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CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL 

SUBMISSION FROM CAMERON ROSE 

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)? 

 
NO. I strongly oppose the bill and the objective it is trying to achieve because: 

 
a) Each child is unique. Each family is unique. A range of options, adapted for each 

child/family is a positive boon in parenting - which is difficult enough as it is. Restricting 

those options will limit rather than benefit good parenting. 

 
b) There are already laws against abuse of children. Excessive punishment, for 

example, is already an offence. 

 
c) This represents more interference by the state in family life. The state is not the 

best arbiter of good parenting. The state should limit its involvement to establishing 

boundaries - not interfering with a longstanding and cultural part of the options parents 

have. 

 
d) I am not aware of evidence this intervention will overall benefit families or children. 

New laws should be based on evidence not sentiment. 

 
e) Physical punishment of children is almost always a sign of love. He who spares the 

rod spoils the child. Do not criminalise caring parents. 

 
f) This is a waste of legislative time. This will lead to a waste of police/social work 

resources. This will lead to undue anxiety on already hardpressed parents. 

 
g) Overall, children in this country suffer from lack of discipline. This will make it more 

difficult to discipline children. 

 
2. Are there any equalities and human rights issues raised by the approach taken in 

the Bill that should be considered? 

 
a) This limits traditional freedoms without an adequate base of evidence showing a) 

there is a need for the measure b) the proposed law will be effective. 


