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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 supportive 

Comments: 

It has to go as it's basically nonsensical. Politicians should stay out of football. 



 

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 advantage would be the Police could better deal with the situation OUTSIDE of football grounds and 
the disadvantage is that Politicians have just been using these laws against Rangers supporters and at 
the end of the day that's causing much more concern for us and the Police too as because we're being 
targeted the reaction will always be that IF you're presumed Guilty what's the point in behaving properly. 
 
The law was set up by Politicians to pick on Rangers fans and should be scrapped right away. 
 
Also, it's very disappointing that people using the term 'Fenian' are charged by Police and yet a blind eye 
seems to be adopted to the use of the word 'Hun' that describes Protestants and Rangers fans in 
particular. If Police are saying it's okay to call someone a 'Hun' and not call someone a 'Fenian' then 
they're wrong... be consistent or stick your noses out of football and Religious Insults.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 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

a) Stop fans from taking Banners in with words like 'Hun' because although Rangers fans haven't 
reciprocated yet by using Banners with the name 'Fenian' i feel it's only a matter of time. So be consistent 
and ban both. 
 
b) Be tougher on phone in radio stations that continually allow an unfair and biased approach to the game 
of football and the question of the Old Firm. 
 
c) Don't allow any matches to take place later that 1pm. 
 
d) People employed by clubs that have personal that use Sectarian terms like 'Fenian' or 'Hun' should be 
targeted and the club they work for should have to pay a price for allowing that to happen. 
 
e) Let the Police deal with disorder (as shown at Hampden in that Cup Final) they were inept that day, 
and it looked to the outsider looking in that they reacted cowardly and failed to stop the rioting from Hibs 
fans. It's their job THEY NEED TO DO IT! 
 
f) As for the Politicians they really are beneath contempt trying to appeals to more people by picking on 
Rangers fans. They're an utter disgrace.  
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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: 

As expressed earlier. 

 



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)?  

The most important way of tackling threatening behaviour (and I don't believe that it is or that what 
happens inside a stadium is a reflection of what takes place out of it) is to send out a clear message as to 
what songs are and what aren't Sectarian... it doesn't make an ounce of difference whether it's against a 
religion or against a persons politics IF you think what happens inside the stadiums are important BE 
CONSISTENT! 
 
Is there any difference between singing songs in support of the IRA and those singing songs in support of 
the UVF etc? There isn't and the fact that Celtic supporting politicians have peddles this nonsense is 
disgraceful. At the end of the day they were trying to extinguish Rangers fans' freedom of speech while 
retaining that of the Celtic support. Shame on these Politicians and Media Bottom Feeders!  
 
You can not tackle threatening behaviour by attacking one side of the divide - simply doesn't and won't 
work, it'll just escalate the problems. 
 
Those Celtic supporting Politicians need talking to, hopefully by the Judicial System and the Police.  

 

 

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: 

That is silly! As long as clubs show they've done all they can (Celtic FC didn't as they allowed those 'Kill All 
Protestants' and other banners to be taken into their ground) to stop it from spreading. Not allowing 
Alcohol into the grounds etc. Problem is whoever judges this will be biased (as is shown by the SFA and 
the SPFL) Rod Petrie was clearly a point of note, so if Judges and Police are acting on the word the 
footballing 'authorities' then they're in for some trouble i'd say. What punishment has been handed out to 
Hibernian FC?  

 

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)  

Get it sorted pronto - transition is nonsense, just repeal it RIGHT AWAY!  
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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: 

I'm unsure why it would cost much so i'd say let the Politicians pay for it - they were the fools who brought 
it in in the first place. 

 

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 believe the positive and negative impacts cancel each other out. 
 
I'd say MAKE IT ABSOLUTELY CLEAR that Politicians (they're usually biased in Scotland) won't be 
allowed to interfere or try and gain votes by using football as a 'political football'  
 
Make it clear they've to keep their noses out of the trough!  
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Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the 
consultation document?  

No. 
 
This was all a waste of money and it seems to me that Scottish Politicians are specializing in wasting Tax 
Payers money.  

 

 

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

People being ejected by Police from Ibrox Stadium for singing 'Build My Gallows'... they weren't charged 
with anything because there's nothing in that song that's against the law, yet Police somehow 'thought' it 
was wrong to sing it. Police are meant to enforce the law not adjudicate as to what is and what isn't nice. 
 
Not nice to see, yet contrary to that I witness one person (in charge of a child too) shouting racial terms 
along with sectarian terms and reported it to the Stewards... I was told just to move elsewhere.  

 

 


