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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE  

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL   

SUBMISSION FROM EUAN DODDS 

Having read the evidence, I understand why the MSP is keen to end physical 
chastisement of children. However, I feel he is going about this the wrong way. 
 
The MSP wishes to see parents practise more ‘positive’ forms of parental discipline. 
He wishes to see ‘behavioural change’ away from smacking. He does not feel that 
parental support and education will bring about this change. The police, courts and 
social services, therefore, have to be drafted in to ensure families get the message. 
 
France recently introduced a ‘symbolic’ law which sends the message that 
smacking is not approved of. It does not, as I understand, carry any civil or criminal 
penalties. The bill before us, though, does open parents up to criminal conviction. 
Given that many people were smacked when young and that many parents 
continue to smack this means that a pattern of behaviour which most of us have 
some experience of will now be a criminal activity with the legal defence done away 
with. Almost every person I have spoken with considers this bill over the top. 
 
There are several consequences 
 

1. Families who previously would never have been of interest to social workers 
will now find themselves the subject of investigation. 

2. Parents will face police investigation, prosecution and possibly convictions. 
The MSP estimates only 7 or so a year. However, that is still 7 parents – and 
7 families – who may otherwise never have come to the attention of the 
police. 

3. For the small number who may be prosecuted there will be a whole raft of 
implications. Firstly, the stress and suspense of a criminal court case. 
Secondly, the consequences of prosecution: being taken into custody or their 
children taken (even temporarily) into care. Thirdly the difficulty for someone 
convicted of assaulting children to work or volunteer with children in the 
future. Fourthly, the stigma attached to a social work inquiry or a criminal 
record. Who will go for a playdate at the home of Mrs So-and-so the 
convicted child assaulter? Fifthly it will put the impetus to report smacking on 
members of the public, teachers or even the children themselves. Will we 
see a culture of ‘informers’ springing up which could undermine trust 
between parents, teachers and within families themselves. Is Scotland 
becoming a nanny-state or, more chilling still, a police-state? 
 

Do you see any additional impact on groups with protected characteristics? 
 
No 

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



EHRiC/S5/19/C(EPFA)/48 

 

2 

 

This bill appears to intrude into family life and the rights of parents to raise their 
children as they wish within the law. 
 
Will the Bill result in any resource implications for your organisation or you 
as an individual? If so, please explain and provide any supporting 
information. 
 
No  
 
Please tell us about any other comments you feel are relevant to the Bill. 
 
The MSP is seeking to do what many consider the ‘right’ thing but I would argue 
going about it the wrong way. The police do not exist to help families practise 
‘positive’ parenting. Social workers will find themselves under even more pressure 
to investigate loving families who sometimes get stressed out in a supermarket and 
tap their toddlers on the wrist. A public health/education campaign would be more 
progressive than, ironically, threatening to punish parents who are perceived to be 
‘punishing’ their children. 

 
 


