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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: 

Stuart Gray 

 

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: 

Scotland has a problem with how some people behave at football matches. Something constructive needs to 
be done outwith football - as our clubs have ignored issues for decades. Sectarian singing, pitch invasions and 
violence are a massive embarrassment to this country. 

 

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), (b) and (c): They all get to carry on ignoring the issues - same as it ever was. This seems to be what 
some people want - a special case for football where the normal rules of behaviour are suspended and they 
can do whatever they want. I don't see that as a good thing to encourage. 
 
There'd very likely be an emboldening of a minority of football fans following a repeal - they'd feel fully justified 
to behave as they saw fit without consequence. There's potential for something awful to happen as a result.  
 
I'd also see a danger of families feeling uncomfortable attending football and clubs being negatively affected 
as a result. The behaviour of a minority of fans spoils football for many normal fans.  

 

 

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)?  

Everybody needs to acknowledge that we have issues - that sectarian singing is a significant problem that 
has shamefully been permitted and excused for far too long, that confrontational pitch invasions and violence 
have no place in football. 
 
Individuals need to be responsible for their actions and punished for offensive behaviour. There needs to be a 
fear of a deterrent (for a minority of irresponsible fans). Folk need to know how to behave and what's likely to 
happen to them if they don't. 
 
Fans need to respect and appreciate that they are representing their club - and to behave accordingly. 
Certain clubs in Scotland seem to have fans who embrace offensive behaviour as part of how they represent 
their club - these folk need to be educated, and to know that there are negative consequences both for the 
individual and for their club if they offend. 
 
Clubs need to make a genuine effort to identify individuals and to ban them in the future. For decades they've 
paid lip service to be seen doing the right thing but with little action to back it up. This needs to change. 
Investment in face recognition technology should seriously be considered for the largest football grounds in 
the country. Clubs should be responsible for creating advertising / marketing material to create awareness of 
unacceptable behaviour and its consequences. 
 
The police need to make sure that they have a full understanding of the laws and that they are only 
processing people who have committed an offence. There's a large responsibility on the police (as there 
should be) to identify offenders and to ensure there is reasonable evidence to prosecute.  
 
The police and the justice system need to make an example of serious antisocial and dangerous fan 
behaviour - to send a clear message that this type of offensive behaviour is no longer accepted at football in 
this country.  

 

 

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.  



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  

 

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)?  

People should be accountable for their actions and should be aware of what is or isn't offensive. Ignorance of 
the law is no excuse. It should be common sense to avoid any language that may be a 'grey area' or if there's 
any doubt if it is threatening. It is the responsibility of the individual not to create or distribute offensive or 
threatening communication. 
 
A clear message needs to be seen of what happens to offenders - to create awareness and to show 
consequences.  
 
Clubs should make a genuine effort to show their disgust at threatening and offensive communication - and to 
give fans a clear idea of consequences. 

 

 

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?  

Unsure 

Comments: 

This question is very poorly worded. Strict liability should apply for any behaviour that is historically cultural, 
and where the offence is committed by a large number of fans (e.g. sectarian singing). Individuals should be 
responsible for and punished for their individual actions. Clubs should be penalised for the poor behaviour of 
their fans. It would provide an incentive for all fans to behave decently AND to proactively encourage others to 
behave. If sectarian singing can clearly be heard at a match (e.g. picked up by tv cameras), if there's pitch 
invasions, violence - I'd support the club being deducted points and fined. I'd have serious concerns about how 
and if this would / could be implemented though. Scottish football is weak and panders to the big teams - I can 
see them being too scared to act, rightly worrying about how some fans might react to their club being docked 
points. I'd worry about how some fans would react - it's one thing for an individual to be angry and feel 
victimised for their own actions, it's completely another thing for all fans of the club to be angry about the 
treatment of their club based in the actions of a minority / individual. If one of the big clubs got docked league 
points, I could see there being serious trouble at the next match and in the streets - their fans would be angry 
and misguidedly looking for revenge. There needs to be strong consequences for individuals who behave 
offensively - in combination with penalties for the clubs. 
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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)  

It shouldn't be repealed. Most fans support the bill - it's just a noisy minority who feel victimised.  
 



 

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  
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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?  

Not repealing the existing.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

It's a waste of time - pandering to a vocal minority of fans.  
 

 

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

No Response  

 


