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Makes the Disappearing Computer Traditional Differences Disappear? 
On Possible Interfaces between Child Sociology and Activity Theory.1 

 
Introduction 
 
Revolutions in general generate controversial debates. Different points of views are taken and 
sometimes passionately argued. These different standpoints commonly depend from their hold-
ers being concerned or not, and they are all the more persistent and stubborn the more the hold-
ers are concerned from the revolutionary shift. 
This is true with media revolution in particular. Although today, when EU decided to start with 
the “Internet of Things” (IPv6), there is no doubt any more – in society and private life as well – 
that we go through a revolutionary shift, there is still an ongoing controversy about the role of 
media in it. May we really call the big shift a media revolution? And what would be the conse-
quences – in society and private life as well as in activity theory? Although this special discussion 
is possibly overhauled long since – Alan Kay proclaimed this revolution in 1969 already – and 
made invalid by reality itself it still finds its continuation in normative conflicts between optimis-
tic recommendations because of exaggerated and illusiory hopes on the one hand or strict refus-
als for fear of loosing personal benefits, cultural values or societal achievements on the other 
hand.  
 
Actually it is characteristic of our culture to identify risks faster and with more details, aspects and 
results than possibilities and potentials. And it is specific in present times to react either with en-
thusiastic approval or firm rejection. But both of these reactions are normative, not analytical. In 
fact they hamper scientific investigation and do not support our action potence. As scientist 
however we are in charge to investigate reality analytically and to distinguish research methods 
from normative assessments. Doing this we of course need not only clear concepts of revolution 
and medium but also a definite idea of how the long range process of media revolution actually 
goes on, that is we need a concept of periods or phases of the transformation process. Basically, 
we need empirical knowledge.  
 
What revolution in general and media revolution in particular mean, and whether the big shift we 
experience today should really be called a media revolution I have argued in detail with my lecture 
of last year. Same way I showed the fundamental potentials of this media revolution as e.g. the 
universal globalization and the unlocking of every ontological blockade of societal conflicts. 
I further more explained explicitly, that we need a theory of transition because media revolutions 
always go through long periods, sometimes centuries, producing different consequences in differ-
ent phases or stages of its course. If we intend to identify and to assess the ongoing personal, so-
cietal and cultural shifts adequately we have to refer on the specific stages of transition and their 
specific function. But empirical knowledge of this transition is still lacking. 
 
Within this lecture I focus on the first phase of the present transition process. Aiming to show by 
means of concrete empirical research the emerging ontological unlocking of traditional cultural 
historical patterns I’ll choose the fundamental generation difference of the adult-children-
conflict. I’ll try to show by concrete examples that all our personal, societal and cultural reserva-
tions and prejudices concerning the real abilities and potentials of children – including our tradi-
tional concept of childhood – are going to be disproved and to fail.  
 
                                                 
1 Unvollständig übersetztes Manuskript des Vortrags an der Moskauer Staatlichen Universität für Psychologie und Pädagogik 
(MGPPU) 2010. 
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My research problem is: what is a child? Or: what is childhood as a concept? My question is: Are 
children able to act politically? I’ll present you facts and results of a modern discipline which calls 
itself child sociology but which Vygotsky possibly would have called pedology, and which seems 
to be a kind of political anthropology or even a subdiscipline of activity theory.  
 
In a first step I’ll focus my studies on the biography of the worldwide most prominent child of 
the last decades, a then 13 years old boy, with whom I was lucky to have an interview in Frank-
furt where he presented his first book in the International Book Fair. (I) 
In a second step I’ll try to generalise these biographical facts onto a theoretical approach to come 
to a conclusion concerning the adult-child-difference. (II) 
At the end I will discuss a question raised by Alan C. Kay – one of the most important and best 
known computer scientists – already some years ago:  

“I have no doubt that as pervasively networked intimate computers become common, many of us will 
enlarge our points of view. When enough people change, modern culture will once again be trans-
formed, as it was during the Renaissance. But given the current state of educational values, I fear that, 
just as in the 1500s, great numbers of people will not avail themselves of the opportunity for growth 
and will be left behind. Can society afford to let that happen again?” ( Kay 1991) 

 

 

I.  

The Craig Kielburger Story 

 

1. Let us first identify this “worldwide most prominent child of the last decades”: Whom 

are we talking about? 

If we accept the Wall Street Journal as a witness we have a prominent testimony: In 1996 it 
wrote:  

„If we would introduce somebody who travelled around the whole world, produced a film, gave 
lots of press conferences, met prime ministers, spoke to national work congresses fought for an 
important matter, and who succeeded in changing a whole nation’s perception of a problem of 
global dimension – who would you come in mind? A former president of the USA? An ambassador 
of the UN? The leader of a big multinational society? Perhaps the candidate for a national function? 
The person described here is nothing like that. Its name is Craig Kielburger, and he is just 13 years 
old.”2 

This globally public salutation happened just one year after Craig Kielburger started his political 
career as an eighth grader establishing together with a group of classmates a local organisation 
called FREE THE CHILDREN at Thornhill, a small town near Toronto in Canada aimed in 
struggling against child labour. And in the same year he went for a long journey to India in order 
to study the situation of working children on site. In New Delhi he succeeded to organise a press 
conference together with an Indian girl of 11 years, presenting two boys of 9 and 12 years who 
had just been freed from slavery and published a joint declaration of India’s and Canada’s youth 
directed to all governments demanding them to keep to the promises of the World Children 
Summit, and urging the trade organisations to refuse entertainers exploiting children. The react-
ing Canadian public caused Canada’s primeminister Chrètien to meet with that boy and to sup-
port his campaign against exploitation of children. Just a few years later Kielburger’s organisation 
had almost 45 countries participating in fighting with increasing effort and worldwide recognition 
against exploitation and sexual misuse of children all over the world. The well known “Sixty Min-
utes” of CBS, dozens of TV-shows and radio interviews, countless articles in newspapers and 
magazines all over the world, made this eighth grader famous. His organisation partnered with 
Oprah Winfrey's Angel Network, for which Kielburger has appeared on The Oprah Winfrey 
Show multiple times. The prime minister of Canada appointed him to his personal counsellor 

