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Theanti-smacking |lobby concentrateson persuading
parentsnot to smack and persuading the government
to prohibit smacking by law. Thereismuch evidence
that smacking childrenisunnecessary and dangerous,
and yet smacking continuesto bewidely practised
and accepted in Britain. Our literature review found
two underlying reasonsfor thiscontradiction: beliefs
that children are human becomingsrather than full
human beings and support for parentsrights’ over
children’shuman rights. We suggest that the anti-
smacking lobby’simportant work will havelimited
effect until it tackles these two issues, and make
comparisons with debates on domestic violence
against womentoillustrate our argument. Copyright
© 2003 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.

UK Children Bill

The Children Bill has received Royal Assent to
become the Children Act 2004. It createsthe post
of Children'sCommissioner, new Loca Safeguarding
Children Boards, aduty of carefor many agencies
and makesin an offenceto hit achild if it causes
mental harm or leavesamark ontheskin.

Source: Hansard 15 November 2004
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/
cm200304/cmhansrd/cm041115/debtext/41115-
01.ntm#41115-01 spnewO
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2November 2004 The NSPCC (National Society
for thePrevention of Crudty to Children), theleading
UK NGO specidising in child protection and the
prevention of cruelty to children has criticised
proposed anendmentstothe Children Bill for failing
to protect children from physical assault. It warns
that plansare badly thought-through, dangerousand
unfair on children and parentsalike. Parliament has
rejected the NSPCC's call to abolish the outdated
law which sanctionsthe physical punishment of
children and deniesthem the samelegal protection
from assault as adults already enjoy. Instead, the
House of Commonsopted for achangeinthelaw
that defines an acceptable threshold of violence
towardschildren. “Bad legal reformisworsethan
no legal reform and that is what these proposals
amount to. Violencetowardschildrenisdtill legaly
acceptable - aslong asyou are careful not to leave
amark. Thelaw needsto send out aclear message
that itisjust aswrong to hit achild asitisto hit an
adult,” says Mary Marsh, director and chief
executiveof theNSPCC. Whileactual bodily harm
of achildwill bemadeillegal, common assault of
children by their parents will remain legal. The
NSPCC isconcerned that thereformscould create
widespread confusionfor parentsabout what forms
of physical disciplinearelegally acceptable and
which arenot. TheNSPCC aso warnsthat thereis
likely to beanincreaseinthe prosecution of parents.
“Law reform on this issue should not be about
prosecuting parentsfor committing minor assaults
but should be about preventing them hittinginthe
first place. We need alaw that saysthat violence
towards childreniswrong, to set aclear standard
for non-violencein thefamily homeand help us
promote positiveaternativesto hitting. “ However,
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we should take comfort from the fact that these
reformswill haveavery limited shelf-life.

The UK Government is bound by a range of
internationa humanrights' treatieswhichmeanitis
only a matter of time before children get equal
protection from assault - no more, noless.”

New Smacking Laws (UK)

New smacking laws may prove unworkable as
doctors will not want, or will be unable, to give
evidence when parents are prosecuted, an expert
haswarned. Professor Sarah Stewart-Brown, from
Warwick Medica School, said thelaw for England
and Waleswastoo ambiguousfor doctorsto offer
judgementson. Lucy Thorpe, apolicy adviser for
the Nationa Society for the Prevention of Cruelty
to Children (NSPCC), said the ban would create
“lega ambiguity, widespread confusionfor parents
and professional uncertainty for thoseworkingwith
childrenandfamilies’.

Source: BBC Online
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/hed th/4023271.9m
19 November 2004

Bristish Medical Journal

TheBritish Medical Journal looks at how health
professondswill haveto copewith theconsegquences
of the new smacking legislation as they will be
required to adjudicate on whether apunishment has
left amark or caused mental harm.

Source: British Medical Journal
http://bmj.bmjjournals.com/cgi/content/full/329/
7476/195?maxtoshow=& HITS=10& hits=10&
RESULTFORMVIAT=& fulltext=amedking& andorexadtfulliex
t=and& searchid=1100876083694_1083

1& stored _search=& FIRSTINDEX=0& sor

Statistics Canada

The organization Statistics Canada (http://
www.statcan.calstart.ntml) hasreleased resultsof a
study authored by Eleanor Thomas, “ Aggressive
Behaviour Outcomesfor Young Children: Changes
in Parenting Environment Predicts Changes in
Behaviour.” Thisstudy observed 2000 children

between ages 2-4, then studied again at ages 8-9.
The study found that having parentswho said they
often used physical punishment or yelled at thechild
corrdaed with having a39% higher scoreof bullying
and other aggressiveness at age 2-4. By age 8-9
this correlated with 89% higher aggressiveness
scores. Thomas noted that occasional physical or
verbal reprimand was not considered apunitive,

environment but that extremesof such parenting style
did seem linked to devel oping aggressivenessin
childrenaswell.

We acknowledge the NSPCC Library &
Information Service's CASPAR Email as the
source for this news.

/Thoughtson compar ativedataon Australia’?
educational participation and outcomes:
OECD report Education at aglance: OECD
indicators- 2004 edition by Or ganisation for
Economic Cooper ation and Development

By Graham Vimpani

AlthoughAustralians aged 25- 64 years have one
of the highest number of yearsinformal education
of any OECD country (around 13 years — only
Norway, the Netherlands, Denmark, Germany,
| celand do better) they have one of the highest rates
(38%) leaving school bel ow upper secondary (what
do they do there???). They also have one of the
highest rates of Tertiary education participation -
30% - with only the US, Japan, Canada, Norway,
Sweden, and Finland doing better. Seemslikemore
of usfall off theladder of opportunity - serioudly,
doesn’t thispoint to avery divided society interms
of educational experience/opportunity? I’d feel
more confident about that conclusion if it wasn't
for the fact that the group with less than upper
secondary educationisonly around 12%inthe US.

Only 61% of 25-64 year old Australians have
attained at least upper secondary education
comparedto 76%inNZ, 64%in UK, 87%in US,
82% in Sweden. The trend line in educational
attainment of this population group in upper
secondary and post-secondary non-tertiary
educationiscompletely staticfor Australiaover the

\period 1991 - 2002 unlikeall other countries.
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