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Appendix 3-online – Recommendations to member states by the 

Committee on the Rights of the Child 

 

(last update July 2013) 

Concerns and recommendations of the Committee on the Rights of the Child on corporal punishment 

of children: extracts from concluding observations on reports from Council of Europe member states, 

up to and including the Committee’s 63rd session in May/June 2013 
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ALBANIA 

Second to fourth report 

“While welcoming that corporal punishment is explicitly prohibited in all settings, the Committee is 

concerned that various forms of corporal punishment are widely practiced at home, in schools and in 

institutions. Furthermore, the Committee, while noting that the Law on Pre-University Education 

prohibits corporal punishment, regrets that it does not specify the necessary legal mechanisms for 

prevention of violence and protection of children in the school premises, nor does it provide for 

sanctions against teachers who use violence, or for procedures to identify and report violence.  

“In light of its General Comment No. 8 (CRC/C/GC/8, 2007), the Committee urges the State party to:  

a) ensure that laws prohibiting corporal punishment are effectively implemented and that legal 

proceedings are systematically initiated against persons subjecting children to corporal punishment;  

b) improve the law on Pre-University Education, especially by introducing legal mechanisms for 

prevention of violence and protection of children in the school premises, sanctions against teachers 

who use violence and procedures to identify and report violence;  

c) introduce continuous public education, awareness-raising and social mobilization programmes, 

involving children and their families, community leaders and the media in the process, on harmful 

physical and psychological effects of corporal punishment, with a view to changing the general 

attitude towards this practice; and  

d) promote positive non-violent and participatory forms of child-rearing, and alternative forms of 

discipline and education.” 

(5 October 2012, CRC/C/ALB/CO/2-4 Advance Unedited Version, paras. 41 and 42) 

 

First report 

“The Committee is concerned that corporal punishment remains lawful in the family, and continues to 

be used as a disciplinary method. 

“The Committee urges the State party to expressly prohibit by law all corporal punishment in the 

family. The State party is further encouraged to undertake awareness-raising campaigns and education 

programmes on non-violent forms of discipline, and to conduct research into the prevalence of 

corporal punishment of children in the family.” 

(31 March 2005, CRC/C/15/Add.249, paras. 50 and 51) 
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ANDORRA 

Second report 

“The Committee, while welcoming the State party’s efforts to implement the Committee’s concluding 

observations of 2002 on the State party’s initial report (CRC/C/61/Add.3), notes with regret that some 

of the recommendations contained therein have not been fully addressed.  

“The Committee urges the State party to take all necessary measures to address those 

recommendations from the concluding observations on the initial report under the Convention that 

have not been implemented or sufficiently implemented, particularly those related to a national plan of 

action, coordination, data collection, definition of the child and violence against children, including 

corporal punishment.  

“The Committee notes that the State party accepted the recommendation to prohibit all corporal 

punishment of children during the universal periodic review in 2010, and the amendment of the 

Criminal Code by Law 91/2010 to include a specific provision regarding maltreatment at home. 

However, the Committee is concerned that the amended provision does not specifically refer to 

corporal punishment or explicitly prohibit such forms of punishment in all settings, such as private or 

public educational or alternative care institutions or the penal system. 

“In light of its general comment No. 8 (2007), the Committee recalls its previous recommendation 

(CRC/C/15/Add.176, para. 40), and urges the State party to: 

a) enact legislation that explicitly prohibits all forms of corporal punishment in the family, schools and 

alternative care settings and penal institutions; 

b) ensure that laws prohibiting corporal punishment are effectively implemented and that legal 

proceedings are systematically initiated against those responsible for violence against children;  

c) introduce sustained public education, awareness-raising and social mobilization programmes, 

involving children and families, on the harmful effects, both physical and psychological, of corporal 

punishment, with a view to changing the attitude towards this practice, and to promote positive, non-

violent and participatory forms of child-rearing and discipline;  

d) ensure the involvement and participation of the whole society, including children, in the design and 

implementation of preventive strategies against violence and other forms of abuse.” 

(30 November 2012, CRC/C/AND/CO/2, paras. 7, 8, 30 and 31) 
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First report 

“...while noting that corporal punishment in school is prohibited under law, [the Committee] remains 

concerned that corporal punishment in the family is not expressly prohibited. It also notes with concern 

reports about episodes of bullying in schools. 

“In light of article 19, the Committee recommends that the State party: 

e) prohibit the practice of corporal punishment in the family and conduct information campaigns 

targeting, among others, parents, children, law enforcement and judicial officials and teachers, 

explaining children’s rights in this regard and encouraging the use of alternative forms of discipline in 

a manner consistent with the child’s human dignity and in conformity with the Convention, especially 

articles 19 and 28.2.” 

(7 February 2002, CRC/C/15/Add.176, paras. 39 and 40) 
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ARMENIA 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee is concerned at the information that children in closed and partially closed 

institutions, in particular in Vanadzor Children’s Home and at the Vanadzor Care and Protection 

Centre (Boarding school) No 1 are subjected to ill treatment and violence. It is also concerned that 

although both the Family Code and the Rights of the Child Act of 1996 have provisions against 

corporal punishment, there is a lack of enforcement mechanisms and the State party’s legislation does 

not provide sanctions in cases of violation. 

“The Committee urges the State party to take urgent measures in closed or partially closed institutions, 

in particular in Vanadzor Children’s Home and at the Vanadzor Care and Protection Centre (Boarding 

school) No 1, to investigate the individual cases of violence as well as prosecute and punish 

perpetrators. Furthermore, it recommends that the State party prohibit the use of corporal punishment 

in all settings and provide for enforcement mechanisms under its legislation, including appropriate 

sanctions in cases of violation. It further recommends that the State party strengthen and expand 

awareness-raising and education programmes and campaigns, in order to promote positive, non-violent 

and participatory forms of child rearing and discipline, and accelerate the adoption of the draft Law on 

Domestic Violence.” 

(8 July 2013, CRC/C/ARM/CO/3-4, paras. 24 and 25) 

 

Second report 

“While taking note that the Children’s Rights Act and the Criminal Code include provisions which 

protect children against violence and abuse, the Committee reiterates its concern that the State party 

has not yet introduced legislative and other measures which specifically address the issue of violence 

against children. The Committee is concerned about the lack of data on cases of abuse, including 

sexual abuse and neglect, and ill-treatment of children, which may occur in child institutions and 

families, as well as information on specific programmes of systematic control of mechanisms in place 

to avoid institutional impunity in cases of abuse and ill-treatment. It is also concerned at the lack of 

complaints mechanisms to which children could have recourse and the fact that only medical 

professionals are responsible for reporting cases of abuse and neglect. 

“The Committee encourages the State party to adopt specific legislation and take other measures to 

prevent violence against children in all circumstances, including corporal punishment. It also 

recommends that the State party strengthen programmes for the recovery and reintegration of abused 

children and establish adequate procedures and mechanisms to receive complaints and to monitor, 
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investigate and prosecute cases of ill-treatment. The Committee urges the State party to ensure that all 

people working with children, such as teachers and care personnel, are made responsible for reporting 

cases of abuse and neglect. The Committee recommends that the State party launch awareness-raising 

campaigns on the negative consequences of ill-treatment of children and promote positive, non-violent 

forms of discipline as an alternative to corporal punishment, especially in the family, schools and other 

institutions and ensure that all people working with children, including law enforcement officials, 

judges and health professionals, undergo training in how to identify, report and manage cases of ill-

treatment.” 

(26 February 2004, CRC/C/15/Add.225, paras. 39 and 40) 

 

First report 

“… Notwithstanding protection under the Rights of the Child Act, the Committee expresses its 

concern at the ill-treatment of children, including sexual abuse, not only in schools and institutions, but 

also within the family…. 

“In the light of, inter alia, articles 19 and 39 of the Convention, the Committee recommends that the 

State party ensure that all forms of physical and mental violence, including corporal punishment and 

sexual abuse against children in the family, schools and care institutions are prohibited. Programmes 

for the rehabilitation and reintegration of abused children need to be strengthened and adequate 

procedures and mechanisms established to receive complaints, monitor, investigate and prosecute 

instances of ill-treatment. The Committee recommends that the State party launch awareness-raising 

campaigns on the ill-treatment of children and its negative consequences. The Committee recommends 

that the State party promote positive, non-violent forms of discipline as an alternative to corporal 

punishment, especially in the home and schools. The Committee recommends the training of teachers, 

law enforcement officials, care workers, judges and health professionals in identification, reporting 

and management of cases of ill-treatment.” 

(24 February 2000, CRC/C/15/Add.119, paras. 32 and 33) 
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AUSTRIA 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee notes that the State party has taken measures to raise awareness about non-violent 

forms of child-rearing, including financial support to institutions that are educating parents on such 

forms of child-rearing. However, it remains concerned by the continued use of corporal punishment by 

many parents and by the fact that parts of the population are still unaware of the prohibition of all 

forms of corporal punishment in the State party.  

“The Committee recommends that the State party strengthen and expand awareness-raising 

programmes and education campaigns in order to promote positive and alternative forms of discipline 

and respect for children's rights, with the involvement of children, in line with general comment No. 8 

(CRC/C/GC/8, 2006). It also recommends that the State party continue educating teachers and parents 

on the immediate and long-term negative impact, including the psychological and physical impact, of 

corporal punishment on children.” 

(5 October 2012, CRC/C/AUT/CO/3-4 Advance Unedited Version, paras. 33 and 34) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee appreciates that corporal punishment has been prohibited by law in all settings, 

including in the family, the penal system and institutions of childcare. However, the Committee is 

concerned that corporal punishment may still be practised in the family. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party continue its public education and awareness raising 

campaigns on non-violent forms of discipline and child-rearing. The Committee also recommends that 

the State party undertake studies on the prevalence of violence in children’s experiences and the 

negative effects of corporal punishment on the development of children.” 

