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SUBMISSION FROM A SUTHERLAND 

 

I am opposed to the banning of reasonable chastisement by parents. 

Whilst I am not a parent myself, I am an experienced in youth work, and have undertaken 

training in child protection. 

Firstly, I would like to say that simply because I think parents should be able to smack their 

children, it does not mean I am any less appalled and horrified by cases where children are 

physically abused or assaulted.  I am equally as committed to protecting and loving children 

as any person who supports a smacking ban. 

Smacking can be a loving means of helping children learn discipline.  From my experience 

(over a decade of youth work), none of the children I work with who have been smacked by 

their parents have suffered in their development.  I also hear from many parents and other 

adults who were smacked as children themselves, and without exception would say it was 

good for their development, or at least did no harm. Therefore it is quite simply false to state 

that all smacking of children is harmful.  This Bill is a bad case of the government 

criminalising a majority to deal with a minority. 

To put it another way, why is the Bill not addressing verbal abuse of children?  I would 

suggest verbal abuse is much more prevalent and under-reported, and can be more 

harmful in some cases.  From time to time, I sadly see parents screaming and swearing at 

children and undermining them in public, and I consider this to be much worse than a 

smack given in love.  The point I am trying to make is that the intent behind the action is just 

as important, if not more important than the action itself.   

I appreciate what you are trying to achieve, but think you are going about it completely the 

wrong way.   

 

 


