
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: 

There was already existing legislation to deal with every potential criminal act at football matches. We did 
not need new "destructive to society & oppressive laws". We did though get them due in no small part to 
the disgraced Stephen House of the Police FORCE. Laws which were then open to interpretation by Police 



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.  

Officers who are not Law Experts/Judges/QC's. This meant open season on football fans for what Police 
deemed offensive when in reality there was no illegality. This has proven to be so from numerous cases 
thrown out of court by Judges. Secondly .. It appears football fans are treated different to EVERY other 
member of society. That is disgraceful and undemocratic and unlawful also if taken to a Court of Human 
Rights. Scotland; one of the best legal system in the world is embarrassing itself with the Football Act and 
is deliberately targeting sections of society (football fans, and people of a certain religious persuasion) with 
criminality that does not in reality exist. Its a manufactured farce by Stephen House; who is an utter 
disgrace to common decency. 

 

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?  

less time wasting as just about every case has been thrown out of court by Judges so far. 
 
less lives wrecked by the judicial system for people who have done nothing wrong and broke no "laws" 
 
more respect for the Police if they see sense and don't foist a "Police State" on us citizens  

 

 

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)?  

arrest people for criminality under existing laws. 
 
The problem is Police are unwilling to enforce current laws. If they did people like me would not be 
subjected to vitriolic religious discrimination by bigots the length of Scotland. 
 
Do Your Job Using The Existing Laws and for crying out loud clamp down on Religious and National 
intolerance. 
 
Lastly; ban every Police Force Employee from institutions of evil and influence like the masons and 
orange order. Its an utter disgrace that law keepers are members of these groups.  

 

 

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 per my previous comments 

 



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 of EXISTING legislation which covers everything already. 
 
no need for new punative laws made up by bigots to "even up the numbers" 
 
were watching you.. and know what your doing.  

 

 

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: 

the club has to have done everything reasonable... and more. else .. punishment.  

 

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 have no idea. I am not a Police Officer or Politician. 
 
I pay my tax for waste of time think tanks for this kind of answer. 
 
I don't have all the answers... just some serious questions about how we got here.  

 

 

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 cases thrown out of court so far or found not guilty. a waste of time and lives 

 

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 have no idea.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

A complete breakdown of how we got here and who is responsible and why must be performed AFTER 
the ACT has been repealed. 

 

 

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

No Response  

 


