
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: 

I object to the entire concept of the Act. All the behaviour designed to be caught was already punishable 
using other legislation: the problem was, the police (society) never had an appetite to tackle unsavoury 
behaviour or condemn sectarian singing. It needlessly criminalises young men, disproportionately affecting 



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.  

those of lower social standing, impacting livelihoods and personal relationships as well as freedom as 
people languish for months before cases are heard, unable to return to football or, in many cases, losing 
money as a result of losing their job or having to take many days off to attend court cases which are often 
continued and postponed. Rather than tackling sectarianism, as it's claimed, the Act does nothing to tackle 
the anti-Irish racism which still afflicts Scottish society. In fact, as is clear from statements made by 
Christine Grahame in its early days, it seems designed to 'even up' the number of things which you can be 
arrested for in Scotland, criminalising things which are political but not criminal. Words which have been 
used for generations to describe Rangers fans are suddenly called sectarian, while at the next cup final 
after the passing of the Act, tens of thousands of Rangers fans sang 'the Famine song' and Kenny 
Mackaskill called it a wonderful spectacle. The fact that the police themselves can report being offended 
as the sole reason for arresting someone seems utterly laughable and I find it difficult to believe how this 
legislation was ever passed. Rather than arresting people when an 'offence' is committed - at the game - 
Police have waited until 6am Monday morning to raid homes, ensuring neighbours are witness or turning 
up at workplaces to ensure employers and colleagues can see. Police have followed football fans abroad, 
asking after wives and girlfriends by name, designed to intimidate young men who may not be aware of 
their rights. The amount of resources wasted on FOCUS units filming football fans for singing is 
outrageous. As a football fan, I don't want to see opposition fans arrested for singing offensive songs about 
my Irish heritage. I want Scottish society to condemn it, TV broadcasters to remark on what can be heard 
as they do when a fan swears next to a microphone, and I want clubs to dissuade their supporters from 
singing it. I don't need a young man to be arrested and lose his job. 

 

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?  

Adv 
a) better relationships between fans and police 
less wasted resources and more time on actual crimes which have taken place or policing our 
communities to dissuade criminals  
less confusing legislation for judges / sheriffs etc to deal with  
less waste of time all round  
 
b) better relationship with fans as no pressure to report names / details to police to help in dawn raids / 
suspend season tickets  
 
c) no fear of criminalisation for no reason  
 
Disadv 
a) less cushy overtime as police officers get to watch a match, not arrest anyone and let Stewards on 
minimum wage deal with any transgressions 
 
b) they'd have to tackle undesirable behaviour themselves rather than abdicate responsibility to police  
 
c) none that I can see  

 

 

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)?  

Scottish society needs to condemn racist and sectarian behaviour 
 
We need to have a mature conversation about why other minorities have been accepted into Scottish 
society and yet anti-Irish racism persists.  
 
We need to discuss why some people think political is the same as criminal and design laws to 
criminalise it and 'even things up' 
 
We need to talk about why football gets the blame of society problems in Scotland  



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)?  

 
Society and authorities need to condemn singing like The Famine Song and The Billy Boys without 
saying "yes but what about songs about the IRA?" which may differ from your political views but are not 
criminal.  
 
Police need to stop provoking football fans into responding so they can arrest them.  
 

 

 

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)?  

Use relevant legislation; society needs to condemn attitudes and educate so we can eradicate rather; 
tackle cause not symptoms  

 

 

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: 

People need to be accountable for their own behaviour - if clubs take no steps to dissuade 30000 from 
offensive singing, consider sanctions. However strict liability does not apply in other places ie workplaces 
so this is an over-reaction. There are plenty of police at games. Let them arrest people breaking existing 
laws there and then. S.L. would also be open to abuse in the same way this Act was created - to 'even 
things up' when existing legislation showed much more arrests and offenses by one set of fans than 
another. Rather than acknowledge that one team had a bad reputation and a problem with bad supporter 
behaviour and attitudes, all teams and supporters are tarnished. 

 

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)  

If you scrap the act, all cases underway should be stopped.  
 
Existing convictions should be quashed as is case with Turing Bill.  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

I expect cost savings if this ridiculous Act is repealed - lower costs for Police, courts, reduced fees for 
lawyers, reduced loss of earnings for those prosecuted 

 

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?  

Slightly positive  

 

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

talking to people and actually listening to what they say.  
 
This proposal is very well considered but pretty difficult to read, and I worry that will have put some 
people off and outright excluded others from responding.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

Scottish society has a problem with sectarianism and racism. it's not going to be solved by the Act as it 
stands. That makes matters worse. This repeal is a step in the right direction.  

 

 



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

Seen police ignore behaviour they then arrest people for three days later, at a place and time which costs 
more, and does more damage to the person's reputation. They wouldn't walk past an assault and arrest 
them days later, why is this any different? 
 
The way police speak to and engage with football fans has worsened since this Act came into force. The 
sneering attitude, knowing there's a new law they can use to arrest if they want, is clear to see. I've been 
told to "get aff the road" by officers when leaving games, after they have turned off pedestrian crossings 
and are directing traffic without letting pedestrians cross. the attitude is terrible, from some alleged public 
servants.  

 

 


