LETTERS

The authors respond to “Bill
S-206 is ill-suited to achieve
its stated objectives”

We thank Dr. Giordano for his response! to
our letter? and agree that we do not wish
to turn “loving parents into criminals.”*

Criminalization of parents is neither
the intent nor an anticipated conse-
quence of Bill S-206. Instead, we see this
proposed legislation as a step toward
altering societal norms regarding the use
of physical force in child-rearing. In our
letter, we presented the evidence on the
link between adverse childhood events,
including violence in child-rearing, and
adverse outcomes later in life.?

There is no evidence to support the
assertion that establishing equal legal pro-
tections against violence for children, as
Bill S-206 seeks to provide, will result in
increased rates of prosecution of parents
who use trivial force in child-rearing. A
review of cases of reported family violence
in New Zealand after the removal of a com-
parable child-rearing exemption in 2007
was not able “to find evidence to show that
parents are being subject to unnecessary
state intervention for occasionally lightly
smacking their children or any other unin-
tended consequences of the Act.”

In the Canadian context, we argue that
the changes proposed in Bill S-206 will
similarly not result in criminalization of
parents for trivial events; instead, it will
help to shepherd in a change to the cul-

tural acceptance of violence as a tool of
child-rearing strategy. Scotland recently
stated its intention to make similar legis-
lative changes to those proposed in Bill
S-206.* As a leader in public health and
nonviolence, Canada should follow suit to
protect children and families.
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