
Proposed Football Act (Repeal) (Scotland) Bill  

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 act is wholly unnecessary, legislation already exists to deal with breaches of the peace. The act 
specicifally targets football fans as a demographic making it discriminatory. It criminalises this 
demographic for actions which woudl see other demographics go uncharged!!!! This appears to simply be 



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.  

attempting to limit free speech (and thought) of the persons targetted – Any curtailment of free speech 
must be clearly outlined in legislation and not (as appears to be the case here rely on individual police 
officers to decide, based on their personal "world view", what is, or isn't, offensive. Legislation to limit free 
speech also requires to be workable – from the various reports of attempted prosecutions under this act, 
Sheriffs seem to have been unequivocal that the act is badly drafted; I am unsure of the exact numbers 
around conviction rates, however, reports would suggest that is it very low, which would appear to lend 
weight to various Sheriff's opinions!!! Most importantly this act has undoubtedly politicised the actions of 
the Crown Office Procurator Fiscal Service, which in a supposedly liberal and free country is WHOLLY 
UNACCEPTABLE.  

 

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?  

The advantages of repealing this act would include the following: 
 
Possibly start to restore the badly strained relationship between football fans and the police service. 
Allow police and court resources to be utilised to tackle the many more serious societal issues and crimes 
with which they need to contend. 
Stop criminalising ordinary members of the public simply for supporting football. 

 

 

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)?  

It seems to me that the legislation which was in place prior this act was sufficient to deal with any 
extreme's of bad behaviour. The Police Service and the courts had all of the "tools" required to 
adequately protect the public from the excesses which can present themselves in any situation in life (not 
only at football).  

 

 

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  

 

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)?  

I am not convinced at all that an additional and separate act was required in order to deal with this.  
 

 

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 do not support strict liability for football clubs (or clubs of any other sport) and believe that if clubs can 
show meaningful and reasonable steps being taken to control fans' behaviour then they should not be 
penalised, however repeat offences should require progressive actions being taken by the club in question 
(i.e. the same steps which did not stop a recurrence of the same issue woudl no longer be deemed 
meaningful or reasonable).  

 

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 further charges should be pursued under this act, however where fans' actions have breached pre-
existing legislation, then this should be used to prosecute if possible.  

 

 

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: 

I would expect significant savings in costs from not having to attempt to prosecute members of the public 
(for political ends), only for the majority of Sheriff's to dismiss the cases - I am sure these funds could be 
much more productively applied. 

 

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?  

Slightly positive  

 



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?  

One example of good governance is to have the self awareness to realise when you have made a 
mistake and set about correcting this.  
The current government had an opportunity to do exactly this in relation to this bill.  

 

 

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

No Response  

 


