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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 am content for my response to be attributed to me (as an individual) 

Name: 

Robert Donald 

 

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: 

Repealing this will appease the vocal minority who want to retain the right to spew their bile at innocent 
bystanders as they see fit. It gives the completely the wrong message and is contradictory to achieving the 
type of society I want to see. I regularly attend fixtures as a supporter of one of the teams more affected by the 
Act and it has changed behaviour for the better. 

 

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?  

At the majority of football matched, safety is dealt with by stewards with a token police presence. Where 
heavy police presence is seen it is associated with Rangers and Celtic. These clubs ( and I support one) 
simply have to leve their historical baggage behind and move into the 21st century. The police need this more 
targeted focused legislation as, let's be honest, the existing legislation hadn't achieved much. 95%of football 
supporters want an enjoyable match day experience, if that means the other 5% are squealing, then the 
legislation must be working.  

 

 

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)?  

More use of CCTV. I know supporters of my team who are on the border or over the border of offensive 
behaviour magically start behaving when they are being filmed. Much more of this. Penalties against the clubs 
for offending. Proper point penalties and ground closures are needed.  

 

 

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: 

The days when those with empty heads, loud months and anonymous Twitter accounts can offend and 
threaten with impunity must be over. 5 minutes on Twitter before an Old Firm game is like going into a time 
machine going back 300 years to an angry, intolerant, horrible place. The authorities must have more tools to 
neutralise the epidemic of intolerance on social media 

 

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)?  

Previous legislation was not designed to stop threatening comms on social media. Freedom of expression 
comes with an obligation not to abuse or threaten surely.  

 

 

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: 

Scottish have in the past been fined by Eufa for inappropriate chanting and it worked. Other European clubs 
have had much more severe penalties and again it seem to have worked. The SFA should adopt strict liability, 
the fact that they are holding out while even the FA in England have adopted it is to their shame. 

 

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)  

Repealing this Act is completely the wrong thing to do.  
 

 

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?  

Negative  

 

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

They have a greater propensity to be abused by the type of people who the Act is determined to stop abusing 
and threatening others  

 

 

Page 18: General   



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

I really can't believe this is a serious proposal to repeal the Act. I am not an SNP supporter and I support one 
of the Old Firm and I am firmly behind it because I have seen the benefits with my own eyes.  

 

 

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

Clear evidence on several occasions when supporters offending were quietened and adjusted behaviour 
when the realised they were being filmed and could be charged under the act. This may have upset the 
knuckle draggers singing the songs, but the vast majority of other supporters were frankly relieved.  

 

 