                                                 
2 The Staff of the Wall Street Journal salutes Craig Kielburger, 1996 
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with concern to child politics. The Smithsonian Institute in Washington invited him together 
with the 30 most outstanding fighters for human rights and asked him to give the key lecture in 
the opening session of a symposium on strategies against violation in any form. He had been put 
under oath as the ambassador of the first ambassy of children in the world. Among a group of 
leading figures from economy, media, politics and NGOs for human rights the World Forum of 
Economics chose him as Global Leader of Tomorrow. He gave lectures at the American Federa-
tion of Teachers, he talked about the political options of consumers and the responsibility of 
trade organisations, at a Congress commissions of the Democrats in Washington, he gave 
speeches to the Foreign Policy Association at New York, the Correspondents' Association of the 
United Nations, the International Labor Organization (ILO), the World Church Council at Ge-
neva, the Council for Economics Organization (CEO), the State of the World Forum in San 
Francisco, the World Congres for Family Law and so on. He met First Lady Hilary Clinton, 
Vicepresident Al Gore and Senator Kennedy. He had a talk with Dalai Lama in Stockholm and 
with mother Teresa in Bombay, and he had an audience with Pope John Paul in Rome. His or-
ganisation Free the children has to date built over 650 schools and school rooms and imple-
mented projects in 45 developing countries through its approach of "children helping children" - 
the majority of the organization’s annual funding coming from funds raised by young people -, 
and lobbied the Canadian and Italian governments to stiffen laws against their nationals who 
sexually exploit children in developing countries like those in Asia and was nominated for the 
Peace Nobel Prize three times. In 2004 Kielburger co-authored a book together with his brother 
Marc which focused on explaining his philosophy of volunteerism, service to others and social 
involvement with special contributions by Oprah Winfrey, Richard Gere, Jane Goodall, Des-
mond Tutu and others.3 
 

 

2. Who is this boy? Where does he come from? 

Craig Kielburger was born 1983 in Canada. His parents came from Germany and both are teach-
ers. He has just one elder brother. The family lives in its own home in Thornhill, a middleclass 
suburb of Toronto. Although journalists like to call him „Mozart of human rights“4 and confirm 
his „charismatic gift of rhetoric as it emerges once within every fifty years“,5 his childhood was 
by no means outrageous. Both parents name themselves unpolitical. Craig himself cannot re-
member them getting involved in political issues ever. Nobody told him how to speak or to make 
a speech. When he was 5 years old he had a severe middle ear inflammation resulting in problems 
with hearing and speaking.6 His mother reports, she could never imagine that he would be able 
to speak like he does at present.7  

When he was asked for the origin of his self-confidence, to make that long journey to Asia, to 
talk to so many foreign people, to discuss with journalists, to nehotiate with politicians, to make 
demands to leading industrialists, to acquire all that necessary and complicated knowledge about 
child labor and to learn the rhetoric abilities - Craig answered: 

„I was often asked for my selfconfidence, when I founded Free the Children and took the responsibil-
ity as its speaker. Whether it has to do with my family when I am interested in this issue and deal with 
it so intensively? Others asked very bluntly: How are your parents? Did you do a lot of sports? Have 
you been a normal Child? To be normal can mean so very different. If it means playing basketball, 
lookind TV, hearing music, chilling with friends, well then, I did all this. And I still do it. But to me it is 

                                                 
3 For current information see: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Craig_Kielburger 

4 Rauss, a.a.O., S. 115 

5,Schneider, a.a.O., S. 23 

6 Kielburger, Befreit die Kinder, a.a.O., S. 20ff 

7 Rauss, a.a.O., S. 118 
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also  normal, to get involved in an issue, because you believe in it so strong, that you will not simply 
stand apart waiting for others to act.“8 

He stresses that his parents and his brother gave him the feeling that humans are to take care of 
each other: “I grew up according to the principle: Try it! You really fail only, if you didn’t try it. 
You can do.“9 And he appreciates his learning experiences at Mary Ward High-School. There 
was no compulsory attendance. „All its eighthundred pupils are working independently like on 
universities: every three months their results will be checked.“10 It is very likely that it was in this 
school where Craig learned to acquire all those abilities by himself. 11 
 
 

3. What are his political activities in detail? 
Central aim of Craig’s and his FTC’s political activity is the struggle against child exploitation 
what should not be confused with child labor. On the contrary, Craig defends children’s right to 
work passionately. But he insists on a reasonable labor under adequate conditions, with fair wages 
and above all – with clear possibilities of schooling and occupational education. What he is fight-
ing against is forced labor and degrading exploitation in sex business, and are crippling and life 
threatening conditions of labor or exploitative wages. These ambitious goals of his political com-
mitment  result in six principles: 
1. national and global control of children’s health, schooling and labor by struggling for re-

spective laws and their adequate  controlling institutions; 
2. societal responsibility of this control by governmental and nongovernmental organs and 

above all by those who organise children’s labor and pay for its products; 
3. guarantee of schooling possibilities including occupational education for every child in the 

world; 
4. construction of schools, instruction and rehabilitation centers for children in developing 

countries; 
5. establishing of alternative income resources in order to free children from their obligation to 

help for their family income; 
6. active and fully equal participation of children in every level of decisions from local to global 

organisations like UN. 
 
To realise these goals Craig and his FTC, whose member are exclusively pupils or teenagers be-
tween 12 and 17, organised mainly four political strategies or campaigns, using in professional 
mood public media’s possibilities: 
1.  information campaigns with public speeches, lectures, and workshops - mainly in schools, but 

also with teachers, trade unionists, businessmen, associations and human rights organisations  
in order to increase public attention in problems of child labor and exploitation; 

2. conviction campaigns  with letters to leading personalities in economy, government and rele-
vant nongovernmental organisations on national and international levels aiming at bills con-
cerning prohibition of child exploitation and child prostitution or concerning education and 
shelter of children getting priority in political decisions; 

3. financing campaigns to procure financial means in order to create alternative possibilities for 
misused and exploited children as for example schools,  instruction and rehabilitation centers 
or new resources of alternative earnings like cows or sewing machines 

                                                 
8 Kielburger, Befreit die Kinder, a.a.O., S. 18 

9 Kielburger, Befreit die Kinder, a.a.O., S. 19 

10 Schneider, a.a.O., S. 24 

11 For more details and publications about Kielburger’s developmental process see Georg Rückriem, Kinder or-

ganisieren globale Kinderpolitik.  
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4. education campaigns with workshops und leader camps inviting children from all over the 
world aiming in helping other children, to get shifts going and to get familiar with problems 
and tasks of political work and the requirements of political leadership.  

 
In doing so Craig rely on a staff of 12 children between 12 and 17 years of age. About their con-
crete work I quote from FTC’s official website:  

„Children Can Free the Children works with a system of two age groups: experienced young persons 
of 18-21 years work together with children of 8-15 of age, in order to help them, to acquire leadership 
abilities and to head the different segments of the organisation. This makes it easier to them, to find 
an employment, to get experiences, to inspire confidence and motivation as well as skills to help their 
community. Our financial support allows us to hire school leavers and highschool graduates and to 
provide them with all those necessary abilities they need for the labour market.” 

Every FTC member is bearing full responsibility for his or her job. They go on international  lec-
ture tours, write articles and contributions, negotiate with adult representatives of political com-
mittees and organisations, give interviews to communication media – and go to school, do their 
homework and prepare their school qualifications, just like all the other school children do. Ac-
cording to the regulations of FTC their membership ends when they are 18 years. Afterwards 
they may function as associate members, but they loose their status as full member: 

“They help us as advisors, but they don’t give speeches and they are not allowed to make decsisions. 
[...] Once more: it’s exclusively children who give speeches and make decisions, who travel and visit 
countries, and whose point of view we  pass on.” (Kielburger 1998/Int.) 

