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Hitting people is wrong — and children
are people too. Corporal punishment of
children breaches their fundamental
rights to respect for their human dignity
and physical integrity. Its legality
breaches their right to equal protection
under the law. Urgent action is needed in
every region of the world to respect fully
the rights of all children — the smallest
and most fragile of people.

This report reviews law and policy In
relation to corporal punishment and
deliberate humiliation of children in
each state across Africa. It makes
recommendations for law reform and
other measures which it is hoped will be
adopted and pursued at national,
regional and international levels.



MESSAGES

Jaap E. Doek, Chairperson, United Nations Committee on the Right s of the Child

One hundred and ninety two government s have accepted an obligation tot ake all appropriate legislative, administrative,
social and educational measures to protect the child from all forms of violence (article 19 of the

United Nations Convention on the Right s of the Child). r ‘1]
The Committee on the Right s of the Child, which monitors implement  ation of this Convention,

has recommended to government s across the region and the world that they should

systematically: L

* Prohibit all forms of violence, including all corporal punishment however light, in the upbringing L2
of children in their homes, in schools, in care institutions, penal systems and any other place; -
* Undert ake — at the same time — educational and awareness-raising camp  aigns to inform p arents

and others about children’ s right to protection and about non-violent methods of disciplining and

raising children.

Many citizens and politicians express deep concern about increasing violence in their societies. The credibility of this
concern is questionable as long as they are not willing to seriously and systematically address the use of violence against
children. And nobody should suggest that a little bit of violence is accept able. That applies equally for adult s and children.

The Committee on the Right s of the Child strongly believes that the UN Secret  ary General’ s Study on V iolence against
Children will accelerate moves to prohibit and eliminate corporal punishment and any other form of violence against
children as an unaccept able violation of human dignity and physical integrity . Itis the only way to a violence-free society

Jean-Baptiste Zoungrana, Chairperson, African Committee of Expert s on the Right s and
Welfare of the Child

Children in Africa are confronted with scourges of society such as female genit al mutilation, engagement in
armed conflict, abandonment, trafficking and exploit ation, HIV infection and all kinds of violence that are
hindering their growth and future.

Millions of African children are victims of violence despite the fact that their S tates have ratified
international and regional legal instrument s protecting children and have integrated the provisions of those
instrument s into their internal legal systems.

As far as violence is concerned, the first p  aragraph of article 16 of the African Charter on the Right s and W elfare of the
Child clearly stipulates that: “S  tates Parties to the present Charter shallt ake specific legislative, administrative, social and
educational measures to protect the child from all forms of torture, inhuman or degrading treatment and especially physical

or ment al injury or abuse, neglect or maltreatment including sexual abuse, while in the care of a p arent, legal guardian or
school authority or any other person who has the care of the child.”

Although some legislative measures have beent aken to ban violence against children in schools, care institutions and
penal systems in many African st ates, not much has been done to end corporal punishment administered to children by
their families, in their homes, where violence seems to be culturally accepted. In fact, thousands of homes have become

real laboratories of violence against children and the media have reported many cases. That is unaccept able.

The African Committee of Expert s on the Right s and W elfare of the Child is p articularly concerned by this situation and is in
favour of the initiative of the Secret ary General of the United Nations to organise a special study on violence against

children. During it s Seventh Session, held in December 2005, the Committee also chose the theme “Right to Protection:

Stop Violence against Children” for the commemoration of the Day of the African Child — the 16th of June 2006.

The 16th of June, which has been declared the Day of the African Child by the Heads of S tates of the Organisation of the
African Union (OAU), now the African Union (AU), to mark the 1976 massacre of Soweto Children in South Africa, will be a
day for a massive social mobilisation in all African S tates this year . It will be a great moment for reflection and action in
order to put an end to all forms of violence against children, including those done by children against other children,

wherever they are.

The African Committee of Expert s on the Right s and W elfare of the Child would like tot ake this opportunity to congratulate
government s and civil society for all their effort ~s. The Committee is also grateful to it s technical and financial p artners,
especially Save the Children Sweden for it s commitment to fight violence against children in Africa.



Mrs. Zyneb Jammeh, Her Excellency The First Lady , Republic of The Gambia 4

The launching of this report has come at the right time. The issues surrounding the right s of children
have become a global concern and effort s are being tirelessly pursued by national government sto
ensure that the right s of the child are protected. This can only happen if we strive to put in place the

right legal frameworks and insist on their implement ation.

The dynamic role played by children cannot be downplayed, since they form an import ant component
of the entire development process. Children the world over have been unanimously viewed as the future pillar or bedrock
for the sust ainability and survival of civilized societies.

Discipline, without doubt, is quite cardinal in raising children. Nevertheless, policy makers and p arents should all make sure
that the enforcement of disciplinary values does not marginalise or brush aside the right s of the child. Similarly , violence
against children has no place in society and should not be entert ained. Violence would only make children become social
misfit s and a menace to society and it s development.

| hope the issues cont ained in this publication will help all readers to have the right mind-frame to ensure that child right S
are protected and not infringed. It is our collective responsibility to raise our children to make sure they grow up to become
responsible citizens, eager to meaningfully contribute towards the development process and move our development

aspirations beyond imaginable limit ~ s.

Professor Paulo Sergio Pinheiro, Independent Expert leading the UN Secret ary General’ s
Study on V iolence against Children

The involvement of children and young people in the UN Secret ary General’ s Study has been
fundament al and highly influential. Many children have told me how much they are hurt — and not just
physically — by the routine violence they suffer at home, in schools and other places. The legality and

social accept ance of corporal punishment and other forms of cruel or degrading punishment in so

many st ates worldwide has been a p articular preoccup ation of children at all the regional consult  ations
and in many of the submissions | have received.

The recommendations developed at all nine regional consult ations have included the proposal that all
corporal punishment must be prohibited, as did the children’ s declarations.

In my progress report on the S tudy, presented to the General Assembly in New York in October 2005, |
identified a number of key areas that would be the focus of my work in this, the final year of the S tudy . These include the
continued legality and prevalence of corporal punishment against children in the home, schools and all other settings.

The UN Secretary General’ s Study is human right s based and it will strictly follow the Committee on the Right s of the Child,
which has been telling st ates consistently for more than a decade that the Convention requires prohibition of all corporal
punishment. It is sad and ironic that children, the most vulnerable of people, should have had to wait until last for this basic
protection. W e cannot draw lines and try and define accept able ways of hitting children. There can be no compromise, any
more than we compromise in challenging all violence against women.

Challenging corporal punishment, alongside challenging domestic violence against women, is no threat to the family in all

its forms. On the contrary , the promotion of non-violent, positive forms of discipline reinforces the family’ s role in protecting
children from all forms of violence. The Convention on the Right s of the Child upholds the family in all it s forms as the
fundament al group of society and the natural environment for the growth and wellbeing of all it s members and p articularly

children, and requires the st ate to fully respect and support families.

Desmond M. T utu, Archbishop Emeritus

| support the Global Initiative to eliminate all corporal punishment at home, at school, in

institutions and community . This worldwide movement has gained prominence through the
current UN Secret ary General’ s Global S tudy on V iolence against Children. Progress towards
abolishing corporal punishment is being made, but millions of the world’ s children still suffer
from humiliating act s of violence and these violations of their right s as human beings can
have serious and lifelong effect s. Violence beget s violence and we shall reap a whirlwind.
Children can be disciplined without violence that instils fear and misery , and | look forward to
church communities working with other organisations to use the context of the S tudy to make
progress towards ending all forms of violence against children.

If we really want a peaceful and comp assionate world, we need to build communities of trust
where all children are respected, where home and school are safe places to be and where discipline is t aught by example.
May God give us grace to love our children as He loves them and may their trust in us lead them to trust in Him.



The human right s imperative
to end all corporal punishment

Rights to respect for human dignity and physical integrity and
to equal protection under the law are upheld for everyone —
including children — in the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights and the International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights.The Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC)
re-emphasises that children, too, are holders of human rights.
The Convention also requires states to protect children from “all
forms of physical or mental violence” while in the care of
parents or others (article 19).

The Committee on the Rights of the Child — the monitoring

treaty body for the CRC — consistently interprets the Convention

as requiring prohibition of all corporal punishment, including in

the family linked to awareness-raising and public education. «s tgtes Parties shall
This interpretation is supported by other human rights treaty take all appropriate
bodies, both international and regional, and by high level COllegislative,

judgments in a growing number of states includingfirca. administrative, social

and educational
measures to protect
the child from all
forms of physical or

States’human rights obligations to end all currently legalised
violence against children are clear and immediate; there can
no justification for delayHumanity and logic suggest that
children should be the first, not the last, members of human :
mental violence,

societies to be fctively protected from assault and deliberat: "',
humiliation. injury or abuse,
neglect or negligent

The case against corporal punishment does not have to be tréeatment,
proved.We do not look for evidence of harm to justify maltreatment or
prohibition and other measures to end domestic violence ag:€xploit ation,
women or elderly peopl@he issue is one of fundamental righincluding sexual
But in any case there is overwhelming research evidence to abuse, while in the
support the human rights imperative for eliminating corporal care of p arent(s),
punishment and other cruel or degrading forms of punishmelegal guardian(s) or
Hitting babies and children is dangerous. Harsh and humilialany other person
forms of discipline are associated with the development of \who has the care of
violent and anti-social attitudes and actions in childhood andine child...”

later life and also with psychological fitiulties for the victims.
UN Convention on the
Right s of the Child,
article 19



Hitting children is a lesson in bad behaviour; it teaches them that
adults who demand their respect believe that violence is a
legitimate way to sort out conflicts or impose authority

Some adults like to suggest that corporal punishment and child
“abuse” are two quite separate phenomena. In fact, more or less
all physical “abuse” is administered in a context of punishment
or control — itis corporal punishment.here are dferent degrees

of severity but all corporal punishment breaches childreigjht

to respect for their human dignity and physical integvity do

not try to draw lines and justify any level of violence against
women or elderly people — so why children? Zero tolerance is
generally accepted as aget for ending domestic violence
between adults in the home — so why not for children?

Defenders of corporal punishment suggest that children are
different. But their dierences — their dependence,

developmental state and fragility — certainly do not reduce their
human rights or justify less protection from violence. Parents and
other carers need to use physical actions to protect and restrain
children, especially babies and young children. But such actions
are clearly distinguishable from causing pain or humiliation as a
form of discipline or control.

7 Ending legalised violence against children



Global progress towards
ending all corporal
punishment

Ending corporal punishment and deliberate humiliation of
children is a global issue. It is also a very personal issue. Most
people in almost every state in the world have been hit and
humiliated as children. Most parents have hit their own growing
children.We do not like to think badly of our parents or of our
own parentingThis makes it dffcult for many people,

including politicians and community leaders, to see the issue as
one of equality and human rights and to move on to positive,
non-violent relationships with children.

Corporal punishment within the family remains socially
accepted and legal in many states in all regions. But no culture
or society “owns” corporal punishment. Every society and
culture has an immediate obligation to eradicate it, just as they
must eradicate violence against women and men within the
family. It seems that corporal punishment of children has existed
historically to varying degrees in more or less all societies. But
in the context of colonialism, slavery and certain missionary
teaching it was promoted and institutionalisEige English
common law defence of “reasonable chastisement” and similar
defences of “lawful correction” found originally in French and
Portuguese law have become part of the law in many countries
acrosdAfrica.

As corporal punishment and deliberate humiliation of children —

in their families, schools, other institutions and forms of care and
in penal systems — has become more visible over the last decade,
it has begun to be recognised as a clear violation of their human
rights. The adoption and almost universal ratification of the
Convention on the Rights of the Child has underlined children’
status as rights holders, with equal rights to respect for their
human dignity and physical integrity

Law reform and other measures to eliminate corporal
punishment are now accelerating, with regional human rights
mechanisms, high level courts, human rights institutions and
NGOs condemning it (see details fréimnica on page 10).



Globally, less than 20 states have prohibited all corporal
punishment, including in the familyhis means that just 52
million of the worlds 2,195 million children live in countries
where the law gives them the same protection as adults from
being assaulted. In the context of the UN Secretary General’ . .
Study onViolence against Children, more states have commit’ Just 52’m|II|on of
themselves to full prohibition in the near future. the world’ s 2,195

million children live
106 states have prohibited all school corporal punishment, N countries where
including 21 acrosAfrica. In penal systems for children, 98  the law gives them
states have prohibited corporal punishment both as a sentenithe same protection
the courts and as a punishment within penal institutions, as adult s from being
including at least 19 iAfrica (see summary table, page 55). assaulted.

In December 2005, the UN Genefaisembly adopted a
resolution on the rights of the child which called for the
elimination of all school corporal punishment and corporal
punishment of children in detention (A/RES/60/231, December
23 2006).

