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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 would like my response to be anonymous (the response may be published, but no name) 

Name: 

 

 

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: 

Football fans should not be treated differently to ordinary members of the public. To single out football fans 
over ordinary members of the public is ludicrous. Resources should be used in a more beneficial way. 

 

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?  

a) Police and justice system can focus on actual issues if repealed. No taxpayer cash and time wasted 
throwing stupid charges out of court. 
Police resources can be used better. 
 
b) Football clubs would no longer feel the wrath of football fans who are sick to the back teeth of being 
treated suspiciously for setting foot in a football ground. The onus would then be on the club to deal with 
offensive behaviour at football, such as illicit singing. By all means this should be an offence that has you 
banned from the ground (on the decision of the club itself), but it shouldn't be a criminal offence to sing a 
song. 
 
c) Football supporters won't need to worry about being constantly filmed by police, fearing police officers 
appearing at their door, facing a lifetime criminal record for singing a song.  

 

 

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)?  

Let alcohol be sold in grounds (not to be taken pitchside). This lets the fan feel trustworthy and not as a 
second class citizen (go to rugby, get a beer. Go to football, can't take in a Fruit Shoot). It also reduces 
people hanging outside the ground, getting as much drink down their throat as possible before they go in, 
as they're not allowed to be sold alcohol in the ground.  
 
This further increases revenues in Scotland's game. Money that can be used to educate people from 
primary school upwards on issues such as sectarianism and illicit chanting. Informative programmes that 
can be implemented by clubs themselves. 
 
The issue of sectarianism gets passed from generation to generation. If you don't stop children being 
taught this from their parents, it will continue forever, and this is something you cannot simply arrest your 
way out of. It causes aggression against the justice system and wastes time and money.  

 

 

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: 

Same as previous 

 



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)?  

As mentioned previously, this needs to be eradicated at the youngest age possible. Have it resulting in 
children questioning their parents on why they behave so obscenely at football. Throwing their 
mum/dad/brother in jail for it doesn't send the same message.  

 

 

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: 

Not penalising as such (except on large scale instances), but clubs need to show that they will not stand 
for offensive behaviour in a football ground. Weeding out the culprits without a detrimental impact to the 
average matchday goer. If I were to go to a pub and not behave (eg. too drunk, loud), I would be banned 
from the pub. This decision lies with pub management, not with the police and not resulting in a 
detrimental impact to all other customers. 

 

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.  

Significant reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Police in grounds not filming fans looking out for a particular song being sung which is a waste of money. 
Courts not being taken up with crazy charges which eventually get thrown out.  

 

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?  

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?  

Members of the Green Brigade at Celtic Park being filmed during matchdays. Police officers showing up 
at their doors due to the singing of Roll of Honour (song celebrating the lives of Irish hunger strikers, 
whilst not relevant at the football, isn't a crime). Unnecessary charges pressed. Cases going to court 
where judges have them thrown out.  
 
This exact scenario on numerous occasions.  

 

 


