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Letter from Police Scotland to the Convener 

 
Green Brigade complaints 
 
I refer to your correspondence outlining your concerns about the policing of the 
Green Brigade, by officers of the former Strathclyde Police on Saturday the 16th 
March 2013. 
 
This incident has attracted attention, both in the media and amongst certain sections 
of football supporters who have been very vocal in expressing their criticism of Police 
Scotland in the media and on social networking sites.  As a consequence, an internal 
review of our handling of the event from a Quality of Service perspective and a 
separate review into the specific Public Order tactics used on the day have been 
conducted.  I am now in a position to fully respond to your letter. 
 
I believe it would be helpful if I supplied you with a brief overview of the Policing 
Operation. 
 
Saturday 16th March 2013 was a particularly busy day for the former Strathclyde 
Police and due to other ongoing protests involving the Scottish Defence League 
(SDL) and a counter event by Unite Against Fascism (UAF) there was a large scale 
public order policing operation in place within Glasgow city centre.  The potential 
threat of disorder was assessed to be high and as a result, a proportionate number 
of police resources were deployed to facilitate peaceful protest and maximise the 
safety of the public in general. 
 
On Thursday 14th March the Green Brigade announced their intention to march from 
the Chrystal Bell Public House in the Gallowgate in Glasgow to Celtic Football Club 
at Parkhead.  The Green Brigade did not have authority to hold a public procession 
as required by Section 62 of the Civic Government (Scotland) Act 1982 which 
requires the organisers to give at least 28 days notice and have approval from the 
local authority. Their intention to hold the procession was publicised through a 
variety of media over a period of time, however no formal approach by organisers 
was made to the police or to the local authority.  It was therefore not a lawful 
demonstration. 
 
The march was publicised as a protest at the number of Celtic football fans who 
have been arrested and convicted for a variety of football related offences and are 
now subject of football banning orders and who are also banned by the club.  
 
At approximately 1pm a number of fans began to congregate in the Gallowgate area 
in and around the Chrystal Bell Public House and there was an initial police 
deployment of 4 police officers in the area.  As information was received that a large 
group of people were now gathering, a secondary deployment of 25 officers, who 
were on standby for the other policing operations previously highlighted, was moved 
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to the immediate vicinity and deployed on foot when it became clear that a group 
were about to set off as a march.  
 
At this stage it became clear that there were between 200-300 demonstrators 
intending to march and it was the intention of the senior police officer on the ground 
to facilitate this as a peaceful protest and allow the crowd to ‘march’ to Celtic 
Football Club, with the condition that the protestors remain on the pavement and 
thereby not compromise their own safety or the safety of other road users.  Despite 
repeated attempts to engage with members of the group, no organisers or leaders 
were identified and the officers were confronted with demonstrators who were 
actively avoiding negotiations with the police and clearly not responding to any of 
their instructions.  The conciliatory offer of the police facilitating a peaceful protest 
was clearly not being accepted and consequently the demonstrators formed up 
across the width of the road, affecting both lanes of traffic, and began to march. 
 
The senior police officer on the ground was faced with a very large, non compliant 
crowd, which was intent on disrupting vehicular and pedestrian traffic in the vicinity, 
with no means of contacting an organiser or leader to assist in following safety 
instructions.  When an attempt was made to cordon off the road and prevent any 
further progress of the march, the officers were completely engulfed by an angry 
mob, many of whom were wearing hoods and had scarves obscuring their faces. 
 
Faced with this rapidly evolving situation, the senior police officer on the ground 
reasonably believed that the intentions of the group were not peaceful and that a 
safe environment could not be created to facilitate a ‘march’.  The decision was then 
made to rapidly deploy further available resources from the other planned operations 
in the city to the Gallowgate in support of his officers who were now clearly being 
overwhelmed and being subjected to violent intimidation and aggressive tactics from 
the crowd. 
 
I fully accept that the crowd contained protestors who would have been intent on 
peacefully marching, however there were clearly large numbers of persons within the 
crowd who were intent on causing large scale disorder.  In order to contain the 
situation and prevent further escalation, the tactical use of a box cordon was 
employed.  This allowed for the movement of the crowd to be brought under control 
safely and then for the people within the cordon to be dispersed in fewer, more 
manageable numbers.  This tactic was successfully deployed and the crowd was 
thereafter dispersed. 
 
The use of a box cordon is a recognised approved public order tactic.  However, as 
part of the internal review of this incident the public order element was specifically 
reviewed by a senior officer with significant experience in public order policing.  This 
officer had no prior involvement in this incident.  He concluded that the public order 
tactic was both proportionate and appropriate in the circumstances, that it was 
implemented efficiently and professionally and that it remained in place for no longer 
than was reasonably necessary. 
 
