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The Family 
 
The family, consisting of mother, father and children, is the foundation of a stable 
society.  It is much more than a mere legal, social or economic unit.  It is a 
community of love and solidarity, uniquely suited to teach and transmit the 
cultural, ethical, social, spiritual and religious values essential for the 
development and well-being of its own members and society as a whole.  The 
family is also a binding, permanent commitment to past, present and future 
generations and, as such, it is the cement that holds society together.  
 
A family is also the best health, educational and welfare unit ever devised by 
mankind. It works better than all other human arrangements. 
 
A Haven in a Heartless World 
 
American sociologist, Christopher Lasch, described the family as “a haven in a 
heartless world”, since it is the only institution ever invented to provide children 
with a love that is centered on them.  All other institutions, including schools and 
day care, are intentionally designed to be impartial.  But, in order for children’s 
personalities to develop in a healthy manner, it is necessary that someone care 
intensely for those children, so intensely as to give them priority over all other 
children.  It is within the family unit that this kind of intense caring usually takes 
place.  In no way can a government supply the love, attention and self-sacrifice 
that most parents spontaneously offer their children.   
 
Totalitarian Governments Destroy Families 
 
The family is important because it teaches the hard truths of moral values.  It 
forms the child’s character and gives the young the ability to grow up to become 
independent, stable, functioning, and compassionate individuals.  Such 
individuals are much more difficult to control.  As a result, such individuals and 
their families tend to be regarded as a threat to totalitarian governments. 
 
Consequently, it is not surprising that every totalitarian movement has tried to 
destroy the family unit.  Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels wanted the family 
destroyed, as did Adolph Hitler and Joseph Stalin.  They believed the family was 
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a dangerous threat to the power of the state and, therefore, undertook to take 
away the rights, responsibilities and authority of the family. 
 
A family, built on the foundation of marriage between a man and a woman, is 
regarded as dangerous by the totalitarian state because the family, while raising 
its children, also passes on tradition, culture and faith – all of which confront the 
state when it wishes to impose its own will on the public.  
 
The Disintegration of the Family 
 
Unfortunately, it is not just totalitarian governments that are undermining the 
family unit today.  It is also being systematically undermined in democratic 
countries by the culture, which is backed by government policies. 
 
Consequently, the family unit today is under more stress than it has been before. 
 
Today’s Western Culture 
 
The culture in the West requires living on the edge, since it is careless about 
and/or indifferent to the future.  What matters is material comforts acquired here 
and now, usually by way of a two-income family.  Having both partners in the 
paid work force is usually necessary in order for a family to acquire the affluence 
needed for a comfortable home, car, vacations, and expensive entertainment.  
Along with friends, good food and wine, life is fully lived today  – all too frequently 
without the responsibilities and expenses of a child to complicate adult lives.  If 
there is a child, he/she is placed with a substitute caregiver, preferably, in 
government subsidized childcare facilities to enable the couple to continue 
participating in the paid workforce. Self-fulfillment - physical, emotional and 
sexual - is the driving force.  There are few societal restraints on behaviour.   
Living together outside marriage is no longer frowned upon, but is the norm.  
Illegitimacy and divorce are accepted and regarded as perfectly normal 
occurrences in most Western cultures. 
 
These monumental changes in our culture have been supported by compliant 
governments, which encourage this new culture by way of social and economic 
policies. 
 
This is creating dark clouds on the horizon: Western societies must either face 
their problems head-on or perish.  The problems include: 
 
1. Demographic Problems 
 
The failure to have children is the primary factor that leads to a rapidly aging 
population. 
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Ironically, the focus on wealth and comfort in today’s Western societies will 
ultimately destroy its wealth, due to low birth rates.  Fewer children mean fewer 
future taxpayers, resulting in reduced government income to cover the costs of 
generous social benefits. 
 
This growing problem is exacerbated by a sense of entitlement by the public, 
who wish to enjoy all the social benefits currently available. That is, there is an 
unwillingness to make the necessary seismic shifts in public policy that will be 
required to sustain the present economy.      
 
