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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) 

Name: 

Sam Elliott 

 

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 



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: 

I am fully behind this as this policy is simply a knee jerk reaction, this has solved absolutely nothing in relation 
so sectarian chants etc, instead it has spent time criminalising football fans and supporters all around the 
country, and ruining lives as power hungry police and security continuously falsely arrest normal fans. 

 

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?  

Several advantages for the police and justice system would be that I believe they would be able to focus more 
thoroughly and properly on the real problem and simply target this instead of rubbing normal, hardworking 
people up the wrong way and they can focus on what really matters, the advantages for football clubs as 
especially supporters are far to long to list in their entirety, I believe it can only have a positive effect on 
football fans going to the game and being treated like human beings and simply treated like people would 
make a massive difference opposed to being treated like criminals, in this instance I believe that if this act 
were to be repealed fans would be happier as they are going to the football and being kept safe by  
police etc not being judged, automatically based on appearance etc which has happened several times to 
many people. The disadvantages is I believe the power hungry and political stronghold which is police 
Scotland may struggle to adapt to the changes and need to stop criminalising fans, I also feel that security 
and police may be on different wavelengths entirely as seen several times with this act in place, as for clubs 
and fans their is always a minority in which people make poor choices and can ruin it for others, always has 
been always will be and I feel that the Snp would jump on this and escalate it with John Mason having an 
array of speeches at his disposal for such things once again largely alianating football fans.  

 

 

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)?  

All that needs to be done is to simply focus on the real problem when something is being said or done do 
something, do not continuously let the idiots or bad people away with such behaviour and in turn do not look 
to alienate people and poke holes in people who simply aren't doing anything worth your time or anything 
which is even remotely significant, as for politicians sometimes they need to accept policies won't and can't 
work and the snp on this occasion has to accept that this ludicrous, knee jerk, abrasive policy was simply 
never going to work, don't go along trying to shoehorn it into working because it just simply won't, police 
Scotland being heavily involved in the politics of the country has to stop.  

 

 

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: 

Again I do not believe in alianating good people and football fans simply to insure a negative shambles of a 
policy works, let's focus on the real problems and people 

 

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)?  



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)?  

Context is massively important, as is tone, consistency and aggression you simply can't go around giving 
everyone who says something we don't like into trouble, you need to focus on the things and words which 
alienate and offend people of different religious, ethnicity and sexual orientation, no offence should ever be 
tolerated in these matters, discrimination of that kind can't and won't ever have a place in Scotland, however 
police Scotland and the g4s seem to have a hankering for going for the people who have not discriminated or 
been offensive to people who have simply said something in the heat of the moment not even mildly 
offensive.  

 

 

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?  

No 

Comments: 

You can not account for the monority of idiots that have no regard for safety and the feelings of others, 
punishing the clubs will not stop the behaviour of idiots. 

 

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 believe we have to faze the bill out bit by bit, my personal opinion is that this should be rubbished 
immediately however this isn't always possible  

 

 

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: 

If the bill was repealed i feel it would surely mean the need for less hi-vis jackets etc at the football. 

 

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?  

Positive  

 

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

This comes back to the idiots who were like this before the bill, and will be after it they are the problem and 
need to be dealt with appropriately, I feel this could be avoided by the police actually looking for these people 
and stopping them, not looking for any easy arrest to keep bosses happy and the Snp.  

 

 

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?  

Yes, I was arrested for being too drunk at a football match and being refused entry, which is understandable 
it's petty when you consider the amount of drunk people at the games, however my issue came with there 
being more concerning matters around me which I felt required more attention, I was then in my eyes 
assaulted by a g4s steward who has no authority what so ever in any aspect for speaking to my friends and 
making plans to meet them after the game, instead of being the public servants they should have been police 
Scotland steamrolled in and simply arrested me not a care or question about what had happened, they just 
believed the employee of the private corporation who was also dis- respectful to my friends, I suppose it's my 
fault for being assaulted isn't it.  

 

 