During 2005, nine regional consultations were held in connection
with the UN Secretary Genem3udy onViolence against
Children, including three iAfrica, in Bamako, Cairo and
Johannesbgr Recommendations developed at every
consultation included the prohibition and elimination of all
corporal punishmenthe Independent Expert appointed by UN
Secretary General Kofinnan to lead thet8dy, Professor Paulo
Pinheiro, has indicated that his report to be presented in autumn
2006 will recommend universal prohibition (see page 5).

So the world is now moving rapidly towards acceptance of
childrens equal rights to respect for their human dignity and
physical integrity and to equal protection under the Buw it
demands strong and continuous advocacy to achieve this long
overdue reform for children, ifrica and all other regions.



Human right s standards In
Africa

United Nations Convention on
the Right s of the Child

AII states inAfrica have ratified the Convention on the Rights

of the Child, apart from Somalia which signed the Convention in
2002. None has entered any reservation to reduce its obligation
to protect children from all forms of violend&s noted on page
6, the Convention requires states to take all appropriate
legislative and other measures to protect children from “all
forms of physical or mental violence” while in the care of
parents and others (article 18)ticle 37 requires states to
ensure that children are not subjected to torture or to other c
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishménd article

28(2) requires that school discipline is administered in a mar
consistent with the child’human dignity and in conformity witl
the whole Convention.

“...that luminous
living document that
enshrines the right s
of every child without
exception to a life

of dignity and

In 2000, Nelson Mandela referred to the Convention as “... ttS€l-fulfilment’
luminous living document that enshrines the rights of every Nelson Mandela on the
child without exception to a life of dignity and self-fulfilment”. g Conenton on the
The Committee on the Rights of the Child has expressed

concern over the prevalence of corporal punishment and othe:

forms of violence against children to almost all states across the

region. In many cases, the Committee has recommended explicit

prohibition of all corporal punishment, including in the family

and awareness-raising and public education to promote positive,

non-violent forms of childrearing and education.

For example, following consideration of Botswanitial state
party report in 2004, the Committee stated in its concluding
observations (3 November 2004, CRC/C/15/Add.242, paras. 36
and 37):

“The Committee notes with deep concern that corporal
punishment is permissible under that8& party laws and
Is used as a way of disciplining children at home, as a
disciplinary measure by schools as stipulated in the
EducatiorAct and as a sanction in the juvenile justice
system.



“The Committee strongly recommends that tketeSparty
take legislative measures to expressly prohibit corporal
punishment in the famijyschools and other institutions and
to conduct awareness-raising campaigns to ensure that
positive, participatorynon-violent forms of discipline are
administered in a manner consistent with the chitdiman
dignity and in conformity with the Convention, especially
article 28, paragraph 2, as an alternative to corporal
punishment at all levels of sociéty

In 2005, the Committee made detailed recommendations to
Nigeria following examination of its second state party report.
These included attention to the use of corporal punishment under
Islamic law (13April 2005, CRC/C/15/Add.257, paras. 38, 39,

79, 80 and 81 (e and h)):

“The Committee takes note that article 221 of the Child
RightsAct prohibits corporal punishment in judicial
settings, and that a ministerial note has been sent to schools
notifying them of the prohibition of corporal punishment in
schools. Nevertheless, in light of article 19 of the
Convention, the Committee remains concerned that
corporal punishment is still widely practised in the penal
system as a sanction, as well as in the fanmlgchools and
in other institutions. In particulathe Committee is
concerned about:

a) articles 9 and11(2) of the Children andoung Persons
Law which provides for the sentencing of juvenile
offenders to whipping and corporal punishment;

b) article 18 of the Criminal Code which provides for
whipping;

c) article 55 of the Penal Code which provides for the use
of physical corrective measures;

d) Shariah legal code to children prescribing penalties and
corporal punishment such as flogging, whipping, stoning
and amputation, which are sometimes applied to children;
and

e) legal provisions that tolerate, if not promote, corporal
punishment at home, in particular article 55 (1) (a) of the
Penal Code and article 295 of the Criminal Code.

“The Committee recommends that that8 party:

a) abolish or amend all legislation prescribing corporal
punishment as a penal sentence, in particular the Children
andYoung PersonAct;

b) expressly prohibit corporal punishment by law in all
settings, in particular in the famijlgchools and other
institutions; and



c) conduct awareness-raising campaigns to ensure that
positive, participatorynon-violent forms of discipline are
administrated in a manner consistent with the child’
human dignity and in conformity with the Convention,
especially article 28 (2) as an alternative to corporal
punishment at all levels of society

“Despite the &te partys claim that there are no
discrepancies between the provisions of the Convention
and the Shariah laws with regard to the rights of children,
the Committee remains deeply concerned by the sentencing
of persons below 18 years to cruel, inhuman and degrading
treatment such as stoning, flogging, whipping and
amputation by Shariah couri&ie Committee is further
concerned that under section 95 of the Shariah Penal Code,
persons aged 7-18 years can be subjected to the
punishment of confinement in a reform institution, or 20
strokes of cane, or with fine, or both.

“The Committee recommends th&ate party to review its
legislation, policies and budgets to ensure the full
implementation of juvenile justice standards, in particular
article 37 (b) and article 40, paragraph 2 (b) (ii)-(iv) and
(vii) of the Convention, as well as the United Nations
Standard Minimum Rules for thdministration of

Juvenile Justice (the Beijing Rules), the United Nations
Guidelines for the Prevention of Juvenile Delinquency (the
Riyadh Guidelines), the United Nations Rules for the
Protection of Juveniles Deprived of their Liberty and the
Vienna Guidelines foiction on Children in the Criminal
Justice System and in the light of the Committd&95

Day of General Discussion on tAdministration of
Juvenile Justice.

“In this respect, the Committeegas the fate party to, in
particular:

e) amend, as a matter ofyancy the Child androung
Person#\ct and the Criminal Code, as well as the Shariah
Penal Codes to abolish death penalty as well as cruel,
inhuman and degrading treatment on juveniferafers,

and in the meantime take measures, as a matter of priority
to ensure that persons under 18 are not sentenced to torture,
cruel, inhuman and degrading forms of sanction such as
flogging and amputation by Shariah courts;

h) enact an amendment to the Children émang Persons
Act, prohibiting all forms of corporal punishment in penal
institutions....”



The Committees recommendations funisia following the
states second report provides an example from Naftica (13
June 2002, CRC/C/15/Add.18, paras. 33 and 34 (a, b and c)):

“While noting the provision in the Code of Child Protection
regarding ill-treatment (art. 24) and the relevant provision in
the Penal Code (art. 224), as well as the Ministerial Circular
of December 1997 banning all forms of corporal
punishment and practices hurting the dignity of children, the
Committee is concerned that, as noted by the delegation,
corporal punishment is only a crime if it is prejudicial to the
health of the child. It notes with concern that violence as a
means of discipline in the home and at school continues to
be acceptable in thdade partyThe Committee regrets that
no follow-up to the Committeg’previous recommendation
has been initiated to protect children from ill-treatment
(ibid., para. 17).

“The Committee wges the te party to:

a) take all legislative measures to prohibit in the most
effective way possible all forms of physical and mental
violence, including corporal punishment and sexual abuse,
against children in the famjlyn the schools and in
Institutions;

b) conduct a study to assess the nature and extent of
ill-treatment and abuse of children, and design policies and
programmes to address it;

Cc) carry out public education campaigns about the negative
consequences of ill-treatment of children and promote
positive, non-violent forms of discipline as an alternative to
corporal punishment....”

The African Charters

The majority of states in the region have also ratified the
African Charter on the Rights aidelfare of the ChildAs at
February 2004, thirteen states had signed but not yet ratified the
Charter (Centrahfrican Republic, Cote d’'lvoire, Congo,

Djibouti, Gabon, Guinea-Bissau, Liberia, Sahranab

Democratic Republic, Somalia, Sudan, Swazildumhisia,

Zambia) and three states had yet to sign the Charter (DR Congo,
Mauritania and Sadome & Principe)The Charter requires

states:

* to “take all appropriate measures to ensure that a child who is
subjected to school or parental discipline shall be treated with



humanity and with respect for the inherent dignity of the child
and in conformity with the present Charter” (articlg; 1

" to “take specific legislative, administrative, social and
educational measures to protect the child from all forms of
torture, inhuman or degrading treatment and especially physical
or mental injury or abuse, neglect or maltreatment including
sexual abuse, while in the care of a parent, legal guardian or
school authority or any other person who has the care of the
child” (article 16);

* to “ensure that no child who is detained or imprisoned or
otherwise deprived of his/her liberty is subjected to torture,
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment” (article 17).

Parents and others responsible for the child have the duty of“Human beings are
ensuring that domestic discipline “is administered with humajnyiolable. Every
and in a manner consistent with the inherent dignity of the clhuman being shall be

(article 20). entitled to respect for

his life and the
Article 1 of the Charter emphasises: “Nothing in this Charter integrity of his

shall afect any provisions that are more conducive to the  person. No one may
realization of the rights and welfare of the child contained in pe arbitrarily deprived
law of a $ate Party or in any other international Convention (of this right.”

agreement in force in thatefie.”

Article 4 of the African

. . . Cch fH d
TheAfrican Committee of Experts on the Rights aN€lifare of Peggl%rsp Ri;rw o

the Child, the monitoring body for the Chaytead its inaugural
meeting in 2002 (for details see
www.africa-union.ag/child/home.htmi

All states in the region have ratified tA&ican Charter of
Human and PeopleRights. It asserts in article 3 that everyon
is equal before the law and shall have equal protection of the
law. Article 4 states: “Human beings are inviolable. Every
human being shall be entitled to respect for his life and the
integrity of his person. No one may be arbitrarily deprived of
this right.” And under article 5: “Every individual shall have th
right to the respect of the dignity inherent in a human being :
to the recognition of his legal statédl forms of exploitation
and degradation of man particularly slavestave trade, torture,
cruel, inhuman or degrading punishment and treatment shall
prohibited.” Under article 18(3), states are required to ensure
protection of the rights of the child “as stipulated in internatio
declarations and conventions”.

In 2000, a complaint was submitted to Afacan Commission

on Human and PeopleRights regarding the sentencing of eight
students in the Sudan to 25-40 lashes for “public ordéshoés
under the 1991 Sudanese Criminal L&urtis Francis



Doebber v Sudar236/2000, 33rd Ordinary Session, Njger

2003). In its judgement the Commission stated that it was not the
task of theAfrican Commission to interpret Shari'ah labwut to
ascertain whether the lashes administered were consistent with
human rights standards. But it stated clearly (para. 42) that:

“There is no right for individuals, and particularly the
government of a country to apply physical violence to
individuals for ofences. Such a right would be tantamount
to sanctioning fate sponsored torture under the Charter and
contrary to the very nature of this human rights tréaty

The Commission concluded that the Sudanese legislation
permitting flogging violated article 5 of the Charter on Human
and Peoplesights, and requested that the government of Sudan:

“Immediately amend the Criminal Law of 1991, in

conformity with its obligations under tiAdrican Charter

and other relevant international human rights instruments;
abolish the penalty of lashes; and take appropriate measures
to ensure compensation of the victims.”

National court decisions

There have been a number of high level court decisions in
various states iAfrica condemning corporal punishment in some
settings. In 1991 thMamibian Supreme Cout declared that
corporal punishment breached article 8(2)(b) of the Constitution
which states that “[n]o persons shall be subject to torture or to
cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishméipate
Attorney General, Namibia: in Re Corporal Punishment by
Organs of fte 1991(3) SA76). The leading judge noted that it
would not be appropriate “to allow corporal punishment which is
unconstitutional to continue to be inflicted until Parliament makes
the necessary amendments”, and the Court made two orders:

“1. It is declared that the imposition of any sentence by any
judicial or quasi-judicial authorityauthorising or directing

any corporal punishment upon any person is unlawful and
in conflict with article 8 of the Namibian Constitution.

“2. It is further declared that the infliction of corporal
punishment in Government schools pursuant to the existing
Code formulated by the Ministry of Education, Culture and
Sport or any other direction by the said Ministry or any
other ogan of the Government, is unconstitutional and



unlawful and in conflict with article 8 of the Namibian
Constitution.”

Similarly in Zambia, the court declared legislation that was

found to be unconstitutional null and voitbhin Banda v The
People HRA/6/1998). In 1999 the High Court heard an appeal
against a sentence of ten strokes of the cane handed down by the
magistratestourt. The appellant gued that the sentence

conflicted with the right to protection from torture, inhuman and
degrading punishment under article 15 of the Constitution and
that the provisions in the Penal Code prescribing corporal
punishment and other similar statutory provisions should be
pronounced unconstitutiondlhe court set aside the sentence of
corporal punishment against the appellant. It further found that
the sections providing for the use of corporal punishment as a
sentence were in direct conflict with article 15 of the Zambian
Constitution and thus declared them unconstitutional and ordered
that they should be repealed from the Penal Code. Following

this decision, steps were taken towards amending and repealing
provisions in diferent pieces of legislation that allowed for the

use of corporal punishment in public life.

