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Abstract

A survey design was employed to find out the pefoapof teachers towards the use of punishment in
Sancta Maria primary school Onitsha, Anambra Stotgeria. Fifty-eight teachers were studied.
Questionnaire was used for data collection. Meahzatest were used for data analysis. It was fdhatl
the teachers perceived scolding and verbal assaute pupil, making a pupil stay back after school
dismissal, pupil's fetching of water, pupil washivfgschool's toilet, sending the pupil out of thass, and
seizing or denying the pupil of his or her belomggiras unacceptable forms of punishment. Givingthm!
knock on the head, slapping or beating the pugih\wands, kicking and pushing the pupil with legsd
pulling the pupil's ear or hair are unacceptablthéoteachers. The teachers perceived the pupiting of
grasses, the pupil kneeling down or standing féorey time, the pupil scrubbing the floor of thesda
flogging the pupil with stick or cane and the pupileeping the whole class as acceptable punishment
measures. Teachers' gender, age and years ofrigaekperience make no significant difference irirthe
perception towards the use of punishment.

Keywords. Perception, punishment, teachers, primary sclysoider, age, years of teaching experience.

1. Introduction

The school is a microcosm of the society where ldiglipline is expected to be observed and maiathin
among its members especially the students or pugiisnci (2009) noted that schools are meant tmhe

of the safest places where students fulfill theluaational practices. There has been high prevalefc
indiscipline among learners in all level of Nigeri@aducational system including primary schools. The
teachers and administrators in Nigerian primaryosth have employed different strategies to curb
indiscipline among pupils. Such strategy is the afggunishment. Punishment refers to the applicatiba
negative stimulus to reduce or eliminate a behaidmerican Academy of Pediatrics 1998). They farth
classified punishment for children into verbal ie@nds and corporal punishment. Corporal punishrisent
the use of physical force with the intention of siag a child pain, but not injury, for the purposke
correction or control of the child's behaviour & 2001). Punishment especially corporal punishimes
received attention at the international commungyaaviolation of a child's right. Most common stotsé
behaviour problems include coming to school latet doing assigned work, disrespecting teachers,
skipping classes, stealing, and vandalizing schmolperty (Manguvoet al. 2011). Kilimci (2009)
maintained that corporal punishment is adopted dvade in many schools. Krajewsla al. (1998)
reported that not completing assignment, cheatititjicks on teachers, stealing through force, aagryi
weapons, and sexual activity were the disciplinebf@ms among secondary school students. Some of the
school teachers and administrators use punishneemt \®ay restoring discipline among the pupils and
students. Corporal punishment includes a wide tyaidé methods such as hitting, slapping, spanking,
punching, kicking pinching, shaking, shoving, chakiuse of various objects (i.e. wooden paddlels,be
sticks, pins, or others), painful body posturegiisas placing in closed spaces), use of electoclshuse

of excessive exercise drills, or prevention of arior stool elimination (Gershoff & Bitensky 2007,
McClure & May 2008). The type of punishment depemagely on the socio-cultural environment
surrounding the child. In a school setting, pumisht can range from slapping, beating or kicking,
kneeling down or standing for a long time, scoldargd verbal assault, cutting grasses, fetching nwvate
knock on the head, pulling of ears, sweeping ayrtg of the school environment, sending a puptlafu
the class, seizure and denial of a pupil's belayggiamong others. Use of corporal punishment, daugpr

