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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: 

Derek Grierson 

 

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: 

I remember all too clearly the atmosphere of hostility and intimidation which habitually accompanied football 
matches prior to the implementation of this act. Old Firm games seemed to be particular offenders, with drink-
fuelled bigotry openly on display. What should have been a public entertainment, of benefit to families, was too 
often reduced to the atmosphere of a political rally. Crimes of assault were common in our streets and 
domestic violence in our homes as a direct result of these occasions. I am frankly appalled at your suggestion 
to drag my society back to the bad old days, and I will resist your efforts to do so, by any means legally at my 
disposal. 

 

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: none (for each group) Fans are not prohibited from enthusiastically enjoying the game, nor from 
voicing their support. The only behaviour effected by this act is the public display of sectarian hatred our 
society would rightly refuse to tolerate whether at a football match, or not. 
 
Disadvantages: 
 
(a) This repeal is likely to act as encouragement to those disposed to commit public order offences, and will 
likely result in an increase of policing requirements at games. This will not be cost free, and is likely to impact 
club finances, as it reasonable to expect that police forces will reclaim the additional costs of policing matches 
from the clubs. 
 
(b) Football clubs, shorn of the legal backing to tackle renegade elements within the fan base, will find their 
authority to deal with offenders weakened. Their reputations will inevitably suffer and this will act as a 
deterrent to many in the business community who would otherwise relish the potential business openings that 
football matches present. Fans who have started to come back to attending football will be put off doing so by 
the threat of violence and may change their minds, with the consequence of falling returns at turnstiles. 
 
(c) Stripped of the protection that legal sanctions on improper behaviour offer, the fans themselves will lose 
out. Many will be put off attending matches for fear of crowd trouble and police involvement.  

 

 

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)?  

If you want to reduce offensive behaviour, there is one prerequisite to doing so: serve notice on the offending 
parties that their behaviour is unacceptable, and enforce society's disapproval where necessary. Further 
steps to make football more family friendly include restructuring match days to appeal to families; encouraging 
a code of fan conduct to be designed, promoted and enforced by supporters' clubs and associations. Visits to 
schools by footballers, managers and other club reps to teach awareness of hate crimes and promote 
appreciation of football; actively promote female participation in football to address the gender bias that 
already exists.  

 

 

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 



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.  

Comments: 

Does this even need explanation? 

 

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)?  

1. The act as currently constituted in no way stifles freedom of expression. Threats of violence, expressions of 
hatred and tribal behaviour have no place in our society. Football matches need to be treated as a special 
case, because experience has shown that they constitute a special and elevated risk of disorder, criminality 
and violence. Any large gathering of people present a potential for public nuisance and disorder, but football 
matches, with their competitive atmosphere, seem to elevate this risk to higher than normal levels. Those who 
question whether this impression is fair would do well to ask themselves how the impression was formed in 
the first place - as a result of prejudice from outside, or as a result of bitter experience. I leave it to you to 
judge as honestly as you may.  
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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?  

Unsure 

Comments: 

I'm not in favour of penalising clubs for the behaviour of fans. However, clubs do have a responsibility for the 
safety of people visiting their grounds, and for the surrounding areas effected by conditions created when a 
match is on. I'm not convinced that they all demonstrate a willingness to take that responsibility seriously. 
Where any fan has been shown to committed an offence, or behaved in a manner to bring the club or game 
into disrepute, they should be barred, no excuses, no exceptions. The club themselves should actively seek 
the involvement of Police to prosecute offenders. Every club should maintain a fully documented disciplinary 
policy which should be kept as part of their health and safety records. 
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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)  

Since I disagree that the Act should be repealed, it will come as no surprise to learn that I don't have an 
opinion on this, or that it's moot anyway.  
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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  

 

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?  

Don't. Repeal. The. Act.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

You have produced no statistics to support your case. If you're really set on repealing the Act, at least make 
your argument in terms of figures you can actually prove.  

 

 

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

No. I haven't attended a football match for decades, mainly because I felt intimidated by the atmosphere 
prevalent when I did.  

 

 


