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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: 

Shirley Anne Watson 

 

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 supportive 



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 feel there is no need to have this act. Scotland already has laws, which can be used, to enforce behaviour 
unacceptable in society. On a personal level, l feel this act targets football fans specifically. It has marginalised 
young people, and stigmatised them. 

 

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?  

For the police/ justice system, the repeal of the act would put less pressure on police officers, and stop time 
wasting in the justice system. As most cases are thrown out by judges. 
For football supporters, the repeal of this act would stop stigmatising myself and others. Football fans are 
under pressure when attending matches. Having police scrutinise fans because of the act. I worry that my 
young son does feel uncomfortable going to games, because of the act and its damage done to fans in the 
past. It feels like an artificial environment football fans are forced to sit in. Go to a rugby match, and no such 
act is in place. Therefore, l feel this act is also deemed discriminatory against football 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)?  

There are many things that can be done to combat a reduction in unacceptable behaviour at football matches. 
Working in partnership which agencies such as the police force, the football clubs, young people's voluntary / 
statutory agencies, churches, schools, and a programme specifically geared towards anti sectarianism 
represented by football fans themselves. In order to promote positive behaviour. 
The Scottish government have tried to tackle these issues in the past. With different campaigns. They only 
had a little effect. This act has done more damage than good, in regard to promoting healthy behaviour while 
attending football games. So they have to invite actual football fans, to be involved in any campaign/ 
consultation. As this is vital to creating heathy connections, in getting fans to feel they are not stigmatised 
merely because they are football fans. 
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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 supportive 

Comments: 

Statistics have shown,that trying to implement this part of the act, is problematic. It has at times, been thrown 
out of court. The actual wording of this section, is difficult to determine has a crime being committed. It can be 
incomprehensible to understand what it actually means. 

 

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)?  

The Race Relations act, should cover this part of the act. 
Is it wrong to sing songs that are nationalistic? Is it wrong to sing songs describing periods of history? In my 



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)?  

view there is nothing wrong with this. 
The song Flower of Scotland, is sung at rugby games. It is deemed nationalist, has historical content, and 
describes fighting other races. Why is it acceptable, yet when songs containing similar connotations are sung 
at football matches,you can be arrested and charged? 
Freedom of expression comes in many forms. I can be offended when l hear other fans singing these 
mentioned themes. But l am being targeted along with thousands of other fans collectively. I don't feel 
threatened. But l would feel threatened, on an individual basis. If l was targeted alone. But not as a group. 
This may seem odd,but when you are among thousands of fans as a group, it doesn't feel as threatening.  
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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?  

No 

Comments: 

The football club does not have complete autonomy over fans. You go for a meal in a restaurant and some 
diners are throwing their food at you. You wouldn't blame the restaurant, but the people who were throwing the 
food. This analogy best fits how l feel about Strict Liability. Of course the restaurant manager would throw out 
the badly behaved diners. Apologise etc, but it's not his/her fault for the behaviour of others. 
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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)  

I'm not quite sure yet.  
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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.  

Some 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?  

Neutral (neither positive nor negative)  

 

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

I'm not sure.  
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Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the consultation 
document?  

Only that it should be repealed completely.  
 

 

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

No.  
 

 


