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Page 2: About you   

Are you responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation?  

Organisation  

 

Which of the following best describes you?  

No Response  

 

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.  

No Response  

 

Please select the category which best describes your organisation  

Representative organisation (trade union, professional association)  

 

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.  

I am content for my response to be attributed to my organisation 

Name of Organisation: 

The Celtic Trust 

 

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 was and is completely unnecessary discriminatory and flawed in so many ways. It is claimed that 
it was introduced to deal with sectarianism yet that word does not appear anywhere in the wording of the 
Act and in fact there is ample pre-existing legislation in place to tackle the problem of sectarianism. By 
singling out football it compounds the myth that sectarianism is limited only to football when all the 
evidence points to the fact that this a problem deeply embedded in Scottish society. It is also 
discriminatory in that actions become criminal only in the context of football while being perfectly legal in 
any other situation. The Act was introduced in a blatant attempt to gain party political capital and is so 
badly drafted that it has been heavily criticised and deemed unworkable by many in the legal profession 
including Sheriffs. It has completely destroyed any trust between the Police and football supporters and 
the concept of policing by consent has disappeared in this context. As the primary targets for police action 
under this Act are young male supporters we now have a whole generation of young people who have no 
respect for or trust in our police force and the implications of this for society in general in very worrying. 
Most of these young citizens are law abiding and have had no previous connection with the criminal law 
they yet are being dragged through the courts and branded as criminals with horrendous consequences 
for their future life prospects All of these negative aspects were highlighted in the consultation before the 
Act became law. At that time its introduction many sections of Scottish society expressed opposition, in 
fact only the SNP who forced it through Holyrood, and the police who saw it as a way of gaining extra 
funding were in support. This Act has no place in a so-called democratic society as it is an attack on free 
speech which is corner stone of such a society. 

 

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?  

In our opinion only advantages will come from getting rid of this Act. 
 
Police and Justice System: The police will be able to use the resources at present being deployed in 
harassing football supporters in pursuing genuine criminals.The three Procurator Fiscals who at present 
only pursue football fans will be available to then process the real criminals whom the police will hopefully 
have apprehended and the funds needed to maintain FoCUS and other police officers pursuing football 
fans estimated at £3-4 million can 
be diverted to more efficient policing ensuring a safer society. 
 
Football Clubs: will be able to attract more paying customers in the knowledge that they will not be 
subjected to police harassment and can thus offer a much more enjoyable match day experience. 
 
Football supporters: will no longer be subjected to having their civil liberties infringed by aggressive 
policing. They will have confidence that a football match can be policed like any other public gathering 
and that any criminal activity will be dealt with in the same way as any other aspect of life. 
Ordinary football supporters especially young supporters will be able to go to matches secure in the 
knowledge that normal behaviour will not be construed as 'offensive' and thus turn them into criminals. 
 
Overall the very significant amount of money being wasted on the whole process can be diverted to 
catching and apprehending real criminals.  

 

 

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)?  

It is impossible to define or quantify offensive behaviour and that is what makes this Act so unacceptable 
and wrong. 
No one has a right not to be offended as what offends one person may be perfectly acceptable to 
another. Offensive does not equate with criminal as this suggests. If any behaviour in a football context is 
criminal then there is a whole set of existing legislation to deal with this. 
Under this Act individual police officers can decide that that he/she is 'offended' and can use its terms to 
pursue a citizen under the code of criminal law.  



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)?  

This is not the role of the police and they should not be tasked with carrying it out. 
For all these reasons the term 'offensive behaviour' has no standing in law nor should it have and 
repealing this Act can only be beneficial to all aspects of Scottish society.  

 

 

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: 

It is simply a very bad and unfair law. Let's repeal it and if further legislation is needed to ensure there is no 
criminal activity relating to the ever increasing electronic world then this should be carefully considered and 
drafted. 

 

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)?  

See previous answer.  
 

 

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: 

Football Clubs are already doing what they can to ensure good behaviour by fans. Celtic for example have 
stadium regulations which are a matter of public record and before every match supporters are reminded 
of 'unacceptable behaviour' I am sure others Clubs have similar policies. However a Club cannot and 
should not be held responsible for the actions of any individual. In a free society each individual is 
responsible for his/her own actions and if these are unlawful then this should be pursued in the normal 
manner. Holding Clubs responsible for the actions of supporters in general is open to many aspects of 
abuse. 
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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 should include at the very least a halt to any process of pursuing and 
individual under this flawed legislation. 
Repeal will mean that this law should never have been enacted in the first place and so consideration 
should be given to removing all record of any conviction under it while it was in force.That would only be 
just.  
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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.  

Significant reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Vast amounts of money is being wasted at the moment pursuing people for 'offences' which are only 
offences in a football context. Stop all this and this money can be diverted to real police/justice work 

 

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?  

We cannot see any negative effect of repealing this unjust and discriminatory law but do see positive 
effects for football supporters.  
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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?  

Not really other than to say let's repeal this iniquitous piece of legislation as soon as possible and in the 
future guard against introducing any similar flawed and discriminatory legislation in football or any other 
context.  

 

 



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

As an organisation we have been approached many times for help/advice by football supporters who 
have fallen foul of this Act.  
We have seen people who have had no previous experience of the legal system dragged through through 
the courts and made to attend courts on multiple days costing individuals and their families a great deal of 
worry and expense, all for something as innocent as singing a song at the football match ...a song 
incidentally which could be sung in any other context and not even be noticed. 
I shudder to think of the cost to the court system and thus to us as tax payers of these proceedings. 
Our members have reported many incidents of being subjected to aggressive policing, of being filmed 
and unnecessarily harassed at matches. 
Our officials have made several complaints regarding police harassment and have had these complaints 
upheld and received apologies for police action with the assurance that the officers involved will be 
'counselled' as to future behaviour. 
We have witnessed police officers obviously giving false evidence in court proven by the Sheriff not 
believing their testimony and returning a verdict of 'not guilty' but this only after many months of worry and 
stress for those falsely accused and their families. 
This is just not acceptable and overall this Act has been a disaster on so many levels 
The sooner it is repealed the better for any just and democratic society.  

 

 


