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1. The draft declaration of the rights of the child was adopted by the Social

Commission at its sixth session in 1950. The Economic and Social Council, in

the draft declaration and to communicate to the Council "its observations on the
principles and contents" of the draft.

2. The draft declaration wes first placed on the agenda of the seventh session
of the Commission in 1951 but was considered by the Commission for the first time
at its thirteenth session in 1957.

B After a preliminary discussion, the Commission decided to transmit to the
Governments of Member States the draft declaration together with the records

of the discussions in the thirteenth session of the Commission on Human Rights
(E/CN.L/8R.555-558) and in the Social Committee of the eleventh session of the
Economic and Social Council (E/AC,T/SR.125—128) and the written statements
submitted by non-governmental organizations (E/CN.M/KGO/YO, Corr.l and 2;
E/CN.4/NGO/TL, T2, 73 and Th) "with a view to receiving their comments thereon
by 1 December 1957 at the latest, so that the Commission may take them into
account during its consideratiocn of the question.”

Lk, On 24 July 1957 tke Economic and Social Council adopted resolution

651 B (XXIV) in which it considered thet "the purposes of the Commission would

be fully served if Governments were given more time to prepare their comments on
the Draft Declaration'; and resolved that the comments of Governments on the draft
Declaration "may be transmitted until 1 December 1958 in order that the
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Secretary-General may circulate them To the members of the Commission by

31 December 1958 for consideration by the Commission at its next session
thereafter”.

5 The following twenty-one (Govermments have replied to the request for
ccmments: Australia, Cambodia, Ceylon, Denmark, Dcminican Republic, Greece,
Hungary, Israel, Jordan, Lacs, ILuxembourg, Nepal, New Zealand, Norway, Fakistan,
Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Sudan, the United Kingdcm of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and the United States of America.

6. The Govermments of Cambodia, Denmark, Nepal and Norway state in their
replies that they have no comments to make. The Govermment of Jordan states that
it has no comments to make but that the Declaration, if adopted, would safeguard
the rights and status of children in various countries of the worlid. The
Government of the Dcminican Republic observes that it has no objections to

the draft Declaration. The Government of Ceylon observes that it 1s in general
agreement with the principles enunciated in the draft Declaration. The
Government of the United States of America states that it expects to present

its ccmments on the Declaration when it is considered in the Ccumission on

Human Rights.

1. AUSTRALIA
(ote of L November 1958)

Preamble

Australia supports the addition proposed by the World Movement of Mothers,
E/CN.4/NGO/70/Corr.1, that is:

"ihereas in every type of civilization it is in the family that the
child finds his surest protection and a guaranteed minimum of material,
psychological, social and moral living conditions to aid his personal
development."

Principles

1 to 10 inclusive

Australia supports the amendment proposed by the World Moverment of Mothers,
E/CN.4/NGO/T70/Corr.1, that, in 1 to 10 inclusive, "The child" should be amended
to "Every child'.

s
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Principle 1

Australia supports the amendment proposed by the World Movement of Mothers,
E/CN.4/NGO/70/Corr.1, that the following should be added: "that will make such
development possible’.

Principle 2

Australia supports the eamendment proposed by the World Movement of Mothers,
E/CN.L4/NG0/70/Corr.1, that is:

"Bvery child shall be given a surname and first name of his own from
bpirth and shall possess a nationality. If he is borun out of wedlock and is
thus deprived of certain normal opportunities for development, he shall
obtain from the authors of his days and from society the means of coping
with his particular situation: he shall be given every facllity under
the law for his affiiiation or adoption. If he is an orphan from birth,

steps shall be taken to enable him to be received or adopted by a family
where his protection and education would be assured."

Principle 3

Omit "free" before "medical services".

Principle U4

Add: "Every child shall in particular enjoy such social and economic
conditions as will enable him to receive the care of his mother or of the foster
mother who, where necessary, replaces her".

Principle 5

"General culture” seems to require clarification. Possibly it means "the
culture to which he belongs™.

Australia suggests that the principle enunciated in the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights, 26 (3), that it is the parents! inalienable right to choose the
kind of education desired for thelr child, should be inserted.

The final sentence should be amended to read: "At least elementery education
should be free and compulsory'.

Principle 7

In the first sentence "deprivation" should be added between "cruelty" and

"exploitation®.