SouthAfrica’ s Constitutional Court declared the whipping of
juveniles in the penal system to be unconstitutional in 1995 (
Williams and otherd 995 (3) SA632 (CC)).The leading judge
stated: “... it is my view that at this time, so close to the dawn of
the 21st centuryuvenile whipping is cruel, it is inhuman and it

Is degrading. It cannot, moreoyee justified in terms of section
33(1) of the Constitution.”

In 2000 the same court unanimously rejected an appeal by an
association of 196 independent Christian schools to declare the
prohibition of corporal punishment in all schools invalid on
grounds of religious rightChristian Education SoutAfrica v

The Minister of EducatioB000 (10) BCLR 1051 (CC)). In this
case, the applicants sought to have section 10 of the Sémbols
84 of 1996 (which makes it a criminaferice to administer
corporal punishment in schools) declared unconstitutional and
invalid to the extent that it was applicable to independent schools
where parents or guardians had consented to corporal
punishment being imposed. In addition, the applicants alleged
that this prohibition interfered with their right to freedom of
religion. The respondent, the Minister of Education, contended
that it was the infliction, not the prohibition, of corporal
punishment that infringed the constitutional rights of children
and their rights to equalithhuman dignity and freedom and
security of the person; alternativeifythe prohibition limited the
religious rights of the applicant, such limitation was justifiable.



The Constitutional Court held that the prohibition of corporal
punishment was a justifiable limitation of the right to freedom of
religion. Similarly the High Court, when this matter was heard
before it, held that corporal punishment in schools violated the
right to dignity and the protection against cruel, inhuman and
degrading treatment or punishment.

A number of cases ilimbabwe had ruled against corporal
punishment in terms of the prohibition of inhuman or degrading
punishment, but here the Constitution itself has been amended so
as to permit corporal punishmef& ¥ Ncube; S vshuma; S v
Ndlovu1988(2) SA702 (ZSC) anl v Juvenild990(4) SA151
(ZSQ)).

While not categorically ruling out all corporal punishment, a
2004 judgment by thKenyan High Court is regarded as a
landmark [saac Mwangi \&chira v Republic High Cotiof

Kenya (Nakun) Criminal Application No. 185 of 2004
(Unreported))The case concerned a man convicted of subjecting
his 3-yeaiold daughter to torture under the Childsaict,

appealing against the length of his sentence of imprisonitiest.
High Court rejected the appellantigument, that the fact that he
was a parent disciplining his child was a mitigating fadtbe

Court afirmed the provisions of the ChildresAct in relation to
parental responsibility as distinguished from parental rights
(section 23 of théct), stating: “The society expects the appellant
to give protection and love to his children, especially when they
are of young and tender age THe case concerned the severe
and sustained beating and pinching of a young child and the
judgment addresses only the level of punishment which would
fall outside what many people would call “reasonable”, but it is
important because itfains the right of children under the new
Act to be protected from torture and cruel, inhuman and
degrading treatment and asserts that a parkakiaviour under

the guise of discipline can constitute such treatment (traditionally
seen to be committed by the state and not private individuals). It
also confirms the power of the courts to examine the status of
corporal punishment in the home.



Challenging faith-based violence against children

In every st ate in the world, there are some who assert that their faith approves of, or even requires,
corporal punishment of children. But equally there are respected authorities in all the world’ S major
faiths who assert that there is nothing inherent in their faith which justifies the continued legality and

social approval of corporal punishment of children.

There is also a growing movement among religious communities to address violence against
children based on faith.

The approach for religious communities’ involvement can be grounded in the respect that each

religion has for the human person and the spiritual imperative to value and protect children.

Promotion and enhancement of life is the central principle of African traditional religions. Belief in

God and in the other spiritual beings implies the kind of conduct that respect s the order est ablished
by God. Among the major divine attributes are goodness and justice.

To take good care of and show comp assion towards children is one of the most commendable deeds
in Islam. Islam encourages every human being to place the needs of others above his own. Corporal
punishment and other forms of humiliation of children conflict directly with the advice of the

Prophet, which is about treating those who are under the age of seven as children (employing
tenderness and comp assion), treating those from seven to 14 as siblings (with care and concern)

and from 14 onwards as close friends (with trust and cooperation). The noble Prophet of Islam
emphasised: “Be generous, kind and noble to your children and make their manners good and
beautiful.”

Anas (R), the Prophet’ s comp anion said: “I never saw anyone who was more comp  assionate towards
children than the messenger of  Allah.” Children are regarded as amanat (trust) from Allah. Islam
does not advocate violence against children. The Prophet said: “The strong is not the one who
overcomes people by his strength, but the strong is the one who controls himself while in anger ”
In all regions of the world there are minority group s of Christians who defend corporal punishment

of children as their p arental duty, using text s from the book of Proverbs to support this form of
punishment, which is of ten called “Biblical discipline”. But Christians look to the example of Jesus

for the way to live their lives. Jesus was a teacher and Rabbi and an expert in interpreting the

scriptures. There is no evidence to suggest that he cited the scriptures to justify hitting children.

Jesus always treated the vulnerable and defenceless with love and comp assion. All the recorded
encounters between Jesus and children were kind, gentle and respect ful, and his reported words
about those causing children to stumble, and the consequences for doing so (Matthew 18:6), are
amongst the strongest in the New T  estament. Children were central to the social order Jesus

initiated. When he set a little child in the midst of the disciples and said “The kingdom of God

belongs to such as these” (Mark 10:14) he demonstrated enormous regard for children.

The World Council of Churches (WCC) decade of non-violence has drawn the attention of Christians
to the prevalence of violence against children. For the first time, corporal punishment of children
was on the agenda at the WCC W orld Assembly in Brazil in February 2006 and the Churches’
Network for Non-violence (CNNV) organised an ecumenical workshop on ending corporal
punishment.

The World Conference of Religions for Peace (WCRP) has recognised the potential role that religious
leaders and faith-based organisations can play in addressing violence against children and helping

to end corporal punishment. In p artnership with UNICEF and with the support of the S panish
National Committee of UNICEF , WCRP is holding a global consult ation in S pain to develop key
messages and action commitment s for religious communities to address violence against children.

The consult ation will also prep are a draft declaration for religious leaders on violence against

children, which will be formally adopted at the Religions for Peace World Assembly in Kyoto, Jap an
in August 2006. This declaration will be communicated broadly and sent directly to the UN General
Assembly .

Churches’ Network for Non-violence (CNNV); Coordinator Chris Dodd
info@churchesfornon-violence.org; www  .churchesfornon-violence.org
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RECOMMENDATIONS

THE GLoBAL INITIATIVE TO END ALL CORPORAL PUNISHMENT OF CHILDREN PROMOTES THE
FOLLOWING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMMEDIATE ADOPTION AND ACTION IN ALL STATES IN THE
REGION:

1 Explicitly prohibit all violence against children, including all corporal

punishment and other cruel or degrading punishment or treatment, in the family and

in all other settings. This is required by the Convention on the Right s of the Child
and by African regional human right s instrument s. Law reform is required to repeal
any existing defences that can be used to justify violent punishment and any laws

that authorise it in any setting. Explicit prohibition in sectoral laws applying within

the family and to alternative care, schools and the penal system is required to send a
clear message.

This action, taken to date by less than 20 countries worldwide, sends a clear signal that children have an
equal right to respect for their human dignity and physical integrity. The extent to which the law is respected
and effectively and appropriately enforced may vary between states. But no state will make significant
progress towards preventing and eliminating violence against children until it has a clear and well publicised
legal framework prohibiting all violence. All states have criminal laws against assault; some have
constitutions outlawing inhuman or degrading treatment; most have laws prohibiting “abuse” or cruelty; many
have incorporated the Convention on the Rights of the Child and other international instruments into their
domestic law. But none of this is adequate to challenge the traditional acceptance of violent and humiliating
punishment of children.

2 Ensure that awareness-raising of children’ s right to protection, promotion of
non-violent childrearing and education and the principles of non-violent conflict

resolution are built into all the point s of cont act with future p arents and p arents and
into the training of all those working with or for children and families. Encourage

political, community and faith leaders and educators to support this

awareness-raising and public education.

Promoting non-violence does not have to be a separate and expensive process. All those in contact with
future parents and parents can build messages into their programmes and activities, from ante-natal classes,
through birth registration, immunisation, health surveillance and treatment, pre-school and school and so on.
There is no shortage of models of programmes and materials which can be adapted for all states and
cultures.
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3 Involve children in the development of effective and appropriate action to
eliminate corporal punishment and other cruel or degrading punishment or
treatment.

Children’s right to express their views freely on all matters concerning them, and to have those views given
due weight, is upheld in the Convention on the Rights of the Child.

I Review the extent of violent victimisation of children, including in the family ,
through confidential interview studies with children themselves and with p arents and
other carers.

Making the true extent of violence against children visible is an essential step towards gaining public support
and political priority for its elimination. The methodology exists for such studies, involving confidential
interviews with parents and with children, with appropriate ethical safeguards. Studies can be quite small
scale, but must cover children of all ages and children in institutions and other forms of care as well as
children living and/or working on the street and in other situations of child labour.

5 Review safeguards to protect children from all forms of violence in the full
range of residential institutions and other forms of alternative care, st ate and private,
and implement any necessary improvement  s.

Studies in states in all continents suggest that children in institutions and alternative care have suffered
physical, mental and sexual violence on a huge scale and remain at risk unless a range of safeguards is
implemented. These include effective training and vetting of all staff, regular, confidential reviews of all
children’s placement and treatment, independent inspection including interviewing of children and staff in
private and protection of whistle-blowers.

These recommendations are also endorsed by Save the Children Sweden
and by the organisations listed on p age 2.
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Research into the prevalence
of corporal punishment and
other forms of humiliating and
degrading punishment of
children

One indicator of the often low priority given to corporal
punishment and other forms of humiliating and degrading
punishment of girls and boys is the relatively low number of
prevalence studies worldwidEhis is a problem that is slowly
being addressed and an increasing number of research studies
are investigating the prevalence and incidence of corporal
punishment and other forms of humiliating and degrading
punishment of children in schools and in the home, although
studies in relation to the penal and care systems are virtually
non-existentThe same pattern is reflected in research in the
African region.There are many states for which it has proved
impossible to identify any relevant research. For others,
prevalence figures are available for corporal punishment in the
home and/or schools but there are very few examples of research
in the penal and care systems. Some recent studies are also
looking at other forms of humiliating and degrading punishment.

The studies described in this section show prevalence figures for
corporal punishment in the home ranging from 37% to 98%,
though the majority are at the high end of this range with studies
in a number of states giving a figure of around 80%. Prevalence
figures for corporal punishment in schools range from less than
20% up to 90%, though again the majority seem to be nearer the
upper end of the range. Investigation of other forms of
humiliating and degrading punishment has yielded figures
ranging from 25% to 98%/\here gender is considered, boys
seem to sdér more frequently and/or more severely than girls,
although the discussion of research involving childrenices

from page 34 illustrates that there is no simple correlation
between gender and the experience of corporal punishment. It is
often the mothers who are responsible for the day to day
infliction of corporal punishment, but fathers and others are also
involved in such “discipline”.



Variations in research design mean that the prevalence figures in
the studies described are not directly comparable. Moreaver
number of studies have also highlighted a marked discrepancy
between figures derived from adultsports of their use of

corporal punishment when compared with childserjports of

being punishedl'his might be attributed to adults underreporting
the use of corporal punishment in survéyat is indisputable

Is the fact that corporal punishment and other forms of
humiliating and degrading punishment is a part of far too many
childrens “normal” lives at home and school.

Botswana

In research by DITSHANELO, a survey concerning corporal
punishment in schools found that about 90% of respondents said
they used corporal punishment on children (DITSkNELO,

2006).

Cameroon

According to a study on corporal punishment made by the NGO
EMEDA with UNICEF support in December 2000, 81.4% of
families admitted to using corporal punishment against children
as an educational measure (UNICE604).