to Tan & Yuanshan (1999) has been banned in somm&ries such as United States, Canada, Austratia an
lately in Hong Kong, and also in South African salso(Cicognhani 2004). In Zambia, corporal punishinen
in schools is unlawful. Meanwhile corporal punisimis still lawful in Nigerian homes and schoolslie
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penal system both as a sentence for crime andi@siplinary measure in penal institutions (Newa€D7).
Use of punishment especially corporal punishmerst lgen argued as a means of correcting children.
Some researchers (Straus 2003; Hyman 1990) aresaghie use of corporal punishment as it is a
maltreatment and psychological abuse of the cHiltey further condemned it pointing out its harmful
effect such as somatic complaints, increase anxéénges in personality and depression. GersBof2)
stated that corporal punishment increases aggresai lowers the level of moral internalizatiordan
mental health. Robinsoeat al. (2005) noted that running away, fear of teachee)ifigs of helplessness,
humiliation, aggression, and destruction at home @nschool, abuse and criminal activities areside
effects of corporal punishment. Corporal punishmentNigerian children results to ocular injuries
(Oluwakemi & Kayode 2007). Other researchers likairind (1996), and Larzelere (1996) supported the
use of corporal punishment emphasizing that itvala means of discipline. The academic succesailtlin
and fitness of a punished pupil may be affectethea®r she may loose interest and withdraw from the
teacher and school activities including sports tuthe psycho-social effects associated with punésit.
Studies (Socolar & Stein 1995; Flynn 1998; Behyal. 1998) revealed that parents tend to view corporal
punishment as most appropriate for children of gresl age and least appropriate for infants and for
children age 5 years and older. Corporal punishmenschools is an ineffective, dangerous and
unacceptable method of discipline (United State’020An individual's perception on the use punishime
can be influenced by some socio-demographic fatitarggender, religion, age, among others and teach
cannot be exempted. In Nigerian schools espeqgiaitgary schools, punishments are mostly adminigtere
to pupils by the teachers. This is why it is neaggso find out teachers' perception towards the afs
punishment as a means of correcting pupils' unwedcbehaviours in Nigerian primary schools. Sancta
Maria Primary school in Onitsha, Anambra State egsored for the study.

2. Hypotheses

1. There is no significant difference in the peta®p of male and female teachers towards the use of
punishment.

2. There is no significant difference in the petmapof teachers towards the use of punishmenglition

to age.

3. Years of teaching experience make no significkfférence in the teachers' perception towardsuge

of punishment.

3. Methods

A descriptive survey design was adopted for thislgias it tries to describe events and behavicuthey
occur in their natural setting at a particular pamtime. The population comprises of all the B&8dhers in
Sancta Maria primary school Onitsha, Anambra Staemsidering the small size of the population ttad

58 teachers were studied as sample for the studyinstrument for data collection was a 4-point ified
Likert-type response options of "Very AcceptableVAj (4points), "Acceptable” (A) (3points),
"Unacceptable” (UA) (2points), and "Very Unaccepedl{VUA) (1point). The instrument comprises of
sections A and B. Section A elicited personal infation of the teachers in relation to gender, agel,
years of teaching experience. The section B wasctstred on questions addressing punishment. The
instrument had a reliability coefficient of 0.79 sl was calculated using Pearson Product Moment
correlation.

Fifty-eight copies of questionnaire were distrililite the teachers but only 52 copies were retugiddg

a return rate of 89.66 per cent. Descriptive dietisof mean was used to answer the research qossti
while inferential statistics of z-test was employedest the null hypotheses at 0.05 level of igamnce. A
criterion mean of 2.50 was used as a bench martakimg decision. Any item mean or grandmean that i
equal to or greater than 2.50 was considered a&eptable” while any item mean or grandmean thigsis
than 2.50 was considered to be "unacceptable".

4. Analysis Results
Table 1: Perception of Teachers Towards the Use of Punishmen

S/n Forms off VA A UA VUA TWS - Decision
Punishment X (D)

1 Scolding and verbdl 8 15 30 30 83 1.60 C
assault to the pupil
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2 Making the pupil tg 4 6 20 39 69 1.32 C
stay back afte
school dismissal.

3 The pupil cutting of 60 60 20 7 147 282 |+
grasses.

4 The pupil fetching of 28 15 50 15 108 207 | C
water.

5 The pupil scrubbing 100 60 10 2 172 331 |V
the floor of the class

6 The pupil sweeping 84 72 12 1 169 325 [V
the whole class.

7 The pupil washing 40 15 45 22 122 235 | [
the school toilets.

8 Sending the pupil 8 15 60 15 98 1.88 C
out of the class.

9 Seizing or denying 20 21 50 15 106 204 | C

the pupil of his or
her belongings.