[oes



E/cN. L/ 780
English
Page U

Australia supports the proposal of the Lialson Committee of Women's
International Organizations, E/CN.L/NGO/73, to add to the second sentence the
words "or morality" after "education".

With those two amendments principle 7 wcould read:

"Every child shall be protected ageainst all forms of neglect, cruelty
deprivation and exploitation. He shall in no case be caused to engage in

any occupation or employment which would prejudice his health, education or
morality or interfere with his development'.

Principle 9

It is suggested that the first part be altered to read: "Every child who

11

is physically or mentally afflicted or socially handicapped ...

General comments

In a number of the principles it is not clear on whom the duty, or
primery duty, lies. It seems desirable that it should be made clear that it is
intended merely to define principles and to regulate the responsibilites of
parents or, falling them, of foster parents, legal guardians or others having
dominion over children, and that in those cases the responsibility of the State
does not extend beyond insisting that these persons give effect to the

principles.

2. GREECE
(Note of 18 November 1957)

Preamble

The Royal Government of Greece has no reservations to meke as regards the
content of the preamble. It is, however, of the opinion that a shorter and
more concise drafting of paragraph 6, making the text mcre vivid, would be
preferable., But in view of the difficulties and delays encountered in the
adoption of the draft Covenants on Human Rights it considers that the paragraph,
as adopted by the Commission, may be malntained, since the Declaration will be
issued before the adoption of the Ccverants, i.e. before the final adopticn

of the relevant articles of the latter.

/...
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Principles

Our first commen®t concerns paragraph 5 of the Principles, which mekes
reference to "free medical services". The Greek Government considers that the
word "free' should be deleted, since 1t i1s inconceivable that States should
agsume the obligation to grant free medical services to all children, even
those belonging to well-to-do families.

Paragraph 9, the contents of which are sugpplewentary to the provisions of
paragraph 3, should be placed immediately after the latter. It would thus
become paragreph b.

With regard to paragraph 5 - which, 1f the above suggestion is adopted,
would become paragraph 6 - the Greek Government considers that its provisions
establishing the principle of free education are couched in very general terms
which might be interpreted as making that principle applicable even to
secondary studies.

This principle of free secondary education, which was supported by
some delegations during the discussion of the relevant portion of the draft
Covenants in 1954, was met with reserve by the Greek delegation. In this
connexion, the Royal Greek Governpment wishes to reiterate its reservation as
to the possibility of assuming such an obligation. It would have preferred &
text similar to that of article 26 (1) of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, which, in its opinion, would be more appropfiate in the present context.

Paragraph 8 of the Principles, as now drafted, might give the impressicn
of seeking to suppress all national feeling. It also seems to reflect certain
well~known "pacifist" theories. Moreover, it contains principles and even
sentences which appear in other paragraphs of'the Declaration.

For these reasons, the Greek Government considers that the paragraph should
be deleted, especially as the fundamental principles of the United Nations,
relevant in this connexion, are stated in full in the text of paragraph 10.

Thus amended, the Declaration might usefully be supplemented by the
insertion at the end of a new paragraph embodying paragraph V of the Declaration
of Geneva, which reads as follows:

"The child shall be brought up in the consciousness that his talents

must be devoted Lo the service of his fellcw men.”

1

The Permanent Mission of Greece is attaching the text of the "amended

Declaration” illustrating all the foregoing observations of the Greek Government.

/...
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Text of the draft Declaration of the Rights of the Child
proposed by Greece

Preamble

1. Whereas the United Nations has, in the Charter and in the Universal
Declaration of Humen Rights, reaffirmed its faith in fundamental humen rights, and
in the dignity and worth of the human person, and has determined to promote
social progress and better standards of life in larger freedom,

2. Whereas the United Nations has declared that everyone 1s entitled to all
the rights and freedoms set forth in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights,
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,

3.  Whereas Member States have in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights
proclaimed thelr recognition of the fundamental rights of persons,

4, Whereas, as has specifically been stated since 1924 in the Geneva
Declaration of the Rights of the Child, mankind owes to the child the best it has
to give,

5. Whereas the child needs special safeguards by reason of his physical and
mental immaturity and his particular legal status,

Now therefore

6. The General Assembly recognizes and proclaims the essential Rights of

the Child to the end that he mey have a happy childhood and be enabled to grow up
to enjoy, for his own good and for the good of society, the fundamental rights

and freedoms, particularly those specified in the Universal Declaration of Humean
Rights, and calls upon men and women as individusls as well as through their local
avthorities and national Governments to recognize and strive for the observance

of those rights through the application of the following principles.
Principles

1. The child shall be given the means necessary to enable him to develop
physically, mentally, morally, spiritually and socially in a healthy and normal

manner and in conditions of freedom and dignity.

s
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2. The child shall be entitled from his birth to a name and a nationality.