 

 

4. But is he really acting independently? 
Actually it is provocative to an adult when children show them how to do in order to change 
things and how much a single person can obtain if he really wants to. Understandably many 
adults begin to doubt: What the hell is behind all this? Who is the one driving on Craig Kiel-
burger? Is Craig possibly involuntarily fullfilling the dreams of his parents?  
But this is a rhetoric question. Putting it this way means answering it negatively because it is un-
questionably certain that children are uncapable for political activity or even political thinking. 
Nevertheless this is a most frequently asked question as Craig Kielburger confirms:  

„When I began to speek about child labour, adults came and said: Oh, you are so wonderful, and they 
wanted to give me a lollipop. When they noticed that I challenged them they were amazed and bewil-
dered. Why on earth?“  

Craig answers with his personal experiences of children’s independence and survival skills: 

“In other countries children work 16 hours a day, children fight in wars, children nourish and support 
their families, street children negotiate with corrupt policemen about not being  raped on their sleep-
ing places between rats.“12  

And he added many examples of children not only taking care of themselves but also standing up 
publicly for their own interests as well as the interests of others. 
Clearly Craig could not manage his work without adults. Of course we may suppose that his par-
ents gave help and support. Quite certainly he had his own advisors, and surely he asked adult 
experts of human rights organisations for help as he describes in his book. And we may not as-
sume that the full range of financial transactions of his organisation would be possible without 
the professional support of a qualified accountant.  

“Well, what do we talk about? All our members are children between 8 to 18 of age. But we still real-
ize we need the help of adults. For example we need the help of adults as lawyers, as accountants, as 
educators, you know. We are still young. We don’t have all the answers. (Interview) 

We cannot do it alone. We still need help. At the same time, at FREE THE CHILDREN, all the deci-
sions are made by children. An adult will never speak for a child. It is almost children who sit on the 

                                                 
12 Rauss, a.a.O., S. 118 
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board, decide, what projects to fund, who carry the message. We have to have the help of adults, but 
it is heart und soul that remains children.” (Kielburger, Oktober 1998) 

But make these circumstances Craig Kielburger’s political activity dependent? May we say it is no 
more his activity? Is really any adult able to manage his life without the help of others? We know 
that even the president of the USA Barack Obama cannot do without advisors, experts and 
ghostwriters without implying that not he himself but those people behind him decide the poli-
tics of the USA. Why do we think just this way when dealing with a child? To quote Craig:  

"I am constantly asked for the persons behind me and who is driving me. Why are adults so emba-
rassed when children deal with social and political issues? Drug dealers never underrate the abilities of 
children."13 

On the other hand, what would all the adults around him help,  when Craig  is quite alone on the 
platform or in a round table discussion, in front of so many adults, so important personalities and 
even rulers? Wouldn’t he make a fool of himself once and for all, if his only skill would be to re-
peat by heart what adults had insinuated to him first? Would anyone take him serious anymore? 
Must not those world organisations which invited him so frequently be afraid to make fools of 
themselves dealing with an obviously incompetent child?  
If one accept the rhetoric question on the whole then there are only two possibilities of proving 
the trustworthiness of the claimed independence of Craig’s political activities: his political 
achievements and his political recognition by high range organisations and institutions. 
 

5. What are his political achievements? 
As for his political achievements – here just some of an amount of others: 
- Free the Children, that is that child organisation founded by Craig Kielburger, today has na-

tional agencies in about 30 countries: Australia, Bangladesch, Bolivia, Brasil, Germany, Eng-
land, France, Hongkong, India, Irlandia, Italy, Japan, Canada, Croatia, Marokko, Mexico, 
Newseeland, The Netherlands, Pakistan, Philippins, Sweden, Singapur, Southafrika, USA.  

- Even to Human Rights Organisations and NGOs the FTC today is a very seriously taken po-
litical factor. FTC representatives get invited as experts and often as keynote speakers in con-
cerns of children rights - eg from governmental commissions in Canada and the US Congres 
in Washington,  the Foreign Policy Association in New York, the Correspondents' Associa-
tion of United Nations, the International Labor Organization (ILO), the World Council of 
Churches in Geneva, the Council for Economics Organization (CEO), the State of the World 
Forum in San Francisco, the World Congres for Family Law, and so on. Craig Kielburger met 
Lady Hilary Clinton, Vizepräsident Al Gore and Senator Kennedy, he talked with Dalai Lama 
in Stockholm and had an audienz with Pope John Paul in Rome. 

- The Canadian Government supplied $ 700.000,- to support the International Program of call-
ing off child labour (IPEC) and established a parliamentary commission checking the Cana-
dian politics concerning this problem.  

- The FTC „Rugmark“-campaign of introducing an international rugmark system to label 
goods, produced without child labour, is internationally very successful, in some countries 
even binding. Today more than 30% of exported handwoven rugs is marked. The system has 
been applied on many other goods especially on sports articles. 

- The AFT (American Federation of Teachers decided to boycott every company in the USA 
which employs children. 

 In Brasil Craig brought the national media into the sisal plantations where the working chil-
dren told their history to the audience of the whole country, resulting in a governmental pro-
gram to support families, if they send their children back from the sugarcane fields to school. 

- The FTC campaign against child labour, sexual misuse of children, child prostitution, and 
child pornography resulted in laws that make it possible - especially in Canada, Italy, Mexico 

                                                 
13 Nomi Morris, in: Maclean’s - The Eleventh Honor Role, http://??? 
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and the USA – that tourists doing child prostitution in other countries can be punished in 
their homelands. 

 - collected more than a million Dollars and advertised sponsors to help poor children. 
 - established a financing program to collect and send school- and health equipment to Third 

World Countries in order to foster the schooling of poor children. 
 - produces print materials and information packages for all members and child movements 

interested in child labour problems. 
 - founded and sponsored instruction and rehabilitation centers all over the world, and built 

schools in poor districts. 
 - set up a voluminous web site to inform about child labour and children’s rights, which has 

been translated into many languages and has been visited by people all over the world. 
 But what is the absolutely most important political achievement:  Kielburger and the FTC 

created a worldwide awareness of the fact that the children’s right convention is part of the 
Human Rights, and that their three core principles are valid to children’s rights as well: they 
are universal, indivisible and interdependent. In other words, they are valid to every child world 
wide, no single right may be isolated, and they may be realised completely and as a whole 
only. 

 
 

6. What about his political recognition? 
The world public’s respectful esteem of Craig Kielburger’s person and work  is astonishingly cor-
responding and high. Primarily for his work with Free The Children, Kielburger has been recog-
nized with many awards such as: 
• The Nelson Mandela Human Rights Award 
• The Community of Christ International Peace Award 
• The 2002 World of Children Awards - Youth Award  
• The World Economic Forum Global Leaders of Tomorrow Award 
• The Top 20 Under 20 Award 
• The Reebok Human Rights Award 
• Member of the Order of Canada.  
• The 2004 Kiwanis International Foundation World Service Medal 
• The Medal of Meritorious Service 
• The Ontario Medal for Good Citizenship 
• The 2006 World’s Children’s Prize for the Rights of the Child 
• The State of the World Forum Award 
• Ambassador of the First World Embassy of Children in Bosnia-Hercegovina 
• The Roosevelt Freedom Medal14 
• The documentation of his work ("It takes a child") won the UNESCO Award at the New York 
Film Festival. 

