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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
| believe the proposal would criminalise thousands of loving parents | believe the proposal would divert
resources away from genuine cases of child abuse

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
no comment

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?

none
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?

children depend on adult persons to teach them right from wrong; | believe smacking can be a loving way
to do that

the law protects children from assault already

| fear social work resource being wasted needlessly on trivial reports

Page 11: Financial implications
Q5. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the

proposed Bill to have?

Significant increase in cost

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 comment

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?

No

Please explain the reasons for your response:
social work resource would be, | believe, wasted on trivialities

Page 15: General

Q9. Do you have any other comments or suggestions on the proposal?

| believe it is bad for children, their parents, and society in general when children are not properly
disciplined

| see frequent instances of this now compared to many years ago, and shudder at the stories coming
from the school environment where children discipline utterly undermines many efforts to teach.

Please check experience of Sweden when they banned smacking!