3. The child shall enjoy the benefits of social security. He shall be

entitled even from before birth to grow and develop in health. He shall have the
right to adequate nutrition; housing, recreation and medical services.

L, The child who is physically, mentally or socially handicapped shall te given
the special treatment, education and care required by his particular condition.
5. The child shall be given opportunity to grow up in economic security, in the
care of his own parents whenever possible, and in a family atmosphere of
affection and understanding favourable to the full and harmonious development of
his personality.

6. The child shall be given an education which will bestow upon him general
culture and enable him to develop his abilities and individual judgement and to
become a useful member of society.

7. The child shall in all circumstances be among the first to receive protection
and relief.

8. The child shall be protected against all forms of neglect, cruelty and
exploitation. He shall in no case be caused to engage in any occupation or
employment which would prejudice his health or education or interfere with

his development.

9. The child shall enjoy all the rights set forth above, irrespective of any
consideration of race, colour, sex, language, caste, religion, political or other
opinion, national or social origin, property, birth, legitimacy or other status.
10. The child shall be brought up in the consciousness that his talents must

be devoted to the service of his fellow men.

The General Assembly calls upon all Governments and peoples to make known the

above principles and explain them to parents, educators, doctors, socilal workers

and all others who deal directly with children, and to children themselves.
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5. HUNGARY
(Note of 9 December 1958)

The .overmment of the Hungarian People's Republic regards the protection of
the rights of the child as a guestion of high importance. It has carefully
examined the draft Declaration of the Rights of the Child and happily welcomes the
initiative of the United Nations to work out an international instrument concerned
with the rights of the child. As to the draft Declaration, it wishes to make the
following comments:

As shown by its very title, the draft is a declaration that declasres the
special rights of children. This draft Declaration, ncwever, dces rot ccntain any
provisions concerning the fact that those contained therein have binding force and
that States adopting the Declaration are compelled to guarantee, through domestic
legal measures, the execution of the rights laid down in the Declaration. Therefore
the value of the Declaration will greatly diminish as it is to be feared that its
contents will remain only desires, and will not give birth to world-wide, actual
protection of the rights of children. The Hungarian Ministry for Foreign Affairs
is of the opinion that rights, including also the rights of the child, may prevail
and their protection may fully be assured only if this is guaranteed by the Stote.

The Hungarian Ministry for Foreign Affeairs wishes to polnt out that the
stipulation of several important questions is not contained in the draft Declaration,
the lack of which meking it rather incomplete. Such questions are, for example,
that of free education, the prohibition of war propaganda among children, etc.

There are sevearl provisions of law in Hungary which ure to protect the
rights of families and the rights of the child as contained in the Declaration.
Moreover, these provisions ensure wider rights and more protection than
the draft Declaration. ZiQW'No,IV, 1952 on Marrisge, Family and Wardship; Law-
decree No.21l, 1958 on Compulsory Family Allowance; Law No.IIL, 1953 on Infant
Care, etch.

The Hungarian Ministry for Foreign Affairs while recommrending these comments
to the kind attention of the Secretary-General, expresses its hope that the United
Nations will soon take appropriate measures to assure the effective protection of

the rights of the child.

o
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{Note of 20 December 1950)

g

1. The third paragreph of the Preamble eppears to be o were repetivion of e

o
T

is already contained in the first paragraph, and should be deleted.

2. Mankind, indeed, oweg to the child the best it has to give; but the lenguoge

ngu
of the fourth paragreph of the Presmble creates the impression that this greot
debt of menkind ovwes 1tg causa and its origin to the Geneva Decluratlon of the

Rights of the Child of 1924. The Israel Government has no objection to a
reference in the Preamble to the Geneva Declaration but it should e clothed in
language such as:

Mihereas the rights of the child and the duties owed to the child have been
stated in the CGeneva Declaration of the Rights of the Child of 192k under

g

the wuspices of the League of Nations",

[o7)
ot

while the statement Thabt mankind owes to the child the best it has to glve, con

e incorporated in the £ifth paragrapvh of the Preamble.

