[bookmark: _Hlk96092485][bookmark: _GoBack][Part 3]
Theme 2: Children’s online and digital rights
The digital world, in particular the internet, creates a unique challenge for children. It is no longer an area in which children are supervised, whether at home, in the community, or at school. The amount of time children spend online, mostly without adult involvement or supervision, reflects the singular nature of the virtual world, which blurs the distinction between the physical, temporal, and territorial, creating unique identities and discourses. This leads to new challenges that require data collection, research, and new ways of thinking.	Comment by Author: I think there is now no difference between the digital world and the "internet" since everything is online, so consider removing this.	Comment by Author: is this what is meant?
The CRC’s recent general comment No. 25 (2021) on children’s rights in relation to the digital environment indicates, above all, recognition of the importance of discourse on children’s rights in relation to the digital environment. Still, there remains a need for refining and developing the theoretical discussion in this area.
The following are some preliminary questions warranting examination and review, along with the dilemmas that accompany them, which speak to their complexity:
1. The digital environment opens up far-reaching opportunities and possibilities for realizing the right to development. The virtual world is reshaping education and culture, empowering children and youth to make great advances; however, many dangers lurk in this space, such as bullying, pedophilia, addictions, and more. Interdisciplinary research will need to discuss the theoretical/conceptual impact of the digital environment on childhood. Related lines of inquiry seek ways to promote and safeguard children’s rights to education and development online, while ensuring their safety and protecting them from harm.	Comment by Author: two questions – first, is there a “right to development” And second, who has this right? Are you referring to the right of children? Please clarify.	Comment by Author: changed from "this new design"
2. There is a dilemma around the right to identity versus the right to privacy. The digital environment is a fertile ground for identity development. A child or adolescent can learn about themselves, their personal characteristics, sexual or gender identity, and ethnic or national characteristics, and develop a group consciousness (association), or rather a unique voice online, via passive exposure to a vast amount of information conveyed in various forms. Children can also actively form identities by interacting with others, uploading materials online and creating original content, receiving feedback, and developing social connections with others, some known to them from the real world and some known only online. However, any online usage puts the user at risk of privacy violations. Information about the user is collected, catalogued, and is scored or graded, and may be exposed in future to others, both individuals and institutional or commercial actors. Thus, any exercise of the right to identity may jeopardize the child’s right to privacy. Here too, theoretical research from various conceptual approaches is required, as well as legal and policy research that harnesses different methodological tools for understanding and addressing these phenomena.	Comment by Author: deleted
Digital aesthetics and language are unique, and children are able to construct identity 	Comment by Author: Delete this? Perhaps these extra words are unnecessary 	Comment by Author: Do you mean scored or graded by the various sites?  
	Comment by Author: deleted
Any stored information may be retrieved on different occasions was deleted, as it has already been stated.
3. The digital environment is fertile ground for freedom of expression: some see it as the new agora [central public space in Greek city-states]. Children and adolescents, born in the digital era, are citizens within the components and architecture of this new digital space. In this context, there is considerable tension between the immense richness of the digital environment, which ostensibly enables free and open discourse for everyone, versus the censorship powers of the large commercial players. Although a child may participate in this discourse in an empowering and powerful way, they may also, with the same degree of boundless power, be silenced. Thus, child rights will also seek, in the context of freedom of expression, to allow children effective access to the internet. In addition, the problem of filtering the content to which children are exposed online is a matter occupying academics from various fields, along with legislators, policy makers, platforms, and (private) online service providers. This research is still in its infancy.	Comment by Author: Consider deleting all the components ands architecture – The point seems clear without it.	Comment by Author: added  since if there is vast censorship then there is no free and open discourse? 
4. In light of the importance of cyberspace for self-development, identity building, membership in cultural communities, and meaningful citizenship, the right to access the internet is emerging as a social right. This right has two aspects. The first involves ensuring the physical conditions under which each child can access the internet, including electricity, an internet connection, and an internet-enabled device that can be used at home, school or anywhere else in the community. The second aspect concerns the ability to consume information or express oneself on various platforms, including websites, search engines, and social networks. Here, too, the construction of a social right for children requires in-depth research, various approaches, and different methodologies.
5. A further tension concerns the erosion of the age aspect of childhood. As part of the tension noted above regarding the shifting perception of the concept of childhood among different time periods and cultures, in the virtual world, age attribution becomes even more amorphous. Under the guise of anonymity or under a false identity, a child or adolescent can consume information or express himself as an adult. As a result of their high levels of technological mastery and the almost intuitive conduct of children and adolescents online, they hold a certain degree of executive power that affects the way they conduct themselves in certain areas of cyberspace. Although adults still hold power and control in the real world, online, they lose their relative advantage, and behave in a way that may seem clumsy or stuttering. In this sense, adults online are digital immigrants. However, the apparent relative power of children online may actually emerge as a false maxim and a dangerous trap (for themselves or other children), as the internet is quite vulnerable to manipulation. Beyond that, however, understanding “internet age” as a concept, and its implications for law and politics, is a fascinating field worthy of interdisciplinary research. The issue of “online childhood” is a theoretical question that can be understood through conceptual terms from various disciplines, which make it possible to approach an understanding of the relevant rights of children online, and of institutional and procedural questions.	Comment by Author: Amorphous is the correct translation – consider ambiguous.	Comment by Author: deleted 
(which is at least partially possible) 
we don't need to qualify everything, it adds too many words and makes it harder to follow	Comment by Author: deleted
that can be relatively easily created in cyberspace
same as above, this is well known so no need to explain it	Comment by Author: It is not clear what "governmental power" means in this context, so  this has been suggested	Comment by Author: Consider qualifying this by saying this is sometimes the case, as today this is far less so than in the past, as most millennials are just as internet savvy as children are? This was true 20 years ago but not now?	Comment by Author: I moved this sentence from the bottom of the section to here as its about age. The next bit of text below this doesn’t fit within this section on age	Comment by Author: "conceptualized in conceptual terms" in the original, so I changed it to this
Research focusing on children in the digital environment will need to:	Comment by Author: this next section isn't connected with part 5 on age, it's more general...
