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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM GEORGE MACASKILL 

 

 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)? 
 

Answer – I do not support the Bill’s aim. The Bill assumes that parents do not know how to 
chastise their own children and that they do not know what ‘reasonable chastisement’ is.  
This is false. Parents are almost always best placed to deal with their own children and it is 
their responsibility not the State’s. 
The difference between assault and chastisement is obvious to most people. 
 

 Do you see any additional impact on groups with protected characteristics? 
 
Answer – ‘Protected characteristics’ is divisive. All people should be treated fairly and 
according to their particular needs. 
 

 Please tell us about any other comments you feel are relevant to the Bill. 
 
Answer-  If this Bill is passed, there will be a further rise in child on child assault. This is 
already increasing because so many parents now no longer properly chastise their children 
through fear of being reported to the police/social work. 
 
If this Bill is passed, what recourse is left to parents of children who refuse to ‘cooperate’.  
 
Schools, particularly primary schools, are already largely ineffective due to a disruptive few 
pupils who do not respect authority of any kind including their own parents. This will only 
get worse if no-one disciplines their children. And yes, I understand all about ‘alternative 
methods’ etc etc but physical chastisement is a last resort when all other methods have 
failed. If this is removed from parents then even more children will be out of control. 
 
 


