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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: 

This act is unnecessary as there is existing pieces of legislation in which any breach at a game of football 
can be handled under. I don't believe in a society where being offensive for the most part should be 
against the law. If you believe in free speech then someone has the right to disagree. At what point do you 



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.  

draw the line that something becomes so offensive that it could "incite trouble". In almost every instance it 
has not been another football fan in the stadium that has been offended, it has been a police officer. I 
firmly believe because they are told to use the legislation so it can be seen as a success. Good 
governance should be admitting when you get something wrong and if you believe strongly enough in it in 
the first place going back and fixing the mistakes. It cannot be any coincidence that there is only one party 
in Scotland who this this is a sound piece of legislation. This act was rushed in after finger pointing and 
chest bumping and a game of football, in a time when the football grounds are safer then ever. The 
government at the time were point scoring and jumping on a problem that while still exists is nowhere near 
what is was. There are bigger issues in Scotland to be dealing with than singing at a game of football. I 
would argue that the people "offended" at football matches, don't go to football and are using this as a 
vehicle to serve their own agenda. I still do not understand how the SNP can be trying to fight this. Move 
on, admit you got this one wrong! 

 

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?  

The police and justice system - It would stop a waste of police time i.e dawn raids on the homes of 
football supporters for singing a song! 
A waste of the courts time in all the cases i have read about in which the judge can't understand why this 
is in court in the first place. 
 
Football Clubs - It may bring back genuine supporters who have been put off by increased police 
pressure on football supporters through the use of surveillance and heavy handed tactics. 
 
Football supporters - It would be baby steps in repairing a severely fractured relationship with the police, 
who instead of being there on the instance that they are required, want to film innocent people in the 
hope that they find something to charge them with. I don't understand how large scale vandalism can 
occur in a football stadium when there are hundreds of police present. Maybe because they are all in the 
one corner filming a bunch of young guys watching a game of football.  

 

 

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)?  

I think the government need to get out of this nanny state mentality where someone is not allowed to be 
offended. Who decides what is offensive? Is it someone who does not agree with my point of view? Is is 
someone using a sweary word? Is it someones dress sense? Get a grip.  

 

 

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.  

Partially 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)?  

Report the person to the police as you would with any other crime. Like everything it would be a case by 
case basis not everything lumped in together.  

 

 

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?  

Unsure 

Comments: 

Again how would you deem what is offensive? The word offensive is so subjective. 

 

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 reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Why are police even in football stadiums? For the most part they do absolutely nothing to prevent any 
crime before it happens and only act days or weeks later. 

 

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?  

It has been an utter waste of time and money and should never have been rushed through at the time. 
Long may there be a minority government is this is what we are subjected too from a party that believes 
itself above scrutiny. You get things wrong get over yourself. This is coming for someone who voted yes 
in the referendum.  

 

 

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

Intimidating and heavy handed policing on members of the public going to a football game having broken 
no law. Only being treated in such a manner because of the group they belong to ie football fans, which in 
itself is a form of discrimination. Why do the police have a right to film an innocent person walking down 
the street, with no prior criminal history and with no complaints against. Are the police not there to protect 
and serve the people? Seems they are being used as a govermemnt tool, no that can't be right in this 
21st century idyllic Scotland we live in.  

 

 