· Address the special meanings classical rights have in an online context, including freedom of expression, the right to self-identify, the right to education, the right to privacy, and more. 	Comment by Author: I have put these in bullet points to make it easier to read, 
· Further conceptually develop the unique rights in question here, and extend them to children operating in this environment (e.g., including the right of access or the right to anonymity).
· Understand the particular dangers of this environment for children as a whole, and for children belonging to certain groups, including children living in poverty or in remote areas, children from closed or conservative communities, children with disabilities, and more.
Analysis of the rights of children online, the opportunities and risk that the digital environment poses to children, can also spark policy research into the ways in which the internet can and should be regulated. Unlike other arenas, where central regulatory power is in the hands of parents or teachers, here, parental control is limited. This is due both to the nature of the internet, which permits freedom of action for children, and to the status of adults as digital immigrants, whose ability to understand the environment and monitor conduct effectively is perhaps limited. The regular policing and supervisory forces employed by developed countries are also often limited; therefore, effective and creative tools for online supervision, protection, and enforcement must be considered.	Comment by Author: This section is on a separate topic, regulation. It's not discussed under the numbered sections above, it is added at the end. Consider working this into the above text rather than having it at the end like this?	Comment by Author: This sentence repeats material already stated above – consider deleting. The text flows well without it.
Theme 3: Children within the family

The third proposed theme to be addressed through the Program is children within the family. Family law is primarily intended to provide remedies for families in cases of family breakdown, conflict between parents, or following a death. When nuclear families break down, children often find themselves facing loss or harm, especially where there is conflict between family members (e.g., around the division of parental responsibilities, financial support, immigration, and more), or a dispute with the authorities (e.g., forced adoption). This creates inherent tensions between the various purposes of the law and legal values, or even between the authorities and legal arrangements.	Comment by Author: Is what is meant here "legal bodies"? I think this last bit is a bit unclear maybe? What authorities/ institutions vis a vis what legal bodies/structures/arrangements?
Conflicts between family members, the family and state authorities, or the family and other parties, also arise regarding issues concerning the family structure itself. In particular, these conflicts occur around the use of reproductive and genetic selection technologies, or the use of other medical technologies that directly affect children. 
Similarly, the regulation of various aspects of diverse families, e.g., families of same-sex couples, multi-parent families, single-parent families by choice, or blended families, raises a variety of questions around child rights. Mainly, these concern the definition of parenthood, which intersects with the right to parenthood and family life. These important arenas, where technology, health, childbirth, and parenting intersect, demand both theoretical and applied interdisciplinary research.	Comment by Author: is that what is meant?
There is a two-fold gap in the field of family law, particularly the place of children within it, in Israel, which I hope the program can help close:
1. A lack of empirical data. Most research regarding the regulation of family law is conducted under conditions where little information is available regarding what is actually occurring, such as:
· Israeli family court rulings are not published in full. 
· Lack of information on the contents of divorce agreements, which is what usually shapes the family dissolution.
· No information about how families conduct themselves during the conflict in the subsequent years (e.g., whether and how judgements and agreements are enforced, and what problems arise, especially emotional and financial issues concerning children).
The program will aim to support research that will shed light on this complex reality by creating a solid database that can serve as a basis for considering how to properly regulate this field. Theoretical research on children’s rights can also make a more significant contribution to our knowledge in this area if it can be conducted against a clearer background.	Comment by Author: Does this correctly reflect your meaning?
2. Lack of interdisciplinary research	Comment by Author: This has been rewritten somewhat to break up the text for easier reading. It has been changed slightly, but still represents a true translation that may be easier to read.
While in recent decades there have been collaborations between the social sciences (particularly sociology and gender studies) and family law, there is still a lack of research in this area of children in the family from other disciplines, including economics, psychology, public policy, medical technology, and research that combines life sciences and medicine. 	Comment by Author: Is this addition, rather than the Hebrew for field, correct? If you want to retain field, please clarify which.
These gaps hamper our ability to think intelligently about central questions regarding children’s rights and well-being, including:
· The right to economic well-being in the context of spousal and child support;
· The rights to emotional well-being, identity, development, relationships with parents and other family members, in the context of regulating the responsibility to provide remedies for children.
These questions require answers with regard to both substantive law and the institutions and proceedings that manage disputes, the manner in which procedural rights and evidentiary elements are exercised, and other elements of these complex disputes, including the representation of children and children’s hearings.
The need to develop a multidisciplinary and comparative approach is also evident when considering the issue of the place and role of the state in ensuring and promoting the rights of children. The CRC is not satisfied with merely imposing obligations on parents; it also imposes an obligation (however limited) on the state to create the conditions that enable the fulfilment of rights through the family (Articles 4 and 27 of the CRC). 
In this context, multidisciplinary field research can help shed important light on key issues including:
· Collecting spousal support payments (an acute problem in Israel);
· Allocation of social security benefits/income tax credit points;
· Issues of legal design in other contexts, e.g. inheritance law and bankruptcy law;
· Other similar regulatory questions that have, or may have, implications for children’s well-being.
These questions are just a few of the innumerable issues that will inevitably arise through calls for proposals. They highlight the immense potential inherent in establishing a program for child and youth rights, the interdisciplinary collaborations it could catalyze through the Hebrew University, and the types of research it can fund.	Comment by Author: Is this what is meant? A literal translation won't really work here
