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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM FREE CHURCH OF SCOTLAND (CONTINUING) 
SOUTHERN PRESBYTERY 

 

This submission is sent on behalf of the Southern Presbytery of the Free 
Church of Scotland (Continuing).  The Presbytery comprises the 
congregations of the Church in the central belt and the south of Scotland and 
the points which follow may be taken to be representative of those 
congregations and their people. 

The Presbytery are aware of the objections lodged against the proposal 
during the consultation process initiated by Mr John Finnie MSP in May 2017.   
The Presbytery wish to associate themselves with these objections, which 
may be summarised as follows:    

(1) It is unfair and inaccurate to characterise the physical punishment of 
children as equivalent to child assault or abuse, as the consultation paper 
appeared to do; 

(2) The current law is sufficient to protect those at genuine risk;  

(3) State interference in family life is inappropriate;  

(4) Physical punishment is effective in loving families and environments. 
Without this as an option for parents, society will suffer negative 
consequences as a result of unruly children not having learned the proper 
boundaries of behaviour or the difference between right and wrong; 

(5) The prohibition of physical punishment could potentially criminalise 
parents even for lightly smacking their children. The Presbytery note that this 
point was made by the Scottish Government themselves in the human rights 
context last year (Position Paper for 3rd Periodic Review of Human Rights in 
the United Kingdom, April 2017). The Presbytery find it difficult to understand 
why the Scottish Government should have departed from that very reasonable 
position to one of support for the proposal. 

The Presbytery have noted from the earlier consultation that many of the 
objectors cited their belief in the Bible and their Christian faith as the basic 
reason for their opposition to the proposal.  Similarly in expressing their 
opposition to the Bill the Presbytery see it as their duty to set their views in a 
Christian context.  The Presbytery would submit that it is beyond dispute that 
the constitution of the United Kingdom and its constituent nations rests upon a 
basis of Christian values.  The Presbytery believe that even many who do not 
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themselves make a Christian profession would agree that this has brought our 
land inestimable benefits, particularly in the field of civil and religious liberties.  
Sadly however, it is becoming apparent that this priceless heritage is under 
increasing threat.  The forces of secularism are active, and they are 
assiduous in seeking opportunities to weaken the Christian basis of our 
society wherever they can.  

At a fundamental level, the Presbytery believe that Mr Finnie’s proposal has 
serious implications for the place of the family as that is found in the Bible.  
The Bible teaches that the family is a Divine institution fundamental to the 
whole of human society.  The family is the framework within which children 
are born and raised and it is parents, not the state, who are responsible, 
under God, for bringing up their children.  Mr Finnie’s consultation document 
of May 2017 contained no recognition of these basic truths.  Nor did it 
recognise the particular difficulties his proposal would cause for Christian 
parents.  This was however highlighted in several of the responses to his 
consultation, and the Presbytery would wish to draw attention to these 
particularly.    Prominent in each of them is a recognition of the Bible as the 
authoritative word of God, determinative for the Christian’s life and conduct.   

It is beyond doubt that the Bible countenances the physical disciplining of 
children, indeed encourages it as an element of parental responsibility.  This 
is evident not only in the Old Testament passages quoted in some of the 
replies to Mr Finnie’s consultation but also in the New Testament, where a 
parallel is drawn between the chastisement of a son by his father and the 
chastisement of his people by a loving God. (“For whom the Lord loveth he 
chasteneth, and scourgeth every son whom he receiveth.  If ye endure 
chastening, God dealeth with you as with sons; for what son is he, whom the 
father chasteneth not?” - Hebrews 12:6-7).   The point to be noted here is that 
God’s chastisement is administered to those whom he loves; and this is the 
Divine pattern for Christian parents.  There is to be chastisement, yes; but it is 
to be in love.  This note is struck again in Colossians 3, where the injunction 
“Children, obey your parents in all things; for this is well pleasing unto the 
Lord” is immediately followed by “Fathers, provoke not your children to anger, 
lest they be discouraged”.  The Bible is always careful to maintain a proper 
balance. 

To sum up, the Presbytery believe that the Bill should be resisted, particularly 
for the following reasons: 

(a) It will mark a further stage in the erosion of Christian values and the 
secularisation of our society;  

(b) It will seriously encroach on the God-given responsibility of parents for 
bringing up their children; and  
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(c) It will impact particularly on Christian parents whose first allegiance is to 
the Word of God as expressed in the Bible.  

For these reasons the Presbytery respectfully request that the Equalities and 
Human Rights Committee recommend in their Stage 1 report that the 
principles of the Bill be not approved.  

 


