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EQUALITIES AND HUMAN RIGHTS COMMITTEE 

CHILDREN (EQUAL PROTECTION FROM ASSAULT) (SCOTLAND) BILL  

SUBMISSION FROM ANONYMOUS 

No, I do not support the Bill’s aim to abolish the defence of reasonable chastisement 

for several clear, key reasons.  

Firstly, existing legislation already protects children from physical abuse. If the 

current law which forbids excessive punishment against children would be properly 

explained and taught to the Scottish people, and if broken then enforced, it would 

already be clearly understood that there is no need for any change in current 

Scottish law to protect children. Indeed, removing the grounds of “reasonable 

chastisement” as good reason for punishing a child if deemed necessary by a parent 

would raise potential grounds for criminal assault charges to be raised against the 

adult concerned, criminalising decent parents! 

Secondly, confusing smacking with physical abuse or physical assault indicates a 

lack of comprehension about the reality of these events, and everything that lies 

behind them:  

 Smacking is a means to restore peace and order to the mental and physical 

state of a child; it is only carried out by a parent who loves the child enough to 

take uncomfortable action, and that as a means of last resort.  

 Physical abuse or assault is the exact opposite; it is likely to cause actual 

physical damage, and the reasons driving such actions are selfish, including 

negative emotions such as anger, loss of control, with deliberate intention to 

hurt, and instil fear and terror; there is no love involved but rather hate.  

Furthermore, smacking is a means of punishment from an adult to a child, and never 

from one adult to another adult; confusing smacking with assault or abuse is akin to 

confusing children with adults. They are at different stages of maturity and 

responsibility, and rightly have different legislation protecting them. It would clearly 

be misguided to make void all legislation discerning between children and adults, 

which gives children the extra protection they need and deserve, and that is the 

misguided direction taken by the anti-smacking bill.  

The idea of banning smacking also highlights and exposes an absolutely basic lack 

of understanding about the particular conditions which apply to warrant reasonable 

physical chastisement in the form of smacking as corporal punishment from parents 

to offspring. 

Smacking is never taken lightly, never done in anger, always a position of last resort, 

and with one aim: to focus a disobedient child’s attention away from their own selfish 

refusal to behave decently, towards the reasonable unselfish instruction of the parent 

who is responsible for them. It is the way civilised Scots, and civilised nations across 
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the world have traditionally always disciplined disobedient offspring when words are 

bluntly ignored, and it has proved to be most effective, and does not cause physical 

or mental damage. 

Thirdly, the Scottish Government has the duty of carrying out the will of the Scottish 

people, and in this instance the majority of Scottish people oppose a ban on 

smacking children.  

In 2017 a poll conducted by ComRes indicated that 74% of Scots do not think 

parental smacking should be criminalised, and several newspaper polls have 

determined that more than two-thirds of the Scottish public are against a ban on 

parents having the right to smack disobedient children if deemed necessary.  

It is a parental matter to decide if a child needs physical chastisement in the form of 

a smack; it would be clearly unreasonable for any government to intervene or decide 

on a parent’s behalf. This is a matter for common-sense, and that the government is 

even considering imposing a ban on parental smacking raises concern over the loss 

of a balanced, calm, and sensible approach to human relations in Scotland. 

I write as the father of two grown-up children who still live at home. We enjoy a very 

happy, loving atmosphere in our household, with frequent healthy discussions, 

occasional debates, and infrequent arguments which do arise occasionally, but are 

always properly resolved. Everyone has their own views, and we respect individual 

rights of personal opinion. We raised our children to be polite and respect others, 

and we taught them right from wrong; when they made mistakes we corrected them, 

and if they were deliberately disobedient we chastised them as we deemed 

necessary – always setting aside any natural anger borne out of parental frustration 

to administer calm, yet firm punishment borne out of love which demands the price 

only parental sacrifice meets. No parent smacks a child for perverse joy! 

I have also worked as a kindergarten and school teacher for 13 years overseas, and 

have worked under the most difficult conditions imposed upon teachers by school 

psychologists. We were forbidden to smack children in our care, and those who 

would have benefited from such properly-administered correction became 

increasingly troublesome and notorious with staff as they progressed through the 

system without it. Invariably they were children whose parents lacked the 

understanding of properly administering smacks if and when required. 


