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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS 

I would like to express my opposition to the proposed ban on smacking of children 
bill by John Finnie. 
 
I am a 67 years old grandad and have 7 grandchildren and I am the great-granddad 
of our oldest granddaughter [  ] who had a one-year old on [ ]. My wife 
and I had three children [  ]. We would discipline our children in love of them 
and for “their benefit” so as not to come to any harm in their lives. We would not 
smack any of them without it being for extreme reasons. We could control most 
situations with verbal commands or reasoning and would use withdrawal of treats or 
TV as leverage during discussions and an agreement would be reached about 
behaviour. Regards younger children, we would not smack, as we told them, “No! 
No! Burny, fireguard, etc” and that would suffice mostly. Stairs, cookers, all 
dangerous, were taught to them and persisting by “No! No! darling or that will hurt 
you! You cannot touch it!” 
 
As teenagers the kids would not be smacked, ever! As pre-teens they have been 
smacked, on the hand or on the clothing covering the “behind”, jeans, or shorts, or 
skirt, whatever, rarely, but to impress in their head that heat burns and they must not 
touch when told. 
 
If the children have dangers pointed out as they grow from walking and crawling it is 
possible to not have to smack for safety reasons if they take our warnings on board. 
There were plenty of occasions when the threat to smack would be spoken and it 
worked, mostly, but it is no pleasure to smack “your child” and it is not something a 
parent of sound mind would do lightly or frequently, we love our kids, grandkids and 
great-grand-[child], and only once did any of our grand-kids get a smack, and I 
smacked our second oldest grand-daughter [ A ] once on her leg.  
 
She was about 6 ½ years, we were walking back from a picnic [   
 ]. We were in the large greenhouse there and left there to walk up to the car 
park, up two or three flights of concrete steps, very steep, we got to the top and 
walked hand in hand [  ] up the gravelly path to the car park opposite [ 
 ] when [ A ] pulled her hands out from my wife [  ]’s and my hands, 
turned and ran at speed towards the concrete steps we had just ascended. I dropped 
the bags I was carrying in my right hand and ran after her, forgetting I had a lung 
problem, and I caught her right arm and we both skidded on the gravel and I went 
down on my left side, holding [ A ]’s arm ,and she skidded on me as she was on my 
leg, right at the top of the steps. She laughed as I was very short of breath, and I was 
breathless for a few minutes, and as I was still down I remembered her mum told us [ 
A ] was running across roads after breaking loose from her mum’s grasp, in [ 
 ], at school journeys [  ], and laughing and persistent occurrences. 
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I smacked her once on her right leg and said to her, “If you ever pull your hand out 
from mum again, I will give you a smack.”  
 
That night when her mum was bathing her she noticed a red mark, not a bruise, and 
our son phoned us so I told him what happened. He told me, “You know, Dad, that [ 
X ] and I have a no smacking policy with our kids!” I asked my son, [  ], 
“Do you want your daughter crippled or dead with the novelty of breaking loose and 
running blind?” Anyway, we were told “You won’t have her again” (as I said I would 
smack her again if she repeated that action that endangered her life). I told him, “If 
we came home and said [ A ]’s dead, or fractured skull, etc you would blame mum 
and me?” 
 
About two months later, [ X ], the mum, said, “I have to tell you and [ ] 
something, but [  ], [ A ]’s dad, is still not amused, [ A ] has never once run 
away onto roads or broke from me holding her hand, so I do think that a smack has a 
place in discipline as necessary for a child’s own well-being, but only in exceptional 
circumstances.” 
 
We never smacked any other of our grandchildren, just verbal guidance and advice, 
instruction, and they all were brought up in youth groups and there were nearly 
always some family outing to [       ] with the 
wider family, and Saturday morning we ran a [   ] for boys and girls at [
   ]. 
 
[ A ] was a top A student at [  ]. She’s been told to reapply for the police 
(she would like to do forensics) after she gains more life experience. She’s a well-
balanced young woman, a supervisor with [  ] and good opportunities on 
the horizon. 
 
Beating anyone is not acceptable, but smacking for life-threatening acts is required if 
other means do not work. 
 
Children need love, and to be disciplined in life for the whole of society’s good. There 
are already laws in place to deal with abuse! If we use the resources we have to deal 
with real abuse we will benefit as a nation. 
 
Lack of discipline in society has caused youngsters to do as they like throughout our 
country and have no respect for any authority. We have had the removal of the strap 
in Scotland and the cane in England. I’ve experienced both: [  ] High School, [
 ] Primary, [  ] Academy, strap and learned me to shut up and learn not 
talk or answer back, and England: the [  ] Sec. Mod. I had the cane for 
misbehaviour and it hurt but be behaved and you won’t get it. A whole class can be 
disruptive now and no means of discipline removes the tutor’s ability to teach. Very 
frustrating. A smack will deter a child, beating will not only deter them but do mental 
health damage. 
 
