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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 ill-conceived, open to interpretation, and is a serious breach of the human rights of those who 
choose to attend football matches. There were/are already laws in place capable of dealing with the types 
of 'breaches' currently dealt with under this Act which could, and should, have been used to deal with the 



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.  

same. The number of case thrown out of courts up and down the country alone should be sufficient to 
have this ridiculous piece of legislation repealed post-haste. 

 

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 would save vast resources currently wasted on nonsensical prosecutions 
which are eventually laughed out of court. Fans would not run the risk of being criminalised purely for 
singing a song or flying a flag based purely on someone else's interpretation of 'offence'. Clubs can 
concentrate on trying to improve the match-day experience instead of being forced under this legislation 
to work with Police attempting to identify fans for prosecution in respect of often minor offences, which 
wouldn't be an 'offence' at all in any other walk of life. 
 
There are no disadvantages to the repeal of this Act, unless of course you count the former Social Justice 
Minister's efforts to 'even up the scores'...  

 

 

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)?  

The problems which this ridiculous piece of legislation were essentially targeted at are an inherent 
cultural & societal problem within Scotland - they may become more apparent at a football match due to 
rivalries and the addition of alcohol, however they are by no means confined to football fans, and in fact 
are as prevalent amongst the upper echelons of all elements of the Scottish Establishment as they are 
amongst the man on the street. Until the Government finds a way to tackle the spread of this inherent 
disease from generation to generation then there will never be any proper progress made against this 
scourge.  
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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: 

Again, there were/are existing laws capable of dealing with this type of offence. 

 

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 have already mentioned the use of legislation already in existence as part of the main thrust of my 
objection to this Act.  

 

 

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: 

Certain clubs have already shown an unwillingness to address the repeated criminal behaviour of sections 
of their support and hid behind the current lack of Strict Liability. Turkeys will not vote for Christmas, so this 
decision should be taken out of their hands and if fans step out of line then the club should suffer, this will 
soon force the clubs to take action against their own fans and also encourage fans to examine their own 
behaviours. 
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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)  

None, as already mentioned there is already legislation in place to deal with all offences covered under 
this Act, the very same legislation which would be used to prosecute someone charged with similar 
offences which had no relation to football....  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

Disbandment of the dedicated Police unit, end of farcical charges and pointless proescutions, freeing up 
COPFS and the courts to deal with real, (rather than imagined), crimes committed under proper, 
considered, legislation consistent with that in other parts of the UK and abroad. 

 

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?  

Let's not try to muddy the waters here, this Act is concentrated on one of the previously mentioned 
groups and one only, how many folk have been charged under the Act for calling someone 'old'....?!  

 

 

Page 18: General   

Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the 
consultation document?  

None.  
 

 

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

Just the attempted criminalisation of fellow fans for the singing of a song which no court in the land would 
rule as criminal, in fact in can be freely purchased in music shops up and down the country. This typifies 
everything that is wrong with this piece of legislation, it should never have got off the ground in teh first 
place, and the folk who enable it to should be forced to take a long hard look at both themselves and their 
perceived ideas...  

 

 


