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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)  

 

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 

Comments: 

As things stand the act is not being policed correctly at football matches. I believe the correct policing of the bill 
with fans who take actions such as singing offensive songs being punished for it (with consequences for the 
clubs should they refuse to help the police trace the fans concerned) would make going to football a more 



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.  

pleasant and family oriented occasion. As things stand as a regular football fan I have lost count of the number 
of times actions including throwing bottles and other fans has had a blind eye turned to it by the police 
including an incident in Glasgow that I witnessed and told the nearest police officer about to be told to move on 
or I would get done. I believe any lack of trust between fans and the police is more down to the lack of action 
by the police leaving fans confused as to what the act is supposed to do rather than with the act itself. 

 

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 it would save them the trouble of ignoring the act particular in Glasgow. For the justice system it 
would save the courts the hassle of actually having to hear the cases saving them time and money. For the 
football clubs (certain ones in particular) it would save them the hassle of having to sort out their own houses 
and the cost to them of not getting the so called diehard fans money for tickets, etc. For the supporters it 
would allow some to continue to act like neanderthals spewing forth their hatred and bile. I believe for the 
silent majority of fans it would leave them without even the small protection that the act gives causing them to 
continue to desert the game in larger numbers. Fans who are parents will continue to have to decide which 
games are safe for them to take their kids to meaning that the kids will grow up less interested in football and 
less likely to support the clubs when they are adults.  

 

 

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)?  

Politicians should demand the act is enforced correctly by the police and clubs throughout Scotland. They 
should take readings from a wide selection of interested parties involved in football before making or trying to 
change any laws or acts. They should think of how their comments will be looked at by the football community 
and the wider public so as not to inflame or make worse any situations and to not make knee-jerk comments 
when something happens or goes wrong or when they think they can score political points. The police should 
enforce the act no matter where the offences occur or wherever the fans live. The wider justice system should 
ensure that if someone is found guilty that they are sentenced correctly / fairly. Clubs should operate and 
enforce the act. Fans should take responsibility for their actions and inform the police or club stewards when 
they see or hear anything that goes against the act and be supported in their actions by the clubs, police, 
courts, politicians and supporters clubs. Other interested parties whoever they may be should make sure that 
they come at things from a neutral standpoint making sure that they think before they comment.  

 

 

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.  

Partially opposed 

Comments: 

In my reading of it I believe that the act is reasonably clear but would be open to amendments being made to 
these sections including repeal and replacement of parts of it if the amendments / replacements were 
reasonable, practical and strengthened it particularly should new methods of communication appear which 
may not be fully covered by the current legislation. 

 



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)?  

As someone who is not a legal person I do not feel qualified to discuss other legislation. I do not know all the 
legislation that would have an effect on the areas covered by these sections or whether this section of the act 
is adequately covered by other legislation. I do not see the purpose of this question in the context of this act / 
bill as the act and repeal bill relate to football not other areas.  

 

 

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: 

Yes I would be in favour of clubs facing penalties for offensive behaviour by their fans if they were in a position 
to have influence or control over the fans concerned. I am unsure of how to answer the rest of this question as 
the definition of 'reasonable steps to control fans; behaviour' would need to be clarified and would in part 
depend on other things such as the type of offense committed and where it was committed. 

 

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)  

As I do not feel that the act should be repealed I see no need to complete this question on transitional 
arrangements.  

 

 

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.  

Comments: 

I care less about the financial costs or benefits of this bill than the impact it would have on the football going 
public should it be passed and the act repealed. 

 

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?  



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?  

While these groups may be protected under other legislation the passing of this bill would I believe send out 
the wrong signal to fans. Some believe that they can act differently at football matches and get away with it 
which was and unfortunately due to a lack of policing of the act continues to be the case. The repeal of the act 
would allow them to feel justified in their beliefs in that they would see it allowing them to resort back to their 
old ways. If you are talking about minimalising the negative impact on the mentioned groups to me that 
suggests you accept that such an impact is likely should the bill be passed and the act repealed which to me 
suggests the repeal bill should be withdrawn.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

A terrible bill which should be withdrawn.  
 

 

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

As previously mentioned I have had experiences of the lack of policing of the bill by the police, stewards and 
clubs which has led to me being in crowds both at stadiums and outside on the streets being pelted by bottles 
and other objects with the police and stewards looking on and taking no action. I have also while entering 
Hampden Stadium in Glasgow for a cup semi-final been told by a police officer at the turnstile that he hoped 
we beat the F****** B*******, another example of the police lacking the will to seriously tackle problems 
associated with certain football clubs.  

 

 