I can confirm that 13 arrests were made as a direct result of the protest and ‘march’, 
resulting in 12 persons being reported to the Crown Office Procurator Fiscal Service 
(COPFS) and a juvenile offender being reported to the Scottish Children’s Reporter. 
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The offences libelled all relate to public disorder and include 7 persons charged with 
a Breach of the Peace and others charged with assaults on police and resisting 
arrest.  In addition, enquiries are continuing to identify 7 persons who have been 
captured on CCTV committing various public order offences and it is anticipated that, 
following identification, they will also be reported to COPFS. 
 
Following this incident, I set up a dedicated team of specialist officers to investigate 
all related complaints about the police.  As you will be aware we have formal 
processes and guidance in place which ensures that all such complaints are 
thoroughly investigated and are subject to a high level of scrutiny.  Over the past 
month a detailed investigation has taken place and all persons who have engaged in 
the complaints process have been interviewed and their allegations recorded and 
investigated.  In addition, all available video and CCTV footage has been reviewed. 
 
The majority of complaints that we have received were made by e-mail to the former 
Strathclyde Police.  Following receipt, the originator of each e-mail was contacted 
and asked to provide contact details in order that a member of the enquiry team 
could contact them to ascertain the specific nature of their complaint(s), whether they 
were a witness to the incident or had viewed footage of the march on social network 
sites or other media, and where relevant, to note statements and gather evidence.  
In many cases, despite repeated attempts, these potential witnesses have failed, or 
refused, to engage with the enquiry team.    
 
In total there have been 72 members of the public who have made complaints either 
directly to the police or via their MPs, MSPs and Local Councillors in relation to 
concerns they have about the policing of this incident.  These concerns vary from 
complaints about police ‘heavy handedness’ to issues about wasting tax payers’ 
money.  In the very large majority of cases the complaints that have been made are 
generic and relate to unspecified allegations of misconduct, against unspecified 
officers, mostly referring to video footage seen on television or on social media sites.  
Of these, 34 have refused to engage with the police beyond their initial e-mail, 
despite a number of attempts to contact them and 5 have withdrawn their complaint. 
Of the remaining 33 people who have complained, few were actually present at the 
incident and correspondence has come from all over Scotland, and as far afield as 
the very South of England, and even Cyprus. Many of these people are not making 
specific complaints and merely wish to register their disapproval at the alleged 
treatment of Celtic fans. 
 
Six of the complainers have made specific allegations about the conduct of individual 
officers.  I do not propose to discuss the details of each allegation but two complaints 
were recorded alleging assault by police officers.  One of the complainers 
subsequently decided to withdraw her complaint and the other allegation has been 
fully investigated and a report has been submitted to the Crown Office Procurator 
Fiscal Service. Whilst I am limited to what I can say at this stage, I can confirm with 
certainty that no person has alleged that they have been struck with a police baton.  
With regard to the 4 other complaints against individual officers, 3 relate to 
complaints of incivility and the other relates to excessive force, which was made by a 
member of the public who viewed one of the arrests on the media site YouTube. 
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I acknowledge that there has been strong condemnation in certain sections of the 
media and the public about what they believe was inappropriate behaviour by my 
officers, but I do not accept that this was the case.  There have been various 
persons alleging that there is video footage of police assaults and ‘heavy 
handedness’ but the officers who have investigated these complaints have not 
found, or had provided to them, any evidence by video or otherwise of any police 
misconduct. 
 
 
For clarity, the Civic Government (Scotland) Act 1982 makes specific provision for 
processions of this type to ensure that the police and local authorities can prepare 
for and facilitate lawful protest, while at the same time ensuring the safety of the 
marchers and other members of the public.  Regardless of the Green Brigade not 
having the required authorisation, it was decided that a peaceful protest would be 
facilitated and the police action on the day was a dynamic response to prevent 
further escalation and disorder and thereby keeping the public safe from a rapidly 
evolving and potentially harmful public order incident. 
 
I have attempted to provide an overall view of the events and investigation as it 
unfolded and hope that this may assist you and further inform members of the 
Justice Committee.  
 
It is my belief that when the outstanding criminal proceedings are concluded video 
footage available will allow both you and your constituents a more complete picture 
of the events that day and show that the actions of my officers were necessary, 
justified and proportionate. In the meantime I trust this is helpful. 
 
Stephen House 
Chief Constable 
21 May 2013 
 


