DISCIPLINE VS. PUNISHMENT





Youth campers have two choices:  1) choose to follow the RRPG’s, or 2) choose disciplinary measures by failing to adhere to established camp RRPG’s.  The choice always belongs to the camper, and this should be understood from the beginning.





Punishment will never be used in AWYC.  Punishment is an attempt to change what children do by hurting them, either physically or verbally, or giving them no options or choices.





Discipline is the means by which youth will be dealt when they violate an established RRPG.  Discipline establishes RRPG’s with an attending consequence for a violation.  The camper chooses compliance or consequence.  With punishment, authority does something to the camper.  With discipline, the camper does something to himself/herself.





To execute disciple is never the choice of camp administration.  It is the result of a camper’s choice to fail to adhere to the RRPG’s established by the AWYC.  Disciplinary measures will be and should be the natural result of camper choice.





When compliance or consequence is understood on the front end, the ball is always in the camper’s court.  One of today’s tragedies associated with all authority [ person(s) in charge ] is that most authority neither understands or practices this principle.  Punishment is the order of the day, and discipline is rarely considered.





The most severe consequence is dismissal from camp because the youth camper has chosen to violate a RRPG whose consequence is dismissal.  The AWYC Director merely monitors camper’s choices, and if the camper chooses to violate a policy with serious consequences, the Director has no choice except to allow the camper to be dismissed.





MEANS OR END?  LEGALISM OR SPIRITUALITY?





Life in itself provides multiple daily adversities for each of us as Christians.  However, our camp will also create and provide additional circumstances of life that our campers will consider adverse. In these adversities, our camp staff will require our youth campers to deal with these adversities in Christ-likeness.  To some, this will appear to be a return to legalism.  To those who can distinguish between “means” and “end,” they will understand that a required Christ-like response is not a return to an “end” called legalism, but rather a “means” by which a camper’s youthful experience will be stretched into an opportunity to manifest a Christ-like attitude.  For example, a child may hate to clean-up his room, but if required to do so, time-and-time again, the camp staff is not looking for a clean-room, but the development of an attitude of Christ-likeness while doing so. For example, a room inspection that results in a youth camper making multiple adjustments in his/her room is a “means” to an end.  The camp staff is not looking for all the “i’s” to be dotted and “t’s” crossed so that an inspection can be passed.  The camp staff is looking for a developing Christ-likeness when the camper is under adversity to pass the inspection.  For example, lights-out means lights-out with no more talking in the room for the remainder of the night.  The camp staff will not be looking for closed mouths after lights-out.  They will be looking for a positive camper attitude when the camper is required to cease talking when the lights go out.  For example, the camp staff will be looking for camper attention during class.  If a youth camper becomes disruptive during class and has to be corrected, the camp staff will not be looking for compliance, but an attitude of willingness to learn manifested by attentiveness in class.  Legalism is looking for results, no matter how they are obtained.  The spiritually-oriented camp staff is looking for Christ-likeness that produces the same result that is forced by legalism.  To place a youthful camper in conditions adverse to him/her is not an exercise leading to legalism, but merely a tool to develop Christ-likeness.  The issue is this:  for what is the camp staff looking—the “means” or the “end?”
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