(31 March 2005, CRC/C/15/Add.251, paras. 39 and 40) 

 

First report 

“The Committee commends the State party on its prohibition of all forms of corporal punishment 

through its 1989 ban on ‘any type of physical or psychological abuse of children as means of 

education’ (CRC/C/11/Add.14, para. 256). It also notes additional efforts to increase the protection of 

children against abuse, including the adoption of a comprehensive list of measures against violence in 
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family and society and of an Action Plan against Child Abuse and against Child Pornography in the 

Internet….” 

(7 May 1999, CRC/C/15/Add.98, para. 3) 
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AZERBAIJAN 

Third/fourth report 

“While noting that the State party has a draft law on the protection of children against all forms of 

corporal punishment under consideration, the Committee is concerned that current legislation fails to 

explicitly prohibit corporal punishment in all contexts.  

“The Committee reiterates its previous recommendations (CRC/C/AZE/CO/2, para. 45) and 

recommends that the State party introduce and fully implement legislation explicitly prohibiting all 

forms of corporal punishment of children in all settings, including the home. It also recommends that 

the State party conduct awareness-raising and public education campaigns promoting non-violent, 

participatory forms of child-rearing and education.” 

(12 March 2012, CRC/C/AZE/CO/3-4, paras. 45 and 46) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee expresses concern that corporal punishment, while prohibited in schools and in the 

penal system, remains lawful at home and it is still widely practiced in the society as an accepted 

measure of discipline. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party introduce and fully implement legislation explicitly 

prohibiting all forms of corporal punishment of children in all settings, including the home. The State 

party should also conduct awareness-raising and public education campaigns promoting non-violent, 

participatory forms of child-rearing and education.” 

(17 March 2006, CRC/C/AZE/CO/2, paras. 44 and 45) 
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BELGIUM 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee welcomes efforts by the State party to implement the Committee’s concluding 

observations on the State party’s second report in 2002 (CRC/C/15/Add.178). However, some 

recommendations have not been given sufficient follow-up. 

“The Committee urges the State party to take all necessary measures to address those 

recommendations from the concluding observations of the State party’s second periodic report that 

have not yet been, or not sufficiently, implemented including those related in particular to 

coordination, data collection, discrimination against children living in poverty, the right of the child to 

be heard, corporal punishment and juvenile justice. In this context, the Committee draws the attention 

of the State party to its general comment No. 5 (2004) on general measures of implementation of the 

Convention on the Rights of the Child. 

“The Committee is concerned that the State party has not taken the necessary measures to ensure that 

corporal punishment in the family and non-institutional childcare settings is explicitly prohibited by 

law. 

“In light of its general comment No. 8 (2006) on the right of the child to protection from corporal 

punishment and other cruel or degrading forms of punishment and its previous recommendations 

(CRC/C/15/Add.178, para. 24(a)), the Committee urges the State party to prohibit corporal punishment 

of children in all settings, notably in family and in non-institutional childcare settings as a matter of 

priority. The Committee also recommends that the State party conduct awareness raising campaigns 

and parenting education programmes to ensure that non-violent alternative forms of discipline are 

used, in a manner consistent with the child’s human dignity.” 

(18 June 2010, CRC/C/BEL/CO/3-4, paras. 7, 8, 39 and 40) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee notes with satisfaction the numerous initiatives taken in the area of child abuse, 

including sexual abuse, such as the Law on the Criminal Protection of Minors (of 28 November 2000), 

amendments to the Criminal Code and the adoption of article 22 bis of the Constitution concerning the 

protection of the child’s moral, physical and sexual integrity. But it remains concerned that corporal 

punishment is not expressly prohibited by law. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 
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a) take legislative measures to prohibit corporal punishment of children in the family, in schools and in 

institutions;  

b) continue to carry out public education campaigns about the negative consequences of corporal 

punishment, and promote positive, non-violent forms of discipline;  

c) establish effective procedures and mechanisms to receive, monitor and investigate complaints, and 

to intervene where necessary....” 

(13 June 2002, CRC/C/15/Add.178, paras. 23 and 24) 

 

First report 

“…The Committee further encourages the State party to consider reforming its legislation with a view 

to ensuring the prohibition of corporal punishment within the family.” 

(20 June 1995, CRC/C/15/Add.38, para. 15) 

 



 12 

BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA 

Second to fourth report 

“While noting as positive that corporal punishment is unlawful in schools and as a sentence for crime 

and disciplinary measure in penal institutions throughout the State party and in the home since the 

adoption of the 2005 Law on Protection from Domestic Violence, the Committee expresses serious 

concern that corporal punishment in the home remains widespread in the State party. Furthermore, the 

Committee is concerned at the wide acceptance of a certain degree of violence in ‘disciplining’ 

children. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party take all appropriate measures to explicitly prohibit 

corporal punishment in all settings, including the domestic context, throughout its territory. 

Furthermore, it recommends that the State party strengthen and expand awareness-raising and 

education programmes, including campaigns, in order to promote positive and alternative forms of 

discipline and respect for children’s rights with the involvement of children, while raising awareness 

about the adverse consequences of corporal punishment.” 

(29 November 2012, CRC/C/BIH/CO/2-4, paras. 39 and 40) 

 

First report 

“While the Committee notes the new legislative measures being undertaken in both Entities aimed at 

improving protection of children against violence in family (the new Family Law and the new Law on 

Protection from Domestic Violence), it is concerned that children are often and increasingly exposed 

to domestic violence and other forms of abuses, including sexual abuse. Furthermore, the Committee is 

concerned that corporal punishment in the home is not expressly prohibited in the State party. 

“In the light of article 19 of the Convention, the Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) make sure that the legislative measures currently being undertaken – namely, the new Family Law 

and the new Law on Protection from Domestic Violence – are expeditiously adopted and adequately 

implemented in both Entities; 

b) undertake a comprehensive study on violence against children, more particularly, on sexual abuse in 

order the assess the extent, the causes, scope and nature of this phenomenon; 

c) expressly prohibit corporal punishment at home and in institutions; 

d) strengthen awareness-raising and education campaigns with the involvement of children in order to 

prevent and combat child abuse and to promote positive, non-violent forms of discipline and respect 
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for children’s rights, while raising awareness about the negative consequences of corporal 

punishment….” 

(21 September 2005, CRC/C/15/Add.259, paras. 42 and 43) 
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BULGARIA 

Second report 

“While noting that corporal punishment is unlawful in the home, schools, the penal system, alternative 

care settings, and in situations of employment, the Committee is concerned that children are still 

victims of corporal punishment in all the above-mentioned settings. 

“The Committee urges the State party, to take into account its general comment No. 8 on the right of 

the child to protection from corporal punishment and other cruel or degrading forms of punishment 

(CRC/GC/2006/8), to enforce the ban of corporal punishment by: 

a) undertaking public and professional awareness-raising; 

b) promoting non-violent, positive, participatory methods of childrearing and education and 

reinforcing knowledge among children of their right to protection from all forms of corporal 

punishment; and 

c) bringing offenders before the competent administrative and judicial authorities.” 

(23 June 2008, CRC/C/BGR/CO/2, paras. 31 and 32) 

 

First report 

“In the light of articles 19, 34 and 37 (a), the Committee strongly recommends that the State party take 

all appropriate measures to prevent and combat corporal punishment, sexual abuse and exploitation 

and ill-treatment of children, including in institutions and in detention centres. The Committee 

suggests that corporal punishment be prohibited by civil legislation and that appropriate legal measures 

be taken to combat sexual abuse and exploitation of children….” 

(24 January 1997, CRC/C/15/Add.66, para. 30) 
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CROATIA 

Second report 

“The Committee welcomes the adoption of the Law on the Protection against Domestic Violence 

(2003), which prohibits corporal punishment within the family, and of various other legal instruments 

to prevent and combat domestic violence (e.g. Criminal Code, Family Act) but remains concerned 

about incidents of domestic violence. 

“In light of article 19 of the Convention, the Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) undertake a comprehensive study on violence, more particularly, on sexual abuse and violence at 

home and in school, in order to assess the extent, the causes, scope and nature of these violations; 

b) strengthen awareness-raising and education campaigns with the involvement of children in order to 

prevent and combat child abuse and to promote positive, non-violent forms of discipline and respect 

for children’s rights, while raising awareness about the negative consequences of corporal 

punishment….” 

(3 November 2004, CRC/C/15/Add.243, paras. 49 and 50) 
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CYPRUS 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee is concerned at the widespread social acceptance of corporal punishment in the State 

party. Furthermore, while noting that the State party’s Violence in the Family (Prevention and 

Protection of Victims) Law of 2000 prohibits corporal punishment, the Committee is concerned that 

article 54 of the State party’s Children Law (1956) allowing for ‘the right of any parent, teacher or 

other person having the lawful control or charge of the child to administer punishment to him’ is still 

in force.  

“The Committee recommends that the State party continue conducting awareness-raising and public 

education campaigns promoting alternative forms of discipline which are non-violent, and 

participatory forms of child-rearing and education. Furthermore, the Committee recommends that the 

State party explicitly repeal article 54 of its Children Law (1956) to ensure all of its legislation 

explicitly prohibits all forms of corporal punishment of children in all settings, including the home.” 

(10 August 2012, CRC/C/CYP/CO/3-4, paras. 29 and 30) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee recommends that the State party, in keeping with the findings of the Study, adopt 

adequate measures and policies to contribute to changing attitudes, including the prohibition of 

corporal punishment in the family supported by well targeted awareness campaigns on inter alia 

alternative ways of disciplining children. Furthermore it encourages the State party to adopt measures 

and ensure sufficient human and financial resources to ensure the implementation of the Law for the 

prevention of domestic violence. The Committee invites the State party to include specific information 

in its next periodic report on follow-up to cases of abuse reported to the social welfare services, as well 

as information on the announced second research on the extent of child abuse in Cyprus.” 

(6 June 2003, CRC/C/15/Add.205, para. 46) 

 



 17 

CZECH REPUBLIC 

Third/fourth report 

“While noting that the corporal punishment of children is prohibited in public care, the Committee 

notes with concern there that is still no legislation which explicitly prohibits corporal punishment of 

children in all settings, including in the family. The Committee is also concerned at the fact that 

according to surveys undertaken by the State party, the vast majority of Czech citizens expressed 

acceptance of corporal punishment in a child’s upbringing. 

