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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?  

Professional with experience in a relevant subject  

 

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) 

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 



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: 

This act fails on every level of it's supposed intent. It should be abolished and those who implemented it 
should be ashamed of their actions. 

 

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 of a repeal: 
 
- Police resources could be spent on other areas of society which badly need it, places where real crimes 
are committed and often neglected on a daily basis. 
 
- Police resources could be saved as a ludicrous amount of officers are used to enforce this act. Saving 
the government precious resources which could be invested in other branches of the government 
 
- Families would feel more encouraged to take children to the game as a heavy handed Police presence 
detract hundreds from attending games. Infant children have been separated from their parents due to 
the tactics Police shamefully use to enforce this act. 
 
Disadvantages: 
 
- No disadvantage would arise as a result of abolishing this disgraceful act. The only negative would be 
the embarrassment felt by those who created it and have previously defended it in public.  

 

 

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 is key. Our society requires an improved education from the age of an infant going forward, 
those individuals who behave in an offensive manner are likely beyond changing. To eradicate these 
problems on a long term basis the Police and Government need to do more to educate the children of our 
country and to actually show them that unacceptable behaviour is not only wrong but has severe 
consequences. 
 
- The wider justice system needs to punish those who do commit a serious offence at Football without 
mercy. It should be a one strike policy for serious incidents. With a lifetime ban handed out to offenders, 
therefore sending a message out to everyone that improper conduct is not an option. 
 
- As far as I can tell from the grounds I have visited clubs are doing everything that they can to eradicate 
this issue. Fans could take more of prominent role but lack the authority to make any change. 
 
- Politicians need to promote a unified message on this issue and have legislation that can combat real 
crimes effectively, rather than victimise what are often innocent football supporters. Only prosecute those 
who deserve it and to stop choking Scottish Football and allow it to flourish.  

 

 

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 



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.  

Comments: 

This act is an abomination that is not fit for purpose nor does it serve it's original purpose. 

 

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)?  

Threatening communications are completely unacceptable but the Police do a fine job of tackling these 
issues outside of "Football" so there is absolutely no requirement for our Government to have specialised 
legislation to victimise Football fans. 
 
The Police have enough power before this legislation to successfully combat these crimes and will 
continue to do so. 
 
The Football Act is NOT required to do 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: 

In this country where everyone has equal rights, freedom of speech and the right to act as they please 
within the confines of the law. If an individual chooses to act in an unacceptable manner then that is NOT 
the responsibility of the club, governing body or any other organisation. That is the sole responsibility of 
the individual and if they have pre-meditated that they will behave in an unacceptable manner then there is 
nothing that anyone can do to prevent it. They can only react once it has happened such as arrest them, 
warn them that their behaviour must stop, give them a jail sentence etc. The fundamental intentions of 
another human being is controller solely by themselves, so long as the club follows all safety guidelines 
then they should NOT be culpable for the behaviour of an individual. As they are just that, an individual 
and should be punished as so. 

 

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)  

The Act can be repealed as quickly as it was instated. This abysmal Act was implemented as a knee jerk 
reaction by the Scottish Government who wanted a show of power after to football managers had a public 
argument and it should leave us just as quickly, it does not deserve a period of notice as it has LONG 
since outstayed it's welcome.  

 

 



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: 

- Hundreds of thousands of pounds would be saved by reduced hours by Police Officers (I'm sure Police 
Scotland are desperate to keep as many hours within their business as possible as I see they are 
massively understaffed as it is) - reduced money spent on legal fees - reduced money spent by the hiring 
of Court staff for pointless cases which are often thrown out. - reduced money spent on equipment used to 
entrap innocent fans at matches. Such examples would be the HD cameras used by dozens of Officers at 
games. - Less Officers would be sent to matches, which would also save money on travelling costs and 
would save our environment from needless pollution as less vehicles would have to be sent to ferry these 
officers. 

 

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?  

By removing the act these groups would regain their voice once more. This act oppresses many and 
forbids even speaking about many peoples ancestral heritage. 

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

Please discard this act as quickly as possible. The Government are there to serve, protect and enforce 
the law of this land. 
 
The Act serves no purpose but to criminalise innocent Football Fans, take away their power of free 
speech and costs the government millions. There are sufficient laws within our Country to combat 
offensive or sectarian behaviour already established without this disgusting Act. Police Scotland can 
continue their fine work without this Law.  

 

 



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

I have seen Police kettling fans outside Celtic Park, inside Fir Park and have heard a lot of stories 2nd 
hand. Such as fans being arrested at 6am on a Friday, meaning they will have to spend the entire 
weekend behind bars, these people have lost their careers because of this act, only to be found innocent 
in a court of law. But that does not help them to get another job/career after having their reputation 
tarnished like this. 
 
I have seen children being separated from their parents due to heavy handed Police Scotland in what 
was nothing other than a completely unnecessary show of force. Accounts and video evidence exists 
expressing disgust at people inside the kettle struggling for air as there were elderly/asthmatic people 
with the group and people were having anxiety attacks due to mental health problems.  
 
This sort of conduct does not eradicate Offensive Behaviour at Football, it eradicates Football fans going 
to Football.  

 

 