Fa In the view of the Government of Israel, the orerative part of the proposed
General /fssembly Resolution should contain (at least) a voeu for conventions to
te drafted defining more precisely the obligations to be undertaken by States
towards children, both netionally and internationally,

L, The fourth paregrarh of the Principles requires xn&}ufting, While the rights

and duties gtated in all the other Principles can be taken care of by State action,

e.g. legiglation, no such action is practically feasible to secure the child en
opportunity "to grow up in economic security': the parents' economic circumstences
in which the child grows up are largely beyond the control of local or national
authorities. The same applies, albeit to a lesser degree, to the opportunity to

H

grow up "in the care of his own parents” and "in a family satmosphere of affection

and understanding”. In so far as an obligation is scught Lo be imposed on parents
and guardians to provide the necessary security and atmosphere, there can hardly
be any sanction by which to enforce it.
It is suggested that parzgraph 4 of the Principles could usefully be
redrafted on the following lines:
"For the full and harmoniocus development of his personality, the child needs
love and understanding. Whenever circumstances prevent the child from growing
up in the care of his own parents, opportunity shall be provided for him to

grow up in economic security and in an atmosphere of warmth and affection.”

/...
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Those casesg where children who live with their parents are so neglected that
they nust be taeken carxe of, come within the ambit of the ninth paragraph of the
Frinciples under which the socially handicapped child is to be given the special
care he requires by his particular condition.

5. The word "amongst" in the sixth paragreph of the Principles can safely

e deleted.

6.  In paragraph 7 of the Principles, the words "he shall in no case be caused
to engage"” seem to imply a prohibition only of his being sent to work, as
distinguished from his going to engage in detrimentsl work on his own initiative.
“he words guoted above should be replaced by the words: 'he shall not be allowed
to engage."

7. While in full agreement with the Principle admirably stated in Paragraph 8,
the Government of Israel suggests thatl express recognition should be given in the
Declaration to the right of the child to grow up in the religious faith and
national ioyalty of his parents. This right is often denied or disregarded, and
is of particular importance in the case of orphan children.

8. Paragraph 10 of the Principles ocutlews discrimination between children on
the grounds of, inter alia "birth, legitimacy or other status". Discriminations
by law between legitimate and 1llegitimate children are still wide~spread, and it
is felt that the reprehensibility of such discriminations would better be stressed
by devoting to this matter a separate paragraph, instead of mentioning it, by the

way, as the very last of illustrations tc a general principle.

5. LAOS
(Note of 28 August 1957)

I have the honour to inform you that the Royal Government of lLacs cannot
but subscribe to these principles. However, their full application seems to it
to be within the capacity only of some Western and Anglo-Saxcn countries.

In the case of the under-developed countries, of which Laos is one, and
particularly in rural areas, the application of these Rights will be very difficult
even as regards the provisions on medical care and education alone.

An initial attempt to give them practical realization can, however, be
made through the education of parents and the development, within the limits of

budgetary possibilities, of public health and education services. /
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6. LUXEMBOURG
(Note of 27 December 1957)
In general, the Luxembourg Government endorses the draft Declaration which
has been submitted to it and expresses the hope that this draft may lead soon to
g solemn proclamation. With regard to the details of the draft, the ILuxembourg

Government wishes to make the following comments and proposals:

I. General arrangement of the text

The Luxembourg Government considers that the general arrangement of the
Principles would benefit by revision and that the material of the ten paragraphs
should be rearranged around a small number of more clearly defined ideas. Thus,
for example, paragraph 1 and paragraph 5 of the Principles in part express the
same thought. Similarly, paragraph 5 and the first phrase of paragraph 4 come
very close to the idea expressed in paragraph 7, while paragraphs 8 and 10 both
enunciate the principle of non-discrimination.

The Luxembourg Government therefore proposes thet the provisions of the
Declaration should be regrouped and, in addition, surplemented. As a guide, it
would suggest the following arrangement:

1. Physical and moral develorment (present paragraphs 1 and 3 of the

Principles).

N

Legal status of the child (paragraph 2).

3. Femily status (paragraph U).

k. FEconomic status (paragraph 3).

