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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 

Comments: 

In my opinion the current legislation criminalises ordinary members of the public who attend football 
matches. Inappropriate behavior and sectarianism are still problems in society but the law as it stands has 



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.  

failed to solve these matters. In my opinion education is the key with more work being done in all schools 
to address this problem. 

 

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) It would reduce the burden on the police and criminal justice system, which are presently tied up with 
symptoms of the wider sectarian problem. 
 
B) The club's work to educate supporters will no longer be undermined by the reputational damage 
incurred by their fans being dragged through the courts. 
 
C) Fans will be able to attend a football match and support their team freely without the worry of facing an 
arbitrary and subjective interpretation of the current law by setwards and the police.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 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

This is a long term problem which requires a long term approach to solving it. Politicians of all parties, 
religious leaders of all faiths as well as players and officials of all clubs should work together to engage 
with young people in all schools across Scotland's communities. Sectarianism does not just take place for 
ninety minutes on a Saturday afternoon. It is a mindset which has been learned and needs to be 
replaced. The narrow focus on football does not do this.  

 

 

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: 

For my reasons given earlier the current law criminalises all football fans across Scotland. 

 

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)?  

An expansion of the current breach of the peace law to include threatening online commication and more 
work with internet service providers and social media providers to enable users to challenge online hate 
speach.  

 

 

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: 

In my opinion the clubs themselves are already doing everything in their power to address this problem. In 
my opinion strict liability is unfair unless every private and limited company has strict liability for the 
actions, speech and thoughts of every employee, customer or any third party using their name. 

 

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)  

Legislation should include measures to expand current Breach of the Peace laws alongside repeal of the 
2012 Act, which should take effect as soon as practicable.  

 

 

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.  

Some reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Police and court time will be saved by not having to deal with the cases brought about by the current 
legislation. This, combined with a long-term educational approach, will provide significant benefits both to 
public spending and the wider community in the future. 

 

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?  

Slightly positive  

 

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

In my opinion the current legislation already has a negative impact on religious groups as it exacerbates 
current divisions: when one member of a particular group is prosecuted under the current Act for speech 



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

against a different group, members of that group then make a point of looking for evidence of speech in 
the other direction, creating a series of tit-for-tat complaints and long-term grudges. 
 
Instead, by pursuing a programme of education, young people will learn not to adopt sectarian mindsets 
and behaviour, reducing the risk to protected groups over time.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

There is no better example of the current legislation's shortcomings than the violence which marred 
Scotland's showpiece footballing occasion, the Scottish Cup Final, earlier this year. The law as it stands 
failed to prevent the pitch invasion or any of the events that took place as part of that; it failed to speed up 
the police response time and it failed to keep supporters, players and officials safe. The law should make 
it illegal to run onto a football pitch except in cases of emergency.  

 

 

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

No Response  

 