• The Honorary degree in law from University of Guelph 
• The Honorary Doctorate of education from Nipissing University for his work in leadership de-
velopment 

• At age 23, he became the youngest person listed to the Globe and Mail's Top 40  
 
I think this list needs no further commentary. To list up the respectful comments of journalists 
turned out to be impossible.  I remember only one derogatory remark from the presenter of a ra-
dio talkshow in Toronto arguing Craig couldn’t be „normal“, because a normal boy of 13 years 
would be interested in sex and girls and not in human rights and child labour.15 

                                                 
14 Former receivers were: Vaclav Havel, Shimon Peres, Helmut Schmidt, Simon Wiesenthal, Harry S. Truman, Gen-
eral George C. Marshall, John F. Kennedy, Adlai E. Stevenson, W. Averell Harriman, George F. Kennan, John Ken-
neth Galbraith, J. William Fulbright, Elie Wiesel, Arthur Miller, Jimmy Carter. 
15 Zitiert nach Kielburger, Befreit die Kinder, a.a.O., S. 303 
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II. “Child” and “adult” – outdated concepts? 

 

1. Craig Kielburger – a “wunderkind” or an impressive and representative example of 

what today's children may be able to do in principle?  

 
Obviously I wasn’t the only one to wonder about the abilities of this boy. In press interviews re-
porters asked him more than once whether he intended to become prime minister of Canada. He 
laughed at this question and answered, he would be glad to become a doctor. But first he had to 
finish high school and further more to help establishing additional subsections of FTC in Canada 
and to organise new groups in the USA.  
But the more I read about the political activities and achievements of this 14-15 years old school-
boy the more incredible and unlikely it appeared to me then. Is Craig Kielburger in the end just 
an artificial figure of the media, which has nothing to do with the reality of this boy? Is he really 
more than an exceptional single case, a kind of political wunderkind? May we, dare we, actually 
generalise his example? 
When I learned, that Craig Kielburger would come to Frankfurt to visit the Frankfurt Book Fair 
aiming to present his recently published book, I decided to make an interview with him in order 
to get my own impression.  
I met a very pleasant young person, still not yet in the breaking of his voice, relaxed and cool, 
who was far less irritated than me by that hectic atmosphere of the book fair or by the clau-
strophobic condition of that lumber room where our interview took place or even by those office 
workers who where constantly bursting into it. Although his whole morning was full of dates 
with journalists, and despite of having just finished another interview, Craig was very attentive 
and still willing to answer my questions in details even when one hour was gone. He was wide-
awake and never embarrassed, he grasped every question immediately – despite of the clumsiness 
of my English, he answered every question without hesitating and did not lose touch with the 
critical point of my question, even when he needed a longer argumentation to answer it. Ob-
viously many of these questions were well known to him. Nevertheless his answers were not 
schematic or mechanical, although I could notice his routine of communication with inter-
viewers. Our interview was done in English, but without an interpreter, and we were quite alone 
there all the time. My feelings during our talk were strangely ambivalent: In front of me there sat 
a very young person, rather a child, and at the same time an unusually mature personality, with a 
competence of thinking and understanding as well as reasoning and articulating we would not 
consider natural with each and every adult. But the more our talk lasted the more my ambivalence 
changed. I lost the feeling of speaking with a child, and my impression of the authenticity and 
competence of this young person increased. The expected artificial figure turned out to be a fas-
cinating and always plausible living person. My suspense grew how he would answer my ques-
tions.  
 
G.R.: In fact you are quite different to most of other children, even outstanding regarding your political activities. 
Are you a „Wunderkind? 
Craig Kielburger: No. I don’t believe that. Not outstanding and no Wunderkind. A typical child goes to 
school every day, perhaps plays videogames, watches TV, hangs around malls, as I did before. I believe 
that’s normal. But I also believe that the caring so deeply that it motivates you into action is also normal. 
And I believe perhaps people were surprised by my involvement with childrens rights and FTC. But in 
reality it is not something new. Young people for years have wanted an opportunity to become in-
volved, an opportunity to express themselves, an opportunity to do good, to give back, to help others. 
And as soon as we gave them that opportunity, young people from all sector of society, youth from eve-
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rywhere jumped on. I am not the only person, I am not doing this alone. I am not a wonderchild at all. 
Instead, I would say, these children are the real wunderkinder, these children are the true heroes. I come 
from a middle-class family, I have clothes, food for my stomach, a roof over my head. I have everything 
I had ever needed. All I am trying to do is to give back, for who is much given, is much expected. And I 
had the opportunity to give back. These children who have faced injustice, who have faced poverty, 
abuse and suffering, but still to this day help others. For instance an Indian who is crippled, who has no 
legs, and the others, they carry him from place to place, that is a true wunderkind, that is a child who has 
leadership skills. (Interview) 
  
G.R.: All the same, not every child acts this way, not every child is able to act like you. 
Craig Kielburger: I do not agree! I believe every child is able. I would debate you on that. I believe deep 
down that every child has the ability to start an organization like FTC. Every child has the possibility to 
do even greater than that. But it comes down to support, support in the families, support of teachers, 
support of friends. It comes down to believing in themselves, believing that they have the capabilities to 
change the world by helping a person at a time. [...] 
It’s not a question of gens, it’s a question of learning, that is, of support. That’s it.[...] 
The difference between a child who starts an organization like FTC and a child who has that same 
dream but it never turns into action is the support which is in place. If I had walked up to my parents 
and had said to them: ‘Listen, Mom, Dad, I have a great idea. I want to start an international network of 
children helping children’ - what do you think had happened? If they had shun the idea and said ‘Bad 
idea! Go back and do your homework!’ - I would not be here. (Interview) 
 
G.R.: What will happen to FTC when you become associate member - in about three years? 
Craig Kielburger: I think that FTC will continue to grow. Even if the whole thing will die, FTC will have 
reached its purpose. Because we would have proved that young people can do it. That young people 
have the capability to start their own FTC, to start the movement to achieve good, that young people 
can truely change the world. And that is something that exists in our hearts. No adult can take that away 
from us. No person can take that away from us. We have so many young people who are eleven, twelve 
years old who are carrying the message. They in fact are ten times more incredible, because they are 
more empowered at ten or eleven that I ever was. And with their new empowerment they are going to 
take it to incredible new models. But it will not die as I leave. It is my mission, yes, but FTC is not mine, 
it does not belong to me. It does not belong even to our members. It belongs to all the children of the 
world, because it is an idea, it is something that exists in our hearts, more so than as an actual organiza-
tion. It is the idea of youth voice. (Ibid.; see Kielburger 1998a, p. 296) 

