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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE  

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL   

SUBMISSION FROM BRIAN TALBOT 

 

 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. What groups 
would be impacted by the change (for example, parents, children, public 
services, the legal profession, etc)? 

 
No! The first test of any potential law is this: Is it needed? It is very clear to any 
reasonable person without an ideological predisposition to ban smacking, that in the 
vast majority of families parental discipline which over the years has included a very 
small amount of ‘reasonable chastisement’ has worked well with no abuse of 
children. This is why the vast majority of people in the country oppose this bill. 
Obviously everyone will rightly say they oppose abuse – but the conflating of 
reasonable chastisement and child abuse by the proponents of this bill is completely 
wrong and risks criminalising many ordinary decent parents unfairly. Passing this bill 
would not stop any more actual abuse because ill-treatment of children is already an 
offence which is prosecutable. What it will do is waste scarce police and social work 
time on investigating numerous ‘allegations of smacking which could mean that 
children at serious risk of harm fail to get the help they need. This could be 
catastrophic for some children and would be an unintended consequence of passing 
this bill.  
 
The committee ought to take serious note of the evidence from counties that have 
banned reasonable chastisement. The best example is Sweden where violence by 
children again other children has significantly increased not decreased since 
smacking was banned in 1979.  
 
Therefore, passing this bill would be bad for good parents – a considered mild 
smack by a loving parent could result in a criminal conviction which might in some 
cases have serious consequences for their careers, especially if they worked in 
some form of education. 

 passing this bill would be bad for hard-working social workers and police 
officers who are already seriously understaffed. Serious cases of actual abuse 
could go unattended as too many trivial investigations use up valuable time 

 passing this bill would not achieve its aim of reducing violence against and 
abuse of children. The evidence from Sweden demonstrates that violence 
increases with a smacking ban. 
 

In conclusion: Parents not the State have primary responsibility for their children’s 
discipline, please drop this bill it would be bad for children and thus bad for Scotland.  
 
 

 


