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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)  

 

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 

Comments: 

This acr is not only redundant (there are already laws in place which could be used) but it specifically 



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.  

targets and criminalises young, working class, men who would not face the same consequences had they 
acted in the same way at a rugby or cricket match. 

 

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?  

Police Scotland do a good job in the main. This act serves to drive a wedge between young Scots and 
the police force that is there to serve them... 
 
Football is nothing without fans, fans are being criminalised by this ill thought out legislation and as a 
result some fans are moving away from the sport. Repealing the bill will not only allow our Police and 
court systems to deal with more appropriate cases. 
 
If an individual is chanting bigoted slogans or songs of any type... sectarian, racist, homophobic then they 
should be arrested for that and be tried for those specific crimes. There is no place for those "fans" at my 
club, I don't want to be tarred with the same brush as them, I recognise that football grounds are the only 
real place in Scotland where groups of like minded individuals meet in such numbers, so there will always 
be a political edge to chants, a tribal element to chants, it's what makes football the game we love.  
 
The SNP government bulldozed through an unworkable, biased and wholly unnecessary law which they 
thought would grab headlines and it is for all the wrong reasons. This bill is not changing Scotland for the 
better.  

 

 

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)?  

My team policed their fans themselves for many years and as a result the instances of sectarian songs 
great reduced. I think football clubs have a responsibility to manage their fans, just as much as fans have 
a responsibility to police themselves. 
 
The nation as a whole needs to change and to say sectarianism is only a problem at football games is a 
smokescreen.  
 
The same sectarianism that meant my dad couldn't even apply for some jobs because of his surname 
and the sectarianism that allowed a football team to openly employ a "No Catholics" policy still exists. It 
may be more casual, but it is still there. 
 
The nation as a whole needs to accept this and needs to move on and heal. 
 
The first step is to acknowledge it is there. Next is for a real dialogue and where needed apologies. 
Anything else is just masking the problem. 
 
This dialogue cannot just be Irish Catholics and Scots Protestants, but all ethnicities who have made 
Scotland their home.  

 

 

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: 

As before, I believe there are already laws in place which could be used without stigmatising football 
supporters. 

 

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 before.  
 

 

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 think clubs must lead by example, in the past my club worked hard to remove sectarian singing and am 
proud of that. If it returns then the club should be at the forefront of the fight against it. If that is only 
achieved via sanctions then so be it. 

 

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 don't know if any are required.  
 

 

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.  

Unsure 

Comments: 

On the face of it, less police time would be needed to trawl through video footage to find evidence of things 



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

to be offended by, however on the flip side it may be more time consuming to prove a true crime has been 
committed with evidence and the normal things needed in a civilised society. 

 

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?  

I do not believe there is any negative impact to those protected groups that alternative legislation would 
not cover.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

Only that the original bill was forced through with little consultation as a knee-jerk reaction to incidents 
that happened at football matches by a government who would do anything for a positive news headline 
in the run up to a referendum.  
 
The original bill was flawed in so many ways. In my opinion the greatest flaw was that the underlying 
issues of sectarianism, racism and xenophobia in Scotland, which has been rife for generations and has 
gone unchallenged by those in power and instead of facing this head-on, the government is targeting 
young men at football grounds or hiding behind twitter accounts - not engaging in open dialogue (that 
they know will probably loose more votes and lead them to make an apology for the decades of inaction 
by any government). Easy headline grabbing policy always wins for the SNP government over hard work 
and hard truths.  

 

 

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

No Response  

 


