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I refer to the Children (Equal Protection from Assault) (Scotland) Bill.  I am concerned that 

the proposals in this Bill will not result in the protection of children from assault, but will 

result in the criminalisation of parents who seek to discipline their children.   Instead of 

benefiting children, this Bill is very likely to result in loving parents being criminalised, 

children being separated from their parents and parents losing their job due to accusations 

of child abuse.  The impact on the family of this action could result stress and anxiety for 

the whole family including the child, financial difficulties t due to job loss, and  state imposed 

break down of the family unit.   

In the meantime, the effort spent on investigating families because of lovingly imposed 

discipline will result in less time available to police and social work in protecting children 

who are experiencing serious abuse and neglect.  Such cases may then be overlooked due 

to lack of time to investigate. 

Loving parents do not choose physical punishment as a first resort and will not use this 

form of discipline on any child regardless of circumstances.  Many children respond to a 

range of other options.  However, there are some children whose behaviour is such that a 

smack is necessary to prevent greater harm from their actions and to protect other children 

from harm.   

When legislation similar to that proposed in Scotland was introduced in Sweden, it did not 

result in a decrease in child- mediated assaults, but rather the reverse.  It also resulted in a 

decrease in the use of discipline in children and resulted in more behaviour problems in 

schools and communities in Sweden than was present before the ban.  This has a 

detrimental impact on the other children and puts additional stress on parents and teachers 

alike.   

Children are already protected through the current legislation, which prevents use of 

unreasonable chastisement.  Parents have a far deeper understanding of the needs of their 

child and their previous behaviour.  It is not the role of the state to interfere in the life of the 

family unit except where the child is experiencing abuse or neglect.  Intrusion for any other 

reason is state interference in family life and is detrimental to families and to the wider 

community.    

 