5. Social and medical protection (paragraphs 7 and 9).

6. Cultural development (paragraph 5).

7. TlNon-discrimination (paragraphs 8 and 10).

As regards paragraph 6, it seems more natural to transfer it to the preamble
while at the same time expressing the principle in more general terms, as follows:

"Whereas in all circumstances the protection of the welfare and interests of
the child deserve priority."

/...
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II. Bpecific points

The Iuxemuvourg Government also wishes to make the following comments with
regard to the various principles set forth in the draft.
1. The draft fails to enunciate the elementary principle of respect for

the very existence of the child. Tt is therefore proposed that an introductory

S5El

iwence worded as follows should be inserted in paragraph 1 of the Principles:

"The child shall be entitled to the protection of his life from the first
moments of his existence.”

2. It would ke advisable to include 1n the Declaration a general principle

concerning the legal status of the child, affirming the principle that, in

repgulating that status, the child's interests shall be paramount. In point of
fact, in the devermination of his legal situation, the child is too often regarded
2o a mere object, whether the question is the legitimate family unit, guardianship,
adoption, public assistance or the steps taken in case of the dissolution of the
rarriage of his parents. These institutions and situations should be re-examined
and reappraised in the light of the child's interests and that is why the
Luxembourg Government proposes the insertion of the following sentence at the
beginning of paragraph 2:

"Regardless of his circumstances, the legal status of the child shall

be determined solely on the basis of his interests, which shall take
precedence over all other interests.”

-

5. The Luxembourg Covernzent entirely an

proves of the affirmation; in

paragraph 4, of the importance of the family environment for the development of
the child. But it considers that this principle should be supplemented by a
reference to the situation of homeless children. The Government, indeed, considers
that public authorities should give priority to measures designed to return
avandoned children to a family enviromment. To that end, States should facilitate
and promote adoption and family placement in preference to all other measures.
Accordingly, the Luxembourg Government proposes the addition of the following
sentence to paragraph L:
"Tt shall be the responsibility of the public authorities to take appropriate
messures to make possible the return of homeless children to a family

environment, in particular by facllitating adoption by families and family
placement."

/
/l’l
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In the sawe paragraph, the Luxembourg Government proposes that the referencs

to "economic security’ should be deleted and transferred to

with economic and social cuestions, since, in its view, the poragraph o L2
should e focussed rather on the family's affection and its spiritusl values.

L, The Luxembourg Government considers that a slight change should he
made in the two preovisions of the present draft which refer to certain benefits,
i.e., medical services and education, as free, so as to leave room for private
initiative. 1In the sentence referring to medical services (paragraph 5) it shouid
be specified that those services shall be "free if necessary'. 1In the case of
education, it should be specified that "fundamental education” shall be free.

The Luxembourg Government also considers that the principle of free care
should e introduced in the provision concerning handicapped children and it
should e stated that those children shall receive appropricte treatment
"without charge, if necessary'.

5. Lastly, the Luxembourg Government considers that the first senterce of
paragraph 5 may create difficulties of interpretation, since in general it is not
the child who is the direct recipient of the benefits of social security but
rather those who are responsible for his care. The real problem is Lo ensure
that social security arrangements take into account both family expenses and the
gpecific needs of the child. The wording might therefore be:

"Spocial security arrangements shall take into account the needs of the
child and family expenses.”

Annex: Revised text of the draft Declaration
proposed by Luxembourg

1. The child shall be entitled to the protection of his life from the first
moments of his existence. He ghall be entitled even from before birth to
develop in health and thereafter to develop physically, mentally, morally,
spiritually and socially in a normal manrer and in conditions of freedom

and dignity.

2. Regardless of his circumstances, the legal status of the child shall

be determined solely on the basis of his interests, which shall take
precedence over all other interests. The child shall be entitled from his

birth to a name and 2 nationality.
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3. The child shall be given opportunity to grow up in the care of his own
b

arents and in a family atmogphere of affection and understanding favourable

to the full and rmonious development of his personality. It shall be

L. The chiid shall be entitled to grow up in economic security. He shall
have the right to adequate nutrition, housing and recreation.

