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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) 

Name: 

Alan Reid 

 

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: 

I support the repeal of sections 1 to 5 of the Act as it is a ridiculous law. I am willing to accept that it was 
well intended (although seems to really have been a knee-jerk response to Rangers players losing the plot 
on the pitch and Ally McCoist and Neil Lennon arguing off it) but the actuality of it is dangerous nonsense. 
An Act is either a crime or it isn't. It cannot only be a crime by a certain individual in certain circumstances. 
How can I be criminalised for singing a song if I am at a football match or heading towards a football match 
but I won't be if I sing the same song but I am attending a non-football sporting event or I am simply 
walking the down the street on a non-match day. More worrying is how Police Scotland are attempting to 
enforce this absurd law. As a taxpayer I am aghast at the money wasted on kicking in people's doors at 
5am to haul them in to answer for singing songs at a football match, particularly those deemed be political. 
Is Scotland in 2016 really the sort of place where dawn raids are necessary to arrest those suspected of 
singing political songs? Is this really the Scotland we want? I can answer that it certainly is not the 
Scotland I want. Scotland has a problem with alcohol. Many of the problems that this Act was introduced to 
kerb would be far more effectively tackled by changing Scotland's collective attitude to the misuse of 
alcohol. 

 

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) the advantage to the police and criminal justice system would be not using resources to prosecute 
people for thought crimes. I suspect to many in the police they would see roll back of their attempt to 
introduce a police state as a backwards step. 
 
b) the advantage to football clubs would be a decrease in singing of the sort of songs we don't wish to 
hear at the football. There is little doubt that this nonsense law has led to a backlash against it and so 
promoted the singing of songs like 'Roll of Honour'. I am not offended by it in the slightest (which would 
be quite hypocritical of me as I occasionally listen to it at home) but I have no desire to have it heard sung 
in support of a football team. Also as Scottish football struggles against the corporate monster of the 
English Premier League the last thing we need is stupid laws putting people off or preventing them from 
attending matches. 
 
c) The advantage to football supporters is they would no longer be treated as sub-species of society.  

 

 

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)?  

As a regular attender of many large sporting events (since the 2012 Act was introduced I have attended 
football matches, club and international rugby matches, GAA football matches and international cricket 
games) I genuinely do not think there is a problem with offensive behaviour at football matches.  
 
I feel completely safe attending big football matches, I have never been offended, and I do not think the 
behaviour of football fans attending matches is any worse than the behaviour of fans at other sporting 
events. Large concerts / music festivals are where I have encountered the worst behaviour of groups of 
people and I would put that down to poor crowd control and the misuse of alcohol.  

 

 

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.  

Neutral (neither support nor oppose)  

 

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)?  

No Response  

 

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: 

It boils quite simply down to why should I be punished for the actions of another? Doesn't that amount to 
collective punishment, and being slightly tongue in cheek here, that is a war crime. Would political parties 
welcome the introduction of strict liability to cover the actions and behaviours of their members? 

 

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)  

None. We existed happily with out it prior to 2012 and we can exist quite happily without it post 2016.  
 

 

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: 

A vast amount of police and procurators fiscal time could be saved by scrapping this absurd law. 

 



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?  

No Response  

 

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

No Response  

 


