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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 opposed 

Comments: 

Early February 2011 PM Cameron makes a speech in the heart of Europe, its about an all inclusive 
society, one that promotes integration rather than separation, as well as his immediate audience, the 
speech was directed at Muslims of the UK, with a theme of not fully integrating in UK society. This speech 



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.  

was on all TV news station and shown all over Europe and around the world, then reported at length in 
broadsheet and tabloid newspapers. However on Sunday 11th February live on TV during a Rangers v 
Celtic game at Ibrox, everyone watching & listening could clearly hear the song 'No Pope' being sung 
perfectly in tune and on time, by tens of thousands of people, the words "No Pope of Rome, no chapels, 
no nuns, no priests, no rosary beads.." could clearly be heard and understood by anyone who speaks 
English and was watching or listening to the match. I wrote to a number of news papers reporters asking 
how does this fit in with PM Cameron's few of an inclusive society. I only received one reply and that was 
to tell me that, it was 'people like you cause the problem'. I know as any sensible person does and as the 
government of Scotland does, that I am not the problem, the problem is songs like these. Now the bill in 
question might not be perfect and possibly could be refined, though I am not a lawyer or politician and 
don’t know the details of this act/bill. I am going on hear say only. However I do know that something had 
to be done and I'm glad the Scottish government are doing something. If a better policy/bill/act or whatever 
it may be, comes out then I will consider it, but until it does, please prevent bigoted songs being sung and 
keep this act/bill or whatever it is ï�Š  

 

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?  

I am not a lawyer or politician, I only know that to have an act is better than to do nothing. 
Should the bill be repealed, then society takes many steps backwards & the bigots on both sides think 
they have won. 
They would start singing offensive songs straight away, claiming they have 'The Right' to sing offensive 
songs. 
given in general, bigots are not very intelligent, anything that they see as promoting their views, adds fuel 
to their fire. 
IMHO the best action is to continue to prevent this fire igniting again, smother it, don't give it any oxygen 
or it might rage on forever.  

 

 

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)?  

Well its a catch 22 situation. 
The easiest way to solve offensive behavior is for the club to come out and explicitly condemn the songs, 
but that would mean the club biting the hand that feeds it. 
However all major clubs in Scotland have a tannoy speakers system, so they should use it! 
*Play music,shout, do anything to drown out offensive songs & never give up* 
But we/everyone needs to be forearmed and forewarned. 
What is and what is not an offensive song? 
Whats borderline and whats the action in such situations? 
 
Seems like first we need to know what is and what is not an offensive song, before we can tell you how to 
deal with it. 

 

 

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.  

Unsure 



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.  

Comments: 

You should really report on all these issues. I like most don't know what all the different parts of the bill are, 
what is and whats not being repealed etc 

 

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)?  

Threatening communications! 
A threat is an assault, if this covers it whats the problem? 
If another law/bill/act or whatever already covered it, then this bill would not have been deemed 
necessary.  

 

 

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?  

Yes 

Comments: 

All for1 and 1 for all 

 

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)  

N/A  
 

 

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.  

Unsure 

Comments: 

Ambiguous stupid question  

 



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?  

No Response  

 

Q10. In what ways could any negative impact of the Bill on any of these protected groups be minimised or 
avoided?  

Now is this question about a repealed bill, the current bill or what?  
 

 

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?  

In general not specific to this act, but police miss use their position and authority. 
I.E Police stop fans and start taking down person particulars DOB name etc, 
even though person has not done anything or been accused or suspected of anything. 
Why do the police 'Think' they have the right to stop & question people without reasonable cause? 
This is one of the major issues Joe public has with Dickson of Dock Green 
How would the police like it if I without reason accessed their personal data online? 
Treat others as you would have them treat you. 
Only if a persons details NEED to be taken down, should they. 
 

 

 