Egypt

A study of 2,170 preparatory and secondary school students aged
10-20 years in 14 government schoolélexandria in 1996-7,

using a self-administered questionnaire, looked at corporal
punishment in schools and in the homeu3sef et al., 1998;
Youssef & Kamel, 1998Almost four out of five boys (79.96%)

and 61.53% of girls reported corporal punishment by teachers
during one yeauusing hands, sticks, straps, shoes and kicks;

more than a quarter of boys and 18% of girls reported that
beatings caused injuries. Over 37% of children were beaten in
the home by parents as a form of discipline and some were also
burned (4.18%) or tied (0.37%). For over 25%, physical injuries
resulted such as fractures, loss of consciousness and permanent
disability; for 61% injuries included bumps and contusions as

well as wounds (53%). For 23% the injuries required medical
consultation. Corporal punishment was most commonly used
against preparatory school aged children, and was increasingly
likely the lower the educational attainment of the father and tF -
larger the family sizeThis was more common for boys than

girls (61% and 46% respectively), for younger than older

students (61% and 39%) and for students in rural areas than .
urban areas (57% and 50%). In the National Survé&ipoth ‘
and Social Changes in 1999, 54% of youths at schools said
teachers usually beat them (cited in Human Rights Center for
Assistance of Prisoners, n.d.).



As part of theNorld Sudies ofAbuse in the Family Environment
(WorldSAFE) cross-national project, researchers looked at
incidence rates for corporal punishment as self-reported by
mothers covering the period of the previous 6 months (reported in
Krug et al., eds, 2002). In Egypt, the most frequently reported
forms of “severe physical punishment” were hitting the child with
an object not on the buttocks (26%) and beating (25%); the most
common forms of “moderate physical punishment” were shaking
(59%), pinching (45%) and slapping the face or head (41%).

Ethiopia

Research undertaken by Save the Children Sweden in 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 punishmentgdgaye, 1995-6; Radda Barnen,
1998). 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 research and the Constitutional
prohibition of corporal punishment in schools ifeef from 1995,
workshops were ganised over a period of three years, and a
follow-up study was undertaken to assess their impact (Radda
Barnen, 2002)This study involved 907 teachers and 510 students
from 40 government, public and private religious primary schools
acrossAddis Ababa completing questionnaires, and interviews

with people working in the education bure@be 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% to less than 20%he types of punishments reported
were hitting with a stick (27% teachers, 28% students), slapping
(7% teachers, 25% students), pinching the ear (21% teachers, 13%
students), punching (3% teachers, 8% students), kneeling down
(54% teachers, 57% students), hitting on the head (19% teachers,
31% students), belting (5% teachers, 13% students) and whipping
(14% teachers, 21% students).

In a study in which 1,223 children from five regions were
interviewed, only 17 children (1.4%) stated that they had never
experienced corporal punishment in the home (African Child
Policy Forum orViolenceAgainst Children & Save the Children
Sweden, 2005). In other research, 21% of urban schoolchildren
and 64% of rural schoolchildren reported bruises or swellings on
their bodies resulting from parental punishment (Ketsela &
Kedebe, 1997). In a survey of 1,000 street children interviewed in
government sponsored research in 1992, 28% reported being on
the streets because of family problems at home, and one third of
the boys experienced being beaten at least once a week on the
streets (Lalqr1999).



Kenya

A 2004 survey by Population CommunicatAsinica reported

that over 60% of children believed that they had been or were
being physically abused at school, including being slapped in the
face, being hit on the body with a cane or stick, and being
beaten, kicked or punched or otherwise physically bullied
(Johnston, 2004A survey of 267 adults and children and
interviews with parents, teachers and children, reported in 2005,
found that the most frequent forms of physical discipline used on
children were smacking (78.8%), pulling ears (68.8%) and
cuffing (61.5%) (ANPPCAN Kenya Chapt&2005). Other

corporal punishments included forcing a child to kneel on a hard
floor (45.9%), tapping (43.3%), forcing a child to stand in the
sun (33.2%) and burning fingers (19.7%most two thirds of
children (62.2%) said they wanted the use of corporal
punishment to be stopped. Over half of parents (54%) said that
physical punishment should not be stopped.

Liberia

Research by the NGO Cherish the Kids has shown that corporal
punishment of children is common in most homes (Cherish the
Kids, 2004). In a 1999 survey of 18,000 parents of children aged
5-15 years, 85% approved of corporal punishment. Of these,
46% approved of severe beating of children in cases of “gross
misbehaviour’A survey of school chapters in 1999-2000 found
that of 24,000 children from 41 schools in rural and urban areas,
81% said they had been physically punished or severely flogged
by their parentsA large scale interview study of parents and
children in rural areas showed that one third of children (38%)
were disciplined by beating and flogging, and children reported
that harsh discipline caused injuries.

Namibia

A study on childrearing among the Nama of Karas and Hardap
regions found that 89% of Nama parents surveyed believed it is
acceptable for parents to “beat up their misbehaving children”,
and 86% believed it acceptable for teachers to “beat up” children
who misbehave (Zimba & Otaala, 1998jhen asked for the
reasons underlying this belief, 34% of parents felt it was an
effective way of teaching the t#rence between right and

wrong; 27% stated that it is the only way to elicit respect,
honesty and good behaviotlieachers felt that such punishment
promotes discipline, respect, honesty and order (32%) and th:i
Is acceptable if applied fairly and justifiably (28%). Unpublishe
research involving focus group discussions iniledhoek,
Mariental and Owambo regions found that corporal punishme
was a daily occurrence in most families and was the most



common method of discipline, with many participants admitting
that they were unaware of any other disciplinary methods (cited
in Becker & Classen, 1996).

Nigeria

Large scale research in 2000 by the Centre for Law Enforcement
Education (CLEEN), revealed that physical assault was one of
the most common complaints against police by juvenile
offenders (Alemika & Chukwuma, 2008bout two-thirds of

the juveniles reported being verbally abused (66.5%), physically
assaulted (64.7%) and threatened with beating (68.5%) by police.
The figures relating to treatment by custodidicefs were

43.5% for verbal abuse and 39.1% for physical assault. Corporal
punishment was found to be frequently used in custddye

than a quarter (25.7%) of youndeaiders reported being flogged
very frequently 12.8% frequentlyd4.1% sometimes and 17.4%
never The corresponding figures for other types of corporal
punishment were: kneeling 25.9%, 13.8%, 33%, 27.3%,; frog
jumping 26.3%, 9.4%, 33.9%, 30.4%; and tough physical drill
14.1%, 20.6%, 30.4%, 0%.

Somalia

Information provided by the NGO Somalia Child Protection and
Development (SOCPD) stated that in one study 30% of adults
and 40% of children reported some form of beating being
administered (Somalia Child Protection and Development, 2004).

South Africa
The first national survey of attitudes to childrearing and the use
of corporal punishment by caregivers was undertaken in 2003, as
part of the Soutlfrican SocialAttitude Survey (SASAS)
(Dawes, Kafaarde Sas Kropiwnicki, Pather & Richt@004).
Out of a representative sample of 2,497 men and women over_16

years of age from all provinces, population groups and econ
backgrounds, 952 parents with children were surveyed § &0 -
specifically on corporal punishment. More than half (57%) of [£ & <
parents reported using corporal punishment, most commonly|
children aged 3 years, with 33% using severe corporal
punishment (beating with a belt or stick), most commonly on |
4-yearolds. Of those who had smacked their children in the p
year 30% were men and 70% were women, with fewer young
than older parents using corporal punishméné study
concluded that the strongest predictor of severe corporal
punishment was an attitude supportive of the use of physical @ suem e
punishment.

Ending Corporalf:‘_
Punishment of-Childr

in South Africa

In 2004, qualitative research by Save the Children Sweden
involving 410 boys and girls aged 6-18 years found that children



of all ages and income categories experienced corporal
punishment and other forms of humiliating and degrading
punishment at home and in school, although very few cases of
corporal punishment were reported by children in high income
environments and children from Indian communities (Clacherty
Donald & Clacherty2005a).The most common form of

corporal punishment was beating with a belt; in schools it was
most often inflicted using a rulestick or board duster on the
hands.The most severe forms were experienced by children
from low income environments, in both the home and school. In
general, boys reported being subjected to corporal punishment to
a greater extent than girls. Girls seemed to receive corporal
punishment less often as they got ald@rls from low income
environments seemed to be exposed to humiliating and
degrading forms of punishment to aglar extent than boys, not
least as a strategy to control the perceived sexual activities of
teenage girls. Schools from high income areas were generally
not using corporal punishment. (See also “Childrenices”
section, page 36)

Sudan

Research by Save the Children Sweden in Sudan looked at
childrens experiences of physical punishment at home and in
school (Save the Children Sweden, 200%)o reformatories

and custody centres were also visited. In schools, reasons for
being beaten by teachers included late arrival (41.1%) and
failure to complete homework or recite Koranic verses (45.1%);
of children at Koranic schools, 89% gave the main reason for
corporal punishment as imperfect recitation of Koranic verses. In
the home, reasons included disobedience (35.6%), persistent
demands (28.4%) and making loud noises (24%g. most
common form of corporal punishment by teachers and parents
was reported by the children as whipping (878thost half
(48.1%) the children stated that they would not use corporal
punishment on children when they were qldert 37.9%

intended to use iThe children reported experiencing corporal
punishment as very painful (35.6%) and embarrassing (5.8%).
The punishment also invoked fear of teachers or parents
(16.3%), weakness (9.8%), lack of respect for the person
inflicting the punishment (8.6%) and hatred of the people and
the setting where the punishment was carried out (12.3%). In *-~
reformatories and custody centres visited, 65% of juvenile
offenders said they had received corporal punishment at som
stage of the juvenile justice process; 87% of those interviewe!
while in custody said they had been beaten by police to obtail
confession. (See also “Children/oices” section, page 45)
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Swaziland
A large scale survey by Save the Children Sweden in 2005
looked at the experiences over a two week period of corporal
punishment and other forms of humiliating and degrading
punishment of 2,366 children aged 6-18 years (ClacHedyald

& Clacherty 2005b). Children revealed being subjected to high
levels of corporal punishment in the home and at school: 18%
reported being hit with the hand in the home during the two
week period; 28% reported being beaten with objects such as
sticks, belts, sjamboks and whips. Boys were punished for such
behaviour as breaking or stealing things, not tending livestock
properly playing instead of working, and playing out too late.
Young children, particularly girls, were punished in connection
with household chores. In school during the two weeks, 20% of
children reported being hit with a hand, and 59% reported being
beaten with an object, most often sticks, canes, sjamboks and
blackboard dusters. Generaliprporal punishment was more
commonly used in low income environments and on younger
children. Other punishments included physical labour or
physical (and often humiliating) activities causing pain and
discomfort. Children reported experiencing humiliating
punishment, such as verbal abuse, name-calling and isolation
from the home or familyat home (35%) and school (25%).
Corporal punishment administered in front of others was also
perceived as humiliating. Older children tend to experience
humiliating and degrading punishment to a greater extent than
younger childrenThe study found no statistically significant
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difference between the levels of corporal and humiliating
punishment received by boys and girls, with the exception of
older boys who experienced humiliating and degrading
punishment at school more often than girls. Qualitative data
indicated that girls are particularly prone to verbal abuse, as
parents attempt to control the perceived sexual activities of
teenage girls. (See also “Childrewoices” section, page 38)

Togo

From mid-2005, Plaifogo commissioned research into violence
and abuse in schools (Pl&ogo, 2006)This included a joint

study with the Forum fohfrican Women Educationalists

(FAWE) which involved interviews with 1,000 schoolchildren in
35 villages and with more than 500 mothers of school aged
children, teachers, traditional chiefs, members of security
services, social workers and others, a case study on violence and
abuse infogolese schools comprising 19 first-person narratives
and observations based on interviews with children, parents and
teachers in 7 villages and 2 towns, and a discussion of structural
violence in the education systemTiogo. In the RWE research,
children in their last 3 years of primary school were interviewed:
88% of the girls and 87% of the boys reported experiencing
physical violence at school; 52% of girls and 48% of boys
reported experiencing threatening behaviour or psychological
violence. (See also “Childrentviews” section, page 46)

A 2003 Human Right®g/atch report on child tra€king in Togo
noted that many boys had been recruited into agricultural labour
and worked very long hours, with many recalling that taking

time of for sickness or injury would lead to longer working

hours or corporal punishment (Human Righestch, 2003).

Most boys interviewed reported &ring physical injuries on the
job and some of these were from corporal punishment by
employersThe report notes that girls thiaked for domestic or
market labour also experienced frequent beatings, carried out by
bosses or by other neighbours.

