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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM KENNETH SUTHERLAND 

 

[ 

 

  ] 

Smacking is not assault.  We do many things differently to children that we would to an 

adult. They are different and need to be dealt with differently.  We already have laws 

against abuse, using an implement etc all of which great.   

 

What is a smack?  Having the online discussion with [     ] she 

suggested that even a simple tap on the hand should be ruled out.  Utter crazy, I’ve seen 

children how as screamed at continually – the harm that does as I’m sure you are aware is 

extreme and yet you want to ban a simple tap across the hand – and for a 2 or 3 year old, 

that’s all that is needed (rarely).  A sharp stern No, not loud or screaming along with a tap, 

and it would be a tap on the hand – and they understand.  No actual harm has come to that 

child, its reinforcing the fact that they’ve done wrong. [    ] 

 

Perhaps if we think about our obligation to keep the law of the land, it does not reside in our 

ability to understand it, much less our willingness to agree with it. Civil society rests on the 

fact of obedience to lawfully constituted authority, not on consensus. 

We obey the law because it is the law. We have every right to disagree with a law, argue 

against it and seek to change it, but as long as it is the law – good, bad or indifferent – we 

must obey it, whether we like it or not, or take the consequences.  

Our relationship to the state is analogous of the relationship between children and their 

parents. Parental responsibility gives parents legitimate authority. Parental authority, 

administered with parental love, is to be responded to by a child with deference and 

obedience.  

It is unfair to burden a child – especially a small one – with the need to understand the often 

complex concepts behind parental decisions, whether prohibitions or requirements. 
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In a relationship built on trust, it is enough that a child does what its parents require. That 

does not, of course, preclude the advisability of explanation, but compliance does not rest 

on understanding and consent. It rests on legitimate parental authority.  

It is good training for adulthood for children to learn in the loving environment of the family 

to respect authority for what it is, or take the consequences. 

Every situation is different, every child is different. What works with one will probably not 

work with another. If as a father I hit or abuse a child so hard it leaves a mark, bruise etc, 

then I can currently be charged– and rightly so. 

There are many parents who no doubt use smacking as an “easy” option – I’ve seen it often 

in shops. The loud parent screaming at the child, then whacking them with no warning. 

That’s not good parenting. Calm discussion, backed up with what is a last resort and a 

rarely used smack, is an option that needs to remain.  

Should it become law, what’s next? Will we become criminals when we use emotional 

threats against a child (emotional abuse against adults is now a law)! Will the naughty 

corner be outlawed?  

Are those parents who continually shout at their child not doing more harm than a rare 

smack? [    ] 

But it’s still an option. If the state really wanted to help, then why not look at parenting 

classes led by experienced parents? This would be much more beneficial than criminalising 

loving parents.  

Parenting is super hard at times, and let’s be clear any abuse of a child is wrong! But linking 

abuse and a smack on the hand of a child where they may be about to cause themselves 

more harm is equally if not more harmful to the child in the long term. 

 

 

 


