
Proposed Desecration of War Memorials 
(Prevention) (Scotland) Bill 

Introduction   

A proposal for a Member’s Bill to protect war memorials by creating a specific offence of desecrating a war 
memorial. 
 
The consultation runs from 27 September 2023 to 19 December 2023 
 
All those wishing to respond to the consultation are strongly encouraged to enter their responses 
electronically through this survey. This makes collation of responses much simpler and quicker. However, 
the option also exists of sending in a separate response (in hard copy or by other electronic means such 
as e-mail), and details of how to do so are included in the member’s consultation document. 
 
Questions marked with an asterisk (*) require an answer. 
 
All responses must include a name and contact details. Names will only be published if you give us 
permission, and contact details are never published – but we may use them to contact you if there is a 
query about your response. If you do not include a name and/or contact details, we may have to disregard 
your response. 
 
Please note that you must complete the survey in order for your response to be accepted. If you don't wish 
to complete the survey in a single session, you can choose "Save and Continue later" at any point. Whilst 
you have the option to skip particular questions, you must continue to the end of the survey and press 
"Submit" to have your response fully recorded. 
 
Please ensure you have read the consultation document before responding to any of the questions that 
follow. In particular, you should read the information contained in the document about how your response 
will be handled. The consultation document is available here:  
 
Consultation Document 
 
Privacy Notice  

I confirm that I have read and understood the Privacy Notice which explains how my personal data will be 
used. 

 

On the previous page we asked you if you are UNDER 12 YEARS old, and you responded Yes to this 
question. 
 
If this is the case, we will have to contact your parent or guardian for consent.  
 
If you are under 12 years of age, please put your contact details into the textbox. This can be your email 
address or phone number. We will then contact you and your parents to receive consent. 
 
Otherwise please confirm that you are or are not under 12 years old.  

No Response  

 

About you   



Please choose whether you are responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation. 
Note: If you choose "individual" and consent to have the response published, it will appear under your own 
name. If you choose "on behalf of an organisation" and consent to have the response published, it will be 
published under the organisation's name.  

an individual  

 

Which of the following best describes you? (If you are a professional or academic, but not in a subject 
relevant to the consultation, please choose "Member of the public".)  

Member of the public 

Optional: You may wish to explain briefly what expertise or experience you have that is relevant to 
the subject-matter of the consultation. 
Ex HMF 

 

Please select the category which best describes your organisation  

No Response  

 

Please choose one of the following:  

I am content for this response to be published and attributed to me or my organisation  

 

Please provide your Full Name or the name of your organisation. (Only give the name of your organisation 
if you are submitting a response on its behalf). 
(Note: the name will not be published if you have asked for the response to be anonymous or "not for 
publication". Otherwise this is the name that will be published with your response).  

David MacLean  
 

 

Please provide details of a way in which we can contact you if there are queries regarding your response. 
Email is preferred but you can also provide a postal address or phone number. 
 
We will not publish these details.  

 

Aim and approach - Note: All answers to the questions in this section 
may be published (unless your response is "not for publication").   

Q1. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposed Desecration of War Memorials 
(Prevention) (Scotland) Bill? (Please note, that this question is compulsory.)  

Fully supportive 



Q1. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposed Desecration of War Memorials 
(Prevention) (Scotland) Bill? (Please note, that this question is compulsory.)  

Please explain the reasons for your response. 
Many of these are still a focal point for family to attend and remember lost family and friends regardless if 
killed in war or operations. 
They are also a focal point for many veterans who use the remembrance service as a chance to catch up 
with old service mates. 
 
Deliberately damaging a memorial is a slap in the face to those who served and those who gave thier lives 
for freedom and the current liberties we enjoy today 

 

Q2. The proposed Bill aims to improve the protection of war memorials by creating the specific offence of 
desecration of a war memorial. Do you think legislation is required, or are there are other ways in which 
the proposed Bill’s aims could be achieved more effectively?  

