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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE  

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL   

SUPPLEMENTARY SUBMISSION FROM EVANGELICAL ALLIANCE 

 
Dear Convener, 
 
At the oral evidence session in Skye on Friday 15th March you asked the Evangelical Alliance 
to provide a point of clarification in relation to a question from Gail Ross MSP. We are of 
course very happy to provide this clarification. The question related to the following paragraph 
in our original submission: 
 
“We believe investment in education would be a more proportionate way to tackle this issue 
as compared to potential criminalisation. Criminalisation creates the fear that restraining a 
child in public, for example, might be taken as a criminal offence by a passer-by. We are aware 
of cases in other areas which have been come about due to the transient perception of an 
onlooker. Such cases could potentially take up considerable resources and we believe 
education on alternative approaches would be not only a more proportionate response but 
potentially also a more effective one. In other areas of public policy, it is being advocated to 
move from a criminalisation approach to one of harm reduction through education and support. 
We would encourage the committee to reflect on whether that may be a more proportionate 
and effective approach to this issue than the legislation currently proposed.” 
 
In our submission ‘the issue’ we were referring to is the evident desire of those proposing the 
bill to see parents using alternative means of discipline than smacking. If it is agreed that there 
are often (some would say always) better ways to discipline children than smacking then it 
would seem that education of parents and family support would be a far better and less 
intrusive way to deal with this than the threat of potential police investigations and 
criminalisation. The example we cited was one known to us where additional problems were 
created by a system working against the parents rather than with the parents in such a 
situation. 
 
 
It’s also important to state for the record that the Evangelical Alliance doesn’t take a position 
on the benefits or otherwise of smacking as seemed to be implied in the question. We neither 
advocate for or against it. We simply believe it is for parents to decide (within the reasonable 
limits of the current law preventing violence and abuse) how best to discipline their children.  
 
We hope this clarifies the question raised and would be happy to provide any further 
clarifications if needed. 
 
Thank you again for the opportunity to engage with the committee and best wishes in your 
continued consideration of this bill. 
 
Kind Regards, 
 
Kieran Turner 
Evangelical Alliance 


