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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?  

Academic with expertise in a relevant subject  

 

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 supportive 

Comments: 

The Act discriminates against football fans first and foremost and it is an easy way for police to pick on young 
and innocent football fans in order to facilitate power in their own right, when force and arrests is not needed. 
Football is a dying sport in Scotland, it can be seen by the lack of spending and money coming to games in 



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.  

Scotland and with the lack of talent willing to come here from south of the border and abroad. The Act is a 
further blow to the sport as an institution within Scotland. The Act bans the singing of certain songs and; 
singing, atmosphere and togetherness through song is a vital part of what was keeping football fans interested 
in the sport. It is fair to say and ensure that behaviour at football does need to be monitored and provisions 
must be made to stamp out sectarianism and anti-social behaviour at games. However, the Act is in a sense, a 
breach of human rights, it is discriminatory and needs to be scrapped or amended so as to prevent the 
pointless arrest of so many whose charges never follow through in a court of law, mainly because their turns 
out to be no justification for their arrest. The repealing of the act has huge support especially amongst those 
football goers and many politicians. The game is already struggling, why enforce something so ridiculous than 
help grow interest? I understand this is the SNPs first big piece of legislation however, when wrong in politics 
the best thing to do is stand back admit your mistakes and decide how best to progress and in this case it's to 
repeal the Act. 

 

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?  

Advantages; 
a) 
1. Less arrests made, less money spent on court cases that don't stand up.  
2. Less strain on the police force as a whole.  
 
b) 
1. More fans attending matches 
2. Better atmosphere 
3. More money being spent in club.  
4. Attract better level of talent.  
 
c)  
1. Can go to their teams matches without fear, worry and strain of thinking they will be arrested.  
2. Freedom to sing and enjoy themselves. 
3. Better atmosphere.  
4. Will stop the public fearing the police.  
 
Disadvatages: 
 
a) they will probably feel less powerful. (Which to be fair is not a bad thing)  
 
b) 
1. May be less police presence in stadiums.  
 
c)  
1. Some fans who support the Act may not feel happy.  

 

 

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)?  

As mentioned before, there does have to be something in place that ensure that sectarianism and anti-social 
behaviour doesn't become the main association to football fans in Scotland.  
 
However, the Act does not do this.  
 
There should be a strong police presence at games, however this does not mean strong 'FORCE'. Police 
should be their to ensure safety and as such they should only get involved when behaviour breaches safety or 
become so unacceptable that intervention is needed. That and that alone.  
 
Fans together should know what is acceptable and unacceptable behaviour. However, punishing the majority 



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 
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for the behaviours of the minority is not the correct way to deal with this. If the Act was repealed fans would 
gain more trust in police and therefor work together with them more to help eliminate the minority from the 
clubs. The police, fans, clubs and politicians working together is the way forward.  
 
This 'infighting' so to speak between all the different entities of football is not working. Fans need to have trust 
in politicians, police and justice system and vice versa. However the Act is not providing any aid to this.. 
 
Adjustments need to be made. Th government needs to sit down and speak with those leading the campaign 
for repealing the act, have serious and genuine discussions about the future of football and the act.  
 
I think only once this is done can any serious considerations be made to help stamp of offensive football 
behaviour.  

 

 

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)?  

No Response  

 

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  

 

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)  

No Response  

 



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  

 

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?  

No Response  

 

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?  

No Response  

 