10 The pupil kneeling 120 30 20 2 172 331 |V
down or standing fo
a long time.

11 Flogging the pupi| 80 60 20 2 162 312 [V
with stick or cane.

12 Giving the pupil 8 9 64 15 96 1.85 C
knock on the head.

13 Slapping or beating8 12 72 10 102 1.96 C
the pupil with hands

14 Kicking and pushing 4 12 30 32 78 1.50 C
the pupil with legs.

15 Pulling the pupil'y 8 9 54 20 91 1.75 C
ear or hair.
Grandmean 228 | [

Key: L Indicates unacceptable whildndicates acceptable

Table 1 reveals that the teachers perceived sgphlil verbal assault to the pup)_[ (= 1.60), making a
pupil stay back after school dismissa_d € 1.32), pupil's fetching of watel)_(( = 2.07), and pupil washing
of school's toilet Q_( = 2.35) as unacceptable. It is equally evidenthia table that teachers perceived
sending the pupil out of the clas)_{ (= 1.88), and seizing or denying the pupil of hiser belongingsi(

= 2.04) as unacceptable punishment practices. dtfaand that giving the pupil knock on the hea_d £
1.85), slapping or beating the pupil with hannis:é 1.96), kicking and pushing the pupil with Ie@; €
1.50), and pulling the pupil's ear or ha;( E 1.75) are unacceptable to the teachers. Howtheteachers
perceived the pupil's cutting of grasse_s(: 2.82), the pupil kneeling down or standing fdoag time ()_(

= 3.31), the pupil scrubbing the floor of the cI:@;S = 3.31), flogging the pupil with stick or can(;((:

3.12) and the pupil sweeping the whole cla¥s# 3.25) as acceptable. With the grandmean of 2t28,
shows that the use of punishment as a means @atimg behaviours was unacceptable by the teachers.
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Table 2: Influence of Teachers' Gender, Age and Years @dching Experience on their Perception
Towards the Use of Punishment

Gender Age Years of teaching
experience
Male Female <30|D | = < 5 = 5
n=21 n=31 ygars 30 years years
n=18 years n=32 n=20
n=34
S/n| Forms of - D | - D | - - D | - D | - D
Punishment X X X X X X

1 Scolding and 1.62 | [ | 1.51 C (142 | [ 138 | [ | 1.57 L 11.60 | [
verbal assaul

to the pupil

2 Making the| 1.27 | [ | 1.38 C|1129 |[C|131|[|122 C 1128 | C
pupil to stay
back after
school
dismissal.

3 | The pupill 2.66 |V | 272 [~ [ 281 |+ [276 [V [275 |~ [291 [+
cutting of
grasses.

4 The pupil{ 2.11 | C | 2.01 C|1198 | [C|212 | [ |210 C 1189 | C
fetching of
water.

5 | The pupil| 296 |V | 321 [~ [ 284 |V [341 [~ [347 |V [3.26 |V
scrubbing the
floor of the
class.

6 | The pupil| 3.33 |V [ 324 [+ [327 |V [312 [V [310 [+ [320 |V
sweeping the
whole class.

7 The pupil| 2.26 | [ | 2.42 L1231 | [ |233 | [ |240 C 227 | [
washing  the
school toilets.

8 Sending the 2.11 | [ | 2.01 C|196 | [ | 187 | [ |2.03 C|176 | C
pupil out of the

class.
9 Seizing or| 2.06 | [ | 1.98 C|211 | [ |202 | [ |196 C 1216 | C
denying the
pupil of his or
her
belongings.

10 | The pupill 3.10 [V [3.09 [V [297 [V [361 [V [316 [V [297 [V
kneeling down
or standing for
a long time.

11 | Flogging the 3.16 |V [3.01 |+ [317 |V [298 [~ [3.04 [~ [299 [V
pupil with
stick or cane.

12 | Giving the| 1.92 | [ | 1.73 C|201 | [C|156 | [ |161 C 1176 | C
pupil knock on
the head.

13 | Slapping ol 194 | [ | 2.04 C 176 | [ |206 | [ |1.92 C 1197 | [
beating the
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pupil with
hands.
14 | Kicking and| 1.61 | [ | 1.36 C|142 | [ |131|[|165 C 1175 | C
pushing the
pupil with
legs.

15 | Pulling thel 1.81 | [ | 1.62 C|156 | C|161 | [ |179 C 1180 | C
pupil's ear or
hair.