5. The child shall be entitled to social and wedical protection. He shall
be protected against ail forms of neglect, cruelty and exploitation. He
shall in no case be caused to engege in any occupation or employment which
would prejudice his health or educatiocn or interfere with his develorment.
Social security crrangements shall tske inte account the needs of the child

and family expenseés. The handicapped child shall be given, without charge,

P}

f necessary, the special treatment, education and care required by his

articular condition.

e}

6. The child shall te glven an education which will bestow upon him

eneral cullure snd enable him to develop his gbilities and individual

]

Judgenent and to become a useful member of scciety. Fundamental educabion
shall be free.

{. The child shall enjoy all the rights set forth above, irrespective of

any consideration of race, colour, sex, language, caste, religion, political

or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth, legitimacy
or othexr etatus. He shall be brought up in the consciocusness that he
will achieve his fullest development and derive greatest satisfaction
through devoting his energy and talents to the service of his fellow men,

in a spirit of universal brotherhood and peace.

7. NEW ZEALAND
(Note of L December 1958)

The New Zealand Govermment is, of course, sympathetic towards any action,

whether national or international, which will broaden the scope of the protection

and help extended to chiidren. The econbmic and social legislation in New Zealand

which includes special provision for young people is directed to this end.
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have been exemined with

The draft Declaration and the associated paper

6]

¢

er
interest by the authorities in New Zeasland. AL this stage, however, it is not

3

desired to make any detailed comments thereon.

It is felt, nevertheless, that a declaration, which could constitute ar

.

it

]

internationally-agreed expression of aims and principles with respect to © cights

of the child, would be the most appropriate form cof instrument for an lntermational
statement on this important subject. In any case, it is doubted whether all
principles relating to the rights of the child would be appropriate for inclusion

in a legally-binding document such ag a Convention.

8. PAKISTAN
(ote of 7 October 1958)

The Government of Pakistan agfee to the draft Declaraticn in the present
form of a draft declaration of principles but if it were to be reframed in the
form of a legally binding international agreement, they would have to reserve
their position, as Pakistan is not at present in a position to ensure the enjoyment
of all the rights enunciated by all children.

The Government of Pakistan, however, offer the following comments on

Principle No. 5 of the draft Declaration:

The provisions of this principle are exposed to various interpretations
and are too general in nature to be regarded =5 a statement of ideals
towards which the Member States should strive. Keeping in view the
resources of the States, it 1s counsidered necessary to specify a common

standard of education to be provided free of charge.

9. PHILIPPINES
(Note of 12 December 1957)

For all principles:-

Starting each of the ten "Principles" of the draft Declaration of the Rights
of the Child with "Every" gives added force and affirmation to each principle.
The Philippine Govermment therefore, agrees on the suggestion of the World
1

Movement of Mothers in starting each principle thus: "BEvery child ...

Jeu



"... that will make such development

Ldding at the end of

vosgible” as suggested by the World Movement of Mothers will meke the Principle

e written:

clesrer and precise. Thus the Principle sk

"Bvery child shrll te given the means necessary to enable him to develop
rhysicelly, me h[»ilv. morally, splritually cnd socilally in a healthy ond
normal menner, and L cond LUL)n@ of freedom end dignity Tthal will make
such development poss ?l

rflL’]Cl

» Principle

Tr-ornat S o
Triternational Catholic

e unequivocal te

i1d shall have the life from the very moment of
st be . from anything liasble to impair that
sxcept in exceptional C“TLumbLuDer In addition, everything shall
be doue to enaple the thld to grow and develop in health from the first
moment of his existence.

It wili be noted that the phrase except in excentional circumstances is

lded in the first sentence. The inclusion of the phrase would cover such
xXigencies as & case in which 1t is necessary for surgeons to sacrifice the
infant to save the life of the mother, which otherwise would result in the loss
of both lives.

Principle b

The Bureou sheves the concern of the International UnLon of Family

Orgenization expressed through Mr. Delaby thet the child can "develop normally

only in a stable, united family atmosphere and under the authority of its

parents” telieves that the propused draft by the Crganizaticn

gives the context and purpose of the Principle better than the original draft, thus:

"Bvery child shell be gilven opportunity to grow up in economic security
in the care of his own parents whenever this is at all possible and in a
family atmosphere of stability and union which affords him the best gusrantee
of affection and understanding necessary to the harmonious development of his
personality.”

/...
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One weakness of the originsl draft is in ite expression "... wherever
possgible.” This robs the principle cf much force, for which no substitute is

provided.

