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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) 

Name: 

Andy Chuter 

 

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: 

I am a passionate football supporter, who enjoys going to games all over Scotland. I also have children 
who enjoy going to football games in Scotland. I'm not a hooligan, I'm not some kind of animal looking for 
trouble or looking to cause offence to opposing supporters. I object to the fact that this act tars everyone 
with the same brush, regardless of your age, gender, colour, creed. The authorities dealing with this act 
should concentrate on dealing with individuals who are looking to cause problems at Scottish football 
grounds, not assume that everyone turning up to watch a game is a troublemaker. 

 

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 
The police can concentrate on looking out for & dealing with people who are looking to cause problems at 
football matches, rather than looking out for everyone, thinking they are going to cause trouble. 
 
I can go to games safe in the knowledge that if I act in a way becoming of my age & status, I'm not going 
to get arrested & charged for something I haven't done. 
 
Football clubs can work closer with the police to identify any trouble makers 
 
 
 
There are no disadvantages to repealing the 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)?  

 
Provide very clear definitions of what is regarded as offensive behaviour at football matches. 
 
Football clubs working closer with supporters to avoid offensive behaviour. Establish what the club deems 
acceptable & not acceptable in line with their own constitution & in conjunction with the authorities. 
 
politicians who's knowledge of football is limited should take a step back from any involvement in the 
game & allow people who have the knowledge (& are paid to run our game in Scotland) to be given the 
freedom to do their jobs without being continuously scrutinised.  

 

 

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: 

Please refer to the answer regarding sections 1-5 of the 2012 act 

 



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)?  

Most sensible people are aware of where the line is drawn regarding threatening communications. 
however, to avoid people being unsure about this,there need to be specific guidelines as to what is & is 
not acceptable regarding freedom of expression & when this turns to threatening behaviour. 
 
People who cross the line should be dealt with severely. This would make them think twice about doing it 
again & send out a message to other offenders, that if you get caught you will not be treated lightly.  

 

 

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: 

The clubs can only go so far. If an individual or a group of individuals want to go out & cause trouble, there 
is very little, if anything that a football club can do to avoid this. Going back to an earlier point though, there 
should be a greater sense of engagement between clubs & their supporters. At present I don't think that 
the senior people who run football clubs in Scotland are fully aware of the way supporters are treated at 
times & in some cases, possibly don't really care. 

 

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.  

Some increase in cost 

Comments: 

Increased costs due the potential administrational changes with the proposed bill. Additional funds to allow 
the relevant authorities to deal with the way supporters are actually treated at football matches. This will be 
as a result of there being more focus on supporters being treated as individuals, rather than one group 
being all treated the same. 

 



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?  

Football supporters in Scotland are treated poorly just now. If these changes are not introduced, it will 
only get worse & people will start to walk away from the game.  
 
Going to watch football matches for most people is about enjoyment, fun & a form of camaraderie . Take 
these away & people will go elsewhere to find their fun & enjoyment.  

 

 

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  

 


