
A BIBLICAL ANALYSIS OF RELIGIOUS AND SECULAR MEDIA

SPECIAL REPORT

(.) THE UNITED NATIONS (~T CONVENTION ON ~1r

THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD
THE NEW WORLD ORDER VS. PARENTAL RIGHTS

by Albert Jcrnes Dager

I
n 1979, the United Nations Organiza-
tion celebrated the "International Year
of the Child" (lYe). The United

Nations International Children's
Emergency Fund (UNICEF) was the
agency chosen through which the U.N.
would implement their programs for IYC.
The platform upon which the IYC program
was based was the "Declaration of the
Rights of the Child," unanimously passed
by the U.N. General Assembly on
November 20, 1959.

Since the adoption of the Declaration,
member states of the U.N. have worked
through their respective government
agencies to implement the principles and
programs formulated through the
Declaration. Until now, implementation
has been on a voluntary basis; there has
been no formal U.N. mandate to require
accountability to an international
governing body. This could change within
a very shon time should the present
Convention on the Rights of the Child be
ratified by a sufficient number of member
states (at least 42).

The Convention on the Rights of the
Child is a formal auempt by the U.N. to
enact into law international sanctions that
would enforce the goals of the original
Declaration as well as several other United
Nations documents.

As imponant and far-reaching as this
pending intemationallegislation may be, it
is curious that the general news media have
had little to say about it. It's as if there were
a cloud of secrecy over the fact that. even
today, every US senator and congressman
has the Convention before him or her; all

that is necessary for it to go into effect in
the United States is for one person to
sponsor it in either house of Congress, and
have it pass by the required majorities of
each house.

Should the Convention on the Rights of
the Child be ratified by the US Congress it
will become the law of the land; every
provision of the Convention must then be
complied with under penalty of
international law. What this may mean in
terms of individual freedom and the
sanctity of family relationships is
something all true believers in the Lord
Jesus Christ must ponder.

To help our readers understand the full
implications of the Convention on the
Rights of the Child, we will examine the
text of the Convention resolution as it
currently stands, considering how passage
of the Convention will affect those whose
faith is in the Lord Jesus Christ.

At the very root of the Convention lies
a moral and philosophical world view that
runs counter to that of Gnd's Word. That
world view is humanistic which, in itself is
religious in principle and practice. This
will be amply demonstrated as we consider
the text of the Convention.

For purposes of brevity we will be
looking at those portions of the Convention
which we believe will affect the practice of
biblical Christianity.

While the Convention will be the legal
means by which the U.N. will enforce its
goals on human rights for children, it is by
no means the only instrument that will
affect the implementation of those goals.
The Preamble to the Convention names

several other international covenants and
declarations which the Convention will
enforce. For clarity those covenants and
declarations are highlighted in bold type.

PREAMBLE
The States Parties to the pre!i:ent

c.onvention,

Considerini that, in accordance with
the principles proclaimed in the Charter
of the United Natlons,recognitionofthe
inherent dignity and or the equal and
inalienable rights of aU members of the
human family is/the foundation of
freedom. justiceandpeacein theworld,

Recoinlz1nf that the United Nations
has, in the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights and In the
International Covenants on Human
Rights, proclaimed and agreed that
everyone is entitled to all the rights and
freedoms set forth therein, without
distinction of any kind, such as race,
colour, sex, language. religion, political
or other opinion, national or social
origin, property. birth or other status,

RpA'JllIinithat, in the Universal
Declaration ofHuman Rights, the United
Nations has proclaimed that childhood is
entitled to special care and assistance,

CnnvinCt"..dthat the family, as the
fundamental group of society and the
natural envirorunent for the growth and
well-being of all its members and
particularly children, should be afforded
the necessary protection and assistance
so that it can fully assume its
responsibilities within the community.

Rf'r..orni zin i that the child, for the full
and harmonious development of his or
her personality, should grow up in a
family environment, in an atmosphere of
happiness, love and lU1derstanding,

Com:iderini that the child should be
fully prepared to live an individual life in
society, and brought up in the spirit of the
ideals proclaimed in the Charter of the
United Nations, and in particular in the
spirit of peace, dignity, tolerance, free-
dom, equality and solidarity,

Rearini' in minri that the need to ex.
tend particular care to the child has been
stated in the Geneva Declaration of the
Rights of the Child of 1924 and in the
Declaration of the Rights of the Child
adopted by the General Assembly on 20
November 1959 and recognized in the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights,
in the International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights (in particular in
articles 23 and 24 in the International
Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights (in particular article 10)



and in the statutes and relevant Instru-
ments or specialized agencies IIId in-
ternational organization. concerned
with the weirare of children,

Rearinr in mind that, as indicated in
Ibe Declaration on Ibe Righta of Ibe
Child, "the child, by reason of his physi-
cal and mental immaturity, needs special
safeguards and care, including appropri-
ale legal protection, before u well u
after birth",

RH'Jl11in,the provisions of the Dec.
laratlon on Social and Lopl PrInciple.
reladng to the ProtectIon and Weirare
of Children, with Spedal Reference to
Fosler Placement and Adoption Na-
tionally and Internationally; the
United Nadons Standard Minimum
Rules for the Administration or Juve-
nile Justice (The Beijing Rules); and
the Declaration on the Protection of
Women and Children In Emergency
and Armed ConftJct,

R~V'i7.in, that. in all countries in
the world, there are children living in
..ceptionally difficult conditions, and
Ibat such children need special consid-
eration,

Takinr dne ANYIlmtoftbe importance

of lb. traditions and cultunJ values of
each people for lb. protection and har-
monious development of the child.

