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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM JACK MURPHY 

I hope this letter finds the reader well during the encroachment of a long overdue winter. I 

am contacting you about my concerns over the CHILDREN'S BILL and what I would hope 

the committee would take into consideration when deliberating over it’s outcome. 

A little background about myself, I am in my mid twenties and plan on having a family 

within the next couple of years, so of course this bill caught my attention and I deemed it 

necessary to contribute to the debate if I want my children to be raised by their parents’ 

principles rather than the state’s. 

There are 3 major problems with this Bill that I would like to be taken into consideration on 

this matter: 

1. What constitutes assault? 

Assault is defined in Scots laws as: a physical attack on another which is intended to 

cause bodily injury or which puts the victim in a state of fear that he or she may be about 

to suffer bodily injury. In Scotland, 'assault' cannot be committed by words alone, nor can it 

be committed by accident. So by using the legal definition of assault is this the standard of 

what will be applied to children?  

 

An anecdotal example of physical punishment could be: an older sibling (2-3 years) is 

harassing the newly born member of the family by hitting its head, in response, the parents  

(unable to make a rational understandable consensus with a toddler on why the they 

shouldn’t harass a baby) flicks the toddler in the ear. This solves 2 problems, the lack in 

ability of the parents to effectively verbally communicate with a toddler and the instant 

understanding of the toddler that it is not in their interests anymore to hit the baby. This 

learned association experiment was demonstrated by psychologist John B. Watson 1920 

and is reinforced by the scientific literature and reiterated by prominent 21st century 

psychologist Jordan B Peterson. 

 

This method also uses the “minimum necessary force principle”. The foundation being that 

a parent should only discipline their child with the least force necessary within any given 

situation, this does not rule out physical punishment but obeys that a parent should not 

allow themselves to become a tyrant within the confines of their own home and they 

should respect that unalterable damage can be done if this principle is not taken seriously.  

 

With that being said, when debating this bill, extremely well defined terms of assault will 

inevitability have to be given if the state wants to prevent the future problem of mass 

arrests of well-meaning parents for outrageous assaults involving the flicking of an ear, the 

tapping of a hand or the spanking of the rear. Which leads me to my second point. 

https://www.verywellmind.com/john-b-watson-biography-1878-1958-2795550
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2. The enforcement of the law and the punishment of the crime 

I have my suspension and fears that we may be entering the days of the socialist state, 

read about through books by George Orwell or Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn. Where children 

give up their sense of loyalty towards their parents and trade it in for their dependency and 

allegiance to the “true” authorities.  

How will assaults be reported and what constitutes as evidence? Through an app on a 

child’s phone, through youtube or even a mandatory, government approved direct line 

connecting the child’s bedroom to the police station? Irrefutable evidence could be the 

future category assigned to a child’s testimony - let’s not forget the mountains of evidence 

from the past that shows parental manipulation towards children and using them as 

bargaining chips in order to put themselves in a better position or demote the position of 

their now despised spouse.  

What about the punishment of such a crime and the degree of it? So far we already have 

laws on the books that punish adults and parents for physically abusing their children. So if 

the Children’s Act acknowledges that it’s aim is not to tackle abuse then what is it’s end 

goal if physical punishment is categorised outside the “abuse” category? Will the 

punishment be as simple as a warning, a fine, community service, a prison sentence? 

What if the parents refuse to comply with these punishments? Will the parents inevitably 

be removed from the child and the child then put into state care? Now that doesn’t give the 

impression that the Scottish Government ever had the child’s best intentions at heart to 

begin with, and with my final concern being… 

3. The state’s pursuit of intervening in the family home and the targeting of younger age 

groups out of “compassion”.  

The repetitive government intervention on the grounds of “compassion” for a minority 

within the country has a long, bloody history of tears, torment, anguish and suffering for 

the greater population of any state. I believe your policy aims to solve a problem - overly 

excessive, physical punishments of children - which exists only within a fringe minority of 

homes in our county and which our own government figures reaffirm. What concerns me is 

the approval of a bill, which will affect all members of Scottish society, which shows no 

benefit of improving the upbringing of children in the majority of homes, but will instead 

remove the power of a parent to raise their child in a manner that they see fit.  

I plead that the committee to take this into consideration if they have a family of their own 

or if their own children are grown now and have left home. Reflect on what your family and 

home life would have looked like if authoritative power was given to the child and enforced 

by state. Would you have been “kind” to your child out of love or would you have been 

“kind” to your child out of raw, immobilising fear?  

 