Tunisia

A study published in 1987 reported that only 20% of
interrogated families said they never beat their children, that it is
considered normal in the traditional culture to inflict corporal
punishment on children and wives when they dispheg that

64% of parents consider that beating their child is good for
his/her education (Moncef, 198 oung boys under 12 years

are more exposed to corporal punishment than girls, and fath
are generally responsible for inflicting punishment, though
mothers and teachers also beat children.
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Uganda

In-depth research into childreréxperiences of all forms of
violence against them was carried out in 2005 (N&@35).A
range of methods was used to look at the stories and opinions of
1,406 children aged 8-18 years (719 girls, 687 boys) and 1,093
adults (520 women, 573 men), including parents, teachers and
community leaders, from five diverse districkhis included the
administration of 1,000 questionnaires to children (in and out of
school), of which 777 yielded valid returns, and 900
guestionnaires to adults, of which 755 yielded valid returns.
Other methods used were focus groups, narrative role play
journal writing and interview#lmost all children (98.3%)
reported experiencing physical violence at home and/or school,
with a significant percentage reporting experiencing violence at
least once a week or moiéhe most common forms were

caning, slapping and pinching, followed by burning, locking up,
tying up and “other” (e.g. kneeling, slashing grass, cleaning
latrines).All types were more common for boys than girls except
slapping, pinching and “other”. Older boys were more likely to
experience severe physical violengenost one third (31.3%)

said they experienced physical violence at least once per week
and 15% said it happened “every day”; 38.8% said it occurred
mainly at home, 28.6% said mainly at school and 31.8% said
both at school and home. Nearly all children (98.2%) also
reported experiencing emotional violence, with 36.5%
experiencing it at least once a week and 16.7% every day; 42.6%
said it was mainly in the home, 21.2% school and 35.5% both.

Most adults (90%) agreed that in their communities children
were deliberately beaten, with 37% saying children in their
communities were “frequently mistreated”; 55.1% said
“sometimes mistreated”. Most (91.3%) described using a
combination of physical and emotional punishment, most
commonly caning (78.3%), then slapping (45.7%), pinching
(42.8%), assigning excessive work (19.3%), locking children up
(11.4%), tying them up (3.4%) and burning them (2.9part

from caning, these figures are significantly lower than those
given by the children. Only 1.2% said they themselves never
punished children. Parents stated that the reasons they
punished children were to make them compliant, obedient and
respectful of traditions, although many doubted whether their
methods would achieve thM/hile 87.9% said they punished
children to guide their behaviquonly 32.6% believed the
punishment would change the behavi®@1r.7% said they
punished their own children and 57.9% said they felt comfortable
punishing other children in the communi®f teachers, 80.1%
reported punishing their own children and 60.4% their students.



Of community leaders, 89.4% punished their own children
compared with 22.4% punishing otheskildren. (See also
“Children’s voices” section, page 43)

Research carried out by the Mulago Child Health Development
Centre in Uganda showed that mothers were the main enforcers
of corporal punishment, and between 55% and 82% of them
reported caning, slapping or beating their children (cited in
Economic and Social Council, 1999). Research by the Child
Law Review Committee established that of the 129 children in
conflict with the law who were found guilty and sentenced,
15.5% were caned (cited in Government of Uganda, 1996). In
research by Save the Children UK focusing on deprivation and
criminal behaviourcarried out in 2002,16 children who had

been convicted of theft and children at the national rehabilitation
centre, aged 10-19 years, and 71 parents/guardians were
interviewed (Kakama, 200ZJhe prohibition of caning in the
juvenile justice system under the Childe&atute was

perceived as a weakness by 14% of pard@imis.research
confirmed that despite the lashildren are tortured and beaten

in police stations. 52% of parents said they normally disciplined
their children by caning.

United Republic of T anzania

Research in 1997 into the use of corporal punishment in schools
across the country (“Kuleana study on corporal punishment in
primary schools in Mara region”) revealed a high prevalence rate

and the strong support of parents in both urban and rural schools:

65% of pupils accepted corporal punishment, 85% of parents
(reported in Government danzania, 1999All pupils disliked
corporal punishment. Punishments included contorted body
positions, frog jumps, push ups, kneeling down, standing in
bright sunshine, lying on sand and lifting stones, with most
pupils being subjected to more than two types.

Zambia

A large scale survey conducted by Save the Children Sweden in
2005, involving 2,321 children aged 6-18 years, found that 24%
of children reported experiencing corporal punishment in the
home during a two week period, including being beaten with
hands, sticks and belts (Clacheipnald & Clacherty2005c).
Despite the prohibition of corporal punishment at school, 32%
reported being hit with a hand during the period and 38% witt
an object, most commonly a stick or hosepipe. Other
punishments included hard physical labour and excessive
physical exercise. Humiliating punishment was reported as be
experienced in the home by 43% of children and in school by
37% during the two week period. Examples included verbal



abuse, being singled out, and feeling embarrassed when others
laugh because of punishment being received. Corporal
punishment was more common in low income than high income
environments and more common for younger (6-12 years) than
older (13-18 years) children. It was most often inflicted by
mothers in the home and by teachers in schools. It was also
administered by prefects in boarding schoblere was a small

but consistent trend for boys to be subjected to corporal
punishment more often than girihe qualitative data show that
more older boys than girls appear to be given punishments in the
form of heavy labourOlder girls appear to experience
humiliating and degrading punishment in the form of verbal
abuse to a lger extent than boys, as parents attempt to control
the perceived sexual activities of teenage girls and exposure to
HIV/AIDS. Almost three in four children (70%) felt corporal
punishment was unacceptable in the home and in school; 79%
felt that humiliating punishment was unacceptable. (See also
“Children’s voices” section, page 40)

Zimbabwe

An analysis of epidemiological data of reported physical abuse of
primary school pupils by teachers between January 1990 and
December 1997 (73.9% reported to the Ministry of Education,
26.1% to the police) examined cases of corporal punishment
which violated the regulations established for its administration
(Shumba, 2001)he study found that of 38 cases, in 80.4% the
victims were beaten, whipped or hit, in 10.9% they were clapped
or slapped, in 4.3% punched with fists, in 2.2% kicked, and in
2.2% punched. Boys were more commonly physically punished
than girls (58.7% compared with 41.3%).
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Children’ s voices across
Africa

|nvo|ving children themselves in research on corporal
punishment and other forms of humiliating punishment, with
appropriate safeguards and standards of confidentialijtal to
obtaining a true picture of the extent, nature afettf of such
punishment. Retrospective studies based on adudtsiories of
their childhood experiences do not tell us what is happening in
childrens lives todayand adultsaccounts of their own use of
corporal punishment on their children are likely to be unreliable.
The number of in-depth studies into childeeekperiences is
increasing and such research has been undertaken in all regions
(seewww.endcorporalpunishmentgfor summaries). IAfrica

in recent years, major studies have been carried out in Ethiopia,
SouthAfrica, Sudan, Swazilandogo, Uganda and Zambia.
These studies not only reveal a picture of the prevalence of
corporal punishment (as discussed in the previous section) but
illustrate what it is like for children to live with such violence in
their everyday lives, its limited fetctiveness as a “disciplinary”
method, and the positive alternatives that children say are more
likely to be successful in changing their behaviour

Save the Children Sweden has been working on the issue of
physical punishment of children since 1994thiopia and

wanted to increase knowledge of the use of and attitudes towards
physical punishment in the state. In 1998 Save the Children
Sweden published the report of a survey on attitudes towards
physical punishment among Ethiopian students, parents and
teachers (Radda Barnen, 1998). Discussions were held with
randomly selected children from an elementary school and a
junior high school which included a look at factors leading to
childrens “bad behaviour” and at why physical punishment was
usedWhen asked to define “bad behaviour”, children identified
eight behaviours which included six related to lack of respect for
elders and parent&ccording to the children, three family-based
factors lead to bad behaviour: loss of control, separation from
parents and failure of the family to satisfy their basic needs.
Other identified causes included exposure to violent movies,
improper punishment and lack of proper time planning for study
play, and recreation. Children also reported being expected to
conform blindly to adultsdeas, thoughts and wishes and act
according to their demands.



The children discussed the types of punishments they considered
acceptable — advice, knocking, slapping, pinching and whipping.
One secondary student stated:

| am a human being and naturally make a mistake. Humans do
not always follow ules. So it is necesgato use the whip when “In conceptualising
they dort obey ules. | believe that pants have the right to violence, the
physically punish their chilén. | [also] believe that if the Committee
teacher teaches well and is able to get the attention of the  recommends that the
students theris no eason for conflict. Howevieat student could critical st arting point
sometimes deliberatelyeate a condition for being physically and frame of
punished. In such cases he/she has to be physically punisheieference be the

_ _ _ _ experience of
But despite this apparent acceptance of physical punishment .,i14ren themselves.
children were aware of Its negative impact on their lives. I_n & Therefore children
focus group discussion with girls aged 13-14 years, the girls
listed disturbed personaljtghysical injury death, running away
and suicide as fects of physical punishmerithe same group of
girls suggested the following alternative approaches to
disciplining children:
- parents should use tifent approaches when advising an

and young people
must be
meaningfully
involved in

d Promoting and

educating their children; strategizing action

- schools should patiently teach and practise the code of con©n violence against
rather than using physical violence; children”

- create a dialogue with children before applying punishment; Committee on the

- initiate and expand play and recreational facilitiedechht Rights of the Child,
clubs like drama, sports, music clubs, etc; fecommendations

- initiate and assist students running campaigns against exce Discussion Day on
physical punishment, through jointly working with teachers ar Xﬁ:g?gﬁ !

family.

Overall, children — particularly the older ones — spoke bitterly
against severe physical punishments inflicted on them both by
parents and teachers for simple reasons, although they ¢ouldn’
rule out the use of physical punishment fdentes which they
thought were very serioushey asked for the initiation of a joint
discussion forum of parents and teachers as a way to prevent
such unwanted measures.

In 2004 and 2005, Save the Children Sweden fundgd tarale
research into corporal punishment and other forms of humiliating
and degrading punishment in the home and at sch&uuih

Africa, SwazilandandZambia. The studies followed a

common methodology of a survey of children aged 6-18 years
plus focus group discussions involving children in three age
groups (6-8 years, 9-12 years and 13-18 yeahs).groups

explored child punishment as experienced in the home and in
school.



Children were not asked to identify who punished them, and
were encouraged to speak in the third person about incidents of
punishment in order to create emotional distance and increase
confidentiality At no point were the responses of children who
showed signs of distress forced or probed.

All three studies highlighted the everyday nature of children’
exposure to corporal punishment at home and in school, and the
negative impact this had on their physical and mental wellbeing.
In all three studies, children said they would prefer to be
disciplined in a non-violent and non-humiliating maniée

majority found corporal and other humiliating punishment
unacceptable in both the home and at scAdwy would like
parents and teachers to talk to them and explain what they did
wrong instead of using corporal punishment and other forms of
humiliating and degrading punishment.

In the South African research, 410 boys and girls aged 6-18
years from four dferent provinces and socio-economic levels
were surveyed and focus group discussions and other activities
were carried out (Clachertiponald & Clacherty2005a).The
research revealed that boys and girls of all ages and from all
income categories received corporal punishment at home with
the exception of children from environments with the highest
incomes and children from Indian communities, where almost no
cases of corporal punishment were reported. Most children were
beaten with a belt. Children from low income environments were
exposed to the most severe forms of corporal punishment in the
home and at schodrhe frequency of corporal punishment
decreased as children got oldédne study also found a general,
but not definite, pattern of corporal punishment being more
commonly experienced by children in rural than in urban areas.

Sometimes my mommy or daddy hit me, sometimes with their
hand or sometimes with a hditoy, Gauteng

We wee all sitting with my sisters, bthers and cousins. He
asked how am | talking to him and he hit me. He hit me with a
pipe that has wes inside. He hit all over the badSirl,
KwaZulu-Natal

Corporal punishment was found to be common in all schools in
areas with low income households, irrespective of childragé

or genderChildren described it as most often being administered
on the hands with a rulestick or board dustein more afluent
areas, some schools had clear policies to implement the legal
prohibition of corporal punishment, while others had not yet
managed to get rid of the practice among teachers. Schools in



high income areas generally did not seem to practise corporal
punishment, but were instead using alternative, non-violent forms
of discipline.As was the situation in the home, children from
Indian communities experienced almost no corporal punishment.

The teacher hit me with a stick on the biay, Western Cape

She gave me five strikes on the buttocks. Myt nees so s@
and my bums werpainful. | couldrt’sit down the whole
weekend. Evegrtime | looked at the teacherdsented heiGirl,
KwaZulu-Natal

Many children in this study described corporal punishment as
humiliating, especially when administered in front of other
people, or when people see the results of the punishfnent.
common punishment in school is to make children hold
humiliating positions for long periods of time, or do humiliating
physical activities in front of the class.

