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THAILAND (third/fourth report – CRC/C/THA/3-4)
Corporal punishment in the home
Corporal punishment is lawful in the home. Article 1567(2) of the Civil and Commercial Code states that those with parental authority over children have the right to impose “reasonable” punishment for the purpose of discipline. Provisions against violence and abuse in the Penal Code, the Child Protection Act (2003), the Criminal Procedure Code, the Domestic Violence Act (2007) and the Constitution (1997) are not interpreted as prohibiting all corporal punishment in childrearing.

Corporal punishment outside the home
Corporal punishment is unlawful in schools under the Ministry of Education Regulation on Student Punishment (2005) and the National Committee on Child Protection Regulation on Working Procedures of Child Protection Officers Involved in Promoting Behaviour of Students (2005), pursuant to article 65 of the Child Protection Act.
In the penal system, corporal punishment is prohibited as a sentence for crime under the Revised Penal Code (2003), but as at 2010, provisions in the Establishment of Juvenile and Family Court and Procedure Act (1991) allowing courts to order flogging of children and young people in observation and protection centres (article 39) had not been repealed.
Corporal punishment is prohibited as a disciplinary measure in penal institutions by the Ministry of Justice Regulation on Children and Youth Punishment and Provisional Permission for Children and Youth (2003) pursuant to the Child Protection Act. However, the Establishment of Juvenile and Family Court and Procedure Act allows the Director of an observation and protection centre to order a child to be flogged for disciplinary breaches. The Training Arrangement for Certain Groups of Children Act (1936) provides for whipping up to 10 strokes of children in correctional schools, vocational training schools and penitentiaries (article 11). The Ministry of Interior Regulation on Punishment of Certain Groups of Children Regulation (1937) specifies that the rod to be used must not exceed 75cm in length and 0.5cm in diameter (regulation 4). As at 2010, these provisions had not been repealed.
Corporal punishment is lawful in alternative care settings. Under article 61 of the Child Protection Act an owner, guardian of safety, and staff of a nursery, remand home, welfare centre, safety protection centre and development and rehabilitation centre must not mentally or physically assault or impose harsh punishment on any child under their care and guardianship, “except where such acts are reasonably applied for disciplinary purposes in accordance with the regulations specified by the Minister”. Article 65 of the Act provides for punishment of children which must be “carried out reasonably for disciplinary purposes”.
A number of research studies have documented the nature and prevalence of corporal punishment of children in Thailand. For example, interview research in China, Colombia, Italy, Jordan, Kenya, Philippines, Sweden, Thailand and the US, found that in Thailand 58% of girls and 72% of boys had experienced “mild” corporal punishment (spanking, hitting, or slapping with a bare hand; hitting or slapping on the hand, arm, or leg; shaking; or hitting with an object) and 5% of girls and 3% of boys had experienced severe corporal punishment (hitting or slapping the child on the face, head, or ears; beating the child repeatedly with an implement) by someone in their household in the past month.[footnoteRef:1] A study funded by the National Health Foundation revealed the continued use of corporal punishment in schools despite prohibition, with up to 60% of teachers saying they strongly believed corporal punishment was the right method to use with students.[footnoteRef:2] The Government’s written reply to the list of issues raised by the Committee on the Rights of the Child in 2005 gives the following figures for children aged 6-12 and 13-17 experiencing domestic violence in 2003: being yelled at/scolded 45.9% and 51.5% respectively; being cursed with bad words 31.1% and 32.1%; being condemned 6.0% and 8.2%; being compared to an animal 8.3% and 11.8%; being whipped/caned 27.9% and 7.8%; being thrown at with an object 6.6% and 7.2%; having hair pulled 5.0% and 2.2%; being slapped 3.7% and 3.0%; being kicked and punched 2.9% and 2.5%; being trampled on 1.4% and 0.9%; having head knocked against the wall 0.7% and 0.2%; and being burned with a cigarette 0.3% and 0.1%.[footnoteRef:3] [1:  Lansford, J. et al. (2010), “Corporal Punishment of Children in Nine Countries as a Function of Child Gender and Parent Gender”, International Journal of Pediatrics]  [2:  Reported in The Nation, 17 November 2006]  [3:  Associate Prof. L. Mohsuwan et al. (2003), reported in Ministry of Social Development and Human Security, Replies to the List of Issues Sent by The United Nations Committee on the Rights of the Child, CRC/C/THA/Q/2/Add.1, 2005] 


The Committee on the Rights of the Child first expressed concern at corporal punishment of children in Thailand, and recommended prohibition in all settings, in 1998, in its concluding observations on the initial state party report (CRC/C/15/Add.97, para. 21). Following examination of the second report in 2006 the Committee again recommended prohibition in all settings, including the home and care settings (CRC/C/THA/CO/2, paras. 39, 40, 41, 76 and 77).
[bookmark: _GoBack]In light of the Committee’s General Comment No. 8 on “The right of the child to protection from corporal punishment and other cruel or degrading forms of punishment” and the importance of eradicating this form of violence given by the UN Secretary General’s Study on Violence against Children, we hope the Committee will again raise the issue in its List of Issues for Thailand, in particular asking what steps have been taken to ensure that children are protected in law from all forms of corporal punishment in all settings, including the home. We hope the Committee will subsequently recommend that corporal punishment is explicitly prohibited in the home and all other settings as a matter of urgency and that all provisions authorising corporal punishment of children are removed from the statute books.
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