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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 am content for my response to be attributed to me (as an individual)  

 

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: 

I believe that it has made people at football more suspicious and resentful of Police officers at football 
matches and also i think it is a complete disgrace that Football fans may be dealt with in law differently 
from someone committing the same offence 50 yards outside a stadium or wiyhin a stadium at an 



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.  

alternative sporting event , i have attended football on a twice weekly basis for over thirty years and only in 
the past five years has heavy handed policing become an unwelcome match day experience , i have never 
been spoken to myself nor would i be found in a situation that may warrant this , but i see the treatment 
and attitude of young fans by some officers and their harassment of them is inexcusable and not what i 
would expect from a public servant . 

 

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?  

 
1 The advantage to the Police in repealing this act would be to rebuild trust between them and the fans of 
Football in this country especially the younger fans who will be attending football for many years more 
than a middle aged person or a OAP for abvious age reason also the Justice system would benefit from 
the waste of money and man hours and effort that go in to prosecuting these unique laws in which many 
cases have been utterly rejected by Sheriffs in this country. 
 
2 The football clubs would benefit from more people attending games rather than fans not returning due 
to the way they are singled out and wrongly blamed & labeled for all the sectarian trouble in our society. 
 
3 Football fans would benefit from not resenting being treated like a suspected Hooligan or bigot , they 
should be treated like any other person , and if they cause a breach of the peace in a stadium or its 
vicinity they should be arrested and charged and due legal process should take its course in the same 
way a person who is arrested for the same offence in any town city or village at any time or day of offence  
 
4 I do not see ant disadvantages for repealing this act other than for the SNP who need to keep this 
draconian law to save face and not admit they were utterly wrong in its implementation .  

 

 

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)?  

 
There is nothing that can be done to totally eradicate offenders , you just need a normal police service at 
matches to arrest offenders and prosecute accordingly, banning orders are fine with me either from clubs 
or courts for habitual offenders at matches . 
 
Also a definition of what is offensive should be agreed between clubs police and the prosecutors and then 
relayed by the clubs & football authorities via match programmes messages or match tickets but it must 
be in line and also be classed as offensive away from football in every day lives  

 

 

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 opposed  

 



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)?  

Automatic Prison sentences for threats to life or Injury for not only football related matters but also in 
every day social matters , also the hosts of these social media forums should be engaged more 
agressively by the government to block or curtail this type of behaviour and they should be fined and 
sanctioned for not acting on this type of behaviour  

 

 

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: 

I think that strict liabilty should be imposed and that clubs are responsible for the their fans but only within 
the Stadium or confines of a stadium be it home or away 

 

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)  

I do not think a transition is required , it should be abolished with immediate effect , the inflated budgets to 
the departments that enforce this act should be stopped and the unspent portions should be clawed back 
in to the public funds and we should get back to normal policing of games  

 

 

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 increase in cost 

Comments: 

As per my previous question comments 

 

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?  

 
I do not think the bill would have a negative impact on ant groups mentioned , as i have stated all through 
this same policing and same right for every one and the people who may be affected if at all would have a 
modern day Police force and Social work team to turn to in their hour of need .  

 

 

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  
 

 

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

Only the fact that going to a match now is does not hold the same carefree experience as i did years ago 
you feel as if Football fans are being purged to suit political agendas and a tool to win votes , but to me it 
has the opposite effect  

 

 


