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We do not support the Bill’s aim to end the physical punishment of children by 

parents or carers. We consider that physical punishment of a child, when used 

appropriately in a loving and controlled way, is an effective and beneficial form of 

discipline. The exculpatory defence helpfully draws the distinction between the kind 

of behaviour that is abusive (and rightly criminalised), and the loving chastisement of 

a parent wishing to do the best for their child. Parents ought to be given the freedom 

to decide how best to raise their children. A blanket ban on any form of physical 

punishment would undermine that freedom.  

By attempting to eradicate the kind of physical punishment that currently falls under 

the reasonable chastisement defence, inherently limited resources will inevitably be 

diverted from true cases of child abuse. It is common sense that a tap on the hand is 

markedly different from the type of physical abuse that is already legislated against. 

The law ought to reflect that common sense. This Bill will only serve to equalise 

loving, reasonable chastisement and abusive violence towards children.  

The Bill appears to proceed on the premise that any physical correction of children is 

inherently wrong. We do not agree with that position. As Christians, we believe that 

God makes it clear in His Word (the Bible) that physical chastisement can and 

should be used if required as part of a parent’s responsibility to instruct their children. 

In the book of Proverbs (13:24) it is made clear: “He who spares his rod hates his 

son, but he who loves him disciplines him promptly.” This verse also emphasises 

that discipline must be done lovingly and for the sake of the child. Methods of 

discipline that are excessive or uncontrolled, regardless of the form, are not to be 

used. The reasonable chastisement defence already accounts for this. If this Bill 

were to pass, we would be forbidden by law from following God’s command.  

Are there any equalities and human rights issues raised by the approach taken 
in the Bill that should be considered? 
 
The Bill is an infringement on our rights under Article 8 of the European Convention 
on Human Rights. This Article provides that everyone has the right to respect for this 
private and family life. The Bill, if passed, would interfere with that right 
unnecessarily.  
 
As discussed above, the Bill is also an infringement of our rights under Article 9 of 
the Convention. This Article ensures our right to freedom of conscience and religion. 
The Bill, if passed, would interfere with that right unnecessarily.  
 
 


