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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?  

Professional with experience in a relevant subject  

 

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 supportive 

Comments: 

It's a disgraceful act, criminalising young people all the while allowing sectarian organisations to parade with 
their religious bigotry and huge expense to the taxpayer. The bill is unjust and as stated by an SNP MP 'it's 
about evening up the score'. We have no room for religious bigotry and sectarianism in a new, hopefully 



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.  

Independent, Scotland but this act is an unfair, unjust act. It's ruining oportunities for our young folk, allowing 
police to spend many thousands of hours chasing convictions of young folk and the courts time. Time for the 
SNP to grow and admit this bill was wrong and move on. 

 

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?  

Adavantages: Allow the police to maybe spend some time fighting real crime and help save the taxpayer 
money, free up the courts to maybe start sentencing real criminals (or setting them free which seems to be 
the case). Football clubs to change the culture of sectarianism through education and not fear or threats. 
Football fans To be allowed political expression without being criminalised. What offends one person does not 
necessary offend another so even the police are in muddle over this ridiculous act as the lies and 
incollaborated stories in court rooms have proved.  

 

 

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)?  

Education, fair system treating everyone equally, preventing sectarian organisations from marching the 
streets of Scotland at huge expense to the paying public hundreds of times a year, distinguish between 
bigotry, sectarianism and politically minded. 
 
Let us live in a fair and just society, stop trying to criminalise people for having a political opinion that may 
differ from the majority......Scotland is supposedly a democratic country and not a dictatorship, I sometimes 
wonder  

 

 

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 supportive 

Comments: 

But must be consistent, I have personally heard police officers threatening football fans on numerous 
occasions, the communication is disgusting from those people we are supposed to respect and look up 
too......it's a 2 way street. Is Scotland enduring such low crime rates and become such a safe place that we can 
afford Police Scotland to be chasing ignorant folk who are indulging in threatening communications over social 
media or is this a waste of time and money chasing up the ignorant few? Or does it help justify Police 
Scotland's budget.....lets be honest it has become a numbers game sadly and not what's right and what's 
wrong. 

 

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 detests and campaigns against racism, bigotry, sectarianism fining and jailing the idiots is 
not the way forward it just breeds more of them as they see it as unjust....education is the answer. Sadly the 



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)?  

media, both the written and TV is not the answer and just creates the problems as the recent Brexit vote has 
proven.  

 

 

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: 

Like the many times we have heard Rangers fans on TV fucking the pope and up to there knees in our 
blood.....yet we have a media blackout every Time! Disgusting and as I said earlier this whole bill is about 
evening up the score. Scotland's media, law makers and police have selective hearing. There is an enormous 
sectarian problem in football within Scotland and sadly 90% of it comes from one group of supporters. 

 

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)  

All charges not conclude within the system at present should be dropped, can't criminalise people for an 
unjust bill  

 

 

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 reduction 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?  

Education, plain and simple  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

Make Scotland a sectarian free society, allow political expression and freedom for the greater good of the 
world but without the public displays of hatred towards the differing fractions of our society. 
 
Having an opinion or a voice is not a crime, it becomes a crime when it's directed in a fashion that is 
derogatory to others beliefs, race, religion etc.  

 

 

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

I have saw friends dragged through the process of aaPolice Scotland attempting to criminalise people for 
singing a song, a non sectarian song. One lost his job due to 5 court appearances that were continually 
cancelled due to Police Scotland not turning up. I've saw people tears worrying about jobs or university places 
etc all for an unjust act.  

 

 


