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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)  

 

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 are already laws to deal with breach of the peace and various other criminal acts, there was utterly 
no need to have specific laws for incidents that take place in a football stadium. The creation of the 2012 
act criminalises football fans for being football fans, plain and simple. Rugby fans could potentially behave 



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.  

in the exact same way but there is no specific legislation for them. Rightly or wrongly it is perceived as an 
attack on the working class. It was an ill thought out, naive and ultimately fruitless attempt to control the 
behaviour of football fans. In fact, the 2012 act and many related recent laws have created problems rather 
than solving them. For instance, how can it be possible that a football manager can be assaulted on live 
television and yet the perpetrator walks free from court? Sadly, the answer is our current government and 
law makers lack the wit and intelligence to understand that their ill thought out and rushed through 
legislation, created as a knee jerk reaction, did not provide a solution to problems, it made the already 
difficult job of our police officers even more difficult. 

 

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?  

(a)  
Advantages - the ability to enforce and prosecute the workable laws that existed prior to 2012.  
Disadvantages - none 
(b)  
Advantages - improved relationships with the police and the supporters. There is currently an adversarial 
relationship which does nothing to encourage harmony and social responsibility.  
Disadvantages - none 
 
(c) 
Advantages - no longer feeling like a criminal for attending a football match. The ability to understand the 
law and how the police will enforce it. Confidence that justice will be done. 
 
Disadvantages - none  

 

 

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)?  

Treating offensive behaviour at football as a separate entity, and that somehow football causes these 
problems is frankly ridiculous. Reducing all offensive behaviour from all society should be the target, not 
football. All of society, whether in public, or online seems to believe that they are entitled to say whatever 
they want and never consider the impact that words and actions will have on others.  
Politicians need to realise that improving the responsibility of society and changing the culture of binge 
drinking which leads to much anti social behaviour is too serious to attempt to use to gain votes. As the 
SNP did when they introduced the 2012 act despite the clear opposition to it.  
The Police uphold the law they do not make the law, this is not a problem of their creation but often the 
less enlightened of the greater public blame them for it.  
 
If anti social behaviour at football is the target which has clearly been the case then the SFA need to 
introduce strict liability like UEFA have for clubs having responsibility for the collective behaviour of their 
fans. The thought process behind this is that fans have great affection for their clubs and will not want to 
do them harm for fear of being excluded from attending matches. Essentially it applies peer pressure to 
conform to established norms of behaviour. Unjust laws discriminating against people who attend 
matches could never have this impact.  
 
But surely, the aim of a government should be the behaviour of all citizens, not just football fans. Football 
is not responsible for all crime and anti-social behaviour. It is not responsible for students on freshens 
week, it is not responsible for the number of people in A&E every Friday and Saturday night having over 
indulged with alcohol.  
 
Education about social responsibility and a healthy attitude to alcohol will require the input of schools, 
parents, the police and the nhs and will not change overnight but surely that should be the real goal. 
Football is not the cause.  



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)?  
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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: 

Offensive communication is offensive communication whether it is about football or any other topic. There 
is no need for a football specific law. It has allowed people to avoid prosecution on a technicality. 

 

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)?  

Social media has changed the way people communicate with one another. It is entirely reasonable to 
introduce legislation to regulate the way that people will interact with one another in the modern world. 
This is surely a much bigger issue than football fans. Are all the ills of society created by football? 
A carefully considered, practical law that can be enforced and if necessary prosecuted that deals with all 
communication but does not seek to prove motivation would be appropriate.  
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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: 

Strict liability should be applied. It already happens with all UEFA competitions so it is quite cowardly that it 
does not already apply to SFA and SPFL competitions. This will not fix everything but it will motivate most 
fans to conform to behaviour that is not offensive. The individuals who persist should be banned from 
football matches and should face prosecution if they have broken the law (nb not the unworkable and 
unjust 2012 act) 
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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)  

Transitional arrangements? 
There were perfectly workable laws before the 2012 act so go back to them.  
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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 

Comments: 

Why is this relevant ? Having a just country where people conduct themselves in an acceptable manner 
and it is not simply blamed on football fans is more important than money. We spend how much on the 
parliament building and trams but worry about the price of justice and an end to the criminalisation of 
football fans? 
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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?  

Does this mean that protected groups are not permitted to be football fans?  
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Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the 
consultation document?  

The 2012 Football Act is an affront to justice and a national disgrace. Repeal it!  
 

 

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

The act has done untold damage to the relationship with the police. There are many football fans that 
think we live in a police state.  
They are not to blame, they merely enforce the law.  

 



 


