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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 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 opposed 



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: 

Pre existing laws sufficient prior to act. Definition of offensive and to whom provide too much power to 
police.frequent criticism of act in court. Climate of fan as criminal.origin of act was political in response to 
single highlighted incident. 

 

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?  

Are there less incidences now of football related offences being tried through courts.? 
Is act effective? 
Has the act evened up the treatment of fans and reduced 'discrimination' ? 
Has the act made fans and the public feel safer ? 
Do the police now charge clubs more for policing costs as a result of the act and has this led to better 
behaviour and less football related offensive crime? 
Is the act being used to target free association and expression of views as offensive, as opposed to 
offensiveness that is unacceptable?  
Can legislation and giving police more power change unwanted football behaviour? 
Is the legislation not too wide and a waste of time and effort?  

 

 

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)?  

Try thinking about the behaviour that observers would like to see in football fans and encourage and 
resource this. Football generates income,publicity ,passion and joy for many. How can this be welcomed 
and encouraged.  
Look at fans as essential participants, customers, individuals.What do they want when they go to football. 
? Football in summer when the weather is better and we might qualify for Europe more often and bring in 
revenue.Safe standing. Government backed reduced transport costs for registered fans welcoming fans 
to game. Tax incentives for clubs to develop stadia facilities for fans pre/post game. Accept there will be a 
cost ,in terms of fan behaviour, to the positives brought by football fans. No tolerance of disruptive 
frightening behaviour by fans towards non football related members of public e.g on way to and after 
game (not including police).  

 

 

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.  

Unsure 

Comments: 

Offensiveness is too vague, places subjective power in hands of recipient which can encourage 
complaining and does not target resources towards tackling truly intimidating communications. Makes 
police job harder and opens them to accusations of selective policing. 

 



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)?  

Not sure if problem is more a technology one or an open air, face to face one. The former is probably 
unsolvable. The latter requires leadership and explanation of what is acceptable expression. After that 
people choose and are responsible. Many people buy season tickets and are well educated, or associate 
with those that do, and are capable of understanding freedom of expression arguments. Make this and 
freedom of association information part of an annual education campaign by club/government along with 
season ticket renewal. Is Shifting responsibility to police/ courts to deal with offensiveness working?.  

 

 

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  

 

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?  

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?  

Thanks for consultation.  
 

 

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

Only watching fans singing at games being filmed by police. Surely this is intimidation and too much.  
 

 


