
Proposed Football Act (Repeal) (Scotland) Bill  

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) 

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: 

It seems a very subjective Act. No real guidelines for Police to follow regarding what constitutes 'offensive'. 
This is played out when most cases reach court & are thrown out by judges who rule that particular 
songs/phrases are not deemed offensive. Heavy handed policing of football fans rarely fosters good 
relations between law enforcement and supporters-some ridiculous footage of ordinary fans being hassled 
for wearing t shirts with political slogans whilst political parties advertise in football grounds is double 
standards of the highest order. 

 

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?  

I can see no disadvantages. Advantages for 
a) Police can follow clear guidelines with a sound understanding of the law they enforce rather than 
attempting to judge what may or may not be 'offensive'. Money isn't wasted on court cases which are 
continually thrown out anyway.  
b) Football clubs will no longer be caught in the middle of trying to appease both the police & their fans. 
Most clubs do a very good job of managing their fans behaviour & trying to engage the support in efforts 
to foster a good, friendly atmosphere at stadiums.  
c) Supporters have had their lives and livelihoods destroyed in some cases. Dawn raids on homes, held 
in detention & losing jobs to attend court cases all being prime examples.  

 

 

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)?  

Determine what actually IS 'offensive'. Supporters at various grounds may sing songs or chants which are 
unpalatable to some, but are they offensive in legal terms?  
The most trouble I've seen, throughout 30yrs of attending football matches, has come, not from fans 
attending games but people who go to their local pub & consume alcohol for 10 straight hours then go 
looking for a fight when their team loses. Politicians have never properly addressed bigotry & 
sectarianism in this country-as is evident by the number of orange order marches through this city 
(Glasgow). Again, that's usually down to the behaviour of the alcohol fuelled hordes that wreak havoc 
following these marches. A real forward thinking solution must address the link between alcohol & 
sectarian violence.  

 

 

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)?  

Malicious Communications Act already deals with anything sections 6-9 does.  
 

 



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: 

Only if it can be proved that the club did not take reasonable steps to control fans behaviour. Very difficult 
for clubs to do, but no reason not to try. 

 

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.  

Significant reduction in cost 

Comments: 

As stated before, trials which are thrown out immediately still incur cost so that would be a significant 
saving. Police man hours in taking statements, gathering evidence & appearing at court as witnesses 
reduced, allowing police to focus on other more serious criminal matters. 

 

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?  

I understand that the government felt the need to be 'doing something' after one particular football game. 
The offensive behaviour that day came from the clubs involved-not the fans. It was a knee jerk reaction 
which was entirely disproportionate to the incident (given that other games & managers had displayed 
even worse behaviour). This law is unfair & unjust, targeting mostly young, male, working class fans. It 
was ill though out & rushed through. It does not tackle Scotlands problem with sectarianism just fosters a 
deep mistrust of her Police force & politicians.  

 

 

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

No Response  

 