They also make us do motorbike [skutaj Yiend your knees,
stretch arms straight as if youariding a motorbike and it is
painful when you do it for a long tim&irl, Gauteng

The two most common feelings children reported when they
were punished were sadness and adgeyer was a more

common reaction in school when the punishment was perceived
as unfair and sadness was more common at home. Other
reactions reported were crying, felaeing embarrassed,
withdrawal and complianc& number of children reported
aggressive behavigwsuch as bullying or beating other children
as a reaction to their own punishment.

| was feeling sad. Why? Because she hit me with the belt and it
was painful Boy, KwaZulu-Natal

So when my mom hits me, it feels like she ddese’ me Girl,
Limpopo

| felt like killing someoneBoy, Western Cape
| beat the childen because | was angrBoy, Western Cape

Most children who experienced corporal punishment would
prefer to be disciplined in a non-violent manrnealso became

clear from the study that children would like teachers and parents
to talk to them and explain what they did wrong instead of using
corporal punishment or other forms of humiliating or degrading
punishment.



The research iBwaziland comprised a survey of 2,366 children,
and focus groups involving 384 children (Clacheignald &
Clacherty 2005b).The children were drawn from across four
socio-economic levels, distributed across all regions of
Swaziland, and were located through randomly selected schools.
Child participants were drawn across the three age groups from
relevant grades across the schools, maintaining a gender balance
throughoutThe children surveyed were asked if they had been

hit with a hand and/or beaten by an object and/or if they had been
subjected to humiliating and degrading punishment within the

last two weeks either at home or in school, and whether or not
they accepted this treatmeihey were also asked to state their
preference from three alternative forms of punishment — hitting,
talking, and other (such as to stay in srreom).

Almost one fifth of the children (18%) reported being subjected

to corporal punishment by being hit with the hand in the home
during the two week periodlmost a third (28%) experienced
corporal punishment in the form of being beaten with objects

such as sticks, belts, sjamboks and whips during the same period.

My mother beat me with a belt on my back. | came home late
from playing with my friend$oy, 9-12 year age group

She locked me into hesam and hit me with a stick on my legs.
She did not like it that | was playing with wat&irl, 9-12 year
age group

Boys aged 6-12 years described being beaten for breaking things,
stealing, not looking after livestock propermying out to play

instead of working, or playing out too la¥ung children,

mainly girls, were punished for issues related to household
chores. Often corporal punishment was linked to additional
punishment such as chores, hard physical labour or withholding
food. A number of children reported being beaten by parents or
relatives while the adults were under the influence of alcohol.

| had not washed the dishes. My mother beat me, told me to leave
home and atered me to go and plough the figl@oy,
9-12 year age group

| had come home late by being held up with my friends. My aunt
was totally intoxicated. When | was asked why | came late at
night, | tried to explain but my explanation fell on deaf ears. |
was cuelly flogged. | was beaten with a knobierBoy, 13-18

year age group.



In schools, one in five children (20%) reported being hit with a
hand and almost two thirds (59%) reported being beaten with an
object during the two week period. Children are most often hit in
schools with the hand, sticks, canes, sjamboks and blackboard
dusters. Reasons for the punishment included making a noise or
talking in class, coming late to school, not completing work, not
doing work correctlyfailing tests, wearing incorrect uniform,
dropping litter losing books or leaving them at home, etc.

| was not able to count and | was beaten. | was beaten on my
hand five timesBoy, 6-8 year age group

Teacher beat me with a big stick on my bums. She said | had not
handed in my work, yet | had done so and she did not mark it
Girl, 9-12 year age group

In addition to more traditional forms of corporal punishment,
Swazi children also experienced punishment involving physical
labour Another form of punishment was designed to cause
discomfort or pain, for example, jumping up and down like a
rabbit or sitting on an invisible chair for long periods of time.

The teacher made me sit on the invisible chair for one hour
was making a noise in classirl, 6-8 year age group

| came to school late for the tHitime. My teacher made me dig
a hole outsideAnyone who did anything amg that week was
made to dig the holdoy, 9-12 year age group

One day we werlearning a new topic and | never understood it.
My teacher staed shouting at me; she stadl shouting that I'm
becoming lazy and stupid because | had gotten a lot of things
wrong in my workBoy, 6-8 year age group

My teacher thew a duster at me and called me a useless piece of
cloth. I raised my hand and gave aonwg answerl cried as
others laughed at m&irl, 13-18 year age group

Children reported a range of feelings and behavioural responses
to corporal punishment and other forms of humiliating and
degrading punishment. In the older age groups, a number of
children expressed very strong emotional responses to
punishment experienced at home, such as outrage,
embarrassment, isolation, being hated, withdrawal, shock,
injustice, worthlessness, guilt and humiliatibieross all age

groups the main feelings were sadness, regret, remorse or guilt.
Many children in the lower income groups said anger was the
primary feeling, as well asfeihce, unfairness and a desire to get



away At school, anger and resentment about corporal

punishment were more commonly reported across all age groups,
but particularly by the older childreApart from angeryounger
children also expressed sadness and “feeling bad”, often coupled
with a desire to run away from school.

| came late to school and because | did not have the right socks
my teacher told me to touch the wall and he gave me skestr

on the buttocks; when healised that | did not have thegmer

type of socks, he gave me another six. | feltyargpy, 13-18

year age group

They wee hitting me and shouting at me. They beat me many
times. | had spilt methylated spirit. | felt pain wéadney hit me. |
felt like unning awayBoy, 6-8 year age group

Both at home and at school, the responses of the majority of
children reflected high levels of powerlessness in the face of
adult authoritywhich was felt to be absolute and
unchallengeable. In many cases, particularly at school, chadren’
anger gave rise to aggressive fantasies, and wishes for revenge,
but none reported taking any action.

| had not washed my plate when | finished eating. My mother
strangled me and | steed ciying. | did nothing. | felt like hitting
her with a clenched fisBoy, 13-18 year age group

The teacher came to me and he wanted to slap me and he took
his rope and hit me with thepe. | felt like taking something and
breaking him. | was thinking of killing hjrBoy, 9-12 year age
group

77% of children considered corporal punishment to be
unacceptable in the home and in school; 81% felt humiliating
punishment to be unacceptabi@e overwhelming majority of
children would like parents and teachers to talk to them and
explain what they did wrong instead of using corporal
punishment and other forms of humiliating and degrading
punishment.

In Zambia, the research involved a survey of 2,321 boys and
girls and focus groups involving a total of 384 boys and girls
(Clacherty Donald & Clacherty2005c). Children were drawn
across four socio-economic bands, distributed across all nine of
Zambias provinces and located through schools.

The research revealed that many boys and girls of all ages in
Zambia experience high levels of corporal punishment and other



forms of humiliating and degrading punishment in the home and
at school, despite its prohibition in schodlbnost one in four
(24%) children reported being subjected to corporal punishment
in the home during a period of two weeks. Children reported
being beaten with hands, sticks and belts.

| was caned on the buttocks with a thick wooden whip because |
stole meat fvm the patBoy, Copperbelt

| was beaten because | hagfused to do house clesr | was
beaten with a stickGirl, Lusaka Province

Boys aged 6-8 years described being beaten for behaviour
expected from young children, such as being high spirited and
less coordinated. Older boys most often receive corporal
punishment for such behaviour as not staying at home when told,
staying out late, fighting, or breaking a window when playing.
Girls in the age group 6-12 years seem to receive corporal
punishment for breaking household goods or for not doing work
at home. Children are also beaten for what is seen as a waste of
resources.

| was beaten on my thighs with a cooking stick. | never swept the
floor, Girl, Copperbelt

My guadian was checking my books and found one was light in
weight so he asked me why the book was light and | told him
that | get papers in the book for tests at school; but mydigrar
beat me, saying | deliberately rip papersnir books because |

like drawing.And | wasrt' given any foodBoy, Lusaka Province

Regarding corporal punishment in schools, 32% of children
reported being hit with a hand and 38% reported being beaten
with an object, most often a stick or a hosepipe, during the two
week period.

| never wote my homework. | got whipped on my bum with a
hosepipeBoy, Lusaka Province

My teacher hit me on my back with her hands because
somebody lied that | had insulted somedaiel, Lusaka
Province

In addition to more traditional forms of corporal punishment,
punishments were given that often involved very heavy labour
such as digging holes, levelling land, carrying rocks and slashing
grassAnother form of punishment was designed to cause
discomfort, pain and humiliation, for example frog jumping,



kneeling or holding chairs or desks above the head for lengthy
periods of time.

| arrived late and was told to dig a hole the size of my height
Boy, Southern Province

| was told to lift the desk on top of my head for one,Hmgause
| sneaked out of the class to go buy a, oy, Copperbelt

| was made to dig in the rain for not doing what the superior had
instructed me as head boy to do. Other peopld¢eddaughing,
which made me feel ashamed as head Boy, Copperbelt

Children said they would prefer to be disciplined in a non-violent
manner Most children found corporal and humiliating

punishment unacceptable, and would like parents and teachers to
talk to them and explain what they did wrong instead of using
corporal punishment and other forms of humiliating and
degrading punishment.

Talking to me kindly and hear the other side of a maRey,
Copperbelt

The teacher was beating me because | was playing although
break was oveiShe should have told me not to do it ag&iml,
Southern Province

Children reported a range of feelings and behavioural responses
to corporal punishment, most commonly sadness, regret and
angerAnger is a more common reaction in school when the
punishment is perceived as unf&ther reactions reported are
“doing nothing”, guilt, crying, loneliness, depression,
unhappiness, physical pain and aggression.

| was made to lift my hands up for some time as a punishment for
not getting permission to go out. | felt my handsevaahing. |

felt my hear pumping fast and felt like the coate block would

kill me, Girl, Lusaka Province

| felt bad. | wished he wagmhy dad. | felt like killing myself or
running away Girl, Lusaka Province

| felt like grabbing the sweepoin her and beating her back
Boy, Southern Province

The majority of children (89%) wished to be treated with respect,
to have adults listen to them, and to be given a better
understanding of what they have done wrong.



In-depth research into childrenéxperiences of all forms of
violence against them was carried outgandain 2005 (Naker
2005).A range of methods was used to look at the stories ang
opinions of 1,406 children (719 girls, 687 boys), aged 8-18, b
in and out of school, and 1,093 adults (520 women, 573 me
including parents, teachers and community leaders, from five
diverse districtsThe methods used were questionnaires (1,00 VAT 'ence'
children, 900 adults), focus group discussions (42 with childrg Ag- inst
28 with adults), narrative role play (100 children), key informs gh'l pr
interviews (84 children, 58 adults), and journal writing (25 o
children).There were four advisory groups to the sfudw of
adults and two of children.

Children were asked about their experiences of violence against
them, how often, by whom, how it makes them feel, how they
react and what they believe should be done to prevémutts

were asked about their perspectives on violence against children,
how they understood the term “violence against children”, how
adults in their communities punish children, how they themselves
punish children, how they rationalise the punishments they use,
and what they believe should be done to prevent violence against
children.

You cant escape it. Fom when you & born to when you ar
grown-up, they beat you, shout at you, insult you, and do what
they like to contl you. | dort know why it has to be like that
Boy, 16 years

Evelyone gets a slap or cane beSometimes you even get it
twice a dayeven fom diffeent peopleBoy, 8 years

If you live with elatives you a beaten all the timeSirl, 14
years

| was beaten sevely by my stepmother for wetting the pb&dl,
12 years

Teachers beat us badly when we &te, and yet we comein
far, Girl, 10 years

On the waysometimes community members meet you and slap
you over small things. For example, he can say that you have not
greeted him so you @ra bad manned boy Boy, 12 years

When asked how they felt when violence was committed against
them, most children reported anger (66.7%). In focus group
discussions, children talked about feeling indignation followed

by despair at their powerlessneBsey said often that they did



not understand or accept the logic of punishment and that adults
ignored their pleas to be taken seriouglyengage in dialogue,

or to receive an explanation for the punishmé&hé second most
common response was fear (65.9%), particularly older and
in-school childrenThis was followed by “feeling ashamed of
oneself” (56.6%), particularly girls (60.3%) and out-of-school
children (65.3%), which most commonly translated into
withdrawal, shyness or low self-esteem. Children also reported
wanting revenge (36%) and contemplating suicide.

| feel like my hedrwill explode if | star saying how | feel about
her She teats me worse than an animal and ésrnothing |
can do about it. | feel likeunning away and becoming a
prostitute Girl, 14 years

| feel like my hedris paining Boy, 12 years

| feel like evenging, but | do not because thesespts ae big. |
can do nothingBoy, 12 years

| get regrets why | was borrGirl, 13 years

Most children felt that a non-punitive response to prevention of
violence was preferable, such as engaging parents and teachers in
a dialogue about how to relate to children more equitably and
legislation which acts as a deterrent. Just over half recommended
the involvement of the police, but many feared reprisal if there

was an intervention.

