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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) 

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 



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: 

Having witnessed what football supporters face during games or in the lead up to games I find it abhorrent that 
this can happen. I also find it disgusting that attacks on football supporters can happen when others in society 
aren't subject to this 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) It is currently to easy for the police to consider football supporters as being offensive & acting. This will 
ensure they themselves can get back to policing as they did prior and should also relieve strain on numbers at 
both games and the lead upto and from games. 
B) & C) Clubs and supporters both see the brunt of this act. Clubs unable to protect their 
supporters/customers from being persecuted simply for the sport the follow.  
Disadvantages 
A) the police and justice system will continue to see a silly number of arrests, charges and failed prosecutions 
on what mainly is word from officers before, during and after games. It's well documented that previous 
legislation was available for these type of "crimes" we see prosecution for so why the need for this act? 
B) & C) clubs disadvantaged as currently I haven't been back to a game for a long while, a few reasons but 
this act being why should I be treated differently simply as I choose to follow football and not say rugby as an 
example? Clubs lose numbers, supporters feel the brunt of this act and if like me who has never had to deal 
with the act personally, I still feel strongly enough about it that it's partially the reason I'm not going to games.  

 

 

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)?  

Offensive behaviours can be dealt with by using existing legislation first and foremost. How can you eradicate 
offensive behaviour when it should be looked as a society issue and not simply through football.  
When we have parades & walks through our street which if certain songs are sung at football grounds, arrests 
can be made, why isn't this the case for such parades & walks? Why are folk allowed to openly sing about 
others in derogatory ways on our streets but at football grounds it results impossible prosecution? 
The issues lie with what happens in the home, seek to start working from the home first then in time changes, 
expressions, behaviours should hopefully change.  
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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: 

I feel strongly about all sections of this act, whether it is to look at what happens around a football ground or 
what happens online. Ofcourse there are strong cases for this act to remain however I can't understand 
personally why current legislation couldn't be used already and this had to be pushed through.  

 



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)?  

On my experience of social media where threatening communication can be rife, I feel that there is alwaus a 
case of misinterpretation, where someone has said something which causes offence and not always being 
intentional. So this act can lead to someone being dealt with by police and more worryingly the justice 
system? 
My experience also tells me that when you have someone where a complaint has been made, the accused 
has a history of doing the same through a length of time which therefore isn't something that's misinterpreted 
and simply threatening communications. Should it be that legislation be looked into more to seek an 
alternative more modern piece may be something to consider.  
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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: 

My club could do everything in their power to stop moron's coming into our grounds and being offensive, 
abusive etc. I'm always of the belief that when you get a large number of people within the same area, there 
will always be a small number who wouldn't care what people find offensive and act on how they feel they 
should act and not on how the majority feel they should act. Strict Liability not only punishes the clubs but also 
punishes the majority of supporters.  

 

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)  

For me this act was rushed through, many people feel the same.  
More consultation is required when looking at repealing the act. Everyone connected within this legislation 
needs to be included with any consultation and given a fair voice without feeling they are giving a voice 
through an agenda.  

 

 

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: 

It's plain to see the numbers of police around games now, most for me shouldn't be required, especially inside 
the stadium. The numbers of raids we see, the use of video technology scanning supporters. These are just a 



Q8. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the proposed 
Bill to have? Please provide any comments.  

few things which cost the public high in cost which if we look at repealing this act should see a reduction in cost 

 

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?  

I feel firstly that the positive effect would be from the relationship of police & supporters around football 
games. Currently there is none and whenever there is any dialogue it's not positive that's for sure. 
Again the issues we see from offensive behaviour is that of what starts at the home, it's a society issue as a 
whole which focus needs to be made more on this.  
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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?  

AxeTheAct please.  
 

 

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

Having come home from a game at night, there was issues with the trains 
We faced a couple of opposing supporters who left my blood boiling but I'm glad to say those around who 
were the subject of their behaviour remained composed & non confrontational. 
Having boarded our train, got off at our station we were met by a large number of officers who took our details 
A few weeks went by when I was contacted by detectives who asked me to formally identify two suspects. 
I refused as I was initially told CCTV not only from the station but also from the train could be used. Thinking 
initially positive of this, I was then told this wasn't available. This was what made me decide not to do any 
formal ID.  

 

 