2. No-Fault Divorce 
 
No-fault divorce allows one spouse to walk away from the marriage instead of 
working through the stresses inevitable in every marriage.  By this policy, 
personal happiness is prioritized over responsibilities to spouse and children. As 
a result, marriages are terminated more easily in some countries and with less 
financial cost than are many business contracts.   
 
Marriage has become, to some, a relationship having little more significance than 
an opportunity to arrange an elaborate party with the bride and groom as its 
leading actors, with little consideration given to their responsibilities and 
obligations to each other and to society. 
 
Sadly, it is the poor and minorities who pay the heaviest price when marriage 
breaks down because they do not have the financial means and social 
connections to support them when this occurs.  Marriage breakdown is the 
greatest cause of poverty in society as the married family is far less likely to be 
poor than any other family structure. 

 
3. Common-Law Relationships 
 
Governments encourage common-law relationships by providing increased legal 
rights for the partners living in this arrangement, similar to those provided for 
those in legal marriages.  Common-law relationships are far less stable than 
legal marriages. In the last Canadian census (2006), 16% of couples were 
recorded as living in cohabiting relationships.  This is a huge increase in 
common-law relationships, as there were only 7% of couples living common-law 
two decades ago.  Cohabiting relationships break up much more frequently than 
legal marriages: 10.2% of common-law couples separated, as opposed to only 
1.7% of legally married couples between 2000 and 2008.   
 
Common-Law relationships also lead to more domestic violence, as married 
women are less likely to be abused by their husband than cohabitating women 
are to be abused by their partner.  Children from intact married families also 
suffer less child abuse than children from common-law unions. 
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Cohabitation has become the norm, and researchers call this arrangement the 
“sliding, not deciding” relationship.  This phenomenon was explained in a recent 
article, published in the New York Times (April 14, 2012) by psychologist, Meg 
Jay.  She describes the process by which the couple moves from dating to 
sleeping over, to cohabitation on a gradual slope, which bypasses discussion of 
both permanency and commitment in the relationship.   Instead, the partnership 
is based essentially on the sexual relationship and economic convenience.  Once 
in such a relationship, there is a reduced option of meeting another partner, 
perhaps more suitable, because the common-law couple has settled into and 
established a lifestyle, although it’s without serious commitment or sense of 
responsibility to the relationship or to each other.  As a result, even if the couple 
subsequently enters into a legal marriage, such a marriage remains more 
unstable than marriages entered into without prior cohabitation. 
 
4. Role of Illegitimacy  
 
Few social scientists today dispute the fact that children flourish best when 
reared by their biological mothers and fathers in an intact, married family.  

 
Children who do not have this advantage are far more likely to experience out-of-
wedlock pregnancy, poor school performance, early school dropout and 
difficulties with the law, etc. 
 
Parenting by their mother and father also provides the best environment for 
children to acquire knowledge as to how to relate to persons of their own and the 
opposite sex, and to understand inter-gender relations on which society is based.   
 
Moreover, there is a direct correlation between family structure and crime.  
Empirical research on family and crime strongly suggests that crime is closely 
linked to family structure, in particular, the absence of a father in the home, which 
is the strongest predictor of urban violence. 
 
Starting out with just one parent’s love, time and earning power is a serious 
challenge for a child, no matter how courageous and determined his/her single 
parent.   
 
Modern parenting is extraordinarily difficult, even with two parents, under the best 
of circumstances; and it is very much harder with only one parent.  Evidence 
overwhelmingly shows that on just about every measurable criterion, children 
who are brought up by one parent fare relatively worse than those brought up by 
two parents.    
 

 
5. Same-Sex Marriage 
 

Marriage between a man and a woman has remained a great constant in 
recorded history.  It crosses time, religious, cultural and ethnic divisions.  
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Changing this definition creates serious problems in society, as experienced by 
Canada since 2005, when same-sex marriage was legalized.  Damaging effects 
include the following: 
 
a) Children Become Tools for Social Change  

 
 Homosexuality Programs in the Schools  
 
Same-sex marriage affects children in that it has led to homosexual 
indoctrination in the school system, encouraging children to accept the 
normalization of homosexuality. This indoctrination is based on the supposed fact 
that same-sex marriage is equivalent to opposite-sex marriage.  Programs on 
homosexuality in the schools are unbalanced, since they do not include any of 
the negative consequences of homosexuality. Instead, these programs portray 
homosexuality in only positive terms, and ignore the facts, such as the physical 
and psychological harms and reduced life expectancy of homosexuals. Pro-
homosexual programs are, in fact, a propaganda tool, which misleads and harms 
children.  