If | say something to anyone, he will say “Go, let him keep you!”
He may even stabeating me mey Girl, 10 years

The government should teach @ats how to &rat childen Girl,
12 years

We should be put in boding schools or live elsewheso that
we ae not at homeBoy, 9 years

The teachers should be advised to stop beating the chilcebefor
they have told you what is in their hedsirl, 12 years

Teachers should ganize a day and call pants and sensitize
them on childens rights Boy, 13 years

Community should also begponsible for the development of
children in their aeg Girl, 15 years



Advise childen to epott people who do bad things to them other
than keeping quiet, and also teach thenefmort their fellow
children who do bad things to them to elders so that they do not
fight one anotherBoy, 13 years

Parents should show love to their chédrand not shout at them
when they make a mistake, because anldear their pagnts
when they shout at them all the tinGarl, 18 years

Teachers should éat all childen in school equally and stop
hurting and punishing some gaaular children all the time,
because we arall people Boy, 15 years

Children should be asked how they should be punished instead of
just beating themGirl, 12 years

Qualitative research by Save the Children Swed&udan

looked at childrers experiences of physical punishment in

schools and at home through a variety of methods, including
focus group discussions, role playd drawing and writing

activities with schoolchildren in Khartoum, interviews with their
teachers or mentors, and observation (Save the Children Sweden,
2005). Participants included children with disabilities. In school,
corporal punishment was used against children for many reasons,
including late arrival, failure to recite Koranic verses, truancy
having a dirty or torn uniform, rudeness, fighting, disruptive
behaviour in the classroom, failure to pay school fees and poor
academic performanc®é/hole class punishments were also
reported.

If we laugh, teachers consider this as impolite and alingly
they beat us. They also have many otkasons for which they
think we ae criminal. When we tease each other bywlhing a
ball or snatching somethingdim a friend they immediately think
we ae thieves and have bad intentip8ghoolchildren, Sahafa

Teachers usually ask the school team in the last few hours of a
competition to come to play a football match with another
school. Or they might call an exam at the time veepaeparing
ourselves for a planned match. They usually like to choose the
very worst time and when we dbobmply with their wishes we
will all be beaten and they call us stupid students whose “minds
are in our shoes”Schoolchildren, Omburman

Ateacher yells at me and she calls me an animal. She loudly
shouts and say ya hayawan [animal] and then she immediately
starts to beat meDisabled child, 12 years



Injuries such as bruising and swelling resulting from corporal
punishment were seen as “normal”, and many children reported
themselves or others sustaining more serious injuries. Children
considered that the most important way to avoid corporal
punishment was for teachers to have a greater understanding of
their home circumstances which were often incompatible with
school demand§hey said that rather than corporal punishment
they would prefer teachers to value what they do and to involve
them in decision-making.

Children also reported experiencing high levels of corporal
punishment in the home, and 89% of interviewed parents
believed corporal punishment to be the best technique for
achieving desirable behaviour in their children. Reasons for
corporal punishment included disobedience, persistent demands
for money toys, food, etc, making loud noises, financial
pressure, and demands from school.

We face a double punishment gvéme we have a pblem
either at school or at home.dtas if teachers and pamts ae
working intechangeably to punish us. When #&ga poblem at
home and we fail to do our homework, teachers beat us at
school. W fail to do our homework because of thelgbem at
home Schoolchild, Omburman

Childrens feelings on being punished included pain, fear and
embarrassmentheir most preferred alternative to corporal
punishment in the home was to be listened to.

It is vely painful when they beat us and we fail to hide our tears
or to stand the pain. 8usually supmss the pain until a gr

slips out. The pain is unbearable and the setting viner

receive the punishment is usually ionfrof the ente class and

we have to be brave or we’called cowats. At home, the same
punishment is given whesthee is nothing to hide and in a
setting wheg nobody will talk badly about you and instead you
might find suppdrfrom the est of the familySchoolchildren,
Khartoum

Research commissioned by PlEsgo published inApril 2006
included interviews with over 1,000 schoolchildren and 500
adults (PlariTogo, 2006). Corporal punishment in schools was
found to be commonly experienced by boys and girls, with
teachers beating children with a cane, a strip of rubber cut from a
car tyre, or a whip. Children were beaten on their hands, on the
tips of their fingers, on their buttocks or on their backs. Children
reported being scared and unhappy at the level of violence used
against them. Fifteen of the 250 boys interviewed and 67 of the



750 girls said they wanted to stop going to school because of the
violence they were experiencing.

When | see the stick, | want to/.cktremble in font of the
teacher

If the teacher hits me, ewghing immediately goesoim my
head. Even if | had lots of ideas b&fothe moment he hits me, |
lose eveything — | cart think

It was a Tiesday evening in 2005. The teacher asked a question;
| replied; he asked the class if my answer wasectrSome said
“no” and some said “yes” ... He gave me thébber whip, and
asked me to hit those who'd said “no”. | hit them, but because
we’re all classmates, | didnhit them had. The teacher took the
whip from me and asked me if tisatiow one hits somebody

Then he hit me and beat me on my back until | was bleeding. My
clothes wee wet with blood and | wasyng ... When | told my
mother she didrt’say anything, not even that she would go and
see the teachek didnt tell my father because I'm frightened of
him.

Many children, from both primary and secondary schools, said
that they were not aware of having done anything wrong to
provoke the punishment.

Teachers beat you when you've done nothinghgr Yu get
scaed, and withdraw into yourself — you doparticipate in
class any ma

In the late 1990s, thBogolese government began to develop a
new Childrens Code, to give force in domestic law to the
Convention on the Rights of the Child and Afecan Charter

on the Rights an@elfare of the Child, though no Code has yet
been passed. In November 2005, Plan facilitated a series of
workshops with children and young people from across the
country to discuss the CodEhe children involved issued a
strong call for the Code explicitly to outlaw corporal punishment
in schools:

“We want theg to be an drcle which forbids the use of
the baton and all corporal punishment in all schools,
because [corporal punishment]

- causes psychological disturbance to clahr

- some childen cannot concentrate on the lessamfithe
moment they see the cane

- the cane intimidates childn and pevents them
speaking in class



- ending corporal punishment will stop chiglr unning
away fom school

- ending corporal punishment will help stop chddr
becoming delinquent.”
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Children and the UNSG’ s Study

More than 260 children and young people from all over the world
participated in the nine regional consultations ofuheSecetary

General’'s Sudy on Violence against Childen. The resulting childres’
statement from each of the regions is available on flwabfvebsite of the
Study atwww.violencestudyrg/r91. Save the Children has collated the
childrens contributions to thet@dy and compiled a summary of their
recommendations (Save the Children, 2006g children and young

peoples recommendations concerning physical and humiliating punishment

are summarised as:

ACT NOW!

* There should be an end to physical punishment. Encourage instead
use of non-violent discipline.

* Governments shouldeate national laws against all forms of physica
and humiliating punishment and find ways to put them into practice g \
properly monitor these. 2 h//' 7 st
* Forbid physical and psychological punishment of clkitdin all settings LfA»/ﬁ A'iw foro, 0D %\/\\‘

: . . o HE

(in homes, schools and as punishment in the justice PBK“ 2 AN S
system). “ é, 4— ty 5

* Teach paents, teachers, employers and adults in general on the 0 o,, = ";‘,’ VS ‘6"
consequences of physical punishment. V b :;';?t-;

* Adults (paents, teachers, law enfament pofessionals, for example) o

should behave lovingly and affectionately taygachilden by practising (R save the Chicren

positive discipline and not physical and humiliating punishment.



What Is the purpose of law
reform against corporal
punishment and how wiill

it be Implemented?

Children’s rights to respect for their human dignity and physical
integrity and to equal protection under the law require that the law
effectively and equally protects them from all forms of corporal
punishment and other humiliating punishment or treatment.

Equal protection for childredoesmean that any assault of a child
that would be considered a criminal assault if directed at an adult
should be considered and dealt with under the criminal law as a
crime.All countries have laws which define and prohibit criminal
assault and this definition should include all corporal punishment
as a form of assault.

But this principle of equal protection for both adults and children
In cases of assaulbes notnecessarily mean that cases involving
corporal punishment should result in prosecution of parénis.

Is very seldom in the interests of children, because of chidren’
dependent status, and should only be used as an intervention of
last resort.

In every case in which corporal punishment in the family comes to
light, the aim must be first to seek to help parents and children
through voluntary positive interventions eyt of advice,
discussions with other parents and so on — which aim to stop
violent and humiliating treatment of children.

In extreme cases of serious and continuing abuse, separating
children from their parents may be the only way to protect them.
And in those cases, according to the Convention on the Rights of
the Child (article 9), there must be a court hearing, focusing on the
best interests of the child and with the parents and child
represented. In exceptional cases, where it is believed the child is
at risk of severe violence, it may be necessary immediately to
remove the child or the perpetrator to protect the child. But such
measures should be temporary and only continued following a
court hearing.



Equal protection under the law

Efforts to reform the law to prohibit all corporal punishment as
a form of assault often meet with strong opposition. One of the
fears expressed is that it will lead to thousands of parents being
prosecuted and put in prison, or children will be taken away and
put in institutions; it will turn children against their parents, and
so on. But in the growing number of states in which the law has
been changed, this has not been the experi€hedfirst aim of
these reforms, linked to awareness-raising and public education,
IS to raise awareness of the right of the child to equal protection.
Changing the law and linking this to awareness-raising is likely
to change attitudes and reduce violence against childdeits’
sensitivity to violence against children is likely to increase and
this may lead to more reporting of such violence.

Controlling prosecution policy in relation
to parental corporal punishment

In most countries, there is a code or advice to decide when
prosecution for a crime should go aheHBais usually requires
certain tests to be satisfied. For example:

* that there is sffitient evidence to make conviction likely;

* that the prosecution is in the public interest.

The prosecution of parents and other close family carers should
only proceed when it appears to be the only way to provide the
child with efective protection and other supportive

interventions have failed. It is important that guidelines are
developed and implemented which set out conditions for
prosecution in these cases. In addition, detailed guidance is
required for all those involved in child protection, including for
example social workers, health workers, teachers and police.
This should focus on the need for interventions to emphasise the
dangers and illegality of hitting children and to seek to provide
appropriate support for positive, non-violent parenting.

In advocating law reform, it can be emphasised that minor
assaults on adults by adults, while clearly unlawful, very seldom
get to court (in many states, ttie minimigorinciple is

recognised: that the law does not concern itself with trivial
matters).

Some opponents of law reform will then respond: “But what is
the point of a law if it is unenforceableThe first answer is

that the real purpose of law is education and deterrence to
achieve protection, rather than prosecution. Prosecution is



always a sign of the failure of the lawesttively to deter and
prevent a child being assaulted.

The law will be as enforceable as the law on assault between
adults, if the necessary evidence exists — but there will need to be
consideration to determine whether prosecution is in the best
interests of the victim child as well as in the public interest. In the
few cases in which prosecution is considered necessary to protect
a child, and in the child’best interests, it will be easier to pursue

if parents can no longer defend assault before the courts as
“reasonable punishment”.

In order to deter parents from using corporal punishment in the
privacy of their homes, the law needs to send a very clear
messagerlhat is the real purpose of explicit law reform. Having
clear law that prohibits all corporal punishment enables all those
working with and for families and children to promote this clear
message.

Enforcing prohibition of corporal
punishment out side the family

Corporal punishment in schools, other institutions and forms of
care and places of employment must be prohibited explicitly in
legislation. Prohibition through administrative circular or
guidance is not adequate. Implementation and enforcement of
prohibition requires proper administrative measures including
awareness-raising of the law among adults and children; building
knowledge of the prohibition into training, both initial and
In-service, for teachers and other school personnel; rigorous
inspection by trained inspectors independent of the institution
(including interviews in private with children and adults); and
access to advice, advocacy and independent complaints
procedures for children and parents and ultimately access to the
courts.

Respecting the law will or should become a contractual

condition, so that teachers and others who continue to use
corporal punishment risk losing their jolis in itself will act

as a strong deterrent. In cases in which teachers and others, after
warning, continue to use corporal punishment, prosecution is a
legitimate and necessary response.



Promoting positive discipline

Law reform to prohibit all corporal punishment and other forms of
humiliating punishment of children is required to fulfil childsenghts.

Law reform sends a strong educational signal, that it is no more legal or
acceptable to hit or humiliate a child than anyone else. But law reform
needs to be accompanied by comprehensive and sustained
awareness-raising and public education — on thedawhildrers right

to protection and promoting positive, non-violent forms of childrearing
and education.

In states in all regions of the world there are developed programmes
and materials to promote positive discipline for parents, teachers and
other carers. In some states, the government has taken the lead with
public education. In others, non-governmentghaoisations, human

rights institutions and private sector publishers and the media have
taken initiatives (for links to a variety of programmes and materials, see
www.endcorporalpunishmentg)r The following section provides

details of some initiatives acro&#fica.