Grandmean 226 [ | 2.22 C1219 | [ |223 | [ | 2.25 C 1224 | [

Key: L Indicates unacceptable whildndicates acceptable
It is evident in table 2 that teachers perceivenldiitg and verbal assault to the pupil (ma_(e: 1.62,
female)_( =1.51;<30 years_( =1.42,=2 30 years)_( = 1.38; < 5 years of teaching experier;cez 1.57,
= 5 years of teaching experieno_e = 1.60 ) and making the pupil to stay back afhosl dismissal
(male )_( =1.27, female)_( =1.38; < 30 years;( =1.29,2 30 years)_( = 1.31; < 5 years of teaching
experience)_( =1.22,2 5 years of teaching experien(;’e: 1.28 ) as unacceptable forms of punishment.
The table shows that teachers perceived pupithifeg of water (male)_( = 2.11, female)_( =2.01;<30
years)_( =1.98,=2 30 years)_( = 2.12; < 5 years of teaching experier;CG: 2.10,2 5 years of teaching
experience)_( = 1.89), and pupil's washing the school toiletlen)_ﬁ = 2.26, female)_( =2.42; < 30 years
)_( =2.31,2 30 years)_( = 2.33; < 5 years of teaching experien)_&e: 2.40, =2 5 years of teaching
experience)_( = 2.27) as unacceptable punishment measures. iDathe table reveal that teachers
perceived sending the pupil out of the class (m_ale 2.11, female)_( =2.01; <30 years_( =1.96,=2 30
years)_( = 1.87; < 5 years of teaching experierv_ce: 2.03,= 5 years of teaching experien(;'e: 1.76),
and seizure or denying the pupil of his or her bgiogs (male)_( = 2.06, female)_( =1.98; <30 years>_(
=211, =2 30 years)_( = 2.02; < 5 years of teaching experien;{e: 1.96, = 5 years of teaching
experience)_( = 2.16) as unacceptable. It could be seen thahé&za perceived giving the pupil knock on
the head (male)_( =1.92, female)_( =1.73; <30 years_( =2.01,= 30 years)_( = 1.56; < 5 years of
teaching experience_( = 1.61,= 5 years of teaching experieno_e = 1.76), and slapping or beating the
pupil with hands (malé( =1.94, female)_( =2.04; <30 years)_( =1.76,=2 30 years)_( = 2.06; <5 years
of teaching experienc& =1.92,2 5 years of teaching experieno_e = 1.97) as unacceptable. Kicking
and pushing the pupil with legs (ma)_e: 1.61, female)_( =1.36; <30 years_( =142,=2 30 years)_( =

1.31; < 5 years of teaching experien¢e= 1.65,2 5 years of teaching experiende= 1.75), and pulling

the pupil's ear or hair (mal¥ = 1.81, femaleX = 1.62; < 30 yearX = 1.56,2 30 yearsX = 1.61; <5
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years of teaching experiencé = 1.79,=2 5 years of teaching experiende = 1.80) were perceived to be
unacceptable by the teachers. However, the teaplkersived the pupil cutting of grasses (mz;lec 2.66,
female)_( =2.72;<30 years)_( =2.81,=2 30 years)_( = 2.76; < 5 years of teaching experienj(:e: 2.75,
= 5 years of teaching experien&e: 2.91), and the pupil scrubbing the floor of thass (male)_( =2.96,
female)_( =3.21;<30 years)_( =2.84,=2 30 years)_( = 3.41; < 5 years of teaching experienj(:e: 3.47,
= 5 years of teaching experieno_e = 3.26) as acceptable forms of punishment. Thel pweeping the

whole class (maleX = 3.33, femaleX = 3.24; < 30 yearX = 3.27,2 30 yearsX = 3.12; < 5 years of

teaching experienc& = 3.10,= 5 years of teaching experienoe = 3.20), and pupil kneeling down or

standing for a long time (mal¥ = 3.10, femaleX = 3.09; < 30 yearX = 2.97,=2 30 yearsX = 3.61; <

5 years of teaching experience = 3.16, = 5 years of teaching experienee = 2.97) were perceived as

acceptable. Flogging the pupil with stick or cémale X = 3.16, femaleX = 3.01; < 30 yearX = 3.17,

