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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM PRESBYTERY OF THE OUTER HEBRIDES, FREE CHURCH OF 

SCOTLAND (CONTINUING) 

 
The Equalities and Human Rights Committee (EHRiC) has indicated that it would 
particularly welcome responses on four questions. We wish to respond mainly to the first of 
these questions, which we believe to be the most important of the four: 
 
• Do you support the Bill’s aim to end the physical punishment of children by parents or 
carers? It will do this by abolishing the defence of reasonable chastisement. Please provide 
an explanation for your response. What groups would be impacted by the change (for 
example, parents, children, public services, the legal profession, etc)? 
 
We do NOT support the Bill‟s aim of ending the physical punishment of children by parents 
or carers, by abolishing the defence of reasonable chastisement. Our reasons are as 
follows: 
 
1. Reasonable chastisement, in the form of a mild physical punishment such as a smack, is 
one of the means belonging to parents whereby they are able to discipline their children 
when they are disobedient, out of love for them and for their good. It is a means which has 
been given to them by God (see e.g. Proverbs 22:15; Hebrews 12:9), and the state has no 
right to remove it from them. The absence of proper discipline in the home and in the school 
has been responsible in part for the lack of respect for authority in society generally. 
 
2. To equate the parental punishment of children with a violent assault by one adult upon 
another, even a complete stranger, as is sometimes done by those who wish to introduce a 
ban on smacking, is quite ridiculous, and, we suggest, calculated to mislead. The context is 
entirely different. A “natural affection” exists within the family circle (2 Timothy 3:3), with 
parents having a unique love for their children, which generates a love in return, and also 
trust and respect. Most children who have come to adulthood are very grateful to their 
parents for correcting them when they did wrong, and even for the physical chastisement 
they received when it was necessary. 
 
3. If the Bill were ever to become law, it would have the effect of suddenly turning parents 
who use moderate and proportionate physical chastisement in the rearing of their children 
from law-abiding citizens into convicts. Families within our congregations would be affected, 
and we would be bound to support and defend them as they maintain their God-given rights 
and liberties. Our position is that of the apostles before the authorities of their day: “We 
ought to obey God rather than men” (Acts 5:29). 
 
4. Bringing in such a law could disrupt and potentially do long-term harm to otherwise stable 
families. It would open up the possibility of children „incriminating‟ their parents, even 
innocently, by mentioning to a friend or a teacher that they had been smacked at home for 
doing something wrong. It could also lead to parents who smack their children at home 
being reported to the police by neighbours, or, if the smack is administered in public, by 
anyone who is a „witness‟ to it. 
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We also wish to respond briefly to the last of the Committee‟s questions: 
 
• Please tell us about any other comments you feel are relevant to the Bill. 
 
The Bible makes it plain that children do not belong to the state but to their parents. God 
has given parents the duty and privilege of raising their children for Him, and they are to do 
this according to the teaching of His Word (see e.g. Psalm 78:5-8; Ephesians 6:4). As a 
general rule, no-one is more suited to looking after children than their own parents, and 
they should be left alone to get on with this demanding task. 
 
As a consequence, we believe that the state should only intrude into the domain of the 
family in exceptional circumstances, where there is evidence of an actual assault or 
ongoing abuse. The existing law is clear enough in this area: any excessive physical 
punishment is already forbidden. The law does not need to be changed but enforced. 
 
It is our view that the Scottish Parliament ought to devote its efforts to tackling the real harm 
that is being done to children in our nation as a result of the increasing level of family 
breakdown, which is fuelled by the rise in cohabitation and the availability of easy divorce. 
More should be done to protect the young against the dangers of alcoholism, drug-taking, 
sexual immorality and other harmful behaviours. 
 
We conclude by asking, When will the Scottish Parliament have the moral courage to deal 
with what is by far the greatest abuse suffered by children in our country, namely abortion? 
The deliberate ending of unborn lives is a national scandal, and we believe that it is the duty 
of our elected representatives to make every effort to speedily bring it to an end. 
 

 


