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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  

 



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 and the Scottish criminal justice system, which we are continually told are under funded 
and at breaking point, would not be clogged up dealing with criminal cases arising from a ridiculous piece 
of legislation that was brought into play as a knee-jerk reaction to a football match where two football 
managers had an altercation on the final whistle. It has been described by numerous groups of people, 
including judges, lawyers and politicians as unworkable legislation which is directly resulting in wasted 
police and criminal justice system time. 
 
C) Football supporters would start to trust and build a better relationship with the Police Scotland, a trust 
that has been significantly eroded since the introduction and implementation of this act. As a 45 year old 
law abiding citizen who has never registered on the radar of the police in relation to criminality I feel my 
trust in them has been significantly negatively impacted by this act, particularly where I have been 
constantly recorded during matches purely on the basis of where I was randomly allocated tickets. If this 
is how I feel as at my age and with my background with the police, then heaven knows how others who 
already have a distrust of "the authorities" feel. 
 
Having also seen and heard recorded footage of incidents where the police have confronted supporters, it 
is clear that there is an arrogance and ignorance among certain officers within Police Scotland that has 
created an even greater degree of mistrust, which cannot be beneficial to society as a whole.  

 

 

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)?  

The above is not the correct question in my opinion, rather "what needs to be done to reduce offensive or 
anti-social behavior in society in general?" would be a more appropriate question! 
 
One thing is clear, criminalising behavior at a football match or in relation to a football match, which 
where it to happen ANYWHERE else is not the answer. Add to this the entirely subjective nature of what 
constitutes something being "offensive" and things go from bad to worse. 
 
Having attended football since the age of 8, I honestly believe that behavior at football matches in 
Scotland has never been better, however that is not to say that things are perfect. However treating 
football supporters like the lowest of the low and not trusting them to be decent citizens is going to do 
nothing to improve things.  
 
Another example of this is the ongoing alcohol ban in football grounds (for the ordinary non-corporate 
attendee)! No-one wanst to go back to the early 80's when fans carried in as much alcohol as they could 
physically carry into grounds, which was largely responsible for the riot at the 1980 SFA cup final. Alcohol 
was consequently (correctly) banned from stadia, however since then we have moved all seater stadia 
and the general behaviour and monitoring of fans using CCTV and such like has exponentially improved, 
however whenever the talk of allowing a football fan to buy a drink in the stadium is brought up politicians 
and the police hard back to something that happened over 35 years ago, again treating football fans like 
uneducated neanderthals! Of course there will be occasions or fixtures where alcohol would be better not 
server and surely it is not beyond the whit of man to deal with and manage this. 
 
In summary, if you want people to behave better, start treating them with dignity and respect, not like 
something on the sole of your shoe - is it any wonder that the ordinary man and woman in the street feels 
entirely disconnected from politicians & police?!  

 

 

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.  

Partially 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: 

Clubs should always take all reasonable steps to ensure good fans behavior, however they cannot be 
responsible for everyone at all costs, particularly as this doesn't happen in other walks of life. Should the 
Scottish Nationalist Party have been punished, fined or penalised when Bill Walker was found guilty of 
domestic abuse, especially at it was alleged the party knew about his history of violence towards women 
years before? Or should Police Scotland be similarly punished, fined or penalised when officers are 
alleged or found guilty of domestic abuse or other forms of criminality. The answer to this, regardless of 
how unsavioury and regrettable any incidents are, is of course "NO". That is because in all walks of life 
and areas of society, there are a minority of people who do things or behave in a way that lets down the 
majority, however that does not mean that the majority should be punished, or that an organisation the 
minority claim to support or represent be punished. 

 

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 take the view that the bill in place is fundamentally flawed and frankly wrong - consequently any 
"transitional provisions" should result in all cases "in the system", which are based upon Section 1 of this 
act, being immediately dropped and no further prosecutions brought using this legislation. I am not a 
lawyer, however if a case is deemed serious enough and there is provision for it to investigated under the 
legislation covering the whole of Scottish society (not prejudiced against football fans) which preceded 
this act, then I would not have an issue with that, however not understanding the finer points of the law 
this may not be possible. 
 
Again I would say I that any "transitional provisions" for all cases "in the system", which are based upon 
Section 6 of this act, be immediately dropped and no further prosecutions brought using this legislation, 
again with the view that if a case is deemed serious enough and there is provision for it to investigated 
under the legislation which preceded this act, then I would not have an issue with that.  

 

 



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: 

I would expect a significant budget to be saved for use in other key government priorities with the repeal of 
this act, particularly in the cost of policing a prejudicial and unworkable act, reduction in court time and 
cost, covering lawyers, judges, police, witnesses and the defendants, where cases are regularly adjourned 
and then defendants found "not guilty", not uncommonly followed by withering criticism from the judge on 
the act itself, the behavior of Police Scotland officers or on occasion both. More importantly it would stop 
the criminalisation of ordinary, predominantly young working class males, for something which a police 
officer has subjectively determined is "offensive behaviour", however only in the context of attending a 
football match - what monetary cost do you put on that? 

 

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?  

This act is wrong and to exclusively focus people attending football for "offensive behaviour" is in itself 
offensive to people who attend football matches. 
 
Go into any large town or city on any Friday or Saturday night and there are proportionally more people 
exhibiting anti-social or "offensive behaviour" than at football matches in Scotland and often in a state of 
significant alcohol inebriation, yet we haven't had a knee jerk "Offensive Behaviour on a Friday Night Act" 
or an "Offensive Behaviour on a Saturday Night Act"! 
 
Why therefore have we got this terrible legislation targeting only football fans!? This administration need 
to open their eyes, admit this bill is not and has not worked and get to work finding real ways in which we 
can make all areas and elements of Scottish society better, more inclusive and less anti-social, rather 
than continue with this divisive bill focusing scarce financial resources on one target - just think of the 
wider social benefits which could be achieved ploughing the same financial resources into policing in 
Aberbeen, Dundee, Glasgow, Edinburgh, Motherwell, Kirkcaldy, Hamilton, etc on a Friday and Saturday 



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

night? 
 
Wake up SNP, political intransigence is what helped get the Labour Party into the state it is in! 

 

 

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

No Response  

 