“The Committee urges the State party to address the widespread tolerance of corporal punishment by, 

inter alia, conducting awareness-raising and public education programmes with a view to encouraging 

the use of alternative disciplinary measures in accordance with the inherent dignity of the child, and in 

doing so, ensure that corporal punishment is prohibited in all settings including the family. 

“The Committee welcomes the State party’s participation in the initiatives of the Council of Europe 

and the United Nations to prevent and ban the corporal punishment of children and the drawing up of a 

National Strategy of Preventing Violence against Children (2008-2018) as well as its accompanying 

National Action Plan (2009-2010).  

(4 August 2011, CRC/C/CZE/CO/3-4, paras. 39, 40 and 41) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee is concerned that there is no legislation explicitly prohibiting corporal punishment, 

and that it is practised in the family, in schools and in other public institutions, including alternative 

care contexts. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party take action to address ill-treatment and abuse 

committed against children in the family, in schools, in the streets, in institutions and in places of 

detention through, inter alia: 

f) taking all necessary steps to enact legislation prohibiting the use of corporal punishment in schools, 

institutions, in the family and in any other context; 

g) making use of legislative and administrative measures, as well as public education initiatives to end 

the use of corporal punishment and ensuring this is adhered to…. 

i) taking into account the Committee’s recommendations adopted at its day of general discussion on 

‘Violence against children within the family and in schools’ (CRC/C/111).” 

(18 March 2003, CRC/C/15/Add.201, paras. 40 and 41) 
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First report 

“The Committee is concerned that corporal punishment is still used by parents and that internal school 

regulations do not contain provisions explicitly prohibiting corporal punishment, in conformity with 

articles 3, 19 and 28 of the Convention.... 

“The Committee recommends that further measures to protect children from abuse and maltreatment 

be undertaken, in particular through the development of a widespread public information campaign for 

the prevention of corporal punishment at home, at school, and in other institutions.” 

(27 October 1997, CRC/C/15/Add.81, paras. 18 and 35) 
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DENMARK 

Fourth report 

“The Committee notes with concern that corporal punishment is lawful in the home and in alternative 

care settings in the Faroe Islands and that, although Government Circular No. 1 on School Discipline 

(12 January 1994) states that corporal punishment should not be used, there is no explicit prohibition 

in law.  

“The Committee urges the State party to take measures to ensure that corporal punishment is 

prohibited in all settings and throughout its territory and to conduct awareness-raising and public 

education programmes with a view to encouraging the use of alternative disciplinary measures in line 

with the inherent dignity of the child, while taking due account of the Committee’s general comment 

No. 8 (2006) on the right of the child to protection from corporal punishment and other cruel or 

degrading forms of punishment.” 

(7 April 2011, CRC/C/DNK/CO/4, paras. 38 and 39) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee notes with satisfaction that in 1997, the right of parents to use corporal punishment 

on their children was abolished by law. The Committee expresses further satisfaction at the nationwide 

awareness raising campaign undertaken to inform parents about the new legislation. The Committee 

notes the efforts to include material in minority languages as a follow-up to the campaign.” 

(10 July 2001, CRC/C/15/Add.151, para. 6) 
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ESTONIA 

First report 

“…The Committee also notes that all violence against children is prohibited. However, it remains 

concerned that there is still insufficient information on and awareness of the ill-treatment and abuse of 

children within the family, in schools and in institutions, as well as of domestic violence and its impact 

on children. Moreover, it is concerned that current efforts in this regard may have limited impact 

because of a lack of a comprehensive strategy and the inadequate allocation of resources. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

b) explicitly prohibit corporal punishment and take all measures to prevent all forms of physical and 

mental violence, including corporal punishment and sexual abuse of children in the family, in schools 

and in institutions; 

c) continue to carry out public education campaigns on the negative consequences of ill-treatment of 

children, and promote positive, non-violent forms of discipline as an alternative to corporal 

punishment…. 

j) take into account the Committee’s recommendations adopted at its day of general discussion on 

‘Violence against children within the family and in schools’ (CRC/C/111).” 

(17 March 2003, CRC/C/15/Add.196, paras. 30 and 31) 
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FINLAND 

Fourth report 

“The Committee also welcomes the adoption of policies and programmes, including: 

a) the National Action Plan to reduce corporal punishment of children for the period of 2010-2015; ... 

“The Committee welcomes the National Action Plan to eliminate corporal punishment of children for 

the period of 2010-2015. However it remains concerned that corporal punishment continues to be 

tolerated and used, particularly in the home. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party ensure full implementation of the laws prohibiting 

corporal punishment in all settings, inter alia, through systematic awareness raising among adults and 

children, the promotion of appropriate positive, non-violent forms of discipline, continuous monitoring 

paying particular attention to parents of children requiring special support, parents having difficulties 

in their child rearing practices.” 

(20 June 2011, CRC/C/FIN/CO/4 Advanced Unedited Version, paras. 5, 35 and 36) 

 

Second report 

“Although the State party was the second State in the world to prohibit all corporal punishment of 

children in the family in its Child Custody and Rights of Access Act of 1983, the Committee is 

concerned at the number of cases of violence against children, including sexual abuse in their homes. It 

also regrets the lack of information on this phenomenon. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party consider taking additional measures to prevent and, 

where this has not been possible, to identify in a timely manner instances of violence against children 

within families, to intervene at an early stage, and to develop child-friendly programmes and services 

for prevention, treatment and rehabilitation with personnel specially trained to work with children.” 

(16 October 2000, CRC/C/15/Add.132, paras. 39 and 40) 
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FRANCE 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee regrets that some of the concerns and recommendations (CRC/C/15/Add. 240) it 

made upon consideration of the State party’s second periodic report have been insufficiently 

addressed, particularly those relating to … corporal punishment….  

“While taking note of the State party’s assertion that all forms of physical corporal punishment are 

prohibited in the French Penal Code, the Committee reiterates its concern that corporal punishment, in 

particular in the home, as well as in schools, remains widespread, especially in the Overseas 

Departments and Territories, and that a specific provision to prohibit explicitly corporal punishment 

against children is still missing. 

“Reiterating its previous recommendation and in accordance with its General Comment No. 8, the 

Committee recommends that the State party explicitly prohibit corporal punishment in all settings, 

including in the family, in schools, in institutions and other childcare settings, increase awareness-

raising in this respect and promote the value of education without violence according to article 28, 

para. 2 of the Convention. In this endeavour, the Committee further recommends that the State party 

follow-up on the Council of Europe’s campaign to achieve full prohibition of all forms of corporal 

punishment which it has signed up for.” 

(11 June 2009, CRC/C/FRA/CO/4 Advance Unedited Version, paras. 6, 57 and 58) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee welcomes the fact that the State party considers corporal punishment totally 

unacceptable and inadmissible, however it remains concerned that corporal punishment is not 

explicitly prohibited in the family, in schools, in institutions and in other childcare settings. 

“The Committee encourages the State party to expressly prohibit corporal punishment by law in the 

family, in schools, in institutions and in other childcare settings. It further recommends awareness-

raising and promotion of positive, non-violent forms of discipline, especially in families, schools and 

care institutions in light of article 28, paragraph 2, of the Convention.” 

(30 June 2004, CRC/C/15/Add.240, paras. 38 and 39) 
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First report 

“The Committee would also like to suggest that further awareness-raising and educational measures be 

undertaken to prevent child abuse and the physical punishment of children.” 

(25 April 1994, CRC/C/15/Add.20, para. 24) 
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GEORGIA 

Third report 

“While noting the legal prohibition of corporal punishment in school as stipulated in Article 19 of the 

Law on General Education, the Committee notes with concern that corporal punishment in the home 

remains lawful. Furthermore the Committee concerned that corporal punishment continues to occur in 

the home as well as schools and institutions. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party adopt legislation explicitly prohibiting all forms of 

corporal punishment of children in all settings, including the home. The State party should also 

conduct awareness raising and public education campaigns against corporal punishment and promote 

positive, non-violent forms of discipline as an alternative to corporal punishment, while taking due 

account of the General Comment no. 8 of the Committee on the Right of the Child to Protection from 

Corporal Punishment and Other Cruel or Degrading Forms of Punishment (2006).” 

(23 June 2008, CRC/C/GEO/CO/3, paras. 31 and 32) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee welcomes the fact that the State party considers corporal punishment totally 

unacceptable and inadmissible. However, the Committee notes that the prohibition of corporal 

punishment, referred to in the second periodic report of Georgia to the Human Rights Committee (see 

CCPR/C/GEO/2000/2, paragraph 117), refers only to the educational system and institutional care 

establishments, and regrets that corporal punishment is not explicitly prohibited in the family. 

“The Committee encourages the State party expressly to prohibit corporal punishment in the family in 

legislation and to fully implement the prohibition of the use of violence, including corporal 

punishment, in schools and institutions, inter alia, by promoting positive, non-violent forms of 

discipline, especially in families, schools and care institutions in light of article 28 (2) of the 

Convention.” 

(27 October 2003, CRC/C/15/Add.222, paras. 44 and 45)  

 

First report 

“While the Committee notes that corporal punishment in schools is prohibited by law and that there is 

an intention also to prohibit its use within the family, it is concerned that this type of punishment 

continues to be used in schools, families and care institutions. 
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“The Committee recommends that the State party take legislative measures to prohibit all forms of 

physical and mental violence, including corporal punishment, within the family, schools and care 

institutions. The Committee further recommends that the State party, through, for example, public 

awareness campaigns, promote positive, non-violent forms of discipline as an alternative to corporal 

punishment, especially in families, the schools and care institutions.” 

(28 June 2000, CRC/C/15/Add.124, paras. 42 and 43) 
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GERMANY 

Second report 

“The Committee welcomes the introduction in 2000 of the law to prohibit violence in the upbringing 

of children, which prohibits corporal punishment within the family, and of various other legal 

instruments to fight against domestic violence (e.g. 2002 Act for Further Improving Children’s Rights) 

but remains concerned that there is a lack of comprehensive data and information on the impact of the 

new legislation….” 

