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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM KATE MORRIS 

 Do you support the Bill’s aim to end the physical punishment of children by parents 
or carers? It will do this by abolishing the defence of reasonable chastisement. 
Please provide an explanation for your response. What groups would be impacted 
by the change (for example, parents, children, public services, the legal profession, 
etc)? 

 
I do not support the Bill’s aim to end the physical punishment of children. There are already 

strong protections in law to protect against child abuse.  This bill could allow genuine cases 

of child abuse to be missed by placing a considerable extra workload on social workers.  

Parents will be criminalised for a mild smack. Smacking is not child abuse and the 

government should not be interfering with family life in this way. It is not for the state to 

dictate parenting methods - there are many examples of poor parenting styles that are not 

criminalised. 

There is an additional penalty on those who work with children. If a teacher were to give a 

mild smack to their child, and be convicted, they would loose their job. This consequence is 

unreasonable. It is also not logical - the children they work with are not at any risk at all.  

 Do you see any additional impact on groups with protected characteristics? 
 

 Are there any equalities and human rights issues raised by the approach taken in the 
Bill that should be considered? 

 
Under the European Convention on Human Rights Scotland there is a right to privacy and a 

family life. This bill would result in unnecessary state intervention. There are a number of 

examples in Norway of heavy handed state intrusion into family life - and these are very 

damaging to a child’s security. Families should be supported by the state, not criminalised.  

 
 

 


