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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 



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: 

It is a terrible legislation that could give a criminal record to a law abiding citizen targetting one section of 
the population, could even be construed as a discriminatory piece of legislation. 

 

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. Remove a subjective piece of potentially discriminatory legislaton. 
b.  
c. Allow football supporters to go to a game in the same frame of mind as any other sports rnthudiast. 

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 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 within football regarding offemsive behaviour was improving in a normal evolutionary 
process until the early 2000s. Politicians then decided to involve themselves. This heavy handed 
approach has sent the normal evolutionary process back 20 years and we are in a much worse position 
than we were before they got involved. The heavy handed policing and justice system has caused a 
division between the normal supporter and the police. They should take a step back and allow people to 
get on with their normal lives. People can be offensive and people can also be offended, that is life, 
concentrating our justice system and policing on proper crimes rather than the easy target of football fans 
would be a huge step in yhe right direction. When all serious crimes on our streets are under total control 
then we can worry about whether someone is offended by a song. Our soldiers fought in 2 world wars to 
allow freedom of speech and the Scottish Goverment wish to take that away.  

 

 

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: 

It is potentially a horrible infringement on people's human rights and can be enforced in a different manner 
by different individuals either police or judges and makes a laughing stock of our justice system. 

 

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)?  

Any direct threat, with clear intention, which has a likeliehood of being acted upon to any person or group 
(not traditional songs sung by large groups of supporters). Should be dealt with by other current 
legislation as is appropriate.  

 

 



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: 

Sort out our social problems and anything that is truly offensive will eventually fade away, the vast majority 
of stuff which is reported at this moment as offensive is just a tit for tat group of people, on the offended 
bandwagon, soaking up police time which could be better spent elsewhere, driven by the media with an 
agenda to make news and sell papers. 

 

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)  

Everything that is truly a crime would already be covered in other current legislation and no transitional 
arrangementa are required.  

 

 

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: 

Get back to proper policing, cutting the need to video fans groups and go through videos of groups of 
people singing 'offensive' songs, the police would then just need to worry about proper crimes. 

 

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 negative impact on these groups, people will be dealt with by other means as required. 
Scotlsnd has a sectarian problem whose roots do not lie in football. Seperating children at school age is 
the biggest obstacle to resolving this issue, until such times as this is stopped, we will continue trying to 
police the issue rather than resolving it  

 

 

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?  

Yes, during the disturbances at the Scottish Cup final, police officers were more interested in videoing the 
Rangers fans in the stands in case they sang a 'naughty' song, rather than help control the thousands of 
Hibs fans who had invaded the pitch and caused all the trouble. This showed up the priorities this 
legislation had driven to be the total joke which they are. 
Celtic seem to be encouraging a section of yhere support bringing into the game offensive banners and 
paraphenalia which is not dealt with by the police as it should be under the act, making a mockery of it 
once again. Some individuals for using certain words are receiving custodial sentences while sex 
offenders are being given non custodial or suspended sentences. The whole system us a joke, and not a 
very good one at that.  

 

 


