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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM MATTHEW VOGAN 

 

I do not support the Bill for the following reasons. It will have a negative impact on 

parents, children, teachers and social work staff. 

Smacking is Not the Same as Violence 

The Bill fails to understand that smacking is not the same as violence. Smacking where 

used as a final or necessary resort is used in a context of discipline and education to teach 

what is safe as well as what is right and wrong – it is not sadistically inflicting pain. Mostly it 

is not necessary, non-physical options will be preferred where possible by loving parents.  It 

is a reluctant option but there are ages and situations where it is the only effective solution, 

the time and capacity for rational explanation is not available. 

The Logic of the Bill Undermines Any Discipline  

The logic of the bill is that children should have the same rights as adults. In relation to 

violence they do already. But there are many things the law denies minors and rightly so. If 

smacking in the context of loving education and discipline is equated with abuse then all 

kinds of discipline are abuse. Denying freedoms, restrictions, telling a child off, using 

emotional arguments would be seen as coercive control and emotional and mental abuse 

between adults. The logic of the ban leads to no discipline whatsoever and this is why it is a 

pernicious invasion of parental rights and freedoms. The ban claims to protect children in 

fact it accelerates a society where there is no discipline, respect for authority and restraint. 

We already have a discipline crisis in schools because there is no discipline in many 

homes. Why do the government want to make this worse?  

Evidence Does Not Support a Ban 

David Eberhard‟s study How Children Took Power shows that the above situation is the real 

legacy of the Swedish ban. “Swedish parents are now unwilling to discipline their children in 

any way.” This has had detrimental effects on attainment, inclusion and child mental health. 

Evidence that smacking bans have reduced violence does not exist. Those who have 

published studies such as the McGill University international study acknowledge this. Dr 

Frank Elgar, co-author of the study, states: „I cannot say that a country that decides to ban 

corporal punishment tomorrow is going to see a declining trend in youth violence.‟ Elizabeth 

Gershoff is an academic who supports smacking bans said that the same study did not 

evidence change in violent behaviour (see also Joan E Durant, 1996). The academic Chris 

Beckett has also challenged the Swedish myth. The University of Manitoba and McMaster 

University, Canada (2012) study did not establish a causal link between physical 

punishment and development of a mental disorder later in life. A case can be made that 



EHRiC/S5/19/C(EPFA)/86 

violence between children actually increased after the ban came into force in Sweden 

(Larzelere and Johnson, 1999).  

 

 


