
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)  

 

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: 

The Act, in my view unnecessarily criminalises soccer supporters and is not fit for purpose. It undermines 
the Police's efforts to act in an egalitarian way. Indeed it is counter productive and produces a recruitment 



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.  

ground for radical organisations. In short it creates division and drama which defeats the purpose of the 
legislation. It's unenforceable and damaging. 

 

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) The Police are attempting to enforce legislation which is merely entrenching toxic sectarian behaviour. 
The Police are in a no win situation and the common perception seems to be that this is a misuse of 
valuable police resources. Indeed the Police are now subject to unprecedented scrutiny in terms of their 
enforcement of the legislation. 
It isn't working. 
The Scottish Justice system appears to be being drawn into the firing line and often appears to dismiss 
cases which fail to meet the provisions of the Act. 
 
b) The Football Clubs are now viewed with suspicion in terms of their disclosure of supporters personal 
details to the Police. Supporters groups are in some cases becoming more entrenched in their views and 
are less likely to accept the mis-trusted advice of Directors. In other cases Directors and Club statements 
appear to be supportive of unacceptable behaviour of supporters. This has led to the First Minister and 
the Scottish Parliament being criticised. 
 
c) Football supporters are unclear what is acceptable and parents fear that their children will be 
prosecuted unfairly while at a soccer match. Football supporters should be able to co-operate fully with 
the Police and senior executives at football clubs. An agreed statement of acceptable behaviour should 
be agreed and Police action viewed as a last resort.  

 

 

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)?  

A comprehensive consultative process to include all parties. 
 
Supporters groups to agree codes of conduct with clubs/police. 
 
A clear vision of what a tolerant, non-sectarian society looks like. How is this achieved?  
A Code of Conduct of Behaviour at Football Grounds to be agreed, with a view to achieving the vision of 
tolerant, non-sectarian society. 

 

 

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)?  

Define what is threatening and why? What fears underlie these behaviours?  
 
In extreme cases Breach of the Peace type provisions. We cant legislate against this simply at soccer 
matches and not address the wider expressions of sectarianism in Scottish society and hope to succeed.  

 

 

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  

 

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)  

The Act should be repealed and existing legislation employed until a vision and strategy agreed.  
 

 

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: 

If Sectarianism could be tackled the financial saving would be substantial in many areas of Scottish life. 

 

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?  

An agreed commitment by all interested parties to establish a fully integrated, tolerant and peaceful 
society.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

The Act entrenches dysfunctional behaviour and creates a them and us perception. It attempts to address 
the effects and not the causes and is therefore a costly and divisive mechanism.  

 

 

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

Only anecdotal  
 

 


