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Are you responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation?
an individual

Which of the following best describes you? (If you are a professional or academic, but not in a subject
relevant to the consultation, please choose "Member of the public".)
Member of the public

Please select the category which best describes your organisation
No Response
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Page 7: Your views on the proposal

Q1. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposal of giving children equal protection
from assault by prohibiting all physical punishment of children?
Fully opposed
Please explain the reasons for your response
I think parents should be free to use their own judgement on how to discipline their children. I simply do not
believe that smacking children leads to a life cycle of violence. It is absurd to assume that children should
be treated in the same way as adults - they are not adults and do not respond to explanation and reason in
the same way adults do.

Q2. Could the aims of the proposal be better delivered in another way (without a Bill in the Scottish
Parliament)?
No
Please explain the reasons for your response
I think the proposal is fundamentally flawed and therefore the delivery is irrelevant.

Q3. What do you think would be the main advantages, if any, of giving children equal protection from
assault by prohibiting all physical punishment of children?
The only advantage would be that it would protect some children from the tiny minority of parents who
take physical punishment too far. This is not a good enough reason to change the law for everybody as
surely there are other ways to deal with parents like that.

Q4. What do you think would be the main disadvantages, if any, of giving children equal protection from
assault by prohibiting all physical punishment of children?
It would deny parents the right to use their own judgement on how their own children should be
disciplined and brought up.
It would also inevitably criminalise some parents for doing what parents have been doing since the
beginning of humanity.

Page 11: Financial implications
Q5. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the
proposed Bill to have?
Broadly cost-neutral

Page 12: Equalities

Q6. What overall impact is the proposed Bill likely to have on the following protected groups (under the
Equality Act 2010): race, disability, sex, gender re-assignment, age, religion and belief, sexual orientation,
marriage and civil partnership, pregnancy and maternity?
Neutral (neither positive nor negative)

Q7. Could any negative impact of the proposed Bill on any of these protected groups be minimised or
avoided?
No Response

Page 14: Sustainability of the proposal
Q8. Do you consider that the proposed Bill can be delivered sustainably i.e. without having a
disproportionate economic, social and/or environmental impact?
Unsure

Page 15: General
Q9. Do you have any other comments or suggestions on the proposal?
The vast majority of parents choose to either not smack their children at all or do so in a very limited and
measured way. This is a totally needless proposal trying to solve a problem that generally does not exist.

