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We demand abolition of discrimination against children born out
of wedlock!

Society for Abolishing the Family Registration System

and Discriminations against Children Born out of Wedlock
(AFRDC)

E-mail: kouryu2-kai@ac.auone-netjp

We have received the following heartbreaking cries from children born out of wedlock:

"l was an out-of-wedlock child, and it was painful to be bullied all the time. | was not able to receive myself and
felt depressed.”

"I was ashamed of myself because | had been discriminated against so much." “We have always been
discriminated against from our childhood because we were born out of wedlock. | suffered from selective mutism,
in which | was not able to speak in social settings, and my sister killed herself.”

"My neighbor who found out that | was an out-of-wedlock child spread it out. Then | was harassed and forced
to move out of the apartment.”

Itis the discriminatory legal system that promotes and reproduces discrimination and unfair treatment to such
people.

In September 2013, the Supreme Court ruled that discriminatory provision regarding inheritance of children
born out of wedlock were unconstitutional and the law concerning inheritance was subsequently amended.



But at the same time in another lawsuit in September 2013, the Supreme Court ruled that the provision of
the Family Register Act, which requires a birth registration to indicate whether a child is born in wedlock or not,
was not unconstitutional. This ruling has been until now maintained, and there are still many incidents where
the counter staff force the parents to check their children status in a separate entry for " legitimate” (born in
wedlock) or “not legitimate” (born out of wedlock).

In the Japanese examination of the Children's Rights Committee in January 2019, the committee members
suggested that the term ‘illegitimate child’ be totally abolished. In response, the Japanese delegation answered
as follows: "The Japanese law regards the legal marriage system reasonable. So, the distinction between
“legitimate” child and “illegitimate” child inevitably follows.

We have had negotiation meetings annually with the Ministry of Justice's Civil Affairs Bureau, and we have
insisted that "In many countries that adopt the principle of legal marriage system, children are no longer divided
into two types depending on whether the parents are married or not." We think that because Japan adopts the
principle of legal marriage, it does not mean the distinction between children born in wedlock and out of wedlock
is necessary. However, the Ministry of Justice has not changed its position until now.

By the way, In December 2015, the Grand Bench of the Supreme Court ruled that the mandatory same
surname of a married couple was constitutional,
In the ruling, the Supreme Court accepted discrimination against children born out of wedlock, saying that there
is also a certain significance in ensuring a system in which
a child has the same name as both parents.

Furthermore, in the relationship column of family registrations created before November 2004, the
description of "female" and "male," which can be identified at
a glance as children born out of wedlock, are still maintained.

If there is a request from a child born out of wedlock to the office,
The description will be changed to "eldest daughter" and "eldest son", butin  reality, there are very few people
who come forward by themselves because discrimination against children born out of wedlock is deep-rooted
and die-hard.

This application system indeed requires such children to come out in person,
which is nothing less than a human rights violation.

Itis the responsibility of the government to rectify discriminatory descriptions

and should be changed ex officio, that is, by the government authority.