(26 February 2004, CRC/C/15/Add.226, para. 40) 

 

First report 

“…The Committee encourages the State party to pursue its efforts towards changing attitudes with a 

view to eradicating all forms of violence against children, including the use of corporal punishment 

within the family. In this regard, it further encourages that, in the ongoing process of reform of the 

Civil Code, consideration be given to the incorporation of an absolute ban on corporal punishment.” 

(27 November 1995, CRC/C/15/Add.43, para. 30) 
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GREECE 

Second/third report 

“The Committee notes with appreciation the adoption of the following legislative measures: … 

d) Law No. 3500/2006 on domestic violence, which also prohibits corporal punishment….” 

(13 August 2012, CRC/C/GRC/CO/2-3, para. 3) 

 

First report 

“The Committee is concerned that: 

a) as indicated in the State party’s report, about 60 per cent of parents practice corporal punishment of 

children;  

b) although corporal punishment is prohibited by law in schools, it is not prohibited in the family. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) prohibit all forms of violence against children, including corporal punishment, by law in all 

contexts, including in the family; 

b) undertake education and awareness campaigns to inform, among others, teachers, parents and 

medical and law enforcement personnel about the harm of violence, including corporal punishment, 

and about alternative, non-violent, forms of educating children.” 

(1 Feb 2002, CRC/C/15/Add.170, paras. 42 and 43) 
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HUNGARY 

Second report 

“The Committee notes with appreciation a number of positive developments in the reporting period, 

including: … 

d) the prohibition of corporal punishment in the home by amendment of the Act on the Protection of 

Children in 2004…. 

“The Committee is concerned that corporal punishment in schools, despite being prohibited by the 

Hungarian Child Education Act, continues to occur. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party undertake measures, including corrective ones, in 

order to sensitise professionals within the educational system, in particular teachers, about their 

obligation to refrain from resorting to corporal punishment. In addition, the Committee recommends 

that awareness-raising campaigns be implemented in order to inform children of their rights.” 

(17 March 2006, CRC/C/HUN/CO/2, paras. 3, 54 and 55) 
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ICELAND 

Second report 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) raise awareness among parents, other caretakers, and the public at large of the prohibition of 

corporal punishment – including in the family – under existing legal provisions; 

b) continue to strengthen and expand the coverage of the Children’s House concept throughout the 

State party; 

c) conduct 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….” 

(31 January 2003, CRC/C/15/Add.203, para. 29) 
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IRELAND 

Second report 

“While noting that the prohibition of corporal punishment within the family is under review and that 

parental educational programmes have been developed, the Committee is deeply concerned that 

corporal punishment within the family is still not prohibited by law. 

“The Committee reiterates its previous recommendation (CRC/C/15/Add.85 para. 39) and urges the 

State party to: 

a) explicitly prohibit all forms of corporal punishment in the family; 

b) sensitize and educate parents and the general public about the unacceptability of corporal 

punishment; 

c) promote positive, non-violent forms of discipline as an alternative to corporal punishment; and 

d) take into account the Committee’s general comment No. 8 (2006) on the right of the child to 

protection from corporal punishment and other cruel or degrading forms of punishment.” 

(29 September 2006, CRC/C/IRL/CO/2, paras. 39 and 40) 

 

First report 

“The Committee is concerned about the lack of prohibition in legislation of corporal punishment 

within the family. In the view of the Committee, this contravenes the principles and provisions of the 

Convention. The Committee is also concerned about the existence of child abuse and violence within 

the family and the lack of mandatory reporting mechanisms for cases of child abuse. 

“The Committee suggests that the State party take all appropriate measures, including of a legislative 

nature, to prohibit and eliminate the use of corporal punishment within the family. The Committee also 

suggests that awareness-raising campaigns be conducted to ensure that alternative forms of discipline 

are administered in a manner consistent with the child’s human dignity and in conformity with the 

Convention….” 

(4 February 1998, CRC/C/15/Add.85, paras. 16 and 39) 
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ITALY 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee is concerned at the prevalence of corporal punishment in the home, in particular that 

many parents still find it appropriate to use slapping as a means of discipline. The Committee is also 

concerned that the State party has not yet passed legislation explicitly prohibiting all forms of corporal 

punishment in all settings, including in the home (CRC/C/15/Add.41, para. 20), despite the Supreme 

Court ruling on prohibition of corporal punishment. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party reform domestic legislation to ensure the explicit 

prohibition of all forms of corporal punishment in all settings, including in the home, taking into 

account the Committee’s general comment No. 8 (2006) on the right of the child to protection from 

corporal punishment and other cruel or degrading forms of punishment, and general comment No. 13 

(2011) on the right of the child to freedom from all forms of violence. The Committee further 

recommends that the State party raise awareness among parents and the general public on the impact 

of corporal punishment on the well-being of children, and on positive alternative methods of discipline 

in accordance with the rights of the child.” 

(31 October 2011, CRC/C/BHR/CO/2-3, paras. 34 and 35) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee … is concerned at the prevalence of bullying in schools and at the lack of 

consideration of the views of children within education. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: … 

d) ensure that legislation throughout the State party reflects article 12 of the Convention and respects 

children’s rights to express their views and have them given due weight in all matters concerning their 

education, including school discipline.” 

(18 March 2003, CRC/C/15/Add.198, paras. 43 and 44) 

 

First report 

“The Committee is preoccupied by the existence of child abuse, including physical and sexual abuse 

and violence within the family, and the insufficient protection afforded by the Penal Code in this 

regard, as well as the lack of adequate measures for the psycho-social recovery of child victims of such 

abuses.... 
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“The Committee also suggests that the clear prevention and prohibition of torture or other cruel, 

inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, as well as a ban on corporal punishment within the 

family, be reflected in the national legislation.” 

(27 November 1995, CRC/C/15/Add.41, paras. 12 and 20) 
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LATVIA 

Second report 

“The Committee welcomes the explicit prohibition of corporal punishment in the Law on the 

Protection of the Rights of the Child, but remains concerned that corporal punishment and other 

degrading practices continue to be practised within schools and in other institutions. The Committee is 

also concerned that while regional inspectors are mandated to investigate cases of corporal 

punishment, the sanctions they impose may not always be adequate, and that it is difficult to suspend 

or dismiss the offenders. 

“The Committee reiterates its previous recommendation to ban from practice corporal punishment and 

other degrading practices in all settings, and to encourage the State party to strengthen measures to 

promote alternative forms of discipline in schools and other institutions for children, inter alia, by 

strengthening sanctions and bringing offenders to justice, including through the suspension of 

offenders from schools and institutions.” 

(28 June 2006, CRC/C/LVA/CO/2, paras. 30 and 31) 

 

First report 

“While noting that the Law on the Protection of the Rights of the Child of 1998 explicitly prohibits 

corporal punishment, the Committee expresses its concern at the still widespread use of corporal 

punishment, in particular within the family and in school and other institutions. 

“In light of articles 19 and 28(2) of the Convention, the Committee encourages the State party to 

develop measures to raise awareness on the harmful effects of corporal punishment and to promote 

alternative forms of discipline in families to be administered in a manner consistent with the child’s 

dignity and in conformity with the Convention. It also recommends the effective enforcement of the 

ban on corporal punishment in school and other institutions.” 

(21 February 2001, CRC/C/15/Add.142, paras. 27 and 28) 
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LIECHTENSTEIN 

Second report 

“The Committee is concerned that all forms of corporal punishment are not specifically prohibited by 

law in all settings where it may occur. 

“The Committee urges the State party to prohibit expressly by law all forms of corporal punishment, in 

particular in the family and in private alternative care settings. The State party is further encouraged to 

undertake awareness-raising campaigns and education programmes aimed at parents, professionals and 

children concerning non-violent forms of discipline and participatory forms of child-rearing and 

education, and to study the prevalence of corporal punishment of children in the family.” 

(16 March 2006, CRC/C/LIE/CO/2, paras. 22 and 23) 
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LITHUANIA 

Second report 

“While welcoming measures taken to bring national legislation into conformity with the Convention, 

notably the Strategy of State Policy on Child Welfare and its implementation plan for 2005-2012 …, 

the Committee notes that the national legislation in some areas, inter alia, protection from violence, 

corporal punishment and physical and psychological recovery and reintegration of the child victim, has 

still not been brought into full conformity with the Convention. 

“While welcoming the commitment from the State party during the dialogue to prohibit corporal 

punishment in the family, the Committee remains concerned at the continued use of corporal 

punishment, in particular within the family, due to the generally tolerant attitude towards this practice. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) explicitly prohibit corporal punishment in the family and implement existing prohibitions; 

b) conduct a comprehensive study to assess the causes, nature and extent of corporal punishment as 

well as an evaluation of the impact of measures undertaken so far by the State party to reduce and 

eliminate corporal punishment; and 

c) develop measures to raise awareness on the harmful effects of corporal punishment with a view to 

changing the general attitude towards this practice and promote positive, non-violent, participatory 

forms of childrearing and education.” 

(17 March 2006, CRC/C/LTU/CO/2, paras. 8, 37 and 38) 

 

First report 

“The Committee expresses its concern at the widespread use of corporal punishment, in particular 

within the family and in institutions, due to the generally tolerant attitude towards this practice. 

Further, it notes the lack of data and information available on this topic. 

“In light of articles 19, 28(2) and 37 of the Convention, the Committee recommends that the State 

party adopt appropriate legislative measures to explicitly prohibit the use of any form of corporal 

punishment within the family. It also encourages the State party to develop measures to raise 

awareness on the harmful effects of corporal punishment with a view to changing the general attitude 

towards this practice. The State party should promote alternative forms of discipline in families, 

schools and other institutions, administered in a manner consistent with the child’s dignity and in 

conformity with the Convention. The Committee also recommends that the ban on corporal 

punishments in schools and other institutions be enforced.” 
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(21 February 2001, CRC/C/15/Add.146, paras. 25 and 26) 
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LUXEMBOURG 

Second report 

“The Committee notes with satisfaction that various concerns and recommendations 

(CRC/C/15/Add.92) made upon the consideration of the State’s initial report (CRC/C/41/Add.2) have 

been addressed through legislative measures and policies. However, it regrets that some of its concerns 

and recommendations have been insufficiently addressed, particularly those contained in ... 