A number of states in the region have initiated awareness-raising
campaigns on the negativdesits of corporal punishment and other
forms of humiliating and degrading punishment and the need for
alternative methods of discipline, particularly in schooldNamibia,
following prohibition of school corporal punishment, the government
sponsored a lge scale “Discipline fromaVithin” campaign, tageted at
both schools and teachers Bthiopia, most Education Bureaux and
Ministries of Labour and Soci&lffairs are collaborating with NGOs to
work towards making abolition of corporal punishment in schools
effective through awareness-raising in the community

The South African government has taken a number of measures to
implement the prohibition of corporal punishment in schodésf S
members have been appointed at the national and provincial
Departments of Education to ensure adherence to the prohibition

within the educational systeffhe national department has also
published a manual for teachers on alternatives to corporal punishment,
which has been distributed widely together with a guide for persons
facilitating training on the manualraining of a number of teachers as
trainers of their peers on alternatives to corporal punishment has also
been initiated.

The SouthAfrican Human Rights Commission is promoting full
prohibition of corporal punishment in the home. It also conducts
education and awareness training workshops in schools and
communities to promote appropriate forms of discipline.

Every four months the ChildrenRights Project at the Community Law
Centre, University ofMestern Cape publishes the jourAdicle 19
which seeks to promote positive forms of discipline and the abolition of



corporal punishment and other forms of humiliating and degrading
punishment of children throughout Southéfrica (see
www.communitylawcentre.grza/children/article19.phpFor

example, it includes reports on national progress towards legal reform,
articles promoting positive discipline in schools and at home and
explaining the negative fetts of using corporal punishment,

interviews with key people, and information about campaigns,
conferences and resources.

The oganisation RAPCAN (ResourcAsmed at the Prevention of
Child Abuse and Neglect), based in Cdpsvn, is implementing a
programme on positive discipline. RAPCANyanises workshops for
teachers on childremitights and positive forms of discipline,

followed by visits to schools to assist teachers to implement what they
have learned from the workshops in practice. In the future, the
organisation will also meet with the management of schools to
discuss the ways in which they can play a supportive role to the
teachers. In 2006, RAPCAN will finalise a toolkit to be used in
training sessions on positive forms of disciplifibe toolkit will

consist of a training manual and ap3 for Teachers” booklet as well
as a storybook for children with ideas for classroom activities to
reinforce messages linked to positive forms of discipline (for further
information seevww.rapcan.ay.zg.

In Swaziland, Save the Children Swaziland is implementing a
programme to train teachers on alternative forms of discipline,
supported by RAPCAN.

In Kenya, a study byANPPCAN Kenya and Save the Children

Sweden found that some schools, suchtaieBe Boys Centre in

Nairobi, hold strategic meetings between students and teachers to
discuss issuesfatting them, including the treatment of students by
teachers, and this has been associated with a reduction in violence and
the development of positive discipline. Most schools have also
developed clear channels of complaints for students, through prefects,

games captains and chairpersons of clubs or class teachers or dg Save the Children Sweden
headteachers, and many now have guidance and counselling tea| has published a practical
NGOs lobby for childrers rights in schools. For example, the “No | Manual for Action,
Kiboko Week” (“No BeatingWeek”) was a campaignganised by | Providing det ailed advice
ANPPCAN inApril 2005. During the week thetandad Newspaper |24 1962 for all fhose

. : , orking to end physical
published a report \NPPCAN on corporal punishmentgimg the \gum;h?nem andpoi/h'er

Kenyan people to move from physical punishment to positive forms of humiliating

discipline of children. punishment. For det ails
and to order copies,

In Sudan, th&routh for ChildremAssociation has been running contact rbpublishing@rb.se

awareness-raising activities on violence against children based on
dialogue between children and adultse Association aganises
community workshops where children speak to adults and other
children about physical and humiliating punishment and its impact on
them. Children are empowered to speak in schools and in the
community on a day to day basis.






Legality of corporal punishment
of children in African st ates
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PLEASE NOTE: The following information has been compiled from many sources, including report s to and by the United
Nations human right s treaty bodies. W e are very grateful to government officials, UNICEF and other UN agencies, NGOs
and human right s institutions, and many individuals who have helped to provide and check information. Please let us know

if you believe any of the information to be incorrect: info@endcorporalpunishment.org  and please help us to fill in
remaining gap s in the t able.

For det ailed report s on each st ate in the world, see the Global Initiative website: www .endcorporalpunishment.org

AFRICA
LEGAL STATUS OF CORPORAL

PUNISHMENT OF CHILDREN

Prohibited Prohibited  Prohibited in the penal system Prohibited in

in the home  in schools Asasentence  Asadiscipinary  alternative
for crime e care
Algeria NO YES YES NO1 NO
Angola NO YES YES? ? NO
Benin NO NO3 YES NO NO
Botswana NO NO NO NO NO
Burkina Faso NO YES YES YES SOME4
Burundi NO NO YES NO NO
Cameroon NO YES YES YES NO
Cape Verde NO NOS YES YES YESS
Central African Republic NO NO ? ? ?
Chad NO NO YES NO NO
Comoros NO NO YES? NO NO
Congo, Republic of NO NO YES NO NO
Cote d’lvoire NO ? YES YES NO
DR Congo NO YES YES SOMES NO
Djibouti NO YES?® ? NO ?
Egypt NO YES YES YES!10 NO
Equatorial Guinea NO NO ? ? NO
Eritrea NO NO NO11 ? NO
Ethiopia NO YES12 YES YES SOME13
Gabon NO YES ? ? ?
Gambia NO14 NO15 YES NO16 NO
Ghana NO NO YES NO NO
Guinea NO17 YES NO18 ? NO
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Guinea-Bissau NO YES YES YES ?
Kenya NO YES YES YES19 SOME?20
Lesotho NO NO21 NO NO NO
Liberia NO NO YES NO NO
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya NO YES NO ? ?
Madagascar NO NO YES ? NO
Malawi NO YES22 YES23 YES24 SOME?25
Mali NO YES YES YES26 NO
Maurit ania NO NO27 228 NO NO
Mauritius NO YES YES NO NO
Morocco NO NO29 YES YES NO30
Mozambique NO NO31 YES NO32 NO
Namibia NO YES YES33 YES34 SOMES35
Niger NO NO YES36 NO37 NO
Nigeria NO NO SOMES38 NO39 NO
Rwanda NO NO40 YES YES NO
Sao Tome and Principe NO YES4 SOME#2 ? NO
Senegal NO YES YES SOME43 NO
Seychelles NO NO%44 YES YES45 YES46
Sierra Leone NO NO NO NO NO
Somalia NO NO NO47 NO NO
South Africa NO48 YES YES YES YES
Sudan NO NO49 NO NO NO
Swaziland NO NO NO NO NO
Togo NO NOS0 YESS5L YES NO
Tunisia NO NOS52 YES YES NO
Uganda NO NOS3 YES54 YESS5 NO
United Republic of T anzania NO NO NO NO NO
Western Sahara NO ? ? ? ?
Zambia NO YES YESS56 YESS? NO
Zimbabwe NO NO NO NO NO

SEE NOTES OVER PAGE
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Notes on Africa: legal st atus of corporal punishment of children

1 Information unconfirmed

2 Information unconfirmed

3 Prohibited in formal education by government circular

4 Prohibited in institutions; not prohibited in foster care

5 Prohibited by Ministry of Education guidelines

6 Information unconfirmed

7 Information unconfirmed, and possibly lawful under Islamic law

8 Prohibited inPAntoinette Sassou-Nguessou Re-education Centre

9 Information unconfirmed

10 But possibly permitted in social welfare institutions

11 Lawful underTransitional Penal Code but prohibited in Draft Penal Code

12 Prohibited by government directive and Constitution, but “reasonable chastisement” defence potentially available

13 Prohibited in institutions by the Constitution, but “reasonable chastisement” defence available

14 But 2005 Childres’Act provides for the responsibility of parents to “ensure that domestic discipline is administered with
humanity and in a manner consistent with the inherent dignity of the child”

15 But possibly prohibited under 2005 Childsshct

16 But possibly prohibited under 2005 Childeshct

17 Penal Code punishes “anyone who has deliberately injured or beaten a child under the age of fifteen”, but no evidence of
application to parental corporal punishment

18 Information unconfirmed

19 But as at 2005 some legislation not amended

20 Prohibited in institutions

21 But as af\pril 2006, legislation prohibiting corporal punishment in preparation

22 Prohibited in Constitution

23 Prohibited in Constitution, but permitted in other legislation

24 Prohibited in Constitution, but permitted in other legislation

25 Prohibited in state institutions by Constitution

26 But no explicit prohibition

27 Prohibited by Ministerial Order

28 Possibly lawful under Islamic law

29 Prohibited by Ministerial direction

30 No prohibition in foster care; possibly no prohibition in other alternative care settings

31 But prohibited by government directives

32 Information unconfirmed

33 Declared unconstitutional in 1991 Supreme Court ruling; as at March 2005 not confirmed in legislation though a Child Justice E
was under discussion

34 Declared unconstitutional in 1991 Supreme Court ruling; as at March 2005 not confirmed in legislation though a Child Justice E
was under discussion

35 Unlawful in state institutions under 1991 Supreme Court ruling, but not confirmed in legislation; not prohibited in privately
administered settings

36 Information unconfirmed

37 Information unconfirmed

38 Prohibited as sentence in 2003 Child Riglats but as at February 2005 this enacted in only 4 out of 36 states and other
legislation not amended

39 Information unconfirmed

40 But as at 2005 legislation in preparation

41 Information unconfirmed

42 Prohibited for persons under the age of 17 years, but possibly lawful for those aged 17 years

43 Prohibited in prisons and in training centres but possibly lawful in other penal institutions

44 Prohibited by policy

45 Information unconfirmed

46 Information unconfirmed

47 Information unconfirmed

48 Law Commission and others have proposed to include removal of “reasonable chastisement” defence provision snBZhildren
but as afApril 2006 debate continuing

49 Ministerial directive prohibits for girls, allows four lashes for boys

50 Prohibited in 1980 Ministerial Order

51 But used in traditional courts

52 Prohibited by Ministerial circular

53 Prohibited in state schools by Ministerial guidance

54 But as at March 2006 some legislation not amended

55 But as at March 2006 some legislation not amended

56 Ruled unconstitutional by Supreme Court in 1999, but as at January 2005 some legislation not amended

57 Ruled unconstitutional by Supreme Court in 1999, but as at January 2005 some legislation not amended
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THE GLOBAL INITIATIVE to End All Corporal Punishment of Children
was launched in Geneva in 2001. It aims to act as a cat  alyst to
encourage more action and progress towards ending all corporal
punishment in all continent s; to encourage

government s and other organisations to “own” T
the issue and work actively on it; and to support o T
national camp aigns with relevant information .

. . . ' | 14
and assist ance. The context for all it s work is .
implement ation of the Convention on the Right s PO oo 2 A
of the Child. It s aims are supported by UNICEF of Children

UNESCO, human right s institutions, and
international and national NGOs. W e believe ending all corporal
punishment is fundament al to improving the st atus of children and
realising their right s to respect for their human dignity and physical
integrity and to equal protection under the law

Global Initiative to End  All Corporal Punishment of Children
www .endcorporalpunishment.org
Contact: inffo@endcorporalpunishment.org

SAVE THE CHILDREN SWEDEN is a non-profit organisation without
religious or political affiliation, which fight s for children’ s right s. We
influence public opinion and support children at risk in Sweden and in
the world.

Save the Children Sweden

opposes all corporal punishment .

and other forms of humiliating @ Save the Children
and degrading punishment of Sweden

children. Corporal punishment

breaches children’ s human right to a life free from all forms of violence.
Save the Children Sweden believes that st ates should explicitly prohibit
all corporal punishment of children. Legal reform should be

accomp anied by public education camp aigns and training of p arents,
teachers and other adult s caring for children on children’ s right s and
positive forms of discipline.

Save the Children Sweden has four regional offices working in Africa:
Regional Office for the Middle East and North ~ Africa in Lebanon
(contact: info@scsmena.org)

Regional Office for W est Africa in Senegal

(cont act: savedakar@sentoo.sn)

Regional Office for Eastern and Central  Africa in Ethiopia

(cont act: rgbakhit@gmail.com)

Regional Office for Southern  Africa in Pretoria

(cont act: postmaster@za.rb.se)

For information about the

UN Secretary General's S tudy on V iolence against Children, cont act:
Secretariat

PO Box 48

1211 Geneva 20 CIC

Switzerland

Phone: + 41 22 791 9340

Fax: + 41 22 791 9341

email: secret ariat@sgsvac.org

http://www .violencestudy .org