 
This is no rhetoric modesty. Craig Kielburger knows exactly what hat he can and what he 
achieved.  But he is also able to see the relation between his success and the support he got. And 
he is quite aware of the fact that children do not develop their abilities independently from the 
believe and expectation of adults and not separated from concrete responsibilities adults concede 
to them. When I asked hem why children in industrialised countries are politically less active he 
explicitly stressed the difference in responsibility: 

„In most of the industrialised countries … everything will be done in favour of the children or on be-
half of children. They spend most of the time of their lifes they with their peers and have no saying, no 
chance to  participate, to take responsibility, to develop social involvement or commitment or even to 
learn by interaction with adults. The media tell them to be consumers and to derive their selfimage from 
the toys they have or from the brand-name cloths they wear. They as well are expropriated. Every day 
they see in the news violation and suffering but they are told to be too young to do something against it. 
They are not given responsibility and condemned to a life of idleness. (Kielburger 1998a, S. 303). 
We are taught that we are little vessels to be filled with knowledge till the age of eighteen. When we turn 
eighteen, magically we become responsible. That doesn’t happen. Young people have rights, but we also 
have responsibilities. And if we want to turn into true citizens of this world we must also be given re-
sponsibilities as we go along. You know, children, for example, who are living on the streets of Mumbay 
or Nairobi, these are the most incredible children who I have met. Because to them, responsibility is 
finding a place to sleep at night, get food for their friends, that means negotiating with pimps and the 
police, so that they won’t get beaten or abused. And that is the true essence: it is too much responsibil-
ity, yes!” (Interview) 
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In fact, the intellectual level of this teenager was extraordinary. But to understand this fact as a 
proof of genetically fixed gift would deny the enormous process of learning of this 13 years old 
boy who traveled throughout India for seven weeks, studying many appearances of child labor 
under different conditions, making lots of speeches in the public, giving lectures to NGOs, man-
aging interviews, radio and TV panel discussions without being prepared to do so. (For a com-
plete overview of his public activities see Deschamps 1998) 
No doubt, Craig Kielburger is no exceptional single case, no wunderkind. We have really very 
good reasons to generalize his example. If actually not every child shows equal abilities this 
means more a critic of the grown ups, their lacking support, missing willingness of giving respon-
sibility, old fashioned school system, authoritarian practice of law, restricted view of freedom, and 
their encrusted conservative understanding of democracy. To call Craig Kielburger a wunderkind 
means to disguise the real political contradiction between formal declarations of rights on the one 
hand and their actual realization on the other. The notion of wunderkind as a whole is useless 
and cumbersome. It prevents us from even noticing the countless examples of existing political 
activities of children and their organizations all over the world. 
 
2.  Child organizations – a short world overview. 
If you just want to know what is going on in the field of child organizations you should google 
the term.  What you get is a rather complete enumeration of rather every child organization in the 
world. And I promise you will be overwhelmed. Here just a few informations: 
 
Since 1970 working children in Latinamerican countries organized themselves in social move-
ments to defend their human rights. Since 1990 such child organizations emerged as well in Afri-
can and Asian countries. According to their bad experiences with skeptical or mostly hostile 
adults most of these organizations are spontaneous self organisations of children. But even those 
who were initiated or supported by adults accept members between 6 and 17 years only. They 
make their decisions with concern to the aims and goals of their organization totally independent 
and accept adults only with advisory functions. 
 
The worldwide first child movement was MANTHOC (Movimiento de Adolescentes y Niños Traba-
jadores Hijos de Obreros Cristianos) in Peru which today consists of 15 independent organisations. 
Active organisations in Latinamerica exist in Bolivia, Chile, Peru, Argentina, Colombia, Ecuador, 
Venezuela, Guatemala, Mejico, Cuba, Brasil. 
The first international meeting in Africa took place in Bouaké in 1994. The last African congress 
took place in Benin 2009. Today there are organisations in Angola, Äthiopia, Benin, Burkina 
Faso, Burundi, Democratic Republic Congo, Ivory Coast, Gambia, Guinea-Bissau, Guinea Cona-
kry, Camerun, Kenja, Madagaskar, Mali, Mauretania, Niger, Nigeria, Ruanda, Senegal, Tschad, 
Togo and Zimbabwe. They contain about 1750 „grasroot groups“. 
Movements in Asia exist since 1990, mainly in India, Pakistan, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, Nepal, 
Thailand, Indonesia and Mongolia. 
 
The international child organization is called “NATs”, „Niños, Niñas y Adolescentes Trabajadores“ – 
or WCY (= Working Children and Youth) oder EJT (= Enfants et Jeunes Travailleurs). Associated or-
ganisation are: EuropaNats, ProNATs (Germany, Luxemburg, Austria), ITALIANATs (Italien), 
BélgicaNATs (Belgien), Peruanim (France), La Voix des Enfants Actifs (France), COET (Spain). 
 
Besides every existing differences all of them agree with following goals: 

• They establish with collective efforts and responsibility their own system of norms and 
structures. 

• They refer on worldwide accepted human rights, in particular those which are codified by 
the UN-Convention on children rights of1989. 
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• They demand for respect and recognition of their work and for social and political 
paricipation in every concern of children interest. 

• THEY fight unanimously for their right of labour and against expropriation and abuse. 
• They struggle for a form of labour in safe, healthy and dignified conditions and demand 

for school settings and vocational instruction. 
The representatives of NATs-Movements meet regularly in order to formulate common demands 
and proposals or to manage joint strategies, campaigns or actions. The First World Meeting took 
place 1996 in Kundapur, the second 2004 in Berlin, the third 2006 in Siena. 
 
 
If you want to know more about the history of the childhood notion or about the state of the art 
of present knowledge about  its big change in developing and industrialized countries you might 
better look at child sociological publications in particular. Here you will find e.g.  information 
about the emerging industrialization in the late 18. and early 19. century, about the societal re-
quirements of general education, about the separation of children and grown ups, the separation 
of learning and working, of school and factory, and about the societal establishment of school 
system as a space of safekeeping the children’s learning processes from all bad and evil effects of 
industrial labor. The notion “childhood” with all its romantic connotations of innocence, help-
lessness, and creativity was to found and legitimate this concept. 
From child sociology we can also learn the notions of child and adult being complementary and 
compensatory. A child is to become an adult – that is, how adults are historically defined and 
how they see themselves, not how the child wants to become and to be a grown up. Adults are in 
need of the complementary status of children because they need the features of immature and 
helplessness of children as a confirmation of their own self esteem as mature and independent 
just by status. Thus being adult got to be a legal norm of jurisdiction, and a legal condition of not 
only many particular societal rights but even of the leading understanding of human rights as 
well. In other words, the notions of “adult” and “child” are political in themselves. 
In doing research on those worldwide emerging child movements and child organizations, child 
sociology reports to us on a big change in not only child behavior and child abilities but on an 
ongoing transformation of this complementary child-adult-relation as a whole. And it confronts 
us with the fact that we are still remaining unwilling to even perceive the reality of this transfor-
mation.  
 
