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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)  

 

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: 

I have seen this Act in use. It simply criminalises activity, being political, that would not be criminal at any 
other time, but because you are at a football game it is!!!!!! An Act designed to "even up"(quote from 
Christine Graham when cross examining Tom Devine at parliamentary committee stage of the Bill) arrest 



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.  

figures between Celtic and Rangers fans. Celtic generally have less fans arrested. Might be a better idea 
to find out why and try to educate Rangers fans who act criminally, as to why they are more likely to be 
arrested, rather than artificially construct crimes. It should also be remembered this is a tiny percentage of 
fans who attend games. It didn't work either, which is ironic.  

 

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, resources would be free'd up to target crimes which have a far greater effect on society. 
Judges time wouldn't be wasted dealing with, what has been described by judges, this nonsense. 
B, They wouldn't be asked to pass customers details to police, therefore should hopefully be better 
viewed and trusted by their (paying)customers. 
C, less intimidation, and yes as an ordinary fan, there is intimidation. Being filmed at a game for 
singing(and not one I could ever be arrested for singing, even under this dreadful act).  

 

 

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)?  

Education and action. 
Sectarian singing goes on unabated at games, deal with that. 
Trying to even things up because you want to be offended by someone's politics is just silly, hence 
charges being dropped, or laughed out of court on a regular basis. 
Educate supporters the difference between sectarianism and political opinion/views. 
There is a difference between celebrating your culture and denigrating another's. 
But criminalisation for singing, even if offensive isn't the answer. 
Criminal law already exists to deal with racist and criminally sectarian behaviour, use it.  

 

 

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: 

There is no merit in any section of the Act. Law already in existence can deal with racism and 
sectarianism. 

 

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)?  

Use existing legislation, a separate Act was simply unnecessary.  
 

 

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: 

But only if the Club takes inadequate steps to educate they're fan base. This must be pre-defined and not 
applied on an ad hoc basis. 

 

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)  

If the alleged crimes committed can be taken forward with existing legislation then they should be, if only 
by this discredited law then proceedings should be dropped.  

 

 

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  

 

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 don't think there will be any negative impact. 
Law already exists to protect against criminal behaviour against individuals due to their race, religion or 
sexual orientation. 
Indeed young men going to games may feel a lot safer.  

 

 

Page 18: General   



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

This was a totally unnecessary over reaction to one game, it achieves nothing to make going to any game 
safer, nor more enjoyable. 
Address the sectarian/racist behaviour, let's not try to criminalise others to "even up" arrest and conviction 
figures.  

 

 

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

Watching the police film parts of a crowd, when the people in the area are neither doing, nor threatening 
to behave in any other way than supporting their football teams is both offensive and provocative. 
At times it feels as though the police are trying to provoke innocent citizens into criminalising themselves. 
Kettle get Celtic fans on the Gallowgate is an obvious example, that was appealing behaviour by the 
police. 

 

 