Our laws already cover extreme or persistent violence against kids. I would hope and 
pray good sense leads our MSPs to oppose the Bill, and Mr Finnie actually used light 
discipline himself. Let the vast majority of our nation’s parents lovingly continue to 
discipline their children and leave well alone. 
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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS 

 

I do NOT support this Bill’s aim to end the physical punishment of children by 

parents or carers. 

I do NOT support abolishing the defence of reasonable chastisement. 

I have far more experience of narratives of childhood abuse, and of the results of 

childhood abuse, than most people have. 

Having worked for many years as a psychiatrist and psychoanalyst, and for 19 years 

with  H M Prison Service, during which I led a specialised secure unit for the 

psychotherapeutic treatment of serious offenders for 4 years, I am absolutely 

astounded that politicians should be so foolish as to consider criminalising parents 

for smacking their children. 

There are some children (but by no means all) whose animal spirits cannot be 

checked other than by physical chastisement. This can be done with love and 

without being abusive. 

Children need discipline to avoid falling into temptations that can wreck their lives. 

Discipline sometimes needs to be physical in order to be taken seriously by the child. 

Most of us were smacked as children without being harmed. A ComRes poll in 2017 

showed 74% of Scottish adults were against criminalising smacking. 

Legislating against smacking will create more undisciplined children and more 

violence in society. Child on child violence in Sweden increased after smacking was 

banned in 1979. And manipulative, psychological, non-physical cruelty is likely to 

increase in compensation. This can be more damaging than physical cruelty. 

Legislating against the physical punishment of children will not reduce the incidence 

of serious criminal cruelty against children. This will no doubt continue under the 

radar as always. 

Disciplining children is the business of parents. The state is far more dysfunctional 

than most families. 
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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS 

31st October 2017 
 
 
The First Minister Nicola Sturgeon 
The Scottish Government 
St Andrew's House 
       
 
Dear First Minister Nicola Sturgeon, 
 
As somebody who has witnessed the steep decline in moral standards throughout 
Scotland and the UK since the 1960‟s I want to share my own experience of the 
benefit of loving parental discipline. 
 
My father spent some time in the armed forces and in those days army personnel 
were given a quantity of cigarettes to boost morale. 
 
On returning to civilian life with William Deacons bank my Dad gave up smoking but 
the after effects led to him contracting cancer that started in his left leg and then it 
spread to his left lung. He died shortly after a major operation on his lung when I was 
nine years of age. 
 
One thing I am always thankful for was that my father trusted and took his Bible 
seriously. This meant that He showed his love to me as his son on a daily basis, and 
sometimes disciplined me. 
 
If I disobeyed him I was punished with strong words and occasionally a leather strap 
on my bare backside.  
 
On one rare occasion, when I was seven years old, I was caught by my mother 
making an attempt to smoke tobacco. As with any other loving parent, my mother 
asked my Dad to talk to me about this interest.  
 
My father made the position firmly clearly that I should not smoke tobacco as it was 
not good for me and could ultimately badly damage my health. With tears in his eyes 
he made this important message clear by issuing three stripes with the leather strap 
on my bare backside.  
 
I got the message and never smoked tobacco ever again! I rejected the drugs 
offered by teenage friends.  
 
I‟m surprised that as the leader of our Scottish nation you should propose to 
criminalise loving parents, like my own, who used loving discipline to make sure that 
I avoided killing myself through the rotten habit of tobacco smoking. During past 
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elections you promised voters that you would not criminalise smacking. Having 
supported your party I urge you to stick to your original intention not to pursue the 
foolishness of criminalising loving parents for the sake of preventing those few 
parents who use discipline in a cruel unloving way. I ask that you keep the discipline 
of smacking to avoid the further breakdown in the legitimate loving family and more 
decline in a society that now has very few absolute moral guidelines.  
 
Together with the majority of Scottish adults I would like to think that the present 
Scottish Government does not support a proposed new law that implicitly suggests 
that my loving parents were child abusers. 
Their loving discipline saved me from the likelihood of contracting cancer that 
ironically my own father died from prematurely when I was a very young child. 
Please reject this foolish anti smacking proposal to criminalise good parents. 
Parents, not the State, have their own children‟s interests at heart. We must trust 
them.  
Please avoid a further explosion of child suicide and delinquent cases for teachers, 
police and social workers to attempt to correct when it‟s usually too late.   
 
Yours sincerely 
 

28th December 2017 
 
 
 
The First Minister Nicola Sturgeon 
The Scottish Government 
St Andrew's House 
 
Dear First Minister Nicola Sturgeon, 
 
The reply I received from [   ] dated 8th December did not address the 
main points or questions I asked you to answer in my letter dated 31st October 2017 
- attached. 
 
Presumably the current law of „justifiable assault‟ protects parents from being 
wrongly judged for the legitimate use of physical punishment. Loving parental 
discipline is therefore supported under the current law. 
 
