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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: 

This country has a problem with sectarianism, the act has gone along way to help bring this problem to light 
and help us act on incidents. We have a deep routed problem here in Glasgow, this act provides the first step 
in many to trying to bring this under control and one of it's main routes - Football. Repealing this act does 
nothing but set us back, and with the recent rise in hate crimes elsewhere in the UK after the EU vote i am 
confident that repealing this act will lead to the same here in Scotland. Let's build on this act, not destroy the 
foundations. 

 

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?  

Repealing the Act would have a lot of disadvantages, the football clubs reputations will be tarnished again 
and again by opportunists who seek to flaunt the repealing of the act for the whole world to see. And in turn 
will bring an image of Scotland's fans being bigoted and unfriendly, something that we should never be known 
for.  

 

 

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)?  

We should seek to educate our youth on the issue, they often times only pickup on what older peers do and 
are heavily influenced in their surroundings. 
 
Teaching right from wrong can go along way to supporting the Act and helping stamp out hate.  

 

 

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: 

I've seen enough of the hatred fueled by the use of social media to know that repealing this section would have 
the worse effect. Social media is where those choose to hide do so, making their hatred known in belief that 
they are untouchable. We'd only serve to open the floodgates if we were to let this be repealed. 

 

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)?  

Again, i believe we have to adapt to the change in lifestyle and technology and continue to educate our youth 
about the risks of doing such a thing. 
 
We should also possibly consider the use of a task force to help tackle the issue and make examples of those 
using current law.  

 

 



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 believe that if it can be proved that a club has not taken the necessary steps to stamp out bad behavior 
among its fans then it should be penalised for doing so. They should have a duty of care for their fans as 
representatives of their clubs and deal with the worst among them appropriately. 

 

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)  

We would have to be confident that there are things in place that would curb what this act seeks to correct, 
and i wouldn't be confident that there is full coverage after repeal.  

 

 

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 increase in cost 

Comments: 

As i have stated previously, repealing this act will on open the floodgates to opportunists who seek to harass, 
harm and threaten others and with that will come an increase in costs to our legal and health system. 

 

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 ensuring that there is protection for these groups provided by current legislation, and if not making sure 
that it is provided.  

 

 

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 act is popular and welcomed among the population, repealing it is and act of careerism by an MSP who 
failed to even be elected in his own constituency. 
 
To continue to chase this widely unpopular bill seeks to cause more damage than he is willing to see.  

 

 

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

I have none.  
 

 