Principle 8

Paradoxically in many countries of the world, one of the stumbling blocks to
universal brotherhocd is religious intolerance and prejudice when all religions
purport to teach universal brotherhood. To have the child grow in a climate
favourable to the development of religious tolerance he must he protected from
polluting his mind with religious discrimination and hatred. Hence as advocated
by Mr. Ibrshim of Iraq, Principle 8 should read:

"Bvery child shall be protected against practices which may fester
racial, national, or religious discrimination or hatred. He shall be brought
up in the cconscicusness that he will achieve fullest development and derive
greatest sgtisfaction through devoting his energy and talents to the service
of his fellow men, in a spirit of universeci brotherhood and peace.’

Principle 10

There has been much argument pro zand con among the representatives of non-
and governmental organizations concerning the giving of equal rights to both
legitimate and illegitimate children. The Philippine Government feels that
legitimate and illegitimate children should "enjoy equal rights". The principle
as given in the draft is well stated and clear enocugh. To delete "illegitimacy"
from the draft as advocated by some representatives will make the principle less

forceful.

10. POLAND
(Ilote of 11 February 1958)
The Government of the Polish People's Republic would rather favour the
preparation of the Convention on the Rights of the Child which in a more precise

way would list the obligation of States parties to the Conventiocn.
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In the case of rejecting the idea of the Convention, it is the considered
view of this Government that it would be advisable to redraft and supplement some
of the I'rinciples contained in the Declaration of tThe Rights of the Child in the
light of the remark presented by the Representative of Poland during the 13th
session of the Commission on Humen Rights /E/CN.4/SR.557/.

In particular, 1t would be advisable to redraft the final part of the
Declaration in order to contain in it an appeal to all Govermments, requesting
them to adjust their respective legislation to the I'rinciples expressed in
the Declaration.

It would be also advisable to contaln in the Declaration the Frinciple tkat
no child shall suffer because of its birth ocut of wedlock and that all children

born in or out of wedlock shall enjoy the same rights.

11. PORTUGAL

(Notes of 16 January and 13 October 1958)
1. The text prepared by the United Nations Social Commission, on which the
compents of the Portuguese Government are requested, is indeed in keeping with the
Frinciples which are today universally recognized and which already appear in
thelir essential elements in the Geneva Declaration. It is drafted, however, in
what appears to be an excessively lengthy manner. The division of the document
into "Preamble"” and "Principles", besides contributing to its length, leads, in
the case of certain paragraphs, to a duplication which has no advantages.
A document of This type can but gain by being more succinctly drafted. The
shorter it is, the more it concentrates on fundamental principles, the more
expressive and the more convincing it becomes, and this can but contribute
greatly to its world-wide circulation.
2. In the circumstances; it would be advantageous if the text now submitted for
the consideration of Governments followed more closely that of the Geneva
Declaration mentioned in the consideranda of the preamble. Everything fundamental

already appears in that Declaration; although in a shorter and more concise form.

Jun
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The United Nations draft refers expressly in paragraphs 4 and 7 of the
"Principles” to the need for the child to be "given opportunity to grow up in a
family atmosphere of affection and understending” and to be "protected against
all forms of neglect and cruelty'". As these Frinciples are not expressly
mentioned in the Declaration of Geneva, and as they are more and more in keeping
with studies and conclusions which have in the meanwhile become very widely
diffused, their retention in the text to be>approved would be of great moral
value.

3. Princip}g_é. Social security is in many countries the result of the
establishment of labour relations or the exercise of a certain occupation. Even
under the family allowance system it is not the child who has the right to the
allowance. There ig likewise no reason why the child should benefit from free
medical services. Even under the most advanced social security systems medical
services are usually conditional upon the payment of a certain contribution.

L,  Principle 5. "The establishment of the principle of free education. Such a
principle would not seem to be acceptable in all grades of education.”

Cn 13 October 1958 the Permanent Representative of Portugal to the United
Nations further informed the Secretary-General that "the Portuguese Government
agrees with the Rescolution adopted by the 'Union Internationale de Protection de
l'Enfance’k/ covering certain amendments to the Draft of the Declaration of the

Rights of the Child".

12. SUDAN
(Notes of 10 and 29 September 1957)

The Government of Sudan communicated to the Secretary-General the following
note on measures adopted by the Sudan Government to insure the physical health
and well-being of the child:

"l. The Sudan Government Ministry of Health offers free 0.P. treatment in

all its institutions (hospitals, dispensaries, health centres and dressing

stations) to all children irrespective of any consideration of race, colour,
sex, religion, caste, etc.
1/ See document E/CN.4/NGO/Bk.

