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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: 

Andy Cumming 

 

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: 

The act is not fit for purpose and should be scrapped or seriously changed. 

 

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 bill criminalises ordinary football fans. This must stop. The police seem unsure who to arrest or why 
and the need for focus division of the police is a waste of time. 
 
Freedom of speech and thought should not be stifled unless the speech is of a serious hate filled nature. 
 
I also believe football fans are treated poorly compared to other fans of music and other sports in terms of 
alcohol and this should also change.  
 
Banter shouldn't be a crime. Sheer hatred should .  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 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)?  

Treat all fans equally. Treat fans badly they are likely to behave badly.  
 
Politicians need to be even handed and put whatever team they support to the side to ensure all fans are 
treated with respect and equally. This includes all fans and Scotland, Celtic and Rangers more than most. 
There appears to be a tolerant attitude towards Scotland fans for example but zero tolerance towards old 
firm fans. 
 
Trust in the police amongst some fans is low and after the cup final police and political figures have been 
found wanting in their assessment and blame. Incompetence springs to mind. 
 
The media have a role to play but aren't helping with amateurish journalism and lies printed  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

Supporting your team shouldn't see you with a criminal record England have some hardcore fans of their 
clubs but the police aren't so heavy and banter is allowed. 

 



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)?  

Treating all fans equally would be a start. If a group of people believe something is offensive it probably 
is.  
 
Mock offence has caused many issues. Banter, satire and songs are they the things that should be 
classed as something that would get you the jail? 
 
Songs don't kill anyone, even the poor taste ones. Nobody should be jailed for a song.  

 

 

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?  

Unsure 

Comments: 

Some clubs actually try to take steps. Others pretend to and give the biggest nutters space to make 
offensive and non offensive banners within their stadia Some clubs turn a blind eye and those should be 
punished 

 

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)  

Unsure for now  
 

 

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.  

Some reduction in cost 

Comments: 

I'd think it would save a bit.  

 

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?  

Slightly positive  

 

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

Unsure  
 

 

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?  

Police filming fans behaving when another lot are invading the park shower it isn't working  
 
People wrongly up in court for allegedly singing songs has the potential to wreck lives and police dont 
seen to know what is offensive or whom it offends  
 
The SNP haven't covered themselves in glory with this bill.  

 

 


