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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: 

Graeme Jolly 

 

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: 

It is discriminatory. It gives police disproportionate authority. It criminalises otherwise non criminal behaviour. It 
is too vague in terms of reference and ultimately fails completely to accomplish its intended purpose as 
evidenced by last seasons Scottish Cup final aftermath. 

 

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?  

Simply...it redresses the balance we already have in non football related criminality. 
It means all citizens are treated equally using the existing laws of the land. 
There are no disasvantages for any party.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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)?  

Firstly there is sufficient laws within the existing judicial framework to deal with any unruly offensive or criminal 
behaviour. 
Secondly as a taxi driver, I can assure you that I see far worse rowdy drunken and offensive and 
unacceptable behaviour on a Friday and Saturday night in Glasgow city centre than I do at any football 
games. 
I ultimately think that reducing 'offensive' behaviour is about identifying it, clearly defining it and then 
educating people about it. Making people aware of what it is is the first step. Clubs have a major role here as 
well as government. Videos adverts and posters highlighting clearly what is unacceptable behaviour is a first 
step. We then have to make the culprits aware that it is socially unacceptable as with the drink driving 
campaigns over the years. 
Education and awareness are the key. Not harassment and heavy handed authority. It will take time but it has 
to start somewhere.  

 

 

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: 

Similar reasons to my previous explanations. 

 

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)?  

Too tough for me. How do you differentiate between an insult and a threat and an idle threat? 
Appropriate justice and punishment? 
Is it an appropritae use of linited police resources? 
An absolute minefield.  

 



 

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?  

No 

Comments: 

I am very much in the strict liability camp. If an irresponsible fan smuggles in and lets off a flare who is 
responsible? It is clearly and completely that of the fan. The club empoy stewards and police at considerable 
cost however it is virtually impossible to police every single fan and so it is too easy just to blame the clubs. 
Culprits have to be caught and punished fully and appropriately. 

 

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 opinion  
 

 

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?  

Neutral (neither positive nor negative)  

 

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

Education. Apprehension and aporopriate punishment.  
 

 



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  
 

 