Ilprnrni7in, the importance of inter-
national co-operation for improvina the
living conditions of children in every
country, in particular in lb. developing
countries,

Have agn:ed u follows:

Before continuing we should note that
within the Preamble are several points
which must be considered. As can be seen,
there are many attendant documents upon
which the Convention bases its goals.
However. not all the goals of the
Convention are sinister. Indeed, the
drafters of the Convention would view all
the goals as beneficial 10 children. But
there are a number of statements in the
Convention which threaten the family
sUUClure,especially among those whose
world view differs from that of secular
humanism. We will see this more clearly
as we proceed.

Is The Convention Pro Family?
For immediate consideration is the fact

that the statement confinning the family
"as the fundamental group of society and
the natural environment for the growth and
well-being of all its members and
particularly children," seems designed 10
allay the fears of some that the Convention
will eliminate parental rights. However,

when the entire paragraph-and especially
the entire document-is considered, we do
see a threat 10the family.

Notice the remainder of the statement,
affirming that the family "should be
afforded the necessary protection and
assistance so that it can fully assume its
responsibilities within the community."
What this is saying is that governments
should interVene in the family situation in
order 10assure that !he children are being
prepared for community service. When
governments use the term uassistance,"
they really mean the imposition of
government mandates for proper behavior.
Social service agencies are generally used
10"assist" families by instructing parents
on acceptable practices in raising their
children. For those whose world view
coincides wi!h that of their government,
there is no real problem. Such parents
welcome government intervention,
perceiving it as one of the "free" benefits
of society. Most of these parents are
welfare recipients; many are single parents
eager for whatever assistance they can
receive. And who can blame them? Some
welfare recipients are legitimately
deserving of financial help; without
government assistance they would be
destitute. But with government help
comes government control.

The problem isn't so acute where
genuine needs exist. There are children
who need protection even from their own
parents. In such cases social service
agencies can provide valuable assistance.

But wben government designs legislation
10 intrude into every family's business
-regardless of need (or just 10 find out if
there is a need}-then families become
subject 10 state regulation for every aspect
of their functioning.

Where Is The Love?
No doubt the drafters of the Convention

hope that every child will be able 10
experience a happy childhood. However,

to say that the child should be "brought up
in the spirit of the ideals proclaimed in the
Charter of the United Nations, and in
particular in the spirit of peace, dignity,
tolerance, freedom, equality and
solidarity," misses the mark. What about
the spirit oflove? How often have children
been removed from less than perfect homes
by social workers who perceive the
external environment of more importance

than the love of the natural parents IOward
their children? It happens far more often
than is realized by the general public.

Children's Rights
Children's rights are alluded to in the

Preamble's ninth paragraph, wherein is
affinned the child's need for "special
safeguards and care, including appropriate
legal protection, before as well as after
birth." This is an interesting proposition.
Before birth, a child' s legal protection can
only mean protection from being aborted
or injured through the design or
carelessness of his parents or others while
he is in the pre-natal state. Yet even among
the proponents of the Convention !here is
no protest against the wholesale slaughter
of innocents through abortion. In fact, this
is one area in which we see how selective
governments-whether national or
international-can be.

Just because a law is clear in its
statement doesn't mean it cannot be
"interpreted" 10mean some!hing else. The
U.N.'s Bulletin of Human Righls. #91/2
addresses the issue of protection for the
unborn as stated in the Convention. In
effect, that protection is nullified through
interpretation. In the U.N. Bulletin, Philip
AlslOn, professor of Law and DireclOr of
the Centre for International and Public
Law of the Australian National University,
wrote on the legal framework of the
Convention:

While recognizing (particularly in the
preamble) that the foetus is deserving of
appropriate protection, its right to lifeper
se is not recognized.

Come again? A foetus is deserving of
appropriate protection, but not necessarily

of life itself? What sort of doublespeak is
this? If a foetus has any rights at all, it
seems that its most fundamental right is 10
life.

The Convention, like all government
charters and documents, is more often !han
not left to interpretation based upon the
political climate of !he times. So while
much of the language of the Convention
may seem beneficial to families and 10
children, the political climate today is
essentially based upon the philosophy of
secular humanism. Secular humanism,
lOuting its creed of subjective truth and
denial of absolute morality can and will
allow for the use of all avenues to further
its agenda. That agenda has often been
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