
Proposed Football Act (Repeal) (Scotland) Bill  

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: 

Michelle Cameron 

 

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: 

There has been too much sectarianism in Scotland, and making it explicitly acceptable to engage in this 
behaviour again is a terrible mistake. Given that more than 50% of Scotland's population now identifies as non-
religious, I feel that most Scots have also moved far beyond the age old rivalries. Scotland is an open 
multicultural society now. 

 

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?  

Policing of football matches already consumes a lot of resources, but it is much improved now over times 
before the current act came into force. My feeling is that policing will become more difficult again, will put 
extra pressure on the criminal justice system, and won't make it safer football supporters. To the contrary, I 
feel repealing the act will discourage parents making a family event of a football game just in case the 
sectarian feelings get out of hand again.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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)?  

There needs to a zero tolerance approach to sectarianism and bad behaviour at football games. All of the 
above mentioned groups of people need to be firm in their words and deeds that football hooliganism and 
sectarian stoking of division cannot be permitted to damage communities. Scotland has done well to have 
made football safer, and though not by any means complete, the task needs to be continued. Not ripped up. 
Safeguarding our communities and setting a good example to Scotland's children is too important.  

 

 

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 just can't believe that this is even under consideration. Threatening communication is uncalled for, leads to 
emotional difficulties for the victims, and creates a culture of fear. No, no, no! 

 

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)?  

Whilst Scotland is covered by the ECHR and other human rights legislation, I feel that football behaviour is a 
special case, not least because it involves so many spectators and club supporters who are easily egged on 
when situations become tense. The results of which spill over to life outside the stadium very quickly. There is 
also the added complication of international fixtures, and consolidating bad behaviour at football matches and 
away from the stadium into a single act makes the job of the police and courts that much simpler.  

 

 



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: 

Football clubs are profit making enterprises and I fear that they are not taking their community responsibilities 
seriously because in many cases they are able to fall back on the excuse that their only responsibility is to their 
shareholders and stakeholders. This leaves visiting, the police, local communities, and fans to pick up the 
pieces trouble occurs. If the management of a football team won't make efforts to identify and ban bad fans, or 
to take precautions on match day, then I feel strict liability is a suitable consequence. 

 

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)  

None, I am 100% opposed to rerpeal.  
 

 

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: 

Policing and justice would almost certainly become more expensive, as well as the additional community 
outreach costs of toning down sectarian feelings within society. I am opposed to repeal. 

 

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?  

Honestly, I believe the current act, whilst not perfect, keeps sectarian and minority discrimination at football 
games under more control than without. Repealing the act would concern me greatly that minorities would 
easily become targets, including outside the stadium. Scottish society just doesn't need to open up a can of 
worms that this repeal could result in.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

No Response  

 

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

No Response  

 


