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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: 

Stewart Bonner 

 

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 believe this was an I'll thought out, and flawed piece of legislation from the start. Doing something, just for 
the sake of being "seen" to do something. Anything. And it has made the enjoyment of a family day out for 
my family and I diminish. Deffinately feels almost like a police state. Unfortunately, most of the police don't 
know what the rules are, or how to enforce them. And others seemingly take great glee in enforcement of 
this legislation none the less. Letting personal allegiance sway thier decision making. Unprofessional at 
best. 

 

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 at this point do not know what they can and can't do, against what. They need specific 
instructions. X y and z are banned. If it is sung /chanted then arrests should be made. But there are 
ALREADY laws for this. 
 
B - if supporters do not feel on edge and constantly under overt scrutiny, then they would feel more 
inclined to turn up week in week oit. This has obvious benefits to the clubs. 
 
C - people can go to a match with thier family and not feel like criminals  

 

 

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)?  

Exactly what has been happening. Good old police work. If offensive behaviorism carried out on public 
transport or in the street, you either nip it in the bud there and then, or you gather evidence, identify the 
culprit(s) and arrest them as soon as possible afterwards.  

 

 

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: 

The age of online abuse is here. And it's vile. Threats and slurs fly continuously. And victims are able to be 
abused 24/7 while the cowards hide behind thier keyboard /phone thinking it's "just banter". It most 
deffinately is not. 

 

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)?  

If people abuse thier rite to drive, ot can be removed from them. People with a history of abuse online 
should have thier Internet use restricted so as to reduce the amount of bile they can throw at people. 
Online monitoring is actually a very simple action. If someone does this, you could give them effectively a 
good behaviour bond. They break the bond, they take the full brunt of what's coming to them 

 



 

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: 

A club can only do so much. If someone is determined to be an idiot, then it's gonna happen. 

 

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)  

I think there are already laws there that allow police to make arrests when required. This legislation 
simply muddies the water. Just remove it from the equation.  

 

 

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: 

So long as the sensible action is taken 

 

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?  

Negative  

 



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

It can't. 
U can't have a bill that allows people to demand arrests under law, when something is deemed offensive 
to them. As some of the group listed in the last question will testify..... Thier very existence (speaking as a 
man with several gay family and friends) there are people that believe homosexuality is wrong. 
Regardless of other people's beliefs on the matter, if it is law to arrest someone for carrying out an act 
that someone finds offensive. Then the simple act of kissing thier partner becomes a crime. U can't 
decide if someone is legitimately offended. They either are or they aren't. And an officer cannot let moral 
judgements on his application of the law. It needs to be CLEAR so as to remove any and all doubt on a 
matter  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

Just get rid of it. It is an expensive mistake that has caused nothing but problems to all involved.  
 

 

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

Apart from seeing children harassed by officers at matches regularly? No, as I have learned to keep my 
mouth shut, or face repercussions from the law myself.  

 

 


