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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: 

Iain Johnston 

 

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: 

From what I have seen and read about the Act is that is that it is, in itself discriminatory. It based on the 
premise that a football fan is not as good of a person than anyone else in society. The act is totally 
subjective and it is left to a member of the Police to determine if something is offensive or not and not the 
word of the Law! The tactics used by the Police in enforcing this matter appear to be politically driven as 
they always charge a person to the full extent of their power. This can be for at times a misplaced 
swearword, which can often be taken out of context. For example, I could go to a match and tell my friend 
that I recently heard, lets say it came from the comedian George Carlin. If this is overheard by a police 
officer as I walk by he can arrest me! This sounds extreme but there have been examples similar to this. I 
believe that a fan was once arrested for swearing in an empty car park! Also, the fact that police are not 
allowing people to hand themselves in to the police station but instead going to their homes at 5:30 in the 
morning to wake them up is a ridiculous waste of resources to the Police Force. The rise in hate crimes 
since Brexit has risen dramatically the efforts of the Police should be directed towards this as it will also 
cover behavior of some idiots at a match. People need to be protected from these crimes and they are not 
because the Police do not have the resources that they should have in tackling them. 

 

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?  

See previous comments  
 

 

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 act in itself has been like a red rag to a bull. It has really done the opposite if what it was set out to 
achieve.  
 
Lets be honest, this is about songs that are being sung by large groups of fans. When some off the 
offensive ones are sung by individuals it may be more straight forward for an officer to arrest a person. 
But as the Police have admitted themselves, when it is done on mass they are powerless to do anything 
of effect.  
 
The best thing to do is remove the act. Make it less of a protest issue and it will loose a lot of appeal to 
not the people who actively participate in it but self policing will come back in to the stands where it will 
eventually come to an end. Unfortunately, having the act in place has increased the length of time for this 
to occur.  

 

 

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)?  

It is very hard to manage. The organisations which provide the platform for these online trolls should be 
more accountable.  

 

 

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: 

The recent pitch invasion at the Scottish Cup Final was a regrettable incident but the pitch invasion in itself 
was not a bad thing. It is allowed in other countries but should always be discouraged. The goading of 
other fans is the true crux of the problem. Hampden park has measures around the ground to restrict fans 
getting on to the pitch whilst there are also gates at the bottom of each staircase for emergency access 
onto the park. These are manned by stewards and police. In my opinion it is therefore down to the Police 
and Stewards for the problems that occurred. The narrative that was pushed in the press was rather toxic 
and was designed to point blame in many different directions, despite an investigation on the matter that 
did not find any effective conclusions. This also happened at the so called Old Firm 'Shame Game' where 
the actual amount of arrests were few on the night compared to others but it was a feisty game on the 
field. This was hijacked to produce the Offensive Behavior Act. Lastly, once again, this is football fans!!!! 
Why just football fans???? What about other sports? What about concerts, bars or nightclubs?  

 

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)  

This relates to those people whose cases are still not resolved at the time the Act is repealed or who are 
identified as having possibly breached the Act but not been charged prior to repeal eg from CCTV 
evidence long after the event.  

 

 

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: 

The resources need to be put into something that is more worthwhile. 



 

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?  

Positive  

 

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

Protected risk groups should always be protected so it is important that the focus is put in the right 
places. Football does not need special attention. It is the disabled, LGBTQ and Racial Minorities that 
need do.  

 

 

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?  

No Response  

 