In Germany e.g. very few people ever heard of Craig Kielburger and the FTC or know of other 
child organizations although there exists a very active subgroup of FTC in Germany.  Or did you 
ever hear about Craig Kielburger? Or do you know about child movements and child organiza-
tions in Russia? I personally learned from a child sociologist about the “proletkult movement” in 

the early SU and special Russian contributions about this matter – published in English!16 To me 

                                                 
16 Pridik, Heinrich (1921) Das Bildungswesen in Sowjetrussland. Vorträge, Leitsätze und Resolutionen der Ersten 
Moskauer Allstädtischen Konferenz der kulturell-aufklärenden Organisationen „Mosko-Proletkult“ vom 23.-28. Feb-
ruar 1918 (Annaberg im Erzgebirge: Neupädagogischer Verlag). On the history of the Proletkult movement see 
Mally, 1990. He reports of the formation of ‘Children’s Proletkults’ (Detskie Proletkul’ty) as a kind of autonomous 
movements or clubs of children ages eight to sixteen. One of these clubs (in the city of Tula) published its own 
newspaper, staffed and edited by the young participants themselves. The articles reveal children's hostility to the con-
fines of conventional family life. Enthusiastic children ‘expressed their hopes for a special proletarian culture for 
children that would be based on a highly developed sense of children's self-worth and autonomy. In these articles 
children and youth appeared as the real revolutionaries who needed to inspire recalcitrant, backward adults to revolu-
tionary acts. “We have to do more than awaken and organize other children”, wrote one fourteen-year-old girl. “We 
have to awaken and organize our fathers, mothers, older brothers, and sisters to come to the defence of the revolu-
tion.” According to the organization's young leader, Dmitrii Pozhidaev, the Children's Proletkult would liberate 
young people from the despotism of the petty-bourgeois family and give them useful social tasks.’ (Ibid.: 181) See 
Mally, Lynn (1990) Culture of the Future. The Proletkult Movement in Revolutionary Russia (Berkeley, Los Angeles 
& Oxford: University of California Press). 
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it seems to be symptomatic to the present situation, what is the most widespread practice in 
Germany:  that kind of acting instead of children or in behalf of children, which child sociologists 
call the adult’s displacement activity. All the more when children are considered victim or dis-
criminated minority without any rights which requires particular political lobby initiatives of 
adults for shelter and defense, this is just another form of fixing the historical child-adult-relation 
with all its implications. This kind of partisanship with children produces the problems time and 
again it is fighting against because acting solidarity still poses grown ups as a norm. It remains 
demagogic when adults avoid considering themselves suppressing and being suppressed by the 
adult status as well.  
 
 
3.  But may we really call their activities political? 
At a press conference in 1996 the Canadian minister of foreign affairs Axworthy declared, the 
children of FTC had disproved the idea cherished by so many adults that children are incapable 
to contribute something serious to the political debates of the government. (Kielburger 1998a, 
289) 
This is in fact a very narrow understanding of politics resulting in a very poor assessment of 
FTC’s political contribution. In that minister’s understanding politics is what politician do. Politi-
cians are defined as legally authorized representatives. Their activities stay within the legal proce-
dures of the constitutional state on the basis of codified constitutions and diplomatic routines.  
What Craig Kielburger really did had nothing to do with this idea, and he even did not want to 
work in this context:  
“In fact, no, I am not a politician! I had the chance … to meet some politicians, and after meeting some, I know, I 
will never enter politics. They scared me away! Because in many cases  politicians have to compromise their beliefs, 
and I do not belief in that. I believe in what I am, and I believe what the other so and so thousand members of 
FTC are, and instead of politicians, we could be called ambassadors.  Because we are trying to carry a message. 
We are trying to represent the children of the world. We are trying to represent those children who have no vote, no 
economic quote. We are trying to be ambassadors by trying to give voice to the voiceless.”(Interview) 
This quotation shows that politics have changed very much during the last decades. Extra parlia-
mentary actions of non-authorized agents beyond the narrow framework of guaranteed constitu-
tional procedures and norms, and even the creation of alliances of the non-aligned or unworthy 
of alliance are now equally political activities. And when furthermore such activities can be called 
political which try to look after interests of human rights by developing political prevailing strate-
gies within every day activities of people (see Beck 1998, 124 ff) – than Craig Kielburger and all 
those present child organization’s activities are to be called political. And even more, they are in 
the lead of their field.  There are at least 10 arguments to give reasons to this approach. 

1. With FTC Craig founded such worldwide “alliance of the unworthy” and provided them 

a voice within national and international decision processes by using this new specific 
possibilities which effect by morality instead of violence and by indirect public reactions 

instead of direct political actions. 
2. By fighting for children rights he at the same time struggled for introducing rules of law 

into unlawful systems, and for the sharpening of law awareness in constitutional states 

concerning the contradiction between ideal form of law and real societal form of civil 
rights of freedom.  

3. Taking this a universal issue he struggled in favor of a democracy which keeps alive in 

global perspectives only, even if the structures of power are moved or shifted bit by bit 
into democratic reality (Beck 1997a, 204). 

                                                                                                                                                         
Stephenson, Svetlana (2001) ‘Street children in Moscow: using and creating social capital’, The Sociological Review, 
49(4), 530-47 - eine interessante Arbeit zum Proletkult, in der über "Kinderclubs" und eigene Zeitungen von Kin-
dern berichtet wird (anhand von russischen Originalquellen). 
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4. With his worldwide call for boycott of products of child labor Craig effected a collective 

participation in a global action by using the act of buying as a direct vote which can be 
applied always and everywhere. This put international companies and national govern-

ments under pressure of the world public and created a space of global responsibility in 
which everybody – and not only representatives – might be able to participate directly in 
political decisions. “Boycott is the connection and the alliance of active consumer society 

and direct democracy.” (Beck 1998c, 124) 
5. Craig’s politics was so successful because he managed to create a simple but very cachy 

symbol: the figure of that six years old Indian boy Iqbal, chained to his loom, who re-

belled against the oppressing power of the adults and therefore was killed, a symbol 
which was perfectly fitting the worldwide identification of children and was at the same 

time revealing the moral failure of the adults, a symbol that came to concern and to give 
alarm to cultural nerves on the one hand and to open up welcome alternatives, whose  
expenses did not burden the individual but relieve his conscience because the simple de-

nial to buy can change everyday action into a political act. 
6. The numerous campaigns of Kielburger and FTC succeeded in improving the children’s 

circumstances in different countries step by step but in a visible progress. 

7. But politically even more important is the fact that Craig Kielburger succeeded in estab-
lishing the “child power” as a new political agency, which is to be taken seriously, by “giv-

ing a voice to the voiceless” and thus setting up their self consciousness. 
“We want to create a mental attitude, a kind of feeling of freedom with children being abused and expro-
priated, but also with children thinking to be unable to contribute to the changing of the world.” 
(Kielburger 1998a, 296) 
“Even if the whole thing will die FTC will have reached its purpose. Because we would have proved that 
young people … have the capability to start their own FTC, to start the movement to achieve good, that 
young people can truly change the world.” (Interview).  

