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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 fully support the repeal of the Act as I have never been happy with this Act. The Act was brought in with 
haste. Many young lives have been unnecessarily affected as a result of this. Instead of tackling 'real' 
issues, the government brought in this act and many people have been charged then found not guilty or 



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.  

not proven. One judge even called the Act 'mince'. Youngsters have been arrested for singing songs which 
any normal person would find funny not sectarian by any means. People arrested for holding banners 
which are in no way sectarian. People have had their homes raided early in the morning for singing a 
song! In no way should this be treated as a serious crime. I agree there are areas which need to be 
addressed but I think they need to be discussed in full with football fans. I believe a recent review carried 
out said the Act had the public backing. I would suggest that those questioned should only be those who 
actually attend football matches as any other people will only know what happens inside a stadium on 
hearsay. I have been attending football matches for ten years and I have seen very little offensive 
behaviour yet many people have been arrested under this Act. 

 

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?  

Advantages: 
Police and justice system - Vast saving of time, resources and money spend currently monitoring fans 
who are simply out to watch a football match. If unnecessary arrests cease the paperwork that follows 
ceases too. This will flow through the police and courts system saving time and money.  
Disadvantages: 
I cannot see any.  
 
Advantages: 
Football Clubs - Saving time and money spent on dealing with complaints from fans.  
Disadvantages: 
I cannot see any.  
 
Advantages: 
Football supporters - A more pleasant experience at a football match. No more being watched by police 
with cameras. People arrested and charged then found not guilty or not proven have incurred 
unnecessary costs. Charges can have a major effect on people's employment and families.  
Disadvantages: 
I cannot see any.  

 

 

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)?  

Be clear on what is 'offensive behaviour'. Let's not be immature, be sensible. Some things are just plain 
funny and not offensive. 
Sit down with fans, real fans who actually attend football matches not just people off the street who have 
an opinion but may never be at a football match in their lives. Let's not be 'heavy handed' with people. 
Remember a lot of people who go to football games are young and immature. They may get caught up in 
the heat of the moment at times but are not doing anything that is seriously wrong.  
Sometimes people say they are offended but it could simply be that they do not like the other team or 
their fans. This is easy to see on social media but in real life most people actually do get on each other 
despite being opposing fans at a match.  
Without a doubt the main people who should work to reduce offensive behaviour at football matches are 
the fans. Fans from different teams working together and agreeing what is and what is not offensive. As it 
stands the police have become the enemy of the fan instead of being there to help them, if and when 
needed. Fans need to lead then sit with everyone else to discuss a way forward so that everyone has a 
pleasant experience at a football match. Examples should be set by the players on the park too.  
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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: 

I think I have already explained why I think the Act should be repealed. I fully support this for all the 
reasons already listed. I have followed some of the court cases involved in this over the years and I can 
see what a waste of public, police and court's time it is. 

 

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)?  

Again, use common sense. Some things are banter, fun. Some things are very serious, offensive and 
threatening to people. These are the areas that should be tackled. Obviously, threatening behaviour 
which puts people in fear, cannot be ignored and should be dealt with. I do think that victim's statements 
can be effective. Victim's could speak out, if they wished, so people know the real impact that their words 
have on other people.  
No one should escape punishment if they put people at fear.  
Speak to school children from primary age, let them know the damage that can be done by words. Don't 
make it a on-off. This should be an on-going project that continues all through secondary school. Those in 
the wrong should be punished.  

 

 

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?  

Unsure 

Comments: 

I would need more time to think about this but I think I would agree that the club should have some sort of 
punishment as I think this would deter fans but again what is 'offensive behaviour' needs to be agreed by 
fans, clubs, authorities and relayed to the fans. 

 

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.  

Unsure  

 

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?  

I have not seen any behaviour in regard to the protected groups in years of going to football.  
 

 

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?  

No Response  

 


