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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: 

The Act is biased against football fans, and does not apply to others in society. This is simply wrong; it is 
undemocratic, selective governing. 

 

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?  

Police would be a shade less unpopular, if not required to enforce this unfair law.  
Ditto the justice system.  
 
Not too sure about direct advantages/disadvantages for clubs.  
 
Repeal would put football fans on an equal footing with the rest of society in Scotland. 

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 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

Clubs need to be hit with meaningful punishments when fans misbehave disgracefully as, for example, 
Hibs fans did at this year's Cup Final.  
 
Also, the SFA must be forced - kicking and screaming, if necessary - to implement such meaningful 
punishments. These should not be in the form of fines, which would be no problem for bigger clubs but 
might mean the end of smaller clubs.  
Punishments might include the closure of home stands, increasing after further breaches to gradually 
increasing ground closures, and refusal of tickets for away games.  
 
Clubs might be suspended from competitions during which their fans have caused offence or damage. 
 
Only when clubs are made to suffer significantly for bad behaviour by their fans will those miscreants be 
forced by other fans to toe the line.  

 

 

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: 

As previously stated. 

 



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)?  

Police prosecution of any and all illegal online - and offline - actions. This is not a matter for unqualified 
politicians to interfere with.  

 

 

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?  

Unsure 

Comments: 

I don't want clubs to pay fines, as this favours wealthy clubs. I strongly favour the onus of liability being 
imposed upon clubs, but only if it's done fairly - meaning, no fines (I've already listed more appropriate 
punishments). 

 

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)  

I don't understand this question. 
Why would transitional arrangements be necessary? When a law is wrong, it should be repealed; not kept 
in bits and pieces. There is no shortage of legal redress in law for the police to use in prosecuting football 
fans or anyone else, at present.  

 

 

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: 

Why is there cost involved in repealing bad law - and why is this relevant here? 

 

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?  

By simple application of all the other existing laws, which offer ample protection to everyone - except 
footballs fans, while the bad law still applies.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the 
consultation document?  

Only that politicians should not be trying to take control of football - although they DO need to force the 
SFA into treating all clubs equally; something I don't see at the moment.  
Perhaps they might set up an appeals process, based in law, for clubs which feel unfairly treated by the 
SFA.  

 

 

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

None.  
 

 