[paragraph] 31 (the absence of a provision prohibiting corporal punishment within the family and in 

care institutions)…. 

“The Committee continues to be concerned that there is no legislation explicitly prohibiting corporal 

punishment within the family and that this practice seems to be largely accepted in the society. 

“The Committee, reiterating its previous recommendation, urges the State party to introduce a 

provision expressly prohibiting corporal punishment within the family, and to strengthen its efforts to 

raise awareness among parents and care-givers of alternative non-violent forms of discipline.” 

(31 March 2005, CRC/C/15/Add.250, paras. 6, 38 and 39) 

 

First report 

“In the light of articles 3, 5, 19 and 28.2 of the Convention, concern is expressed that corporal 

punishment within and outside the family is not specifically prohibited by law.... 

“In the light of articles 3, 19 and 28.2, the Committee recommends that corporal punishment at home 

and in care institutions be explicitly prohibited by law.” 

(24 June 1998, CRC/C/15/Add.92, paras. 13 and 31) 
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MALTA 

Second report 

“The Committee, while welcoming the State party’s efforts to implement the Committee’s concluding 

observations of June 2000 on the State party’s initial report (CRC/C/15/Add.129), notes with regret 

that some of the recommendations, contained therein have not been fully addressed. 

“The Committee urges the State party to take all necessary measures to address those 

recommendations in the concluding observations of the initial periodic report under the Convention 

that have not been implemented or sufficiently implemented, particularly those related to … corporal 

punishment.….  

“The Committee notes as positive the Foundation for Social Welfare Services “Blue Ribbon” 

campaign to promote positive parenting that was launched in 2010. However, the Committee regrets 

that, notwithstanding its previous recommendation (CRC/C/15/Add.129, para. 30) to explicitly 

prohibit corporal punishment, the State party continues to lack legislation explicitly prohibiting 

corporal punishment in all settings. The Committee is particularly concerned that corporal punishment 

is permitted and prevalent in the home and alternative care contexts as so-called “reasonable 

chastisement” under articles 229 and 339 of the State party’s Criminal Code and article 154 of its Civil 

Code.  

“The Committee recommends that the State party take all appropriate measures to explicitly prohibit 

corporal punishment in all settings and ensure that this prohibition is adequately monitored and 

enforced. Furthermore, it recommends that the State party strengthen and expand awareness-raising 

and education campaigns, in order to promote positive and alternative forms of discipline and respect 

for children’s rights, with the involvement of children, while raising awareness about the adverse 

consequences of corporal punishment on children.” 

(18 June 2013, CRC/C/MLT/CO/2, paras. 8, 9, 36 and 37) 

 

First report 

“While the Committee takes note that the use of corporal punishment in schools has been prohibited 

and that the draft Children Act includes a prohibition on physical punishment, it remains concerned 

that corporal punishment and ‘reasonable chastisement’ in the home is not legally banned. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party take all effective measures, including legal ones, to 

include an explicit prohibition on the use of corporal punishment in the home; to ensure that this 
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prohibition is adequately monitored and enforced, both at home and in the schools; and to promote 

positive, non-violent forms of discipline as an alternative to corporal punishment in the home.” 

(28 June 2000, CRC/C/15/Add.129, paras. 29 and 30) 
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REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA 

Second/third report 

“The Committee is concerned at reports that corporal punishment is a common phenomenon at home 

and is frequently used to discipline children at school. The Committee also regrets the absence of 

official statistics on corporal punishment of children by parents. 

“In light of the Committee’s general comment No. 8 (2006) on the right of the child to protection from 

corporal punishment and other cruel or degrading forms of punishment, the Committee recommends 

that the State party enforce the legislative prohibition of corporal punishment in all settings, including 

through awareness-raising campaigns aimed at families, the school system and other educational 

settings.” 

(20 February 2009, CRC/C/MDA/CO/3, paras. 37 and 38) 

 

First report 

“The Committee notes the establishment of a National Centre for the Prevention of Child Abuse, but is 

nevertheless concerned about the extent of domestic violence, the absence of a legislative framework, 

the lack of standardized procedures for the identification, reporting, investigation and prosecution of 

cases of neglect, ill-treatment and abuse, the lack of a legal prohibition of corporal punishment in 

schools, institutions and at home, and the limited availability of skilled services for the support of 

victims.  

“In light of article 19 of the Convention, the Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) undertake studies on domestic violence, violence against children, ill-treatment and abuse, including 

sexual abuse, in order to assess the extent, scope and nature of these practices; 

b) take all necessary steps to introduce the legal prohibition of the use of corporal punishment in 

schools and other institutions and at home; 

c) adopt and implement effectively adequate multidisciplinary measures and policies, including public 

campaigns, and contribute to changing attitudes; 

d) investigate effectively cases of domestic violence and ill-treatment and abuse of children, including 

sexual abuse within the family, within a child-sensitive inquiry and judicial procedure, in order to 

ensure better protection of child victims, including the protection of their right to privacy…. 

f) take into account the Committee’s recommendations adopted at its day of general discussion on 

violence against children within the family and in schools (see CRC/C/111).” 
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(31 October 2002, CRC/C/15/Add.192, paras. 31 and 32) 
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MONACO 

First report 

“The Committee is concerned that corporal punishment is not prohibited under law. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party prohibit the practice of corporal punishment in the 

family and conduct information campaigns targeting, among others, parents, children, law enforcement 

and judicial officials and teachers, explaining children’s rights in this regard and encouraging the use 

of alternative forms of discipline in a manner consistent with the child’s human dignity and in 

conformity with the Convention, especially articles 19 and 28.2.” 

(8 June 2001, CRC/C/15/Add.158, paras. 26 and 27) 
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MONTENEGRO 

First report 

“The Committee is concerned at the lack of information provided by the State party on the prohibition 

of corporal punishment. Furthermore, the Committee is concerned that corporal punishment is widely 

practiced in the family, in schools, in institutions, in the juvenile justice system and in other settings. 

Furthermore, the Committee is deeply concerned at the high prevalence of use of corporal punishment 

against children with disabilities. 

“The Committee urges the State party, by taking into account its general comment No. 8 on the right of 

the child to protection from corporal punishment and other cruel or degrading forms of punishment 

(CRC/GC/2006/8), to: 

a) amend all relevant laws to ensure that corporal punishment is explicitly prohibited in all settings, 

including the family and alternative care settings, and ensure the effective implementation of these 

laws; 

b) conduct awareness-raising campaigns to inform the public about the negative impact of corporal 

punishment on children and actively involve children and the media in the process; 

c) promote non-violent, positive, participatory methods of childrearing and education and reinforcing 

knowledge among children of their right to protection from all forms of corporal punishment; and 

d) bring offenders before the competent administrative and judicial authorities.” 

(1 October 2010, CRC/C/MNE/CO/1 Advance Unedited Version, paras. 36 and 37) 
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NETHERLANDS 

Third report 

“The Committee is concerned that corporal punishment in the home is not prohibited in Aruba, and 

that it is still being used at schools, day-care centres and in the home in the Netherlands Antilles. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party prohibit corporal punishment by law and enforce the 

prohibition in all settings, including in the family, the schools and out of home placements. It also 

recommends that the State party conduct awareness-raising campaigns and parenting education 

programmes to ensure that alternative forms of discipline are used, in a manner consistent with the 

child’s human dignity and in conformity with the Convention, especially article 28, paragraph 2, while 

taking due account of general comment No. 8 (2006) on the right of the child to protection from 

corporal punishment and other cruel or degrading forms of punishment.” 

(27 March 2009, CRC/C/NLD/CO/3, paras. 36 and 37) 

 

Second report 

“… The Committee is also concerned that there is no legal prohibition on corporal punishment in the 

family. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

d) explicitly prohibit corporal punishment in law throughout the State party and 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.” 

(26 February 2004, CRC/C/15/Add.227, paras. 43 and 44) 

 

First report 

“The Committee welcomes the recent efforts to establish a network of child abuse reporting and 

counselling centres and the plans to strengthen child abuse monitoring and reporting systems. 

However, the Committee remains concerned about the growth in reported cases of child abuse and 

about the level of protection available to children. The Committee urges the State party to give 

increased priority to the prompt implementation and support of monitoring and reporting systems 

based on the position paper of the Ministries of Justice, and Health, Welfare and Sport concerning the 

prevention of child abuse and the protection and rehabilitation offered to victims of child abuse. 

Furthermore, the Committee recommends that the State party, in line with developments in other 
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European countries, take legislative measures to prohibit the use of all forms of mental and physical 

violence against children, including corporal punishment, within the family.” 

(26 October 1999, CRC/C/15/Add.114, para. 17) 
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NORWAY 

Third report 

“The Committee is concerned that children who are exposed to violence within the family do not 

always receive sufficient care and assistance. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party continue to strengthen its efforts to provide adequate 

assistance to children who are exposed to violence within the family or whose parents are psychiatric 

patients and/or drug abusers, including through: ... 

d) public education campaigns about the negative consequences of ill-treatment and preventive 

programmes, including family development programmes promoting positive, non-violent forms of 

discipline.” 

(21 September 2005, CRC/C/15/Add.263, paras. 27 and 28) 
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POLAND 

Second report 

“The Committee notes the establishment of the ‘Blue Card’ programme to address family violence, but 

is concerned that child abuse, and violence in the home and in schools, remain a problem in the State 

party.… Furthermore, the Committee is concerned that corporal punishment is widely practised in the 

home, in schools and other institutions, such as prisons, and in alternative care contexts. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

d) expressly prohibit corporal punishment in the home, schools and all other institutions; 

e) 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.” 