Claiming that the Scottish Government, using Mr Finnie‟s proposed bill, “would not 
introduce a new criminal offence” contradicts your next point. Removing the defence 
of „justifiable assault‟ effectively will lead to the wholesale criminalisation of parents. 
The current law sufficiently protects children as it does adults. 
 
Back to the questions you didn‟t answer: 
 
I’m surprised that as the leader of our Scottish nation you should propose to 
criminalise loving parents, like my own, who used loving discipline to make 
sure e.g. that I avoided killing myself through the rotten habit of tobacco 
smoking.  
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Are you are proposing to support a change in the law that criminalises my 
loving parents? 
 
During past elections you promised voters that you would not criminalise 
smacking. It would not be “appropriate or effective” to do so. Having supported 
your party I urge you to stick to your original intention not to pursue the foolishness 
of criminalising loving parents for the sake of preventing those few parents, who use 
discipline in a cruel unloving way. I ask that you keep the discipline of smacking to 
avoid the further breakdown in the legitimate loving family and more decline in a 
society that now has very few absolute moral guidelines.  
 
In the face of popular support for smacking are you prepared to make a U turn 
on your election promise to allow parents to properly love and discipline their 
own children without state interference? 
 
Together with the majority of Scottish adults I would like to think that the present 
Scottish Government does not support a proposed new law, albeit an amended old 
law, that implicitly suggests that my loving parents were child abusers. 
Please reject this foolish anti smacking proposal to criminalise good parents. 
Parents, not the State, have their own children‟s interests at heart. We must trust 
them.  
 
Kindly answer the two questions I’ve outlined above. 
 
Yours sincerely 
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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS 

I will like my voice to be heard loud in this matter, because recently we were 

erroneously taken as smacking our little boy, the government agencies that wrongly 

initiated this are ashamed and cannot even look into my face now- the primary 

school authorities where my children attend school, gave a false information to the 

social services and the process of criminalisation started without any truth and basis 

but crumbled prematurely because there wasn’t any evidence. I felt very bad and 

humiliated without any basis. In a moment my prayers go out to genuinely loving 

parents like me who might be criminals wrongly like my case. Please I have left out 

details of my practical case in this email hoping that the committee will invite me to 

hear my words. 

As a practising Christian I feel that GOD’S DESIGN FOR AUTHORITY AND 

DISCIPLINE is God-ordained pattern of authority is seen throughout Scripture. We 

read in Romans 13 and 1 Peter 2 that God has established governments to restrain 

evil and commend what is good. The state should intervene in cases of abuse, but it 

cannot simply usurp the family. The biblical design is for parents to have authority 

over their children. Children are to honour their parents (Exodus 20:12). It is primarily 

the father and mother’s responsibility to raise and therefore discipline their child. 

Christians recognise that firm discipline is an inevitable part of showing genuine love 

to a child. God himself disciplines his children in ways that are painful in the short 

term for their long-term benefit. This is the pattern for parental discipline (Hebrews 

12:7-11). Not every parent will choose to smack, and different children will benefit 

from different forms of discipline, but parents should have the freedom to decide. 

The exercise of parental authority is also subject to other exhortations and 

commands in Scripture. Parents should not exasperate their children (Ephesians 

6:4), they should be self-controlled (2 Peter 1:6), slow to anger (James 1:19) and 

careful not to sin when angry (Ephesians 4:26). 

Brutal Smacking that will cause harm to the body is clearly not acceptable but gentle 

smacking that will bring a child to order is way of helping him develop holistically 

shouldn't be a problem. I strongly believe that gentle Smacking is not child abuse but 

is a loving parental discipline. 

There is already the law that protects children from assault, gentle smacking is not 

an assault. 

Banning Smacking altogether will make most children overpower their parents on 

basic disciplinary issues, the  of effect is that parents who are the first teachers of the 

children will be scared of basic disciplinary responsibilities, these children will be in 

schools and  the teachers will not be able to handle the behaviours , most of these 

children of disciplinary issues drop out of school because they are not use to basic 

disciplines or they might  manage to climb up  the academic ladder through to  

universities but will  become very arrogant and cannot serve society well. Stronger 

institutions laid down by previous governments will collapse because soon we shall 

get irresponsible manpower to man various sectors of the economy. It is crystal clear 
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that the long run effects of preventing loving parents from smacking their children in 

a gentle and humane way is far greater than whatever reasons can be advanced in 

support of it. 

This issue of avoiding a godly and biblical basis smacking is like just like throwing 

God's spiritual word into the waters. Like the representative person bill which was 

recently swept under the carpet and this current law on abolishing smacking I 

believes  secretly being smuggled in through the back door: If this law is not 

abandoned immediately the school authorities might find it very hard to instil 

discipline in the children because the parents at large are responsible for instilling 

good morals and the right way of behaviour in their children before sending them to 

school, and there will be cases where genuine loving parents will be criminalised in 

error like recently the authorities of my children school wanted to do but were 

crumbled. They could not even apologise to me. 
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