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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.  

Partially opposed 

Comments: 

Whilst there are aspects of this bill that I dislike , mainly the intrusion into Freedom of Speech , it , at least , 



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.  

was policed in a less partial manner than previous legislation. It is this reduction in partiality that , I believe 
, is the cause of Mr Kelly's disquiet. 

 

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 restriction of freedom 
(b) A reduction in the misappropriation of blame on football clubs for a societal issue albeit a grossly 
exaggerated problem ( about 50 instance a year of harm to people and destruction of property) and one 
in which the solution is obvious (and it isn't blaming football teams).  
(c) Criminalising people for acts of expression  
 
Disadvantages 
 
(a) Less justification of concentration of resources on grossly inappropriate 'criminal' activity. Problem is 
that I don't see any evidence of this being reduced. Instead the partiality will be back to the old levels.  
(b) Campaigns , real or publicity seeking only , will be undermined.  
(c) Certain supporters who are upset that they are , at least , partially subject to the same rules as the 
rest of us , will through their political lackeys have gained their old carte blanche.  
 

 

 

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)?  

Lets not make offending someone a criminal offence. Period. Like the First Amendment of the Bill of 
Rights in the USA.  

 

 

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.  

Partially opposed 

Comments: 

The motive of the proposal. 

 

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)?  

Public opprobrium.  
 

 



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: 

Unless the club actually aided that behaviour such as having offices in the stadium in which offensive 
banners are prepared with their knowing consent. 

 

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)  

No Response  

 

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.  

Broadly cost-neutral 

Comments: 

I do not see disproportional Police activity reduced even afterwards. There will be some minor savings 
when Celtic supporters are rendered free from prosecution. 

 

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 Response  

 

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 and they all are experiences where Police effort and focus are aimed at potential breaches of this 
legislation whilst ignoring real criminal offences taking place near them.  
 
I have seen Police cameras and attention focused on one set of supporters whilst another set of 
supporters broke seats off , piled them up and set fire to them.  
 
I have seen Police cameras and attention focused on one set of supporters after an explosive flare was 
thrown at those supporters narrowly missing the children at the front row of that support. No attempt was 
made to find or apprehend the thrower of the flare.  
 
I have twice seen Police cameras and attention focused on one set of supporters whilst thousands of 
another set of supporters invaded the football park and hundreds rushed to their opponents end to abuse 
them.  
 
I have seen Police cameras and attention focused on one set of supporters whilst several from another 
set of supporters actually stood behind them to threaten and abuse the first set of supporters , pre-
supposing that the Police would protect them from retaliatory action. The Police in this case, not even 
turning their heads , nor move any of the handheld cameras to get a look at the offenders on the park.  
 
I have seen a Policeman seize a supporter , who was one of the group detailed in the paragraph above , 
and who , at that point, was trying to stab opposing supporters with a steel tipped corner flag , and then 
let him go , merely pushing him away towards the area where his fellow supporters were physically 
attacking opposition players.  
 
 

 

 


