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SUBMISSION FROM ANNA MACDONALD 

 

I do not support the aim of the bill to end the physical punishment of children by their 

parents or carers . 

The present law adequately protects children from physical abuse and the  defence of 

reasonable chastisement should not be removed.  Smacking is not physical abuse.  

Children are not the same as adults. By their nature, age and inexperience, they are more 

active, less aware of danger and more uninhibited in their behaviour than adults.  

Children need to be taught the difference between right and wrong so that they can get 

along with other people, cope with the demands of adult life and contribute to society.  

The best people to do this for children are their parents or carers. 

A smacking ban would  criminalise loving parents, put a wedge between parents and 

children and risk children being separated from good parents. 

Children need structures and discipline.  Making the effort to discipline your children, in a 

loving and consistent manner, tells your children that you care about them and that how 

they behave matters, because they themselves are important.  

Smacking is an important discipline option, which parents should have the freedom to 

choose to use.  

Pain, or the threat of pain,  often protects us from danger. The pain of heat keeps us at a 

safe distance from fire. Bodily pain often helps us by alerting us to illnesses, which can then 

be treated.  

The human rights of Christian parents would be threatened by a smacking ban.  

The Word of God, in the Bible, teaches Christian parents to love and care for their children, 

not to exasperate them, and to forgive them. It also teaches that parents may use physical 

punishment to discipline their children. A smacking ban would interfere with how many 

Christian parents wish their family life to be guided by the Word of God.  

 


