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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM JOHN AND LESLEY ROBERTSON  

 

There were five questions posed, which we wish to respond to as set out following. The 

questions are extracted and replicated here in order to respond.  

First question response  and required explanation: 

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.  

Lesley and I, born and raised residents of Scotland most certainly do not support the Bill’s 

aim to end physical chastisement of Children (you strangely use the word punishment in 

this question).  

Explanation: Children require firm boundaries of right and wrong set in place for their 

security as they grow and loving chastisement to discipline and direct their development 

into rounded individuals. To remove the ability of a loving parent to exercise discipline via 

reasonable chastisement will be to the detriment of the children in Scotland. Recent output 

from Sweden relating to child on child violence experiencing an increase above 2000 

percent since reasonable chastisement was removed in that country highlights only one of 

the issues that will happen if you take this detrimental step. Loving parents discipline for the 

good of their children  e.g. a child is about to drink from a bottle of bleach, and the parent 

needs to be able to swiftly discipline for their safety and instruction. To just say ‘no’ would 

not stop them drinking. Many more examples could be inserted here!  

What groups would be impacted by the change (for example, parents, children, 

public services, the legal profession, etc)? 

Every one of your sample group mentioned will be detrimentally adversely affected and  

impacted by the change.  

Parents will be unduly stressed at their inability to guide their beloved children, who will 

without doubt wander into bad behaviour and error if not checked lovingly. Child on child 

violence will increase and grow worse as they age. Parents may be unnecessarily 

criminalised. Possibly jailed under the proposed Law, families torn apart, deep financial 

implications of loss of employment both present and future if prosecution takes place due to 

criminal record. All deeply, deeply destabilising to the children involved.  

Children will not grow straight and true, they will not understand right and wrong properly, 

and if there are issues of legal intervention needlessly arising from formal complaints about 

chastisement to help lines etc.  they will eventually be damaged by the whole interplay, 

guilt, remorse, and so on, possibly removed from the family unit for a time and etc. 
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Damaging their personal growth for life. Imagine being dragged through the court system, 

which does not stop once Social Services initiate, even if the child recants or calls for it to 

stop. 

Public Services such as Social Services will potentially be overrun with unnecessary 

complaints from children calling intimating ‘abuse’, which complaints arise from their desire 

to get their own way. Help lines will see an increase, as children will call as said above, just 

to get their own way. Police will likewise experience an increase in trivial complaints that 

they have to, are legally obliged to attend to where violence is intimated (as understood 

under Law) in the call (when it would just be a corrective loving smack...objected to in the 

heat of the moment by a rebellious child who ‘wants their own way’), possibly an 

extraordinary increase if the Swedish statistics are emulated. Likewise an increase in 

workloads for a raft of Health and related Social Service staff such as Health Visitors, 

Ambulance staff or Paramedics, Doctors, Nurses, GP’s, Family Services, Teachers 

processing issues arising at school and so on. None of these have free time to manage this 

potential level of increase. And then, moving on to Sheriff’s, Court time with related 

resources, Solicitors,  Barristers, all caught up in cases brought on by rebellious children 

supported by Social Services acting under Law (If enacted). 

In addition, the Scottish Government Parliament debate sessions and all support services 

are being taken up with this Bill for no reason as the existing Legislation is entirely sufficient 

for the protection of Children from unreasonable Chastisement. 

Do you see any additional impact on groups with protected characteristics? 

Religious groups would of course be impacted, as this ban if implemented would conflict 

with their firmly held beliefs that they are brought up to hold. Similarly groups of recent 

immigrants brought up in a society where this type of loving chastisement normally takes 

place may end up in trouble with most of the above named services! Possibly jailed, 

families torn apart, deep financial implications of loss of employment present and future if 

prosecution takes place. All deeply destabilising to the children involved.  

Are there any equalities and human rights issues raised by the approach taken in the 

Bill that should be considered? 

The rights of Parents over and to their children would be further diminished, the right to 

correct and discipline in love, to care for them if they are unnecessarily removed even for a 

period till investigations are complete. The Human Right of the child to their (possibly 

imperfect) parents as well.  

Will the Bill result in any resource implications for your organisation or you as an 

individual? If so, please explain and provide any supporting information. 

As we are retired, it would be such issues as time spent trying to explain matters to our 

young God daughter about the Scottish Government’s detrimental proposals. And delays 

when attempting to access any of the aforementioned Public Services being overstretched 

and overstressed would be inevitable. 
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Please tell us about any other comments you feel are relevant to the Bill. 

Unreasonable chastisement is already the legal protection Children require, need, deserve 

to protect them, to allow them to be guided, nurtured, developed.  

In addition, with all the additional pressure on the associated Public Services, real cases of 

Child Abuse will inevitably be missed to the permanent harm if not death of children. 

This is a private Members Bill, which is purely the MSP at the root moving to impress his 

personal understanding on to the Scottish People unnecessarily, without proper proven 

basis. The Member’s own Children were smacked, and he and they admit they are rounded 

well behaved individuals, so he has no basis for this in experience and it should be 

stopped. 

Loving chastisement is being deliberately equated to violent smacking (hitting or striking 

even abusively), which it is clearly demonstrably not so. What is needed rather than 

unnecessary Legislation is better guidance for Parents, mentoring, training to enhance and 

improve parent skills.  

Children are not adults, and by default require different handling as they learn and grow in 

knowledge and experience, and need loving disciplinary chastisement. Parents undertake 

all sorts of actions in disciplining, training and guiding their Children for their benefit such as 

confining to rooms, forced removal of benefits - which if applied to adults would be illegal! 

Making reasonable chastisement illegal would also irrevocably alter the legal relationship 

between Parents and Children to the detriment of both.  

And finally, Parents, rather than the State should have, must have the right to bring up their 

own Children within the confines of their Social circle and Family Life without unnecessary 

intrusive intervention.  

If the Scottish Government forces this through against the will of the Scottish People, it will 

be as if they are acting Totalitarian, enforcing what their MSP Members want instead of 

what the Scottish People deserve and require. This bill should be quashed. 

 

 

 


