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CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM  JOHN GAMBLE 

I do not support the Bill’s aim because physical punishment if carried out by a caring parent 

is reasonable chastisement. It is not violent or assault.  Children should be safe from abuse 

and assault. There is already protection in Scottish law from assault from a parent or 

anyone else. The existing law simply needs to be enforced. If a parent assaults their child 

they should be charged with assault. 

The introduction of new legislation and a new crime will most likely bring more reports of 

child assault to the attention of the police and social services making it more difficult to 

identify when a crime has been committed. Police have a very onerous task of dealing with 

families where parents neglect and may abuse their children by violence. There is a world 

of difference between a smack on the bottom and violence to children. Introducing a new 

law “banning smacking” will confuse the two increasing the caseload of Police and Social 

Services making it more difficult for them to identify and process violence by abusive 

parents.  

Introducing this measure would increase the real possibility that caring parents who are 

raising their children well in a loving family will be criminalised and will be added to the 

heavy caseload of social services which is entirely unnecessary. 

It should be the role of parents to decide whether to smack children or not. It is not the role 

of Government to use the law to regulate parenting. The “Named Person Act Scotland’ 

shows that the Government has the capacity to overstepped its role by trying to legislate for 

families where there is no need to do so. The state is proposing to intervene in the 

parenting of children to replace the role of the parent in deciding what is the most 

appropriate way to raise their child. The Supreme Court’s ruling on the Named Persons Act 

would suggest that the government should be very careful in such an intervention.  

A Com Res poll last year found that 74% of Scottish adults were against criminalising 

smacking and only 14% were in favour.  

Many people who are now parents themselves were occasionally physically chastised by 

their parents when they were young they do not consider this was unreasonable or that 

their parents abused them. If they consider it was reasonable  why should it now be 

construed as criminal. Society has for many years considered it to be reasonable for 

parents to smack their children by what new criteria is it now to be considered criminal. 

Smacking may be used to warn children of dangers before they are mature enough to 

understand the danger and a verbal warning. 

In Sweden in 1979 after smacking was banned child on child violence increased. Evidence 

that children’s behaviour may become more violent if smacking is banned. 
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