 
 Homosexual Adoption of Children 
  
Innocent children are also being used as tools of social engineering by being 
adopted and placed in foster care with same-sex couples.  Impartial research 
indicates that these arrangements are harmful to children due to: the shorter 
duration of same-sex relationships; the higher rate of infidelity; the increased 
health problems; the reduced life expectancy; the higher rate of violence in 
lesbian and homosexual relationships; the higher incidence of children raised in 
homosexual households becoming homosexual; and the greater risk of parental 
sexual interference, and social or psychological problems for the children.  
 
 Same-sex marriage advocacy has also led to parents, who hold differing social 
and/or religious views on homosexuality, to be placed in a hostile environment by 
educational authorities, who prohibit parents from withdrawing their children from 
homosexual indoctrination programs. 
 
Further, religious liberties have been seriously undermined in Canada by the 
legalization of same-sex marriage.  Although clergy are exempt under Canadian 
law from performing same-sex marriages, there is no protection for the use of 
church facilities, e.g., church halls.  

  
In addition, same-sex marriage affects a broad range of church activities and 
projects, such as church-run schools and universities, nursing homes and other 
housing facilities, hospitals, and adoption and counselling services, among 
others, which are required to provide services to same-sex couples, contrary to 
religious beliefs. 
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Moreover, individuals associated with marriage ceremonies, such as marriage 
commissioners, limousine drivers, florists, caterers, disc jockeys, and 
photographers are obliged to assist at same-sex ceremonies, even if it is against 
their conscience. Otherwise, they may lose their jobs.   

 
Canada has also experienced a marked degeneration of societal norms because 
of same-sex marriage. For example, in 2010, a legal challenge to Canada’s 
polygamy law was argued before the B.C. Supreme Court. During this hearing, 
arguments were made that same-sex marriage legislation would be used to 
extend and legalize polygamous relationships. That is, it was argued before the 
court, that once the walls protecting marriage, as a union solely between a man 
and a woman, were breached, then marriage would encapsulate other 
combinations of relationships.  Although the court eventually rejected this 
argument, it will continue to be argued before Canadian courts in the future.   
 
Same-sex marriage has also created an opening to change the definition of 
marriage to cover such unacceptable arrangements as polyandry (more than one 
husband) and polyamory (several relationships carried on simultaneously with 
members of either sex). Organizations in favour of such relationships also 
presented arguments before the court in the polygamy case.   
 
Since same-sex marriage was legalized in Canada, there has been an increase 
in political pressure to recognize other unacceptable sexual behaviours, such as 
those of the transgendered, child pornographers and pedophiles, on the basis 
that those engaged in such activities should be permitted to express their sexual 
inclinations legally, as is permitted for same-sex couples.  
 
Finally, our immigration regulations have had to be amended to allow same-sex 
couples, legally married abroad, to be admitted to Canada as legal spouses.  
Politicians also believed it necessary to pass legislation to provide for divorce of 
same-sex couples domiciled abroad, but married in Canada, if their union was 
not recognized in their country or domicile.  These divorces do not conform to the 
divorce law in Canada, which applies to heterosexual couples.  As a result, 
Canada now has different divorce laws for same-sex and heterosexual couples.   
 
Changes Required to Protect and Encourage the Development of 
Traditional Families  
 
Economic and Social Policies 
 
The rapidly declining population in most countries must be dealt with in order to 
protect the future of these nations.   The best solution is to encourage and 
support the formation and development of families, so as to ensure, not just an 
increase in the number of future taxpayers, but also the number of entrepreneurs 
and workers necessary to sustain the economy.  For example, earned income 
left in the hands of the family, by reduced taxation on the family, is a genuine 
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government investment, not only for stimulating the economy, but, also, 
specifically, for meeting the needs of families – a sure way to reduce child 
poverty. 
 
