolleri gelistirilmelidir.
Bu kapsamda, icerik saglayicilarina bildirim ve kaldirma
yukumlulugu getirilmesi degerlendirilebilecektir. Diger
bir dnleyici duzenleme ise caydirici cezai mueyyidelerin
ongorulmesidir. Deep fake icerikleri Ureten, dagitan ve bu-
lunduran kisilere uygulanacak cezai mueyyideler caydirici
nitelikte olmalidir. Bununla birlikte, bu iceriklerin Uretilme-
sinde kullanilan yapay zeka modellerinin gelistirilmesi, bu
modellerin kullanicilara sunulmasi paylasilmasinin da su¢
kapsamina alinmasi degerlendirilebilir. Sonug¢ olarak, deep
fake teknolojisi ile Uretilen cocuk istismari icerikleri ile etkin
bir sekilde mucadele edilebilmesi icin mevcut yasal ¢ercge-
venin guncellenmesi ve yukarida belirtilen hususlarda yeni
duzenlemeler yapilmasi gerekmektedir. Bu sayede hem c¢o-
cuklarin korunmasi saglanabilir hem de teknolojinin kotuye
kullanimi engellenebilir.
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B. KEY TAKEAWAYS

(i) Deep fake technology is an artificial in-
telligence technology that can be used to
produce realistic fake content.

(i) Production of child abuse content using
deep fake technology constitutes a crime
under Law No. 5237.

(iii) The aforementioned law also covers
child abuse images produced with repre-
sentative child images.

(iv) The responsibility of artificial intelli-
gence producers for content produced
through artificial intelligence has not yet
been clearly regulated in current legisla-
tion.

(v) While the Judicial Reform aims to in-
crease training and use related to artificial
intelligence, there are problems in adapting
to current technology.

(vi) As legal regulations are insufficient to
combat deep fake, the legislator needs to
develop regulations in these areas.

(vii) The legal and criminal liability of arti-
ficial intelligence producers should be de-
termined by law.

(viii) Mechanisms should be developed for
detecting and removing deep fake content.

(ix) Deterrent penalties and obligations for
content providers should be introduced.

(x) Legal regulations should be introduced,
and existing regulations should be updated
to protect children and prevent the misuse
of technology.

B. ANA CIKARIMLAR

(i) Deep fake teknolojisi, gercekgi sahte ice-
rikler iretmek icin kullanilabilen bir yapay
zeka teknolojisidir.

(ii) Deep fake ile gocuk istismari icerigi tire-
timi, 5237 sayili Kanun kapsaminda sug tes-
kil etmektedir.

(iii) Mezkar kanun, temsili cocuk goranta-
leriyle Uretilen cocuk istismari goéruntulerini
de kapsamaktadir.

(iv) Yapay zeka ureticilerinin yapay zekéa
araciligiyla uretilen iceriklerden sorumlu-
lugu guncel mevzuat nezdinde henuz net
olarak duzenlenmemistir.

(v) Yargi Reformu, yapay zeka ile ilgili egi-
timleri ve kullanimi artirmayi hedeflemekle
birlikte guncel teknolojiye uyum saglamak
konusunda sorunlar mevcuttur.

(vi) Deep fake ile mucadele icin yasal du-
zenlemeler yetersiz kalmakta oldugundan
kanun koyucunun bu alanlarda duzenle-
meleri gelistirmesi gerekmektedir.

(vii) Yapay zeka Ureticilerinin hukuki ve ce-
zai sorumlulugu kanunla belirlenmelidir.

(viii) Deep fake iceriklerin tespiti ve kaldiril-
masi igin mekanizmalar gelistirilmelidir.

(ix) Caydirici cezalar ve igerik saglayicilari-
na yukumlulukler getirilmelidir.

(x) Gocuklarin korunmasi ve teknolojinin
kotuye kullaniminin énlenmesi igin yasal
duzenlemeler getirilmesi ve mevcut dizen-
lemelerin guncellenmesi gerekmektedir.

m BiLGIi NOTU

To effectively prevent
the production of sim-
ulated child abuse con-
tent through deep fake
technology, existing
legal regulations must
be updated and crimi-
nal liabilities related to
AI-based content gen-
eration must be clearly
defined.

Deep fake teknolojisi
kullamilarak iiretilen
temsili cocuk istisma-
rv iceriklerinin etkin
bicimde onlenebilme-
si icin, mevcut hukuki
diizenlemelerin giincel-
lenmesi ve yvapay zeka
temelli icerik iiretimi-
ne iliskin cezai sorum-
luluklarmm acik sekilde
tammmlanmasi gerek-
mektedir.
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DISCLAIMER

The briefs provided on the GSI Website are for general informa-

tional purposes only and do not constitute legal advice. These

GSI briefs are not a substitute for obtaining legal or other pro-

fessional advice relevant to your specific situation. Anyone

using this website should seek independent legal advice re-

garding their specific circumstances. Goksu Safi Isik Attorney
Partnership is not liable for any actions or inaction taken based
on the legal briefs provided on this website. The GSI Website
may contain links to third-party websites, which we provide for
added value. However, we have no control over the content of
those websites and assume no responsibility for their content
or accuracy. By using this website, you agree to this Disclaimer
and our Terms of Use.

FERAGATNAME

GSI Web Sitesi’nde yayinlanan bilgi notlari yalnizca genel bilgi-
lendirme amaclidir ve yasal tavsiye niteligi tasimaz. Bu GSI bilgi
notlari, 6zel durumunuza uygun yasal veya diger profesyonel
tavsiyelerin yerini tutmaz. Bu internet sitesini kullanan herkes,
kendi 6zel durumuyla ilgili bagimsiz yasal tavsiye almalidir.
Goksu Safi Isik Avukatlik Ortakligi, bu internet sitesinde yayin-
lanan hukuki bilgi notlarina dayanarak gerceklestirilen veya
gerceklestirilmeyen eylemlerden sorumlu degildir. GSI Web
Sitesi, ek deger saglamak amaciyla Uguncu taraf web siteleri-
ne baglantilar icerebilir. Ancak, Goksu Safi Isik Avukatlik Ortak-
ligr'nin bu internet sitelerinin icerigi Uzerinde hi¢bir kontrolu
yoktur ve icerikleri veya dogrulugu icin herhangi bir sorumlu-
luk ustlenmemektedir. Bu internet sitesini kullanarak, bu Yasal
Uyari ve Kullanim Kosullarini kabul etmis olursunuz.
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