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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: 

Brian Langan 

 

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: 

This Act is inherently flawed. It was pushed through without proper debate by the SNP government after a 
high profile football match had taken place. It has ignored the fact that thousands of people can sign 
sectarian songs at a football match without recrimination but will pick a soft target to punish instead. I don't 
want to attend a football match and listen to the same sectarian bile that has been sung since I was a kid 
so thought this legislation would clear the air but it has failed. The excuse from the police is there's too 
many breaking the law so they can't make an arrest. The recent destruction of the toilets at Celtic park is a 
case in point where the Police stated that it was unsafe to for them to stop it. If the Police had one officer in 
there from the start the whole thing would have been avoided. We have since seen that the pursuit of the 
perpetrators of this incident ,the damage running into the tens of thousands of pounds,has been ignored in 
favour of the perpetrators of the plastic blow up dolls. The act has given the Police an excuse to go after 
the targets they want and turn a blind eye to the thousands who break the law on weekly basis. Why is 
there no cameras pointed at the crowd ,many of whom sit in the same seat at each game , and 
systematically build a case against the serial bigots who break this law at every game. If laws are thought 
through and debated properly there are much less Grey areas for the police to exploit for their own 
agendas. Scotland still has a huge problem with sectarianism. It will not be decreased by this Act.  

 

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?  

The disadvantage will be that the perpetrators of offensive behaviour at football will see this as the green 
light to be behave as they like. It will be full on sectarian singing whenever a game is played. 
The advantages of repealing this Act is that a proper debate from all sides should be heard and a 
measured well planned Act put in place.  

 

 

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)?  

It is relatively simple.  
The people who go to matches and sign their bile know that it's safety in numbers. If the football 
authorities dock the clubs points and then shut parts of the ground down then I would guarantee that the 
problem would disappear overnight.  
The good and proper fans would self police the situation if their team is going to be punished by points 
deductions. 
The club being fined has no effect on the supporters but losing points will. 
The clubs allied with the police will then actively pursue the culprits.  

 

 

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)?  

No Response  

 

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: 

Strict liability should be applied if all other measures are failing. Clubs that continually condone or incite 
their fans bad behaviour should be heavily punished. Not financially but with points deductions or 
exclusion from competitions. I don't think that Scottish Football is governed properly. The same problems 
that permeate society, bigotry and bias, are rife at the SFA. I would therefore like to see the football 
authorities being answerable to the Scottish Government. Not a free tickets for politicians type relationship 
but a proper meeting of Minds to sort out the small minded mentality the is I think prevalent in all walks of 
life but especially in football. Strict liability for the SFA to the government is the best starting point. So if for 
example we have our Justice minister at a high profile Cup final and he or she listens to bigotry and 
sectarian singing from the stands that they convey their disappointment to the public after the game. 
Unlike a few years ago when the then Justice minister praised the occasion as being a fine spectacle after 
the viewing public had been subjected to the most vile sectarian singing that we had heard since the 
1970's. The SFA are then asked to explain what they are going to do to stop this in the future. No more 
trying to kid on that everything is rosy in the garden. Lets really rid society of this scourge. 

 

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.  

Unsure  

 

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?  

A friends brother attended an Inverness v Celtic game .  
He was in the visitors end and at some point during the match he was taken out of the crowd by the 
police. They told him he had been seen singing sectarian songs which he denied vehemently.  
He was taken to the police station where he was humiliated by the Police officers en route. He was 
charged under this act and was held till the next day.  
The case was called to court and during the trial he was accused by two police officers of singing 
sectarian songs etc. there was video evidence.  
The video evidence presented showed the boy standing on the periphery watching the game . He never 
sang a thing. He was exonerated.  
The thing is this was a seventeen year old boy at a football match with his friends. He has never been 
involved with the police in his life. He was arrested an made to feel like a common criminal by the police. 
He was extremely frightened. His name was in the local papers etc 
He has never attended a football match again.  
His family were devastated that their son had been involved in this situation.  
His employer almost sacked him over this. 
The police use this Act to at random arrest a fan when they hear a sectarian song regardless of their 
innocence. This is to show the hard core perpetrators they they are being watched. 
The act and the Police are flawed iam afraid.  

 

 


