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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)  

 

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 opposed 



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: 

Whilst not perfect, there is a need for this legislation.There is a difference between football songs and 
sectarian songs.If it is flawed in design, then it may need to be re-draughted. 

 

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 don't know how the police feel about this legislation.Breach of the peace has always been available and 
will remain so. I think the legislation in theory should aid police and the justice system.Whether it does,I 
am not sure.  
 
Football clubs may not actually encourage disorder at matches, however bigotry and sectarianism helps 
sell merchandise and tickets. Repealing this act will not make much difference. 
 
Most decent supporters won't be effected either way. These fans quietly attend matches and leave after 
90 mins.Supporters who wish to sing sectarian songs etc , commiting breach of the peace will be upset, if 
this act is repealed, but surely you can survive 90 mins without having to offend others.  
 
I do not support any football team but think everyone has a right to follow a team without and fear for their 
wellbeing.  

 

 

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)?  

I think scarves and banners should not be allowed en route to the game. There should be more organised 
transport, possibly exclusive trains and buses.  
 
Supporters pubs and clubs should have zero tolerance for trouble before and after games.If trouble is 
related to football a temporary ban should be considered. 

 

 

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 opposed 

Comments: 

I think some legislation is neccessary.It may need tweaking, but I think it is important and does define 
some football specific offensive behaviour.There seems to be a feeling that "boys will be boys", This is 
trivialising behaviour that is deemed criminal in any other environment 

 



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)?  

Freedom of speech etc is hugely important, however behaviour in a contained environment creates extra 
health and safety aspects which are less important outwith a football ground There is a time and place for 
protest I have no objection to any protests being made, but this should be done whilst following any civic 
regulations.  

 

 

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: 

It is very difficult to regulate large groups of people. I would be reluctant to impose strict liability.I would 
prefer an approach of co-operation between agencies that would not demonisethe clubs. 

 

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)  

Unsure.  
 

 

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.  

Broadly cost-neutral 

Comments: 

Will not make a lot of difference.Football convictions will still continue under common law. 

 

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?  

Negative  

 

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

I think it will be difficult to avoid negative impact. Breach of the peace will just the norm again. But this is a 
one size fits all remedy.The whole point of the original legislation was to recognise that singing in public 
and singing particular songs at a football match can be very different. If there is no differentiation, it will be 
harder to prove that a protected group have been disadvanteged.  

 

 

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  
 

 

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

No  
 

 