An example of the efficacy of such a policy has been provided by France, which 
provides economic benefits for large families.  Such policies have raised 
France’s birth rate.  At one time, France’s birth rate was typical of European 
nations’ only 1.5 children per woman of childbearing age.  In a matter of a few 
years, with the implementation of pro-family policies, France, as of 2010, has a 
birth rate of 2.0 children per woman of childbearing age, and it now holds second 
place in the birth rates for European countries, with only Ireland having a higher 
birth rate, of 2.1, as of 2010. 
 
Examples of some of the innovative economic perks provided by France for 
families are:  
 

 Calibrated reduction in taxation for each child.  The more children a family 
has, the less tax they pay; 

 
 A monthly allowance of $360.00 for families with three children.  This grant 

increases when the children reach 11 years of age; 
 

 A tax deduction for housekeeping help; 
 

 Families have an option of receiving $1,160.00 per month for 1 year after 
the birth of a third child or $690.00 per month for three years after that 
birth; 

 
Decreasing Abortion 
 
Russia, facing severe demographic problems, signed several restrictions on 
abortion into law in 2011, requiring abortion providers to devote 10% of 
advertising costs to describing the dangers of abortion to a woman’s health and 
making it illegal to describe abortion as a safe medical procedure.  Russia has a 
weeklong national campaign against abortion called “Give Me Life” and a “Day of 
Family, Love and Faithfulness”.  It has also established pregnancy centres in 
major cities in order to provide women with positive alternatives to abortion. 
 
Promotion of Traditional Marriage 
 
In the last few decades, there has been a disastrous retreat in Western countries 
from traditional marriage. This has created extensive social and cultural 
problems, especially among the poor and working class who are least able to 
withstand the breakdown of the family.  That is, couples lacking in money, 
education and connections have more difficulty, not only keeping their families 
together, but in coping with the fallout of the family breakdown.   
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It is essential, therefore, that efforts be made to encourage and strengthen 
marriage, especially among low income, married couples with children.  An 
example of such a program is the Supporting Healthy Marriage (SHM) program 
provided by the US Department of Health and Services, which provides 
educational workshops and family support workers to assist couples, by 
providing them with links to services in the community.   This program, according 
to follow up studies, has produced a consistent pattern of positive effects on 
couples’ relationships. 
 
Another example of how marriage can be supported is by providing easily 
available and low-cost marriage counselling by pro-marriage counsellors.  These 
services should be tax-deductible and government subsidized.  Also, educational 
programs on the importance of marriage should be made available to the public, 
especially in schools. 
 
Restrictions on Divorce 
 
It is well established that easier divorce laws increase the social acceptance of 
divorce.  Easy divorce often leads to a predictable cycle of marriage, divorce and 
remarriage, and is referred to as “serial monogamy,” which is detrimental, not 
only to the adults, but especially to the children living in these serial relationships.  
In short, the very idea of lasting marriage, with its values of commitment and 
permanence, is severely undermined by easy divorce. 
 
If society wishes that the stability and permanence of marriage be ensured, 
changes must be made to restrict the law on divorce.  No-fault divorce promotes 
a lack of commitment and also undermines one’s obligation toward the other 
spouse.  It trivializes marriage and the detrimental consequences of divorce, not 
just to the spouses themselves, but to the children and to society as well. 
 
Promotion of Parental Authority in Education 
 
The right of parents to have priority in regard to the education of their children is 
under severe attack in many countries, such as the UK, the US, Sweden, and 
Canada. Restrictions on parental rights contravene the United Nations Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, as in Article 26 (3), which provides that “Parents 
have a prior right to choose the kind of education that shall be given to their 
children.”  Restricting parental rights is also in contradiction to Articles 5, 14 and 
18 of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child.   
 
Parents must have the authority to pass on to their children their values, faith and 
morals. The state must not be allowed to manipulate and propagandize children, 
as tools, who are conditioned to accept the state’s social policies.  
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Vulnerable children must be protected first and foremost by their parents, and all 
attempts by the state to restrict parental authority must be challenged and 
disallowed. 
 
The journey ahead to save the family will be long and arduous.  But our failure to 
do so will lead to the destruction of nations.  This is a challenge we must face.  
 

May 17, 2012 
 
 


