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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: 

Having witnessed first hand the often appalling behaviour of football fans in and around Glasgow, often 
involving, but not limited to supporters of the 'Old Firm', I would like to register my amazement that anyone 
would see fit to repeal the only piece of legislation allowing action to be taken against fans participating in 
sectarian chanting, abuse, anti social behaviour and the like. I have personally witnessed tourists cowering in 
fear on the subway whilst fans battered the windows whilst singing vile racist chants about Nelson Mandela on 
the way to football games, and wondered what was to be done about this type of behaviour. Not simply 'banter' 
as is often made out, but truly Scotland's shame. I recall the feeling of fear in and around Glasgow city centre 
on night of old firm clashes past. For the first time in a number of years we will have several of old firm clashes 
this year. It would seem churlish at best to deny the police a useful tool at combating some of the anti social 
behaviours on display at such occasions and at least make some of the 'fans' think twice lest they end up in 
court. The claim is that it's difficult to get proven convictions in these cases when they come up for trial, and I 
expect it's difficult also to get proven convictions in rape and murder trials, but I don't see anyone suggesting 
we should stop trying? I've heard some football supporters say they feel singled out unfairly by this legislation, 
and I'd ask you to recall the last time you saw rugby fans invading a pitch and charging and kicking police 
horses, or tennis fans arrested for domestic violence after their favourite player lost, or fans at the olympics 
starting riots in the streets and throwing furniture at each other. If Mr Kelly feels there are parts of the act that 
need to be improved, then he should work with the government to amend the existing legislation, not repeal it 
entirely and throw the baby out with the bath water. Any such move is surely tone deaf at best and 
irresponsible at worst. 

 

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?  

The disadvantage to the police and justice system would be that the police would be denied an important tool 
in the fight against anti social behaviours. I can see no advantages of this. 
Football clubs want to bury their heads over these issues, and pretend that it's a minority of fans that get 
involved in this stuff, so they will no doubt be in favour of repeal, as it absolves them of responsibility for their 
fans. 
The advantages to football supporters would be that they could carry on unfettered being '90 minute bigots' 
without sanction, could carry out racist, sexist and sectarian abuse and get away with it. 
The disadvantages would be that fans who want a family atmosphere at football grounds won't get what they 
want.  

 

 

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)?  

I think the cycle of indoctrination of children needs to be broken. Segregated schooling needs to be stopped. 
We shouldn't be telling children that they are different from other children from a young age. There needs to 
be proper sanctions for teams whose supporters are found to be singing offensive sectarian or racist chants, 
and I don't mean fines for the clubs, I mean punitive sanctions such as forcing games played behind closed 
doors for repeated offending, pitch invasions or violent 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 



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: 

The power to prosecute people for threatening behaviour in and around the game is important, and just as 
important online. My feeling is that political statements and religious beliefs and overtones have no place in 
football, and are often used as an excuse to sow division and to start conflict, e.g. Rangers fans waving the 
Israeli flag and Celtic fans waving the Palestinian flag. Proxy division that has no place in the Scottish game. 

 

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)?  

I am at a loss as to why people see football matches are an appropriate arena for the expression of their 
political and religious freedoms. It's a game, and too often used as an excuse for people to cause grievance, 
incite violence and hatred, and quite frankly, I'm unsure what the best course of action would be. However, 
repealing what legislation there is whilst hoping against hope that somehow the clubs are going to magically 
make sectarianism and anti social behaviour disappear on their own is, in my view wishful thinking.  

 

 

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 think it's the only way that fans will realise that there is a direct correlation between their behaviour and the 
fate of the clubs. But I'd add that fines are not an appropriate sanction. I would deduct points, or threaten 
relegation for teams depending on the severity of the actions, or for cumulative repeat offending. 

 

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)  

I do not wish to see the act repealed, and therefore I would hope not to have to have any transitional 
measures.  

 

 

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.  



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?  

Again, I'm hopeful that opposition parties will see sense, and scrap this repeal bill, so negative effects will not 
be felt by any of these 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?  

I think this is an astonishing bill to be brought forward at a time when football hooliganism seems to once 
again be on the rise. If we look at the last few months and the violence at the Scottish Cup final followed by 
the disgraceful scenes at the European Championships in France, this is the worst possible time to be giving 
football fans who can't be trusted to behave carte blanche to do whatever they like in a football ground with 
impunity. I fear his desire to defeat the government of the day has clouded Mr Kelly's judgement, and any 
victory he may gain in this matter will be pyrrhic and ultimately detrimental to the Scottish people.  

 

 

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

No Response  

 