P
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"2. TFree in-patient treatment is also given to all children without
discrimination except where parents ask for admission in special paying wards.

"%, TFree immunization agsinst infectious diseases is also given all children
without discrimination.

"I, Where there are mother and child welfare centres zll children are cared

for free of charge without discrimination and needy children of all races

and religions are given free issue of milk and other protective foods.”

The Govermment of Sudan alsc transmitted a note on the Scelal Security for
Children in Sudan, which reads as follows:

"ITtem 3: There are as yet no Social Security Schewes Ffor children but
children whose fa ierr are employed by Government or non-Government
establishments are entitled to "dependents” compensaetion in the case of death
during the course of employment, and pension or gratuity in the case of
normel death, subject to certain conditions.

"Ttem 7: The Employment of Children Ordinance comtains special restrictions
on employment of corllidrer. between the ages of twelve and {ifteen years.

It also provides that the employment of cii drer. in any factory or
workshop shall be subject to the following:

1. No child shall be employed for more than eight hours in any one lay

cuck lesgs period os oy ke fixed by the order rede urder Cecticn 6.

2. There shall be a rest interval or intervals amounting to half an hour
in all in every contintous period of six hours or more.

3. No child shall be employed between the hcours of 7 p.m. and 5 a.m.

L, In any factory where children are working such special precautions
as are reasonable to secure their safety shall be taken.!

13. UNITED KINGDOM
(Note of 17 November 1958)

Her Majesty's Government have already expressed themselves, at the time when
tne matter was considered by the Social Commission, in favour of a declaration on
the subject of the Rights of the Child. They consider that the draft prepared
by the Social Commission and considered by the Human Rights Commission at its
thirteenth Eession provides a basis upon which a satisfactory declaration can

be drawn up. /

[
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Tie discussion at the thirteenth session of the Human Rights Commission, while
it raised a number of lmportant polnts that deserve consideration, also demonstrated
a tendency towards excessive elaboration of the contents of such a declarstion.
In the opinion of Her Majesty's Government, 1if a declaration of the Rights of the
Child is to have the impact and effectiveness which 1s the aim of those who
suppoert it, it must be neither unduly lengthy, nor unduly detailed; it should,
like the Universal Declaration of Humen Rights, be confined to general principles,
expressed briefly and in as simple language as possible.

From this point of view many of the amendments and suggestions made at the
thirteenth session of the Human Rights Commission, including many made by non-
governmental organizations, seem to Her Majesty's Govermment to ke out of place
because they are concerned with matters perteaining to the rights not of the child
but of parents, or with the formulation of desliderata in such matters as the
scope and metheds of education, the range of social services, the role cf tke
family and its protection, and so on. The expansion in these directions of the
draft declaration submitted by the Social Commission will merely render the
document prolix, ill-balanced and confused, and thereby the less adapted to its
purpose. While there are no doubt a number of points in respect of which the
drafting of the existing text might be improved, Her Majesty's Government are
opposed to any substantial expansion or extension of that text.

Her Majesty's Government will reserve until the next session of the Human
Rights Commission their comments upon such of the amendments already proposed as
may still be before the Commission at its next session, and they also reserve
their right to propose minor amendments to the text of the draft Declaration.

In the meantime they would wish to comment only on two points.

The first is the question, which was the subject of much discussion st the
Commission, of the inclusion or omission of the reference 4o legitimacy in
Principle 10 of the draft Declaration. In Her Majesty's Government's view this
reference 1s guite unnecessary, becsuse the word "birth" (as has been clearly
brought out in the course of discussion of similar provisions in the draft
Covenants on Human Rights) includes inter alia the consideration both of

legitimacy and of illegitimeacy.

[ens



£/CN ok /T8¢

Eng

The second point is connected with the first: in the view of Her Majesty's
Government, it is undesirable that the enumeration in Principle 10 of certain

particular grounds of discrimination (which are given only as instances and are

bo be read with the words "or other status”) should depart from the terms adopted

o

£y similar provisions, both in the Universal Declaration and in the draft

Covenants on Human Rights. For this reason the word "caste", as well as the

word "legitimacy", should be deleted.



