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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?  

Professional with experience in a relevant subject  

 

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 supportive 

Comments: 

I am fully supportive of the repeal of the Offensive Behaviour at Football Act as it blatantly breaches 
human rights of freedom of speech, not only does it breach people's freedom's and rights it's also the 
victimization of innocent people along with young children who don't deserve to be treated like criminals. 



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.  

Another reason is because it's a complete waste of tax payers money with many of the court preceding's 
ending in no further action being took, judges can't prosecute against someone's human right of freedom 
of speech or freedom to fly the flag of their country. It's a waste of court time and it's a waste of tax payers 
money, END IT NOW. 

 

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?  

Advantages. 
a) Less hassle for police and justice system wasting time and resources on futile things like people sing 
songs and waving flags and give them more time and resources to concentrate on real crime and real 
criminals such as violent crime, drug crime, terrorist crime, robberies and so on.  
 
b) Less hassle for football clubs being held responsible for people expressing their human right of 
freedom of speech and culture which is not a crime, it's peoples human right to express themselves. 
 
c) Less hassle for football supporters who are being treated like criminals, who are ultimately there for the 
football and to have a good time along with a wee sing song and bit of banter with away supporters, it's 
only verbal's, it's not serious, it's all good fun, it's not a crime to express yourself.  
 
Disadvantages. 
a b and c ) There is none, everyone's a winner, WE WANT OUR FRREDOM BACK, WE'RE NOT 
CRIMINALS.  

 

 

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 have no respect for politicians as they constantly mess things up, they're far too politically correct to be 
in charge of football, so the less from them the better. 
The police should stick to doing their job, cleaning up real crime such as Vandalism, Trespassing, 
Violence and throwing objects that can hurt or maim someone. 
Those are real crimes and should be dealt with accordingly, singing songs, using colourful language and 
waving flags are not crimes, expressing ones culture is not a crime. 
If we all had our freedoms back I truly believe there would be less hatred and more respect between 
clubs and supporters, we are who we are, they are who they are, we all must respect and understand 
each others history and allow for songs and colour to celebrate it.  
Offensive Behaviour at Football Act is a farce that's causing tensions and causing people to complain 
about near enough everything, take away that act and you take away a lot of tension and people will stop 
pretending to be offended by everything, there really is no major problem, idiots are idiots who will be 
dealt with if they break real laws as I stated above. 
The vast majority of all football supporters are well behaved law abiding citizens, just because we sing 
songs and wave flags doesn't make us criminals, Offensive Behaviour at Football Act breaches human 
rights and I want my human rights back.  

 

 

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 supportive 



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: 

I fully support as I said before These laws are an attack on the fundamental right of all citizens to free 
speech. Not to mention a complete waste of time and tax payers money and therefore The Offensive 
Behaviour at Football act must be abolished. 

 

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)?  

Other legislation ? no thanks, that's the problem, there's too much legislation, we need to cut back on 
legislation and stop being so politically correct, we need to cut back on legislation as there's too much.  

 

 

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: 

Fans are responsible for their own actions, can't blame clubs. 

 

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 agree with the options set out in the consultation paper, can't think of anything to add.  
 

 

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: 

Can't possibly answer that as I have not seen the financials, I am out the loop on that one sorry, I would 
need to see more before I could deliver a forecast. 

 



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?  

Positive  

 

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

There is no issue with any of the groups or orientations you mentioned, we all want freedom, freedom for 
one, freedom for all, there's no negative impact on freedom.  

 

 

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, I fully support.  
 

 

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

no direct experience but I have witnessed bully tactics by police on innocent fans, such as aggressive 
man handling when searching and sticking cameras in their face and confiscating scarfs and flags which 
showed no offence, even confiscating things like cigarettes that the chap paid for, he wasn't even 
smoking at the time and the police took them off him, what right do they have to treat people like that, it's 
shocking.  

 

 


