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Page 2: About you   

Are you responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation?  

Individual  

 

Which of the following best describes you?  

Member of the public  

 

Please choose one of the following. If you choose the first option please enter your name in the box below 
as you wish it to be published.  

I am content for my response to be attributed to me (as an individual) 

Name: 

Jim McGrane 

 

Please select the category which best describes your organisation  

No Response  

 

Please choose one of the following. If you choose the first option, please enter in the box below the name 
of your organisation as you wish it to be published.  

No Response  

 

Please provide 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.  

 
 

 

Page 8: Offensive behaviour at football (the section 1 offence)   

Q1. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposal to repeal sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 
Act? Please explain the reasons for your response.  

Fully supportive 



Q1. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposal to repeal sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 
Act? Please explain the reasons for your response.  

Comments: 

I have been attending football stadia since 1948. I have been at grounds where violence has occurred, but 
in my opinion it has greatly decreased in recent years. It has become verbal rather than physical. However 
the recent encroachment in cup final was a,lowed to occur because of flawed police operatives and 
decisions made on that day. I respect the police and their job. They are employed to uphold the country's 
laws, not theirs. The police in their interpretation of the laws is sometimes incorrect and we the public 
suffer. This causes the nutters in society to exarcibate the issues, when if proper well thought out police 
strategy for each separate issue would control any possible breach. I have seen police acting in belligerent 
and intimidating postures, and it does not come as a surprise to me that these nutters are goaded into 
irresponsible behaviour. My memories of football violence include police horses charging around hampden 
park; glass beer bottles being hurled from bridge near hampden park on to opponents supporters; hearts 
supporters armed with butchers cleaver chasing Aberdeen casuals; airdrie fan throwing meat pie on to 
face of referee . 

 

Q2. In your view, what would be the advantages and disadvantages of repeal to: (a) the police and justice 
system, (b) football clubs and (c) football supporters?  

The police should be given advice of what is offensive and not leave it to them to decide if some person 
not present could be offended by words or songs. Football clubs should be charged properly by courts 
and their governing bodies about offensive behaviours within their premises. We are still waiting years 
later on pronouncements about the singing of 'banned' sings by sfa. Does this acronym stand for 'sweet 
xxxx all'?  

 

 

Q3. Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 
think needs to be done to reduce offensive behaviour at football matches (including, for example, by 
politicians, the police and the wider justice system, clubs, fans and other interested parties)?  

This act came about because of first minister intervening. That he was a hearts supporter and where one 
of his fellow supporters was seen by world at racking a Celtic official, then being found not guilty is a 
measure of the distrust that the public perceives. Had the sfa(that acronym again) sorted out the cause of 
the trouble between two officials at Celtic park by appropriate fine eg £100k personally and not payable 
by employer it would make a difference  

 

 

Page 11: Threatening communications (the section 6 offence)   

Q4. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposal to repeal sections 6 to 9 of the 2012 
Act? Please explain the reasons for your response.  

Fully supportive 

Comments: 

It's a bad act badly interpreted badly by poorly qualified police staff 

 



Q5. Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 6 to 9 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 
think is the most appropriate way of tackling threatening communications while upholding freedom of 
expression (for example, use of other legislation)?  

No Response  

 

Page 13: Strict Liability   

Q6. Would you support measures to penalise football clubs for offensive behaviour by their fans? If so, 
should it be necessary to show that the club was at fault (for example, by failing to take reasonable steps 
to control fans' behaviour) - or should "strict liability" be applied?  

Yes 

Comments: 

I'm appalled by all away supporters behaviour . Every club knows to whom they disburse away tickets to 
yet they tolerate and accept this away behaviour. I often strived to obtain away tickets but gave it up as I 
recognised that someone whose interpretation I distrusted could erroneously suggest that I as an away 
supporter had committed an offence in their incorrect judgement. To rely on that conjecture made me give 
up on the idea of being an away supporter. 

 

Page 14: Transitional arrangements   

Q7. What transitional arrangements do you think would need to be included in a Bill to repeal the 2012 
Act? (Possible options are set out in the consultation paper at page 24)  

No Response  

 

Page 15: Financial implications   

Q8. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the 
proposed Bill to have? Please provide any comments.  

Broadly cost-neutral  

 

Page 16: Equalities   



Q9. What overall impact is the Bill likely to have on the following protected groups (under the Equality Act 
2010): race, disability, gender (including transgender), age, religion and belief, sexual orientation, marriage 
and civil partnership, pregnancy and maternity?  

Positive  

 

Q10. In what ways could any negative impact of the Bill on any of these protected groups be minimised or 
avoided?  

No Response  

 

Page 18: General   

Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the 
consultation document?  

No Response  

 

Q12. Do you have any direct experience of the Act in practice that you would like to share?  

No Response  

 