8. This target of political activity is no more just going around the improvement of direct 

circumstances of children in far away countries but finally around the global equality of 
children, and the reframing of the relation of generations worldwide. 

9. From this point of view of the changing quality of politics within the process of globaliza-

tion Craig Kielburger is a classic example of how young people mastering the New Media 
possibilities start to - what Ronald Hitzler calls - break boundaries of the traditional scope 
for politics and to create new individual forms of global politics. They shift political deci-

sions more and more from the partial system of politics into other areas and arenas of so-
ciety without dissolving the particular form of action of politics (Hitzler 1997, 177-178). 

This new form expands into those pre- and post-governmental systems of relevance of 
everybody which absolutely include children.  In this process everything – even the own 
life – is going to be considered possible to be designed, but no more as a means beyond 
public interests, but as a means and a goal of political action itself . Of course, this in-
cludes the relation of generations explicitly.  

 
 
4. Child” and “adult” – outdated concepts? 
Das „rechtverstandene Wohl des Kindes“ wird nach wie vor von Erwachsenen definiert, wie 
auch die besorgte Frage von Erwachsenen: „Wieviel Politik vertragen Kinder?“ (Baacke 1992) 
von Erwachsenen beantwortet wird:  
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Die Durchsetzung und Realisierung von gemeinsam mit Kindern getroffenen Entscheidungen muß von Erwachse-
nen koordiniert werden, da hier die Kinder in unserer Erwachsenenwelt überfordert würden (Schröder 1998). 
Andererseits antwortet derselbe Autor, der sich hier so sicher ist, auf die selbstgestellte Frage, mit 
welchem Alter Kinder beteiligt werden können, ohne daß man sie überfordert oder ihnen Scha-
den zufügt: „Eine eindeutige Antwort gibt es auf diese Fragen nicht, wird es wohl auch niemals 
geben können.“ Dabei sind diese Fragen durchaus schon von den Kindern selbst beantwortet 
worden - durch ihre praktische politische Tätigkeit und ihre politischen Reden, die längst durch 
alle öffentlichen Medien verbreitet, aber eben nicht weiter beachtet werden. Daß jedoch unter 
solchen Voraussetzungen eine Kinderpolitik, als deren Subjekt Kinder selbst auftreten, nicht 
wahrgenommen wird, das kann ebensowenig verwundern wie die Tatsache, daß man die neuen 
Subjekte dieser Politik selbst nicht kennt, auch wenn sie so bekannt sind wie Craig Kielburger. 
Wenn aber sogar die Organisationen der „Politik für Kinder“ die Existenz einer von Kindern mit 
Erfolg und öffentlicher Beachtung betriebenen Kinderpolitik nicht zur Kenntnis nehmen wollen, 
dann dokumentiert dies außer ihrem traditionellen Bild vom Kind das ganze Ausmaß der prakti-
zierten Verdrängung.17 Erst ein Kind macht darauf aufmerksam: 
Überall auf der Welt fordern Kinder Gehör. Seltsamerweise haben oft gerade die Organisationen und Gruppen, 
die für Kinder arbeiten, die größten Schwierigkeiten, dieser Forderung nachzukommen. (Kielburger 1998, S. 
301). 
Das betrifft, wie Kielburger beschreibt, nicht nur ausgerechnet die UNICEF, die sich trotz eines 
jährlichen Budgets von fast 1 Milliarde Dollar weigerte, eine internationale Konferenz von Ver-
tretern der Kinderorganisationen zu finanzieren (ebd., S. 303-304), sondern auch die UN: Als die 
UN-Konferenz über Kinderarbeit in Oslo 1997 die Delegierten der Regierungen aus aller Welt 
einlud, um die Konvention gegen ausbeuterische Kinderarbeit vorzubereiten, durften nur drei 
Kinder im Beiprogramm auftreten. Die arbeitenden Kinder selbst wurden nicht zugelassen. For-
derungen nach Anhörung von arbeitenden Kindern, nach Einrichtung einer Beratergruppe aus 
Kindern, nach einer Kinderkonferenz, an der Vertreter der bereits existierenden Kinderorganisa-
tionen teilnehmen sollten, wurden strikt abgelehnt. So unter anderem auch die Teilnahme des 
Jungen Vidal aus Perú, der seit seinem 5. Lebensjahr Bauarbeiter ist, mit sechs Jahren eine Kin-
derorganisation gründete, die zum Dachverband einer nationalen Bewegung gehört, die 10 000 
Kinder und Jugendliche in Perú vertritt (Rauss/Moleres 1997, S. 122). Der Grund für diese Ab-
lehnung wird von den Kindern selbst klar gesehen: 
Er und wir sollen in Oslo außen vor bleiben, weil viele Regierungen ein Interesse haben am Status quo in Sachen 
Kinderarbeit  (Kielburger zitiert bei Rauss/Moleres, ebd). 
Nur mit Billigstlöhnen, die erwachsene Arbeiter nicht akzeptierten, und nur mit Arbeitskräften, 
die sich nicht organisieren, rechneten sich viele Unternehmer in den Schwellenländern noch 
Marktchancen und Profite aus. Weil also nicht sein kann, was nicht sein darf, werden Berichte 
über politische Aktionen von Kindern entweder übersehen oder mit dem Argument fehlender 
Fähigkeiten vertuscht. Politik ist nun einmal die Domäne von Erwachsenen! Kinder, die in der 
politischen Szene auftreten, können daher bestenfalls Handpuppen von hinter ihnen stehenden 
Erwachsenen sein. 
 
Die psychologische Interpretation, Erwachsene „ertrügen“ lediglich die Vorstellung nicht, daß 
Kinder ihrer Steuerung nicht bedürfen, und bestünden aus diesem Grund auf ihrem Fähigkeits-
vorbehalt, ist zu vordergründig und der Vorbehalt selbst sehr viel grundsätzlicher, als er hier er-
scheint. Erstens hat er dadurch, daß er den Entwicklungsabstand zwischen den Generationen als 
einen qualitativen Unterschied wertet und als Legitimation für das Vorenthalten rechtlicher und 
sozialer Gleichberechtigung, d.h. für die Beibehaltung einer kruden Machtposition gegenüber 

                                                 
17 Auf dem Weltkongreß über die sexuelle Ausbeutung von Kindern im August 1996 in Stockholm diskutierten 

über 1000 erwachsene Delegierte aus 126 Ländern über den Mißbrauch von Minderjährigen, ohne daß diese 

selbst zugelassen worden wären. Die einzige Beteiligung der noch nicht einmal 20 anwesenden Jugendlichen be-

stand darin, daß sie am vorletzten Tag, als alle Entscheidungen bereits gefallen waren, vor dem Plenum ein 

