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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 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  

 



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?  

Freedom of speech and the removal of subjective harassment towards my choice of how I choose to 
communicate  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 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

At this time there is political unrest due to republican and socialist ideology, by my understanding. There 
are groups of the aforementioned persons in the top leaderships in every part of our society and the 
corruption stinks to high heaven.  
 
What needs to be done is to identify the actual damage caused by the constant demeaning of our United 
Kingdom principles by groups of immigrants to our country, and to hand out punishment fitting of treason. 
 
Free speech is welcomed but subversive and biased reporting by controlling the media is a step too far. 
We are all fully aware the damage caused by such hypocritical propaganda. 
 
This must be stopped. The media is there to REPORT and not drive opinion, that is propaganda. 
Politicians are there to listen and act on objective opinion, but appear to be creating laws based on 
subjective republican rhetoric.  

 

 

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  

 

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)?  

Begin with a ruling on what is good for the goose is good for the gander. When our government can do 
and act in any way it seems fit to decide without a mandate from the voters, then the people will follow 
suit. Remove the dictatorship methodologies so loved by our republican politicians and replace with those 
of a United Kingdom. The SNP government has done more damage than any other in history.  

 

 

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?  

Yes 

Comments: 

Strict liability is the law. Only by taking ownership of the behaviour of their fans whilst inside the stadium, 



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?  

can the inappropriate and embarrassing behaviour of football fans be eradicated. Fines do not work in 
ANY walk of life. Closure of stadiums to the public will very quickly ensure that the clubs take full 
ownership at the next balance sheet meeting. 

 

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)  

Only to say that the bill was formed by some knee-jerk reaction to events which have always been 
(unacceptable) part and parcel of football in Scotland.  
 
The follow-up to the bill being repealed should introduce a new bill making it illegal to display foreign flags 
and religious effigies by Scottish based football teams. This is the United Kingdom and not some 
backward religious playground.  

 

 

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  

 

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?  

Negative  

 

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

Glad this question is here. 
 
Every man, woman and child has been given the same capacity to be kind, thoughtful and caring towards 
every other animal or being on the planet. One could analyse the current "problem" and lay it squarely at 
the feet of the big two Glasgow teams. Further analysis will show that there is a high likelihood that 
religion is behind much of the rivalry. As we see it, the original bill was much to do with the religious 
chanting from the imbeciles that support these football clubs. 
 



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

No other sport in Scotland suffers from the bigotry seen and heard when these religious nutters get 
together. 
 
Minimise the effects of their profoundly misguided principles by immediate closure of the stadiums at the 
first sign of a religious chant or threatening banner/effigy. This action should be proposed and all fan 
groups and clubs notified well beforehand of the likely outcome. 
 
Sadly it is the religious few who are driving the poisonous agenda and affecting the good people who 
wish to be entertained, and the recent show of hatred by Celtic at the latest old firm game has taken it to 
new heights. The SNP, police, action groups et al have all failed to act appropriately on that event and on 
the actions of a group of fans at the cup final who thought it would be fun to invade the pitch and attack 
football players. 
 
We are seeing extremely weak leadership from the football clubs and responsible agencies. 
 
Close both stadiums of the old firm to opposite fan groups (of the two). Monitor the agenda of the fans 
and it will quickly become apparent that mixing the two groups is the catalyst for religious animosity and 
threatening behaviour.  

 

 

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?  

Yes, being verbally humiliated by groups of Southern Irish flag bearing religious nutters at the recent old 
firm game, in front of a thick line of police officers. The officers removed several of the Rangers fans who 
verbally retaliated and did not take any action against the perpetrators of the initial verbal abuse. 
 
It clearly does not work the way it should for both parties.  

 

 


