
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 opposed 

Comments: 

I have been going to football matches regurarly since this act was brought in. In my opinion the relationship 
between fans and police has been toxic ever since, fans and police don't know where they stand due to the 
confusion of the act and it helps no one. I've heard so many stories of fans being dragged through the courts 



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.  

only to then have all charges dropped under this act wasting so much time and money and having a serious 
effect on the innocent fans well being. Claims that this act is meant to tackle sectarianism are totally unfounded 
as the act doesn't even have the word "sectarian" in it at all and the problem of sectarianism in Scotland isn't 
confined to football stadiums. Greater education on the issue is what is needed, not hassling innocent fans 
over something which might offend somebody somewhere. 

 

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 can only see adavantages of a repeal. For (a) its advantages would be that we should start to see the 
relationship between fans and police build positively again.  
Police will no longer have to be in the difficult position of trying to decide if whatever is happening may 
possibly offend someone, somewhere, even without complaint.  
The justice system will also spend less time and money on so many cases that have went through the lengthy 
court process only to then be thrown out without a case to answer.  
(B) Football clubs will be able to go back to having constructive discussions and make plans with their fans on 
how to tackle any fan problems without having to deal with complaints of the OBFA. It should also see 
policing costs at stadiums go down, as crowd trouble and violence has went down considerably over the 
years but the police prescense remains the same for all games.  
(C) Football supporters (away fans in particular) will again be able to have a more enjoyable match day 
experience without the worry of heavy handed policing and also being filmed for 90 minutes which porbably 
results in thousands of innocent fans all logged on to a police database for simply attending a football match.  
Any fan who does commit an offence at a match will still be able to be charged under the suitable legislation 
that was already 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)?  

Firstly offensive behaviour can happen anywhere. Scotlands social problems don't only happen inside football 
stadiums.  
In my opinion education for all ages is key in pushing the country towards a more diverse and inclusive 
society.  
Hate crimes should still recieve suitable punishments wherever they happen. Our focus should be on 
education over these issues, not putting someone in jail for being offensive.  

 

 

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: 

The threatening communications part of the act was already covered by existing legislation as well. Why are 
football fans specifically targetted for it? Why no other sporting fans or members of the public? 

 



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)?  

Any hate crimes or threatening communications should be dealt with the same as they would be to anyone 
outwith a football stadium. Football fans shouldn't have a seperate law from everyone else, simply because 
they are a football fan.  
We need a clearer system to know what would be described as threatening or offensive. It could end up 
taking away the persons freedom of expression and it still leaves the police in the tricky position of trying to 
decide what would be offensive/threatening and what wouldn't.  

 

 

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: 

The term "offensive behaviour" is dangerously unclear. It would leave fans, clubs and police still not knowing 
what is acceptable and what isn't. If we are criminalising offensive behaviour are we going to start arresting 
comedians? Or will this authoritarianism still only apply to members of the public who attend football games. 

 

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 think no further charges should be applied under the act as it has been seen by many as flawed from its very 
beginning. Any outstanding case should be tried under other suitable existing legislation.  

 

 

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.  

Some reduction in cost 

Comments: 

You will save time and money from no longer having to arrest and hold people in jail then have them brought 
through the courts which could take months or years only to find out their is no case to answer and the charge 
is dropped. 

 

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?  

The act hasn't changed anything for these groups. It hasn't tackled sectarianism or offensiveness as it only 
applies at football matches. These groups still need protected throughout society but this bill hasn't done 
anything to change that.  

 

 

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 few years ago i was arrested before a football match when i was filming fans and police on my phone. I was 
then held in jail for a night and was brought through the court system for almost 2 years. I was lucky to have 
had support to cover the costs and was finally found not guilty. It took so long as quite often the police 
wouldn't turn up and when they did their stories were so unbelievable the case was thrown out. One police 
officer openly lied in the court and had to recieve a warning from the judge. A complaint of perjury was put in 
from a member of the public but wouldn't apply as I was still found not guilty.  
The most shocking part of it all though was to see the lengths the police were prepared to go to just to have 
an innocent football fan charged.  

 

 