Stück aufführen durften. (Vgl. Kielburger, 1998a, S. 300 - 301. 
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Kindern, nutzt, eine nicht bloß psychologische, sondern durch und durch politische Qualität. 
Zweitens kulminieren in dem aufrechterhaltenen Unterschied der Generationen alle übrigen all-
gemeinen Ungleichheiten: die Unterschiede zwischen den Rassen, den Geschlechtern, den Klas-
sen, zwischen Behinderten und Nichtbehinderten usw. Eben dies aber verleiht der politischen 
Qualität des Vorbehalts von Erwachsenen zusätzlich eine globale Dimension, die den alle diese 
Ungleichheiten beherrschenden Widerspruch zwischen Rechtsform und Gesellschaftsform politi-
scher Freiheit aufdeckt: 
Einerseits sind Bürgerrechte dem universalistischen Anspruch nach Weltbürgerrechte, andererseits de facto überall 
nationale Staatsbürgerrechte, und zwar am Anfang eben nur Staatsbürgerrechte, nicht etwa Arbeiter-Rechte, 
Bürgerinnen-Rechte usw. (Beck 1997, 209; Hervorhebungen von Beck). 
Und auch nicht Kinder-Rechte, wie man Ulrich Beck ergänzen sollte. Gerade das Recht des Kin-
des auf ein „eigenes Leben“ weist, vergleicht man es mit seinem Status in der Lebenswirklichkeit, 
den größten - und unerträglichsten - Widerspruch auf. Beck nennt es einen „Tatbestand, daß 
Kinder qua Geburt ’Leibeigene‘ ihrer Eltern sind“ und kommentiert:  
Wenig Phantasie ist notwendig, um sich auszumalen, wie spätere Generationen sich die Augen reiben könnten 
über so viel Doppelmoral: Die Sklaverei wurde abgeschafft, aber die private Fürsorglichkeitssklaverei der Kinder 
durch die Eltern wird politisch, rechtlich und moralisch gehätschelt - und: kaum bemerkt. (Ebenda.) 
Dies macht eine Kinderpolitik mit dem Ziel der völligen Gleichberechtigung der Generationen 
zu einem Schlüsselproblem lebendiger Demokratie: 
Letztendlich kann man es drehen und wenden wie man will: die berechtigten Anliegen aller modernen Bürgerbewe-
gungen - von den Frauenbewegungen über die Friedensbewegung und die Umweltschutzbewegung bis zu den Bewe-
gungen, die sich dem Kinderschutz und den Interessen anderer ‘Minderheiten’ verschrieben haben - sind erst mit der 
Gleichberechtigung der Generationen zu Ende gedacht. Alle Menschen beginnen als Kinder. Solange die ‘Kinder-
frage’ vergessen oder nach den traditionellen Grundsätzen beantwortet wird, können die anderen mitmenschlichen 
Aktivitäten nur Symptome zu kurieren versuchen. (Böhm/von Braunmühl 1994, S. 206)  
Allerdings scheint dieses Verständnis von Kinderpolitik bis heute noch kein anderes Subjekt zu 
haben als die Kinder selbst. Jeder noch so geringe Versuch von Kindern, sich gegen Machtpositi-
onen der Erwachsenen aufzulehnen und für ihre eigene Gleichberechtigung einzutreten, ist daher 
schon eine politische und zugleich eine globale Tätigkeit, denn im Prozeß der Globalisierung 
können die Unterschiede zwischen den Menschen allgemein und weltweit immer weniger als We-
sensunterschiede beschrieben und gerechtfertigt werden: Wie Elisabeth Beck-Gernsheim ein-
drucksvoll beschreibt, sind im Zeitalter der Globalisierung nicht einmal mehr ethnische Zuord-
nungen problemlos (Beck-Gernsheim 1998, 125 - 167). Alle kulturellen Unterschiede werden - 
wie Beck schreibt - „ontologisch entriegelt“ mit der Konsequenz, daß auch Kinderpolitik nur 
noch „auf der Folie prinzipieller Gleichartigkeit“ inszeniert und gerechtfertigt werden kann 
(Beck, a.a.O., S. 205). 
Beck will mit dem die „Zweite Moderne“ charakterisierenden „Ende der sozialen Ontologie kul-
tureller Unterschiede“ eine geschichtliche Folgerichtigkeit für ein neues Bild vom Kind und sei-
nen Rechten und für ein neues Politikverständnis verbinden (Beck 3/1997, 1998a, 1998b). Jedoch 
ist sein Ansatz keineswegs der einzige Versuch, epochale Veränderungen zu prognostizieren. Vor 
allem in der Diskussion um die Bedeutung des digitalen Mediums trifft man auf vergleichbare 
Ansätze. So schreibt z.B. Jon Katz, Redakteur von „Wired“, dem kalifornischen Kultmagazin in 
Sachen Cyberkultur, und Autor des Buches „Virtuous Reality“: 
„Der Gedanke, daß Kinder sich unserer absoluten Kontrolle entziehen, mag für viele die bitterste Pille sein, die sie 
in unserem digitalen Zeitalter schlucken müssen“.  
Katz ist entschieden davon überzeugt, daß die Erwachsenen im digitalen Zeitalter ihr Bild vom 
Kind und ihr Verhalten Kindern gegenüber ändern, weil sie es „müssen“. Denn:  
Kinder führen die Revolution an. [...] Kinder stehen im Epizentrum der Informationsrevolution, am absoluten 
Nullpunkt der digitalen Welt. Sie haben geholfen, diese Welt aufzubauen, und sie verstehen sie besser als jeder 
andere. Die digitale Welt läßt junge Menschen nicht nur anspruchs- und niveauvoller werden, indem sie ihre Vor-
stellungen von Kultur und Bildung verändert, sie stellt außerdem Verbindungen her, die ihnen ein neues politisches 
Selbstverständnis geben. Kinder sind im digitalen Zeitalter weder unsichtbar noch unhörbar, vielmehr ist das Ge-
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genteil der Fall. Sie besetzen eine neue Art kulturellen Raums. Sie sind Bürger einer neuen Ordnung, Gründer 
der digitalen Nation.18  
In dieser Welt handeln Kinder mit größerer Selbstverständlichkeit und mit größerem Erfolg glo-
bal und politisch, als wir Erwachsene es gewohnt sind - wie zum Beispiel Craig Kielburger und 
seine internationale Kinderorganisation FREE THE CHILDREN (FTC). 
Die jungen Menschen von heute sind bewußter und informierter als irgendeine frühere Generation. Die meisten 
wollen dazu beitragen, aus der Welt einen besseren Ort zu machen. Sie wollen etwas verändern. Es ist erstaunlich, 
wieviel junge Menschen tun können, wenn sie nur wissen wie. (Kielburger). 
 
 
III.   Media revolution and transition problems – the question of Alan C. Kay 
 

1. The traditional adult-child-difference as a result of the book printing society 

2. The recent change of the adult-child-difference as a transition phenomenon of the 

ongoing media revolution. 

3. The continuing traditional forms of adult-child-difference as a problem of individ-

uals, societies and cultures. 
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