(30 October 2002, CRC/C/15/Add.194, paras. 34 and 35) 

 

First report 

“The Committee regrets that appropriate measures have not yet been taken to effectively prevent and 

combat corporal punishment and ill-treatment of children in schools or in institutions where children 

may be placed. The Committee is also preoccupied by the existence on a large scale of child abuse and 

violence within the family and the insufficient protection afforded by the existing legislation in that 

regard.... 

“The Committee further suggests that the clear prohibition of torture or other cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment or punishment, as well as the ban on corporal punishment in the family, be 

reflected in the national legislation. In this field, the Committee also suggests the development of 

procedures and mechanisms to monitor complaints of maltreatment and cruelty within or outside the 

family. Moreover, special programmes should be set up to promote physical and psychological 

recovery and social reintegration of children victims of any form of neglect, abuse, exploitation, 

torture or ill-treatment in an environment which fosters the health, self-respect and dignity of the 

child.” 

(15 January 1995, CRC/C/15/Add.31, paras. 18 and 30) 
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PORTUGAL 

Second report 

“Noting its 1995 concluding observations, the Committee is concerned that corporal punishment 

continues to be practiced within the family, there is a lack of legislation prohibiting such punishment, 

and that insufficient measures have been adopted to prevent corporal punishment in this context. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) adopt legislation prohibiting corporal punishment in the family and in any other contexts not 

covered by existing legislation; 

b) develop mechanisms to end the practice of corporal punishment, including the use of information 

campaigns targeting parents, teachers and children; 

c) promote positive, participatory, non-violent forms of discipline as an alternative to corporal 

punishment at all levels of society; 

d) develop mandatory reporting systems for professionals working with children who detect the use of 

corporal punishment in the family.” 

(6 November 2001, CRC/C/15/Add.162, paras. 26 and 27) 

 

First report 

“The Committee is worried about the insufficient measures adopted to prevent and fight abuse and 

corporal punishment, in particular within the family.... 

“The Committee recommends that the authorities take the necessary measures, including the 

implementation of a national policy, to prevent abuse and corporal punishment of children, including 

within the family.” 

(27 November 1995, CRC/C/15/Add.45, paras. 15 and 23) 
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ROMANIA 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee notes with appreciation that following the adoption of Law No. 272/2004, the State 

party has now explicitly prohibited all forms of corporal punishment. The Committee is, however, 

concerned that given the prevalence of corporal punishment in the home prior to the prohibition, as 

well as the persistence of attitudes and low level of involvement in known cases by the general 

population, the practice of corporal punishment persists in the home, The Committee notes that 

corporal punishment persists also in schools and institutional settings despite the fact that they have 

been prohibited by law for several decades.  

“The Committee recommends that the State party, taking into account the Committee’s general 

comment No. 8 (2006) on the right of the child to protection from corporal punishment and other cruel 

or degrading forms of punishment, intensify its awareness-raising and public education campaigns, in 

order to promote the use of alternative non-violent forms of child-rearing in accordance with the 

Convention and Council of Europe 2009-2011 Strategy for Building a Europe for and with children.” 

(30 June 2009, CRC/C/ROM/CO/4, paras. 58 and 59) 

 

Second report 

“… [The Committee] is also concerned that corporal punishment and other forms of abuse and neglect 

continue to be practised in the family. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) expressly prohibit corporal punishment in the home, school and institutions; 

b) promote alternative methods of discipline;… 

g) reinforce its efforts to prevent and combat domestic violence and abuse, including through 

awareness-raising campaigns designed to change public attitudes.” 

(18 March 2003, CRC/C/15/Add.199, paras. 42 and 43) 

 



 50 

RUSSIAN FEDERATION 

Third report 

“The Committee regrets that some of the concerns it expressed and the recommendations it made 

(CRC/C/15/Add.110) after its consideration of the State party’s second periodic report 

(CRC/C/65/Add.5) have not been sufficiently addressed, inter alia those concerning ... protection from 

torture and corporal punishment.... 

“The Committee is concerned that corporal punishment is not prohibited in the family and in 

alternative care settings. It is also concerned that corporal punishment of children remains socially 

acceptable in the State party and it is still practised in families and in places where it has been formally 

prohibited, such as schools. 

“The Committee urges the State party to: 

a) to explicitly prohibit by law all forms of corporal punishment in the family and in alternative care 

settings; 

b) to prevent and combat the practice of corporal punishment of children in the family, in schools and 

other institutions by effectively implementing legislation; 

c) to conduct awareness-raising and public education campaigns against corporal punishment and 

promote non-violent, participatory forms of discipline. 

“The Committee is concerned at reports that a large number of children in institutions are subject to 

abuse by their educators. The Committee is also concerned that abused children who are exposed to 

violence within the family and in institutions do not always receive sufficient care and assistance and 

that not enough is being done with regard to prevention (and prevention interventions) and awareness 

arising in this area. 

“The Committee recommends that the State Party continue to strengthen its efforts to provide adequate 

assistance to children who are exposed to violence within the family and in institutions, including 

through: 

f) public education campaigns about the negative consequences of ill-treatment and preventive 

programmes, including family development programmes, promoting positive, non-violent forms of 

discipline.” 

(23 November 2005, CRC/C/RUS/CO/3, paras. 7, 36, 37, 46 and 47) 
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Second report 

“The Committee is concerned at allegations of widespread practice of torture and ill-treatment, and 

conditions amounting to inhuman or degrading treatment, of children living in institutions in general 

and in places of detention or imprisonment in particular - including acts committed by law 

enforcement officials involving corporal punishment. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party take appropriate measures to bring to an end and 

prevent these practices and to duly investigate allegations and punish perpetrators of such acts. The 

Committee also endorses the implementation of the recommendations made by the Committee against 

Torture and the Special Rapporteur on torture with regard to these concerns. 

“Further, the Committee recommends that the State party monitor and bring to an end corporal 

punishment practices in institutions.” 

(10 November 1999, CRC/C/15/Add.110, paras. 28, 29 and 30) 
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SAN MARINO 

First report 

“The Committee welcomes the information that article 234 of the Penal Code also includes the 

prohibition of corporal punishment, but is concerned at the lack of any concrete statistical data and 

other information on the prevention and prevalence of and intervention in cases of child abuse and 

neglect. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party undertake awareness-raising campaigns on the 

negative impact of corporal punishment. Furthermore, the State party should undertake studies to 

assess the prevalence and nature of violence against children and develop a comprehensive plan of 

action based on this study for the prevention of and intervention in cases of child abuse and neglect, 

including the provision of services for recovery and social reintegration of victims, taking into account 

the recommendations of the Committee adopted at its days of general discussion on children and 

violence (see CRC/C/100, para. 688 and CRC/C/111, paras. 701-745).” 

(27 October 2003, CRC/C/15/Add.214, paras. 21 and 22) 
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SERBIA 

First report 

“The Committee is particularly concerned that corporal punishment in the family remains lawful and 

continues to be a widely used disciplinary method.  

“The Committee urges the State party to expressly prohibit and enforce by law all corporal punishment 

in the family. The State party is further encouraged to undertake awareness-raising campaigns and 

education programmes on non-violent forms of discipline, to conduct research into the prevalence of 

corporal punishment of children in the family and other settings, and to enforce the law.” 

(20 June 2008, CRC/C/SRB/CO/1, paras. 46 and 47) 
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SLOVAK REPUBLIC 

Second report 

“The Committee notes with appreciation that corporal punishment in schools, alternative care contexts, 

and the penal system is unlawful and notes that the new Penal Code protects children from physical 

and psychological violence, insults, abuse, neglect and mistreatment without referring explicitly to 

corporal punishment. While the Committee welcomes the Government’s stated intention to prohibit 

corporal punishment in the home, it nevertheless expresses its concern that, to date, corporal 

punishment within the home remains lawful. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party, taking into account the Committee’s general 

comment No. 8 (2006) on the right of the child to protection from corporal punishment and other cruel 

or degrading forms of punishment, take steps to ensure that corporal punishment is explicitly 

prohibited by law in all settings, including the home, and that the State party intensify its awareness-

raising campaigns, in order to promote the use of alternative non-violent forms of discipline in a 

manner consistent with article 28, paragraph 2, of the Convention.” 

(10 July 2007, CRC/C/SVK/CO/2, paras. 36 and 37) 

 

First report 

“In light of articles 19 and 39 of the Convention, the Committee recommends that the State party 

ensure that all forms of physical and mental violence, including corporal punishment and sexual abuse 

of children in the family, schools and care institutions, are prohibited. Attention should be given to 

ensuring that the abused child is not victimized in legal proceedings; strengthening programmes for the 

rehabilitation and reintegration of abused children; and addressing sociocultural barriers that inhibit 

victims from seeking assistance. The Committee recommends that the State party continue to 

undertake public education campaigns about the negative consequences of ill-treatment of children, 

including within the family. The Committee encourages the State party to continue to promote the use 

of the hotline and other mechanisms to receive complaints throughout the country; to use the 

disaggregated data collected as a basis for designing preventive and other measures; and to evaluate 

progress in this area.” 

(23 October 2000, CRC/C/15/Add.140, para. 32) 
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SLOVENIA 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee reiterates its previous concern about the absence of a legal prohibition of corporal 

punishment within the home (CRC/C15/Add.230, para 40). While welcoming the enactment of the 

Family Violence Protection Act in 2008, the Committee regrets that the law prohibits only physical 

violence and only within the family. The Committee is also concerned that corporal punishment in 

penal institutions, although unlawful as a disciplinary measure under the Constitution and Criminal 

Code, is not explicitly prohibited. Similarly, the Committee notes with concern that, although corporal 

punishment is unlawful in educational day-care centres and residential school institutions, it is not 

explicitly prohibited in other forms of alternative care. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party explicitly prohibit in its national legislation corporal 

punishment in all settings including at home and amend the Criminal Code as well as the Foster Care 

Act. This should be undertaken with the objective of prohibiting corporal punishment in penal 

institutions as well as in all forms of alternative care. It is recommended that the State party strengthen 

its efforts to address corporal punishment, in particular within the family, by launching awareness-

raising programmes, including campaigns on positive, non-violent and participatory forms of child-

rearing, and promote alternative non-violent forms of discipline to corporal punishment.” 