= 30 yearsX = 2.98; < 5 years of teaching experience= 3.04,= 5 years of teaching experienee =
2.99) was perceived by the teachers as an accegtabt of punishment. With the grandmeans as cbeald

seen in the table show that male teachéts=2.26), female teacherX(= 2.22), teachers less than 30

years (X = 2.19), teachers who are 30 years and above=(2.23), teachers with less than 5 years of

teaching experienceX = 2.25), and those with 5 years and above as ykairs of teaching experienci (
= 2.24) perceived punishment as an unacceptable.

Hypotheses 1
There is no significant difference in the perceptiof male and female teachers towards the use of
punishment.

Table 3: Z-test of no Significant Difference in the Pertiep of Male and Female Teachers Towards the
Use of Punishment.

Gender n calculated 7 criticalz df | alphalevel | isiea
Male 21 1.35 1.96 50 0.05 Ho accepted
Female 31

df means degree of freedom

Table 3 shows that the z-calculated value of 1s3Bss than z-critical value at degree of freeddé&0cand
0.05 alpha level, thereby leading to the acceptaricine null hypothesis as stated. Hence, thenmois
significant difference in the perception of malel d@male teachers towards the use of punishment.

Hypotheses 2

There is no significant difference in the perceptid teachers towards the use of punishment inioeldo
age.
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Table 4: Z-test of no Significant Difference in the Teadiéerception Towards the Use of Punishment in
relation to Age.

Age n calculated zZ| criticalZ df | alphalevel |  dewisi

< 30 years 18 1.17 1.96 50 0.05 Ho accelpte

> 30years | 34

df means degree of freedom

In table 4, it could be seen that the z-calculatdde of 1.17 is less than z-critical value of 12@Glegree
of freedom of 50 and 0.05 alpha level, therebyilegado the acceptance of the null hypothesis agdta
Hence, age makes no significant difference in élaghers' perception towards the use of punishment.

Hypotheses 3
Years of teaching experience make no significafférince in the teachers' perception towards tieeofis
punishment.

Table 5: Z-test of no Significant Difference in the Perttep of Teachers Towards the Use of Punishment
in Relation to Years of Teaching Experience.

Years of| n calculated z| critical z| df alpha level decision
teaching

experience

<5 years 32 1.09 1.96 50 0.05 Ho accepte
= 5 years 20

df means degree of freedom

Table 5 reveals that the z-calculated value of isd8ss than z-critical value of 1.96 at degrefreéédom

of 50 and 0.05 alpha level. The null hypothesiscivtstates that years of teaching experience makes n
significant difference in the teachers' perceptmmards the use of punishment was accepted.

5. Discussion of Findings

The finding that the teachers perceived punishrasninacceptable method of discipline was surprising
This is because most teachers still punish thattesits and pupils for any misbehaviour. The find&m
agreement with United States (2010) report thgp@@ punishment in schools is an ineffective, dangs
and unacceptable method of discipline. Also in oomity with earlier findings (Socolar & Stein 1995;
Flynn 1998; Day et al. 1998) that parents tendeav\corporal punishment as most appropriate fadobmn

of preschool age and least appropriate for infanis for children age 5 years and older. The agraeme
could be due to the negative physical, mental, emakt and social health effects of punishment am th
punished pupil and as it constitutes an infringemam the child's rights. The finding disagrees with
Baumrind (1996), and Larzelere (1996) who suppotteduse of corporal punishment emphasizing that it
is a valid means of discipline. The finding thaadkers' gender makes no significant differencenairt
perception of the use of punishment is equallyssirg. This is because of the belief that Nigeffiathmers
punish their children or wards more than the matlard as such the male teachers who are most tikely
be fathers were expected to perceive punishmeappsopriate and acceptable than the female teachers
Again the finding that teachers' age and yearsaxting experience make no significant differemceneir
perception of the use of punishment is surprissitha young teachers due to their strength are ket

to punish students or pupils than old teachers \wace expected to perceive the use of punishment
differently. Those with less than 5 years of teaghéxperience are expected to have perceived thefus
punishment differently as they may not been expasedayed much with the students or pupils agdon
how to manage their behaviour problems.

