
TO: Edinburgh City Council (sent by e-mail) 

01 December 2017 

 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

 

I received a disturbing phone call yesterday informing me, if I understood correctly, that a booking of council 

premises by our campaign – Scottish Palestine Solidarity Campaign – for Wednesday December 13th for the purposes 

of public discussion of Palestinian freedom has been in some way blocked or put on hold pending some kind of 

evaluation by an employee or employees of Edinburgh City Council. 

This email seeks clarification since the matter will ultimately have to be decided in a court of law if our booking is not 

honoured; the uncertainty and difficulties already caused by yesterday’s phone call is a small victory for the pro-

Israel lobby that defends Israel’s war crimes and crimes against humanity – war crimes condemned by the London 

and Holyrood governments - and an infringement of the rights of a political campaign committed to universal human 

rights. 

Putting discussions of Palestine under special measures would be a violation of the democratic rights of many 

citizens of Edinburgh and Scotland to discuss political matters openly. 

You have been lobbied by individuals and an organised pro-Israel group that is ultimately linked and answerable to 

the Israeli Embassy. Various pro-Israel groups work across Scotland to defend Israel’s actions by claiming that those 

who oppose Israeli crimes are anti-semitic. They are working to close down all public and private spaces to advocates 

of Palestinian freedom. Pro-Israel bodies over the years have attacked as anti-semitic the University and College 

Union, the Church of Scotland, and Scottish Local Authority Councils. The most bizarre and impossible accusations of 

hate crimes have been levelled at SPSC, which Police Scotland has said could not have occurred. 

David Collier has been publicly discredited by a Westminster Parliament report for making wild and unfounded 

accusations of anti-semitism against innocent individuals critical of the State of Israel. I am very happy to meet with 

and respond to the baseless smears he has levelled against SPSC. Please note that he has been unable to identify a 

single anti-semitic remark or suggestion in the entire corpus of written and broadcast material from SPSC over 

almost two decades. A record of which we are proud. 

Collier is a defender of Israel’s mass killings of Palestinians and other crimes that Amnesty, Human Rights watch and 

the UNHCR has found to be war crimes and possible crimes against humanity. He works closely with other pro-Israel 

activists such as Jonathan Hoffman who was ejected from the House of Parliament for disrupting a meeting. He 

works with BNP activists such as Paul Besser. 

The self-styled Jewish Human Rights Watch, who promote Collier’s unfounded smears have been similarly rebutted 

by British judges in their efforts to smear institutions as anti-semitic. 

Their efforts in Britain are relatively feeble – in the US a bill making its way through the Congress proposes fines up 

to $1 million and maximum 20-year prison sentences for campaigning in support of the Palestinmian call for BDS – 

boycott, divestment and sanctions against the State of Israel until it concedes basic human rights to Palestinians. 

HUGH TOMLINSON QC of Matrix Chambers has delivered a weighty legal opinion underlining our rights to the use of 

council facilities for public debate, rights that must not be infringed. 

“Public authorities cannot lawfully act in a manner which is inconsistent with rights under the European Convention 

on Human Rights (“the Convention”). This means that, for example, a public authority cannot interfere with freedom 

of expression unless this is justified under Article 10(2) of the Convention or with freedom of assembly unless this is 

justified under Article 11(2). Such justifications must be “convincingly established”. It is, of course, fundamental that 

freedom of expression “is applicable not only to “information” or “ideas” that are favourably received or regarded as 

inoffensive or as a matter of indifference, but also to those that “offend, shock or disturb the State or any sector of 

the population.” However public authorities are likely to be justified in restricting or prohibiting statements  or 

demonstrations which meet the strict test of being “a direct or indirect call for violence or as a justification of 

violence, hatred or intolerance”. Speech which is incompatible with Convention values, such as Holocaust denial or 

justification of pro-Nazi policies is outside the protection of Article 10.  



In addition to the “negative obligation” on public authorities not to interfere with freedom of expression unless such 

interference is justified under Article 10(2) of the Convention, they are also under a “positive obligation” 

 “to create a favourable environment for participation in public debates for all concerned, allowing them to 

express their opinions and ideas without fear, even if these opinions and ideas are contrary to those 

defended by the official authorities or by a large part of public opinion, or even if those opinions and ideas 

are irritating or offensive to the public”10 . 

http://freespeechonisrael.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/TomlinsonGuidanceIHRA.pdf  

The apparent singling out of SPSC for special treatment, if true, we find shocking and anti-democratic. I am ready, 

however, to meet with any Council officers to deal with Mr Collier’s and others’ politically-driven defamatory 

accusations. 

I look forward to a speedy reply since our booking is for Dec 13th. 

 

Regards 

 

Mick Napier 

Scottish Palestine Solidarity Campaign 

101 Rose Street South Lane 

Edinburgh EH2 3JG 

0795 800 2591 

http://freespeechonisrael.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/TomlinsonGuidanceIHRA.pdf

