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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM ALAN GUY 

 

Thank you for inviting responses from the public regarding John Finnie’s Bill and proposed 

amendments to current legislation. I would like to respond to the request for public views. 

I am responding specifically to the question as to whether I would support the ‘Bill’s aim to 

end the physical punishment of children by parents or carers? That this will be achieved by 

abolishing the defence of reasonable chastisement.’ 

I object to this proposal for the following reasons; 

The proposal will criminalise many loving parents in an instant. I believe the removal of 

reasonable chastisement will not in fact solve the wider problem of physical abuse that 

children experience through abusive parents and carers. Instead it will only widen the net to 

draw responsible parents who are capable of using reasonable chastisement in a loving 

manner into this category. This is an extreme and unreasonable step to take. 

The proposal will undermine the distinction between the role of the family and the 

government. It is not for the government to decide if parents should be able to smack their 

children for the purposes of loving discipline. I have concerns about the authoritarian nature 

of our current government and this step will represent further state interference which 

impinges upon basic human freedoms that we take for granted within our society.  

I am also unhappy about the narrative that applies adult thinking to the lives of children. Life 

is not the same for children as it is for adults. Children who are physically chastised in a 

reasonable and loving manner are simply not in the same bracket as an adult experiencing 

an assault. In the course of parenting one will apply many methods to children that would 

not be applied to adults.  

For example if a parent confiscates toys from a child it is hardly considered to be theft and if 

a parent banishes a child to their room it would be silly to describe it as holding someone 

against their will in the way that we would do with the common law crime of kidnapping.  

There is therefore a clear difference between child abuse and loving parental discipline. It is 

for the good of children that they are not treated as adults and are distinguished from adults 

in a fair and appropriate manner. The failure to uphold this principle in our society is in itself 

a form of abuse.  

There are some other factors that also lead me to register my objections to this proposal.  
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 Our services will be overwhelmed with insignificant reports on smacking that do not 

merit the attention of the Police and Social Work. This underlines an overarching 

issue in other areas of our society where public services are being stressed and 

strained because they are being forced to deal with state imposed ideology that is 

not needed. 

 

 The law already protects children. Unreasonable chastisement can already be 

punished using the current legislation. It is disingenuous and misleading to compare 

reasonable chastisement with assault. 

 

 Most adults in Scotland were smacked as children. Are we now to think that 80% of 

the previous generation were criminals that got away with child abuse?  

 

 Most adults in Scotland do not want the amendment. 74% of Scottish adults are 

against this change according to a ComRes poll. 

 

 A failure to discipline children appropriately is actually harmful for other children, 

families and society. I was reliably informed that violence between children has 

increased in Sweden since 1979 when they introduced a smacking ban. Perhaps we 

can learn some lessons through other people’s mistakes. 

 

 Smacking is often used when children are of an age where they are incapable of 

understanding dangers through a verbal warning. It will not improve child safety to 

remove reasonable chastisement it will endanger it. 

Thank you for taking the time to consider my objections. 

  

 

 