6. Conclusion and Recommendations

Based on the findings of the study, it was condiutteat Sancta Maria primary school teachers peedeiv
punishment to be unacceptable to them as a mearmmalcting a pupil. Teachers irrespective of gende
age and years of teaching experience perceivedipument as unacceptable means of correcting thépupi
behaviours. Hence, teachers' gender, age and geaching experience make no significant diffeeem
their perception towards the use of punishmentak recommended that:
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1. Some of the punishment measures such floggiegtipil with stick, and the pupil kneeling down or
standing for a long time perceived to be acceptallehe teachers should be avoided. The non-violent
classroom management and behaviour control metttanidd be employed on the pupils.

2. Counseling the pupil on the possible effectd dangers of their misbehaviours should be used to
control the behaviour problems. Child and adolesagunseling experts should be involved in the
character molding process of a pupil in the school.

3. Inviting the pupil's parent or guardian to sdhoan serve as behaviour controlling and correcting
strategy as no pupil would want the parent to béed because of his or her misbehaviour.

4. There should be a critical examination of theses of a pupil's behaviour problems and addreashier
than punishment which may never eliminate the caotse of the misbehaviour.

5. Moral education in schools should be strengttiexseit contributes to character building of a pupi

6. There should be positive, cordial, conducive immment and human relations among education
stakeholders (school administrators, teacherspggrsignificant others) and the pupils.

7. Pupils should be allowed to form moral condugbs and associations in the school under the adequ
supervision and guidance of teachers with integrity

References
American  Academy of Pediatrics  (1998), Guidance for Effective  Discipline",
http://aappolicy.aappublications.org/cgi/conterliffiediatrics;101/4/723 [accessed 18 Sept 2011].

Baumrind, D. (1996), "A Blanket Injunction AgairBtsciplinary Use of Spanking is not Warranted bg th
Data".Pediatrics 98(4).

Cicognani, L. (2004), "To Punish or Discipline? Teers' Attitude Towards the Abolition of Corporal
Punishment"MEd Thesis, University of the Witwatersrand, Johannesburg.
Day, R. D., Peterson, G. W., & McCracken, C. (199®redicting Spanking of Younger and Older
Children by Mothers and Fathergéurnal of Marriage and Family 60, 79 - 94.

Flynn, C. P. (1998), "To Spank or Not to Spank: Hifect of Situation and Age of Child on Support fo
Corporal PunishmentJournal of Family Violence 13, 21 - 37.

Gershoff, E. T. (2002), "Corporal Punishment by eéPés and Associated Child Behaviours and
Experiences: A Meta-analytic and Theoretical RevVié®gychological Bulletin 128(4), 539 - 579.

Gershoff, E. T. & Bitensky, S. H. (2007), "The Casgainst Corporal Punishment of Children: Conveggin
Evidence from Social Science Research and IntematiHuman Rights Law and Implications for US
Public Policy".Psychology, Public Policy and Law 13(4). 231 - 272

Hyman, I. A. (1990), "Rading, Writing and the Hickory Sick: The Appalling Sory of Physical and
Psychological Abuse in American Schools'. USA: Lexington Books.

Kilimci, S. (2009), "Teachers' Perceptions on CogboPunishment as a Method of Discipline in
Elementary Schools". The Journal of I nternational Social Research, 2(8),
http://www.sosyalarastirmalar.com/cilt2/sayi8pdifkici_songul.pdf [accessed 16 Aug 2011].

Krajewski, B., Martinek, P. D., & Polka, B. (1998)esigning Creative Discipline: Tough, but Well
Worth it". Positive Discipline, March, 7 - 13.

Larzelere, R. E. (1996), "A Review of the Outcorné®arental Use of Nonabusive or Customary Physical
Punishment"Pediatrics, 98(4), 824 - 828

Manguvo, A., Whitney, S. D., & Chareka, O. (201The Crisis of Student Misbehaviour in Zimbabwean
Public Schools: Teachers' Perception on Impact afciel Socioeconomic Challengedhternational
Journal of Educational Administration and Policy Studies 2(4), 40 - 44,

McClure, T. E. & May, D. C. (2008), "Dealing withisbehavior at Schools in Kentucky: Theoretical and
Contextual Predictors of Use of Corporal Punishrhefduth & Society 39(3), 406 - 429.

