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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 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: 

My reasons behind fully supporting the proposal to repeal sections 1 to 5 for the 2012 Act is due to my 
views that the Act was rushed through parliament, the basis behind the Act was ill-thought out and what 
has came from it is now a dangerous and unworkable law. I am extremely concerned as to how the Act is 
being used to the benefit of Police stats and we're now at a stage where political policing is without doubt 
alive and well in 2016 Scotland. 

 

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) I feel the advantages to the Police would be that they would be able to get back to protecting and 
serving the public, as opposed to harassing, bullying and putting football fans off the games they chose to 
pay to watch. They're put in an awkward situation where they know creating mass hysteria that football in 
this country is full of 'offensiveness' and threatening behaviour will keep their budgets, overtime and in the 
long run secure their jobs.  
The justice system is faced with an extremely difficult situation where they're supposed to determine what 
is and isn't 'offensive'. This is something that is subjective, to make it illegal (only within a football stadium 
however?), is shambolic and almost an attack on freedom of speech. The advantages are obvious, laws 
are already in place to deal with certain small issues that exist in football. They can be dealt with in court 
already. There are simply no disadvantages to repealing this act with regards to the justice system. 
 
b) Advantages for the football clubs themselves would be that the fans would be more likely to show up 
and put money into the game, as it stands I myself have been put off going to the football and I know of 
friends and family who are in a similar position all due to this Act and the way Police Scotland are policing 
football as a result.  
 
c) Without doubt this would be a massive advantage to football supporters, the way in which they're now 
policed, in a country where there is next to no trouble is crazy. The numbers of police involved, the 
bullying tactics are a joke. However, they get away with it as to the non-football fan who goes to games, 
there is a stigma attached that disappeared 30 years ago. The police, at the behest of the SNP are being 
allowed to run rough shot, the fact they have so much power over the game in itself is unacceptable, 
worrying and not something that bodes well for the future of the sport in Scotland.  

 

 

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)?  

One of the main problems, one which has been created with the implication of this Act is that 'offensive' 
behaviour is subjective. There are certain small amounts of behaviour that shouldn't take place at football, 
just like they shouldn't take place in society in general and I don't think it is wise to single out football 
alone in looking at certain members of the publics behaviour.  
I think an important measure would be for the media to be more responsible with what they report. Very 
often fans behaviour is blown out of proportion in order to sell newspapers, I do feel this will have a long 
standing effect, when situations are made out to be much worse than they are it results in unnecessary 
and over the top reactions, such as the Football Act.  

 

 

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  

 

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)?  

I think each situation has to be looked at on an individual basis. The problem again with attempting to 
define 'offensiveness' is that it is something that is subjective.  

 

 

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: 

You can't be looking at punishing either particular individuals or football clubs with any link to 'offensive' 
behaviour of fans. You can't define being 'offensive' due to it being a subjective issue, also, where do you 
draw the line - is it just fans or should players, coaches etc be liable to the law as well? 

 

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.  

Significant reduction in cost  

 

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?  

Any particular group that is dealing with prejudice should always be protected by the law, this is not 
something that should be solely focused on football but society itself. I think it is dangerous to pigeon hole 
certain problems as just being around football, this is ignoring the wider issues.  

 

 

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?  

Thankfully I have had no direct experience of the Act, however I have experienced an seen first hand the 
policing that has resulted since the Act has came into place and it is unacceptable. The political policing 
that is ongoing, and that they're getting away with is simply frightening. It is something that is putting me 
off football, and if it continues will likely stop going to games. After going to football for over 25 years that 
would be a difficult decision but one I would feel necessary as I can no longer give to the game whilst 
these actions take place, and whilst this law stands.  

 

 


