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Baptism Form, Question 3: Do you promise and intend to see these children, when come 

to the years of discretion (whereof you are either parent or witness), instructed and brought up in 

the aforesaid doctrine, or help or cause them to be instructed therein, to the utmost of your 

power? 

If you were asked why you believe in spanking children as means of discipline, how 

would you answer? Generally a man tends to observe that Christians and conservative going 

church members tend to spank their children much more than secular parents do. This is no hard 

and fast rule but if surveys were done one would see that those who go to church more often will 

tend to spank their children more often, and those who go to church less often will spank their 

children less often. The general response of both spankers and nonspankers is “I love my 

children and I never wish to see them harmed.” It goes without saying that the Reformed 

Christian’s perspective on discipline always differentiates between harm and a stinging backside. 

My response to the Doubting-Thomas’s of spanking is that all men and Reformed Christians, 

especially, must believe in spanking as a means of discipline because God says so. Thus, I call 

your attention to the theme: The Right and Godly View of Discipline. Let us consider this theme 

under the three headings: 1) An example, 2) The responses, and 3) The public opinion. 

 

The example 
Early morning dawns bright and glorious in the little farm town of Anywheresville, USA. 

It’s almost perfect. It’s not too hot and not too cold. The morning sun has just peeked over the 

horizon and is now warming the front room of the Jones’ house while one sunbeam manages to 

slowly creep its way toward the kitchen. One hears only chiming birds, crowing roosters, and 

somewhere in another county a methodically powerful chug-chug-chug of a John Deere tractor 

as it continuously turns over the Lord’s great and beautiful brown earth. But one imperfection 

remains because Little Johnny refuses to drink his orange juice which he just threw a tantrum for 

and this was in front of the Jones’ company. Ma had hoped to thank her guests for staying the 

night with a good hearty farmer’s breakfast but Little Johnny’s pouting has ruined that and now 

Ma sets out to correct this disobedience of Little Johnny. Let’s listen in and watch a covenant 

parent as she rightly corrects Little Johnny. 

“Johnny, Drink your orange juice.” 

“JOHNNY, DRINK your orange juice.” 

“NO!” 

“JOHNNY, If you don’t drink your orange juice, your father will spank you. Now, 

DRINK.” “NO.” So Father hauls Little Johnny off to the next room and spank, spank, spank. 

Five minutes later Father brings a red-eyed Little Johnny back to the table. 

“Now Johnny, Drink your orange juice.” 

“NO!! I don’t wanna.” 

“Johnny, if you don’t drink, I will spank you again. You wanted this orange juice now 

drink it.” 



“NO!! I want water.” So Father hauls Little Johnny into the next room and SPANK, 

SPANK, SPANK. Once again Father and a red-eyed Little Johnny re-enter the kitchen. This 

scene repeats itself once more and then Little Johnny is sent to his room with the warning that he 

will eat no breakfast until he drinks his orange juice and learns to listen and love Father and 

Mother. 

 
The biblical responses to the Little Johnny example 

Now we will not overanalyze the parents’ motivations and actions in this example since 

this is a fictional story and the characters are fictional as well. It is sufficient to say that Ma and 

Father live under the doctrine of the covenant followed the way of Proverbs 29:16 “The rod and 

reproof give wisdom: but a child left to himself bringeth his mother to shame.” 

But, an objector might ask, was it really necessary to spank Little Johnny three times? 

Surely one spanking would have served Father and Ma’s purposes as equally as three. The 

parents could have had their company drink their orange juice and then give the company their 

breakfast thus showing Little Johnny the positive benefits of drinking orange juice plus it would 

have shown that more people than just the parents drink orange juice. All Little Johnny was 

trying to do was developing his own independent persona. Because his uncool parents said yes to 

orange juice, he decided that he needed to say no. But now that the cool guests and the uncool 

parents drink orange juice perhaps Ma and Father are cool and orange juice is worthy drink for 

Little Johnny to consume. After all, is it not true that “a reproof entereth more into a wise man 

than an hundred stripes into a fool?” (Proverbs 17:10). Three spankings from Father is too much 

for Little Johnny to endure. Perhaps Father has forgotten about Colossians 3:21, “Fathers, 

provoke not your children to anger, lest they be discouraged”. 

I would reply, first, that the previous story is not a fully developed allegory such that 

every line, every character, and every action fully and completely flows together and that in the 

story a multiplicity of meanings has been wound together such that a man could spend a lifetime 

reading the story and never fully understand all the subtle nuances of the story. If a man searches 

for a well-developed allegory, let him read John Bunyan’s Pilgrim’s Progress. 

Secondly, Little Johnny is a child, not a wise man. If Little Johnny were a wise man, then 

the author of the preceding story would have named him Jonathan not Little Johnny. Plus Little 

Johnny has not come yet to his “years of discretion” and as such he acts upon impulse and not on 

well developed principles. 

Finally, only after a man has read and applied Colossians 3:20 can he read and apply 

Colossians 3:21. Colossians 3:20 reads, “Children, obey your parents in all things: for this is well 

pleasing unto the Lord”. Let him who wrongfully and wantonly uses Colossians 3:20 also read 

Proverbs 13:24, “He that spareth his rod hateth his son.” 

Now, sadly, the public might not agree with using so much Scripture to support spanking 

as discipline. Truthfully, a man can never have enough Scripture but let us consider then those 

who have influenced and shaped the public opinion on child discipline. 

 

Those who have influenced the public opinion on spanking as discipline 

In the USA since 1945, the two most familiar names in the public conscience associated 

with raising up children are Dr. Benjamin Spock, M.D, and Dr. James Dobson, President of 

Focus on the Family. Dr. Dobson agrees with the Reformed Perspective on Spanking. In the The 

New Dare to Discipline, Dr. Dobson writes “Children thrive best in an atmosphere of genuine 

love, undergirded by reasonable, consistent discipline… When properly applied, loving 
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discipline works! … It allows the God of our ancestors to be introduced to our beloved 

children… As might be expected, there is a price tag on these benefits: they require courage, 

consistency, conviction, diligence, and enthusiastic effort” (Dobson, 7). Though he mentions 

love, discipline, and diligence in his introduction, he does not mention spanking as a means of 

discipline. He does mention it later, though, when he states, “I would suggest that most corporal 

punishment be finished prior to the first grade (six years old). It should taper off from there and 

stop when the child is between the ages of ten and twelve” (Dobson, 65). 

In Dr. Spock on Parenting, Dr. Benjamin Spock summarizes his own position on 

discipline with this paragraph, “I keep mentioning the serious and quiet manner of speaking to 

emphasize that when parents just shout or scold or slap a child they give up their position as 

mature moral guides. They descend to the angry child’s level.” (Spock, 148). 

In the end spanking is necessary quite simply because the Bible says so. Spare the rod, 

spoil the child. Do not be afraid to use it to end Little Johnny’s disobedience. Use it with love 

and with prayer. Spock does not speak of it, but Dobson does speaks of a righteous man’s prayer 

availing much and the sooner a man begins to pray for guidance in child-rearing the more God-

glorifying he and his family will be. Let us remember finally Proverbs 22:15, “Foolishness is 

bound in the heart of a child; but the rod of correction shall drive it far from him.” But no matter 

how much we do, only a sovereign electing God will save us and our children in our foolishness. 
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