Yes, legislation is required 

Please explain the reasons for your response, including your view on whether the creation of a 
specific offence of desecration of a war memorial would be an effective deterrent. 
Sadly there is an element of society who due to politics or a feeling of little come back feel they can do 
what they like without fear of consequence for their actions. 
 
There has been war memorials deliberately targeted for theft of the metals used or daubed over with 
proscribed terrorist organisation initials  

 

Q3. What do you think the definition of a ‘war memorial’ should be?  
 
Please explain the reasons for your response, including your view on the proposed definitions set out on 
pages 7 and 8 of the consultation document.  

Any memorial regardless of age that gives reference to those in HMF or civilian casualties either located 
internally such as a church or public building or externally  

 

 

Q4. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposal that the level of punishment for the 
offence of desecration of a war memorial should be subject to a scale which reflects the severity of the 
offence?  

Fully supportive 

Please explain the reasons for your response, including your view on first offenders, particularly 
young people, attending education programmes or community service, the scale of potential fines 
and prison sentencing options. 
People need to realise there is consequences for their actions which the majority of the public find 
reprehensible  

 



Q5. In England and Wales, the maximum sentence for desecrating a memorial is 10 years imprisonment. 
What, in your view, should the maximum sentence be under the proposed legislation for desecrating a war 
memorial?  

Up to 10 years 

Please explain the reasons for your response 
Maximum sentence especially if the plaques stolen for scrap metal, if found in scrapyard the owner to be 
stripped of SEPA licence to operate. 
 
If minor such as throwing wreaths about or urinating then clean and tidy at own expense. 
 
For community service then sent onto the Commonwealth Wargrave commission eyes on hands on project 
to clean their head stones in cemeteries  

 

Q6. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposal that the new offence should be limited 
to war memorials, as opposed to memorials more generally?  

Proposal should be expanded to include all memorials  

 

Financial Implications   

Q7. Any new law can have a financial impact which would affect individuals, businesses, the public sector, 
or others. What financial impact do you think this proposal could have if it became law?  

a significant increase in costs 

Please explain the reasons for your response, including who you would expect to feel the financial 
impact of the proposal, and if there are any ways you think the proposal could be delivered more 
cost-effectively. 
Any business or persons involved owning a business should have winding up petion issued,  
 
Any scrap metal dealers found in possession of parts of a memorial should have additional charges 
brought against them for handling stolen goods as well as SEPA licence to operate revoked. 
 
Businesses accounts frozen/monies seized until all damage made good  

 

Equalities   



Q8. Any new law can have an impact on different individuals in society, for example as a result of their 
age, disability, gender re-assignment, marriage and civil partnership status, pregnancy and maternity, 
race, religion or belief, sex or sexual orientation.  
 
What impact could this proposal have on particular people if it became law? If you do not have a view skip 
to next question. 
 
Please explain the reasons for your response and if there are any ways you think the proposal could avoid 
negative impacts on particular people.  

Simple don't damage them regardless of what you believe in  
 

 

Sustainability   

Q9. Any new law can impact on work to protect and enhance the environment, achieve a sustainable 
economy, and create a strong, healthy, and just society for future generations. 
 
Do you think the proposal could impact in any of these areas? (If you do not have a view then skip to next 
question) 
 
Please explain the reasons for your response, including what you think the impact of the proposal could 
be, and if there are any ways you think the proposal could avoid negative impacts? 

No I don't  
 

 

General   

Q10. Do you have any other additional comments or suggestions on the proposed Bill (which have not 
already been covered in any of your responses to earlier questions)?  

These memorials are a visual reminder into our past especially as all veterans of WW1 are gone and a 
rapidly dwindling number of WW2 veterans remain. 
Some memorials such as the one in Paisley Town center are a stunning peice of sculpture down to a 
simple cross in a small village, As the CWGC headstones all should be treated equal regardless of status  

 

 


