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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 

Comments: 

As a football fan, I see evidence at every game of a complete lack of respect by Police Scotland towards 
football fans. I feel that this has happened because of the implementation of the act and the need by 
supporters of the act to see 'results' however they are obtained. Football fans are treated as second class 



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.  

citizens and this act simply reinforces that view. 

 

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) Anecdotal evidence would suggest that convictions under this act that could not be dealt with by other 
legislation are few and far between. Police are dragging youngsters from their homes and causing immense 
amounts of harm to them and their families - sometimes for what appears to be absolutely minor crimes. 
Proportionally it is horrifically skewed against 'real' crimes.  
 
b) Football clubs need to do more to eradicate the behaviour that this act is supposed to address. Relealing 
the act will allow them to continue to do so. 
 
c) Supporters (especially younger ones) will be able to go about supporting their teams without looking over 
their shoulder.  

 

 

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 have been a season ticket holder for over 30 years. The behaviour at football grounds is, on the whole, 
nothing to be concerned about - certainly a vast improvement from when I started going. This act appeared to 
be brought in because two managers had a go at each other and a couple of players responded. It was 
grandstanding by politicians and was nothing whatsoever to do with fan behaviour. The Police can (and have) 
interpreted 'offensive behaviour' as pretty much anything - even cases of fans with Palestine flags or t-shirts 
being cited as in breach of the act!! So, in short, the 'offensive behaviour' is largely in the heads of people that 
don't go to football matches being told what to believe by compliant politicians and media.  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

Reasons are given previously but it's time football fans stopped being targeted by politicians who want to 
grandstand. 

 

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)?  

I cannot fathom a single connection between football fans attending a match and threatening 
communications. That they were lumped together is yet another sign that this act was flawed from the start.  
 
In saying that, I believe that anyone should have the right to give their opinion on any subject whether it be 
online or otherwise. That opinion should not, however, be directed at a person in order to abuse them. I 



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)?  

cannot believe that it is beyond our legal minds to extend any existing laws that deal with the face-to-face 
aspect of any of these crimes to extend it to cover online communications.  

 

 

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?  

Yes 

Comments: 

I think to enact 'strict liability' on clubs, an absolute nailed down list of what is considered 'offensive' needs to 
be drawn up and communicated to them. Without this, it is doomed to failure. The looseness of the term 
'offensive' is what has dragged this act into question in my opinion. For example, it could be said to a club that 
if you sing songs x,y and z you will be docked points. Clear and unequivocal. However, what if a group of rival 
fans got tickets and covertly went to a stadium and started up these songs in order to have their rivals docked 
points? At the end of the day, you have to remember that if it's bigotry that's the problem being addressed, it 
needs addressed elsewhere. Football is a manifestation of bigotry, not the cause of it. 
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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 all prosecutions under the act should be halted (most of them appear to fail anyway). At this point, if 
another law has been broken (Breach of the Peace for example) then the prosecution should consider this 
alone. If not, the case should be dropped.  

 

 

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 the act is repealed, court time could be better used saving money. FoCUS could also be disbanded allowing 
full cost savings to be realised. 

 

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?  

Idon't see how any of these groups are not 'ordinary people' where abuse can be dealt with using existing 
breach of the peace legislation.  
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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?  

I have seen situations develop whereby a police officer (or group of officers) have threatened to arrest people 
for having Palestine flags or t-shirts that they deemed 'offensive'. The same flags I have seen waved by the 
SNP and other politicians. The fact that they were at a football match should NEVER have been a cause for 
arrest when it is perfectly acceptable elsewhere. This only goes to fuel the 'second class citizen' argument 
that we football fans have long maintained.  

 

 