Newell, P. (2006), Briefing from Global Initiative to End all Corporal Punishment of Children". Briefing

for the African Commission on Human and Peoples’ ghRi
http://www.endcorporalpunishment.org/pages/pdfefbrgs/African%20Commission%20briefing%20Nov
%202006.pdf [accessed 14 Jul 2011].

56



Journal of Education and Practice www.iiste.org
ISSN 2222-1735 (Paper) ISSN 2222-288X (Online)
Vol 3, No 2, 2012

Newell, P. (2007), Briefing from Global Initiative to End all Corporal Punishment of Children". Briefing
for the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimiitat Against Women Pre-session Working Group (July
2007) States to be Examined in thé' &kession.

Oluwakemi, A. B. & Kayode, A. (2007), "Corporal Rsinment-related Ocular Injuries in Nigeria
Children".Journal of Indian Association of pediatric Surgeon 12(2), 76 - 79.

Robinson, D. H., Funk, D., Beth, A., & Bush, A. [2005), "Changing Beliefs about Corporal Punishment
Increasing Knowledge about Ineffectiveness to BMiore Consistent Moral and Informational Beliefs".
Journal of Behavioural Education 14(2), 117 - 139.

Socolar, R. R. S. & Stein, R. E. K. (1995), "Spagkinfants and Toddlers: Maternal Belief and Pratti
Pediatrics 95, 105 - 111.

Straus, M. A. (2001), Beating the Devil Out of them: Physical Punishment in American Families' (2nd
edition). New Jersey: Transaction Publishers.

Straus, M. A. (2003),The Primordial Violence: Corporal Punishment by Parents, Cognitive Devel opment
and Crime". California: Altamira Press

Tan, E. & Yuanshan, C. (1999), "Discipline ProbleimsSchools: Teachers' Perceptiofitaching and
Learning, 19(2), 1 - 12.

United States (2010),Cbrporal Punishment in Schools and Its Effect on academic Success'. Hearing
before the Subcommittee on Healthy Families and i@onities Committee on Education and Labour. US
House of Representatives 111th Congress, SecorgioBddeld in Washington DC on April 15, 2010,
serial no. 111 - 55, http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkgRG-111hhrg55850/pdf/CHRG-111hhrg55850.pdf
[accessed 17 Sept 2011].

57



This academic article was published by The International Institute for Science,
Technology and Education (IISTE). The IISTE is a pioneer in the Open Access
Publishing service based in the U.S. and Europe. The aim of the institute is
Accelerating Global Knowledge Sharing.

More information about the publisher can be found in the IISTE’s homepage:
http://www.iiste.org

The 1ISTE is currently hosting more than 30 peer-reviewed academic journals and
collaborating with academic institutions around the world. Prospective authors of
IISTE journals can find the submission instruction on the following page:
http://www.iiste.org/Journals/

The IISTE editorial team promises to the review and publish all the qualified
submissions in a fast manner. All the journals articles are available online to the
readers all over the world without financial, legal, or technical barriers other than
those inseparable from gaining access to the internet itself. Printed version of the
journals is also available upon request of readers and authors.

IISTE Knowledge Sharing Partners

EBSCO, Index Copernicus, Ulrich's Periodicals Directory, JournalITOCS, PKP Open
Archives Harvester, Bielefeld Academic Search Engine, Elektronische
Zeitschriftenbibliothek EZB, Open J-Gate, OCLC WorldCat, Universe Digtial
Library , NewJour, Google Scholar

m EB O INDEX (\@‘ COPERNICUS
I N T E RN A TTITIT ON AL

INFORMATION SERVICES
ULRICHSWES,  JournalTOCs @

N A ;
. E'z B Elektronische
lBAS(E T— Q0@ Zeitschriftenbibliothek O

open
> )
OCLC v)

The world’s libraries. — U cDigitalLibrary —
Connected. WorldCat e

Ny

'- ¥
GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY
LIBRARY



http://www.iiste.org/
http://www.iiste.org/Journals/

