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Permit me to respond to your principal question, viz ‘Do you support the Bill’s aim to 
end the physical punishment…etc’, as follows:- 
 

 Parents who truly love and care for their children ought not to be criminalised. 
Parents using reasonable chastisement could be reported to police, 
investigated and even prosecuted and convicted under the proposed terms of 
the Bill.  It would bring a mistrust into parent-child relations. That would be 
using a sledgehammer to crack a nut and would have little effect on true 
abusers. 

 

 Smacking a child cannot legitimately be equated with child abuse: there is all 
the difference in the world between child abuse(damaging physically, 
mentally, emotionally, socially, in extreme case even sexually) and the careful 
and appropriate application of loving parental discipline. To expand on this – 
the law already protects children from assault (e.g. the Criminal Justice (Sc) 
Act 2003 outlawed the use of implements for administering punishment). 

 

 Polls show that 80% + of parents were smacked and almost universally do not 
consider that their parents abused them. Indeed smacking has been used 
from a very early age to warn of dangers which cannot be effectively 
communicated verbally to such young children. At least one recent poll says 
that parents are 74%-14% against criminalising smacking. 

 

 If a ban were to be introduced, how much police and social work investigative 
time would be wasted (by services already over-stretched and with police 
overtime bans), thus risking missing out on cases which genuinely need 
investigation, prosecution and the prevention of further abuse of children? 

 

 Sweden introduced such a ban in 1979 and child-on-child violence was later 
found to have increased. 

 
 

I should be grateful if you would take such observations into account, provided that 
they are representative of at least a reasonable proportion of your correspondents. 
 


