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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 opposed 



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: 

Anything that is seen to be dealing with any form of sectarianism [particularly at football grounds] has to be 
encouraged, NOT made less enforceable. 

 

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) The police and justice system are there to protect individual rights, if someone is being abused whether 
physically or through sectarian singing, they have a duty to act, and to prosecute those that are responsible, 
sending out a clear message that it is no longer acceptable anywhere in civilised society. The disadvantages 
of any repeal, would take us back to the days that singing in this manner was not only deemed acceptable, 
but encouraged the next generation of 'would be' bigots. 
(b) There is no advantage of having any part of the football act repealed, for football clubs. 
(c) There is no advantage of having any part of the football act repealed, football supporters.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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)?  

Sectarian is a blight on Scottish society, it has to be dealt with first and foremost at home, secondly, all faith 
schools should be abolished [which imo, does nothing other than separate and encourages religious 
differences] thirdly, all sectarian marches should be abolished. Football fans are merely an extension of the 
fundamental problems we have with sectarianism in Scottish society, it is often seen as a place to 'vent' your 
bigotry, encouraged by others of a similar disposition, leading to almost 'legitimising' and 'condoning' 
unacceptable 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 opposed 

Comments: 

Sectarianism is not generally the fault of the club, however spokespeople for each club have a responsibility to 
ensure that their fans are getting the most out of their club membership, that includes their safety, and to 
ensure that they're not being abusive or intimidating towards others.[or indeed on the receiving end] IF a club 
is found advocating/promoting sectarianism or bigotry, then they should face the full effects of the law 
[including being fined, banned, or demoted from their league]. 

 

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)?  

Threatening communications, whether through sectarian singing, writing threatening letters, or threatening 
somebody on the internet [through a forum for example] should be dealt with and enforced by our police, the 
law is put in place that this behaviour is no longer acceptable.  

 



 

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: 

'Strict liability' lies firmly with those committing the offence. However, if a club has repeated offenders then they 
must be seen to be doing all they can to eradicate it. 

 

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)  

None, there should be no 'repeal' whatsoever.  
 

 

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.  

Broadly cost-neutral 

Comments: 

You cannot put a price on safety, what we have at the present works, we should continue down this road at 
football grounds, without the need for a repeal. 

 

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?  

Negative  

 

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



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

By not repealing any part of the bill, will continue to safeguard these protected groups.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the consultation 
document?  

This repeal is an unnecessary, waste of time energy and money. Reading between the lines, I get the strong 
impression that Mr Kelly is mischief making for the sake of it. I find it somewhat hypocritical that Mr Kelly is on 
one hand, pretending to be concerned over certain issues with the football act, and yet he himself can hardly 
hold himself up to be legal decent honest and truthful, this is the MSP that refused to leave the Holyrood 
chambers when asked by presiding officer Tricia Marwick to sit down, to which he refused time and again, 
and eventually led to him being ousted from the Holyrood chambers, hardly a shining example of how we 
should behave?  

 

 

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

No Response  

 