(8 July 2013, CRC/C/SVN/CO/3-4, paras. 37 and 38) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee is concerned that there is no legislation explicitly prohibiting corporal punishment 

within the home and that the latest draft amendments to the Marriage and Family Relations Act do not 

envisage such a prohibition. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party strengthen its efforts to address ill-treatment of 

children in the family, including by raising awareness of alternative non-violent forms of discipline 

through public campaigns. The Committee also urges the State party to consider introducing an 

explicit prohibition on corporal punishment of children in the family, either in the draft amendments to 

the Marriage and Family Relations Act or in the special act on preventing violence in the family 

currently in preparation.” 

(26 February 2004, CRC/C/15/Add.230, paras. 40 and 41) 
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SPAIN 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee highly welcomes the amendment of art. 154 of the Civil Code on corporal 

punishment by deleting, in line with the Committee’s previous recommendations  (CRC/C/15/Add. 

185 of 13 June 2002), provisions that parents could reasonably and moderately correct their children, 

and including that parental authority must always be exercised for the benefit of children, according to 

their personality “and with respect for their physical and psychological integrity.” It further welcomes 

the efforts made through sensitization campaigns such us “Corregir no es Pegar” to promote positive 

non-violent forms of discipline. It reiterates its concern that corporal punishment, in particular in the 

home, continues to be socially accepted. 

“The Committee recommends the State party to continue its efforts through awareness-raising 

campaigns and parenting education programmes to ensure that positive non-violent forms of discipline 

are used, in a manner consistent with the child’s human dignity and in conformity with the 

Convention, especially article 28, paragraph 2, while taking due account of general comment No. 8 

(2006) on the right of the child to protection from corporal punishment and other cruel and degrading 

forms of punishment.” 

(29 September 2010, CRC/C/ESP/CO/3-4 Advance Unedited Version, paras. 34 and 35) 

 

Second report 

“... the Committee deeply regrets that article 154 of the Civil Code, stating that parents ‘may 

administer punishment to their children reasonably and in moderation’, has not yet been revised…. 

“The Committee reiterates its previous recommendation to amend article 154 in order to delete the 

reference to reasonable chastisement. It further recommends that the State party: 

a) prohibit all forms of violence, including corporal punishment, in the upbringing of children, in 

conformity with article 19 of the Convention;  

b) conduct awareness campaigns and promote alternative forms of discipline in families.” 

(13 June 2002, CRC/C/15/Add.185, paras. 30 and 31) 

 

First report 

“Furthermore, the Committee expresses concern at the wording of article 154 of the Spanish Civil 

Code which provides that parents ‘may administer punishment to their children reasonably and in 
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moderation’, which may be interpreted to allow for actions in contradiction with article 19 of the 

Convention.... 

“Furthermore, the Committee encourages the Spanish authorities to pursue the law reform to ensure 

full compliance of the domestic legislation with the provisions of the Convention. In this regard, the 

Committee recommends that the law reform include the review of the language used in legal 

provisions and, in particular, the revision of article 154 of the Spanish Civil Code stating that parents 

‘may administer punishment to their children reasonably and in moderation’, in order to bring it into 

full conformity with article 19.” 

(24 October 1994, CRC/C/15/Add.28, paras. 10 and 18) 
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SWEDEN 

Fourth report 

“The Committee recommends that the State Party continue and strengthen its efforts to provide 

adequate assistance to children who are victims of child abuse, including through:...  

f) public awareness-raising and education campaigns about the negative consequences of ill-treatment 

and preventive programmes, including family development programmes, promoting positive, non-

violent forms of discipline.” 

(12 June 2009, CRC/C/SWE/CO/4 Advance Unedited Version, para. 39) 
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SWITZERLAND 

First report 

“While noting that corporal punishment is prohibited in schools, the Committee is concerned that 

according to the jurisprudence of the Federal Tribunal, corporal punishment is not considered as 

physical violence if it does not exceed the level generally accepted by society. In addition, the 

Committee is concerned that corporal punishment within the family is not prohibited under law. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party explicitly prohibit all practices of corporal 

punishment in the family, schools and in institutions and conduct information campaigns targeting, 

among others, parents, children, law enforcement and judicial officials and teachers, explaining 

children’s rights in this regard and encouraging the use of alternative forms of discipline in a manner 

consistent with the child’s human dignity and in conformity with the Convention, especially articles 19 

and 28, paragraph 2.” 

(7 June 2002, CRC/C/15/Add.182, paras. 32 and 33) 
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“THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA” 

Second report 

“While welcoming the strengthening of anti-torture provisions through amendments of the Criminal 

Code and the amending of the Law on the Ombudsman in 2009 to bring the institution in line with the 

Optional Protocol to the Convention Against Torture, the Committee is deeply concerned about 

allegations of solitary confinement, corporal punishment and use of batons in the Educational-

Correctional Institution.  

“The Committee recommends that the State party take immediate measures to remove batons and to 

abolish the use of corporal punishment in the Educational-Correctional Institution. In line with article 

37(c), the State party should review or limit as much possible the use of solitary confinement in the 

Institution. 

“While noting the prohibition of corporal punishment in schools and in the penal system, the 

Committee is concerned that applicable law is not interpreted as prohibiting corporal punishment in the 

home and about the high prevalence of physical punishment and aggression in the family. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) prohibit corporal punishment in the home as a matter of urgency; 

b) undertake a review of current legislation with a view to identifying protection gaps and ending the 

use of corporal punishment in all areas, including in schools, in the home, in the penal system, and in 

alternative care settings; 

c) take due account of the Committee’s General Comment No. 8 on the right of the child to protection 

from corporal punishment and other cruel and degrading forms of punishment (CRC/C/GC/8).” 

(11 June 2010, CRC/C/MKD/CO/2 Advance Unedited Version, paras. 38, 39, 40 and 41) 

 

First report 

“Recognising the State party’s efforts to end corporal punishment practices in schools, the Committee 

is nevertheless concerned that such practices have not been entirely ended in schools and also continue 

outside of the school context. 

“The Committee urges the State party to continue its efforts to end corporal punishment practices in 

schools, to monitor and record the use of corporal punishment against children in all contexts, and to 

make every effort to prevent the practice of corporal punishment including through its prohibition by 
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law. The Committee further encourages the State party to undertake campaigns to raise the awareness 

of parents, in particular, of the harmful effects of corporal punishment.” 

(23 February 2000, CRC/C/15/Add.118, paras. 23 and 24) 
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TURKEY 

Second/third report 

“The Committee welcomes efforts by the State party to implement the Committee’s concluding 

observations of 2001 on the State party’s initial report (CRC/C/15/Add.152). Nevertheless, the 

Committee notes with regret that several of these concluding observations have not been significantly 

addressed….  

“The Committee urges the State party to take all necessary measures to address the recommendations 

in the concluding observations on the initial report that have not yet been implemented fully or 

sufficiently, including those on such issues … corporal punishment…. 

“The Committee takes note of the amendment to the Civil Code (2002) to remove parents’ ‘right to 

correction of their children,’ as well as the amendments to the State party’s criminal legislation to 

prohibit corporal punishment as a sentence for a crime and as a disciplinary measure in penal 

institutions. The Committee however remains concerned that corporal punishment is still not explicitly 

prohibited in the home and in alternative care settings. The Committee is concerned at reports that 

corporal punishment is considered acceptable in homes and has, in some cases, been used in 

psychiatric facilities and rehabilitation centres. The Committee notes that while corporal punishment is 

prohibited in schools, reports indicate prevalence of the practice in addition to a continued perception 

among adults of its educational value, which raises grave concerns over the interpretation and 

implementation of the ban on corporal punishment in schools.  

“The Committee reiterates its concerns, as expressed in previous concluding observations 

(CRC/C/THA/CO/2, paras. 40 and 41) and in line with its general comments No. 13 (2011) on the 

right of the child to freedom from all forms of violence and No. 8 (2006) on the right of the child to 

protection from corporal punishment and other cruel or degrading forms of punishment, with respect to 

measures to combat all forms of violence against children, and recommends that the State party:  

a) eliminate the practice of corporal punishment, including by explicitly prohibiting corporal 

punishment in the home and in alternative care settings;  

b) monitor the implementation of the prohibition of corporal punishment in schools, including by 

investigating and taking appropriate action against perpetrators;  

c) develop measures to raise awareness on the harmful effects of corporal punishment and promote 

alternative forms of discipline in families. 

“The Committee welcomes the improvements in the education system since the State party’s previous 

report…. However, the Committee is concerned about: … 
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d) widespread prevalence of violence in schools, ranging from verbal to physical violence…. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: … 

d) strengthen its programmes on violence in schools, including strict adherence to the prohibition of 

corporal punishment and fostering a spirit of non-violence among children….” 

(20 July 2012, CRC/C/TUR/CO/2-3, paras. 6, 7, 44, 45, 58 and 59) 

 

First report 

“The Committee expresses its deep concern that physical punishment in the home is culturally and 

legally accepted and that only ‘excessive punishment’ resulting in physical injury is prohibited by the 

Penal Code. It also notes with concern that, although prohibited, corporal punishment is used in 

schools and other institutions. 

“In the light of articles 3, 19 and 28(2) of the Convention, the Committee encourages the State party to 

develop measures to raise awareness on the harmful effects of corporal punishment and promote 

alternative forms of discipline in families, to be administered in a manner consistent with the child’s 

dignity and in conformity with the Convention. It also recommends that the ban on corporal 

punishments in school and other institutions be enforced effectively.” 

(9 July 2001, CRC/C/15/Add.152, paras. 47 and 48) 
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UKRAINE 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee is deeply concerned about the significant number of allegations of physical ill-

treatment of detainees, including children, notably during initial questioning in district police stations. 

