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Corporal punishment in the home

Corporal punishment is lawful in the home. Article 579 of the Revised Penal Code (2004, in force 2005) recognises the right of “reasonable chastisement”. Provisions in the Civil Code (1960) allowing for “light bodily punishment” as an educative measure within the family have been repealed but the Revised Family Code (2000) states that “the guardian may take the necessary disciplinary measures for the purpose of ensuring the upbringing of the minor” (article 258). Children have some protection from violence and abuse under the Constitution (1996) which states that everyone has the right to protection from “bodily harm” (article 16) and “cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment” (article 18).

In a study in which 1,223 children from five regions were interviewed, published in 2005, only 17 children (1.4%) stated that they had never experienced corporal punishment in the home.
 In other research, reported in 1997, 21% of urban schoolchildren and 64% of rural schoolchildren reported bruises or swellings on their bodies resulting from parental punishment.

Corporal punishment outside the home

Corporal punishment is explicitly prohibited in schools by article 36 of the Constitution, which states that every child has the right “to be free of corporal punishment or cruel and inhuman treatment in schools and other institutions responsible for the care of children”. It is not among permitted disciplinary measures in the school administration regulation issued by the Ministry of Education in 1998. However, the provisions relating to “reasonable chastisement” in the Penal Code (see above) have not been repealed.

Research undertaken by Radda Barnen Ethiopia indicated that more than 90% of students were punished by their teachers, although 70% of teachers were aware of the negative effects of corporal punishment.
 Of teachers surveyed, 50% did not believe in the effectiveness of corporal punishment and 80% indicated their willingness to attend programmes on alternative disciplinary methods. In light of this study and the Constitutional prohibition of corporal punishment in schools in effect from 1995, workshops were organised over a period of three years, and a follow-up study was undertaken to assess their impact.
 This study involved 907 teachers and 510 students from 40 government, public and private religious primary schools across Addis Ababa completing questionnaires, and interviews with people working in the education bureau. The information gathered on the frequency of corporal punishment over a period of one week showed a decline in comparison with the earlier study, from 90% three years ago to less than 20%. The types of punishments reported were hitting with a stick (27% teachers cf 28% students), slapping (7% cf 25%), pinching the ear (21% cf 13%), punching (3% cf 8%), kneeling down (54% cf 57%), hitting on the head (19% cf 31%), belting (5% cf 13%) and whipping (14% cf 21% students).

In the penal system, corporal punishment is unlawful as a sentence for crime under the Revised Penal Code. This repealed the previous Penal Code under article 172 of which a child offender could be sentenced to corporal punishment (up to 12 strokes with a cane). It is unlawful as a disciplinary measure in penal institutions under article 36 of the Constitution (see above), as well as article 21, which states that all persons in detention have the right to “treatments respecting their dignity”.

In alternative care settings, corporal punishment is prohibited in institutions under article 36 of the Constitution (see above), but this is contradicted by the provisions in the Penal Code allowing “reasonable chastisement” (see above).
In its recommendations to the State party following examination of the second report in 2001 (CRC/C/15/Add.144), the Committee on the Rights of the Child expressed concern at the common use of corporal punishment in schools and within the family (para 38) and recommended that the State party consider taking advantage of the drafting of the new Penal Code “to permanently prohibit all forms of corporal punishment, including the context of the school and the family” (para 39). The Committee also recommended “awareness raising activities for parents, teachers and other relevant groups and through the training of teachers in alternative disciplinary sanctions which are not harmful to children” and “that children be provided with mechanisms through which they can report and complain of corporal punishment practices” (para 39). We hope that the Committee will reiterate its previous recommendations to prohibit all corporal punishment by law, and urge the State party to repeal the laws recognising the right of parents and other to administer “reasonable chastisement” as a matter of priority.
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