In particular, the Committee is gravely concerned at alleged cases of torture and ill-treatment of 

juveniles by Militsia officers to extract confessions and of migrant children while in the custody of the 

Ukraine State Border Guard Services. The Committee is further concerned at reports of widespread 

use of corporal punishment in the home, despite its prohibition in the home, in schools, the penal 

system and alternative care settings. In this context, the low level of awareness and understanding 

among children and among the public about children’s rights and about the prohibition of such acts is 

of serious concern to the Committee. 

“The Committee urges the State party to take all necessary measures to prevent and eliminate torture 

and all forms of ill-treatment of children, and, in particular: … 

e) to end all forms of corporal punishment in the home and other settings by ensuring effective 

implementation of the existing legislative prohibition, including through awareness-raising campaigns 

and public education promoting positive and non-violent child-rearing.” 

(21 April 2011, CRC/C/UKR/CO/3-4, paras. 41 and 42) 

 

Second report 

“The Committee welcomes the new Protection of Domestic Violence Act 2001, but remains concerned 

that it has not yet been implemented. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) conduct a study to assess the nature and extent of ill-treatment, abuse and neglect of children in the 

home, and design policies and programmes to address them; 

b) establish effective procedures and mechanisms to receive, monitor, and investigate complaints, 

including intervening where necessary, and investigate and prosecute instances of ill-treatment and all 

forms of domestic violence, including corporal punishment, ensuring that the abused child is not 

victimized in legal proceedings and that his/her privacy is protected…. 

d) take into consideration the recommendations of the Committee adopted at its days of general 

discussion on violence against children (CRC/C/100, para.688 and CRC/C/111, paras.701-745). 
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e) 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.” 

(9 October 2002, CRC/C/15/Add.191, paras. 41 and 42) 

 

First report 

“The Committee regrets that appropriate measures have not yet been taken to effectively prevent and 

combat ill-treatment of children in schools or in institutions where children may be placed. The 

Committee is also preoccupied by the existence on a large scale of child abuse and violence within the 

family and the insufficient protection afforded by the existing legislation and services in that regard. 

The problem of sexual exploitation of children also requires special attention.... 

“The Committee further suggests that the clear prohibition of torture or other cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment or punishment, as well as a ban on corporal punishment in the family, be reflected 

in the national legislation. The Committee also suggests the development of procedures and 

mechanisms to monitor complaints of maltreatment and cruelty within or outside the family….” 

(27 November 1995, CRC/C/15/Add.42, paras. 14 and 29) 
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UNITED KINGDOM 

Third/fourth report 

“The Committee, while welcoming the State party’s efforts to implement the concluding observations 

on previous State party’s reports, notes with regret that some of the recommendations contained 

therein have not been fully implemented, in particular: 

a) with respect to the concluding observations on the second periodic report of the United Kingdom 

(CRC/C/15/Add.188), those recommendations related, inter alia, to ... corporal punishment (paras. 35-

38)... 

c) with respect to the initial report of the United Kingdom – Isle of Man (CRC/C/15/Add.134) those 

regarding, inter alia, corporal punishment (paras. 26-27).... 

“The Committee urges the State party to take all necessary measures to address those 

recommendations from the concluding observations of the previous reports that have not yet – or not 

sufficiently – been implemented as well as those contained in the present concluding observations. In 

this context, the Committee draws the attention of the State party to its general comment No. 5 (2003) 

on general measures of implementation of the Convention on the Rights of the Child. 

“The Committee notes that the State party has reviewed the use of physical restraint and solitary 

confinement to ensure that these measures are not used unless absolutely necessary and as a measure 

of last resort. However, the Committee remains concerned at the fact that, in practice, physical 

restraint on children is still used in places of deprivation of liberty. 

“The Committee urges the State party to ensure that restraint against children is used only as a last 

resort and exclusively to prevent harm to the child or others and that all methods of physical restraint 

for disciplinary purposes be abolished. 

“The Committee, while noting amendments to legislation in England, Wales, Scotland and Northern 

Ireland which restrict the application of the defence of ‘reasonable chastisement’, is concerned that this 

defence has not been removed. The Committee welcomes the commitment of the National Assembly 

in Wales to prohibiting all corporal punishment in the home, but notes that under the terms of 

devolution it is not possible for the Assembly to enact the necessary legislation. The Committee is 

concerned at the failure of State party to explicitly prohibit all corporal punishment in the home and 

emphasizes its view that the existence of any defence in cases of corporal punishment of children does 

not comply with the principles and provisions of the Convention, since it would suggest that some 

forms of corporal punishment are acceptable. 

“The Committee is further concerned that corporal punishment is lawful in the home, schools and 

alternative care settings in virtually all overseas territories and crown dependencies. 
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“The Committee, reiterating its previous recommendations (CRC/C/15/Add.188, para. 35), in the light 

of its general comment No. 8 on ‘the right of the child to protection from corporal punishment and 

other cruel or degrading forms of punishment’, as well as noting similar recommendations made by the 

Human Rights Committee; the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women; and 

the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, recommends that the State party: 

a) prohibit as a matter of priority all corporal punishment in the family, including through the repeal of 

all legal defences, in England and Wales, Scotland, and Northern Ireland, and in all Overseas 

Territories and Crown Dependencies; 

b) ensure that corporal punishment is explicitly prohibited in schools and all other institutions and 

forms of alternative care throughout the United Kingdom and in the overseas territories and crown 

dependencies; 

c) actively promote positive and non-violent forms of discipline and respect for children’s equal right 

to human dignity and physical integrity, with a view to raising public awareness of children’s right to 

protection from all corporal punishment and to decreasing public acceptance of its use in childrearing; 

d) provide parental education and professional training in positive child-rearing.” 

(20 October 2008, CRC/C/GBR/CO/4, paras. 6, 7, 38, 39, 40, 41 and 42) 

 

Second report 

“While noting the entry into force of the Human Rights Act 1998, which incorporates the rights 

enshrined in the European Convention on Human Rights into domestic law, the Committee is 

concerned that the provisions and principles of the Convention on the Rights of the Child – which are 

much broader than those contained in the European Convention – have not yet been incorporated into 

domestic law, nor is there any formal process to ensure that new legislation fully complies with the 

Convention. The Committee notes that the devolved administrations have introduced some legal 

reforms to ensure compatibility with the Convention such as ensuring that the education system in 

Scotland complies with article 12 and that corporal punishment in the day-care system in Wales is 

prohibited, but remains concerned that the State party does not ensure that its legislation is compatible 

with the Convention throughout its territory. 

“The Committee encourages the State party to incorporate into domestic law the rights, principles and 

provisions of the Convention in order to ensure that all legislation complies with the Convention and 

that the provisions and principles of the Convention are widely applied in legal and administrative 

proceedings. The State party is also encouraged to provide training in the provisions of the Convention 

and to disseminate the Convention more widely. 
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“The Committee welcomes the abolition of corporal punishment in all schools in England, Wales and 

Scotland following its 1995 recommendations (ibid., para. 32) but is concerned that this abolition has 

not yet been extended to cover all private schools in Northern Ireland. It welcomes the adoption by the 

National Assembly for Wales of regulations prohibiting corporal punishment in all forms of day care, 

including childminding, but is very concerned that legislation prohibiting all corporal punishment in 

this context is not yet in place in England, Scotland or Northern Ireland.  

“In light of its previous recommendation (ibid., para. 31), the Committee deeply regrets that the State 

party persists in retaining the defence of ‘reasonable chastisement’ and has taken no significant action 

towards prohibiting all corporal punishment of children in the family.  

“The Committee is of the opinion that the Government’s proposals to limit rather than to remove the 

‘reasonable chastisement’ defence do not comply with the principles and provisions of the Convention 

and the aforementioned recommendations, particularly since they constitute a serious violation of the 

dignity of the child (see similar observations of the of the Committee on Economic, Social and 

Cultural Rights, E/C.12/1/Add.79, para. 36). Moreover, they suggest that some forms of corporal 

punishment are acceptable, thereby undermining educational measures to promote positive and non-

violent discipline. 

“The Committee recommends that the State party: 

a) with urgency adopt legislation throughout the State party to remove the ‘reasonable chastisement’ 

defence and prohibit all corporal punishment in the family and in any other contexts not covered by 

existing legislation; 

b) promote positive, participatory and non-violent forms of discipline and respect for children’s equal 

right to human dignity and physical integrity, involving children and parents and all those who work 

with and for them, and carry out public education programmes on the negative consequences of 

corporal punishment.” 

(9 October 2002, CRC/C/15/Add.188, paras. 8, 9, 35, 36, 37 and 38) 

 

First report 

“The Committee is disturbed about the reports it has received on the physical and sexual abuse of 

children. In this connection, the Committee is worried about the national legal provisions dealing with 

reasonable chastisement within the family. The imprecise nature of the expression of reasonable 

chastisement as contained in these legal provisions may pave the way for it to be interpreted in a 

subjective and arbitrary manner. Thus, the Committee is concerned that legislative and other measures 

relating to the physical integrity of children do not appear to be compatible with the provisions and 
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principles of the Convention, including those of its articles 3, 19 and 37. The Committee is equally 

concerned that privately funded and managed schools are still permitted to administer corporal 

punishment to children in attendance there which does not appear to be compatible with the provisions 

of the Convention, including those of its article 28, paragraph 2.... 

“The Committee is also of the opinion that additional efforts are required to overcome the problem of 

violence in society. The Committee recommends that physical punishment of children in families be 

prohibited in the light of the provisions set out in articles 3 and 19 of the Convention. In connection 

with the child’s right to physical integrity, as recognized by the Convention, namely in its articles 19, 

28, 29 and 37, and in the light of the best interests of the child, the Committee suggests that the State 

party consider the possibility of undertaking additional education campaigns. Such measures would 

help to change societal attitudes towards the use of physical punishment in the family and foster the 

acceptance of the legal prohibition of the physical punishment of children. 

“… Legislative measures are recommended to prohibit the use of corporal punishment in privately 

funded and managed schools.” 

(15 February 1995, CRC/C/15/Add.34, paras. 16, 31 and 32) 

 


