
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 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: 

The bill was brought in to attempt to bring an end to sectarianism in Scottish football, or maybe west central 
Scotland. The bill hasn't and will not help, all it does os criminalize supporters, its a culture out there that has to 
be changed. I'm a 21 year old male originally from East Ayrshire and a town that is predominately Rangers 



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.  

supporting, not Kilmarnock, the local team. I myself am a Celtic supporter. 

 

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?  

a) Advantages would be the police being able to focus more on issues that impact on the lives of both 
supporters and non supporters. For example, it has been published that rates of domestic violence surge after 
an Old Firm fixture. Rather than worrying about what supporters sing and chant in a stadium, they should be 
far more concerned with events on the streets and behind closed doors after games. As for the justice 
system, huge sums of money would be saved as a large proportion of cases are thrown out. However, after 
the events following the Hibs Rangers cup final, this can seem hard to support. 
 
b) Clubs can focus more on the minority of supporters who disrupt other spectators through unrest in the 
stands and the use of flares and smoke-bombs, as opposed to what fans are singing. Again, it is a culture that 
needs to be changed. I am a 21 year old and already know from my own experiences how it has played a role 
in my actions at matches. 
 
c) Advantages for supporters would be simply they are not criminalized while supporting their team. The 
actions taken by officers, in my experience more at away matches, which I attend regularly, seem like 
something out of Orwell's 1984, as if they are thought police, deciding for themselves what is offensive and 
what is not.  

 

 

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)?  

It has already been done to an extent before, but a very clear outline of what these "offensive" behaviors are 
must be published, it should not be down to officers to decide. Far too often, the football allegiances of 
individual officers play a role in their actions. They will stand idly by while supporters sing songs about killing 
Catholics but the second a fan so much as swears in the away section, they are arrested and ejected from the 
stadium (speaking from experience of being in the away end at a Rangers Kilmarnock game at Ibrox).  
The act is telling people what to be offended by, giving people reasons to be offended, people who are never 
anywhere near a football match never mind actually attending one.  

 

 

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  

 

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 method used by police prior to the Old Firm match in April 2016 should be used again, where police 
infiltrated fan forums to prevent pre planned violence.  

 

 



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?  

No  

 

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)  

No Response  

 

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.  

Broadly cost-neutral  

 

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?  

Slightly positive  

 

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

No Response  

 

Page 18: General   

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



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?  

After a Hamilton Celtic match in 2015, I was waiting for the train from Hamilton West back to Glasgow. On the 
Glasgow bound platform, there were a large number of Celtic supporters like myself. On the opposite side 
was a medium sized group of Hamilton supporters. The group of Hamilton supporters were shouting over at 
our side, using the well known derogatory term for Catholics as well as other terms, in my opinion, far worse 
terms for sex offenders. My fellow supporters, myself included responded with shouting back at them, using 
profanity without any religious or political edge. An officer near us approached us and threatened us all with 
being arrested as Hamilton fans continued to goad us.  
After boarding the train I and a friend got chatting to 2 officers, policing the train, talking about the match and 
how it was a waste of money due to the poor product on the park etc. This sums it up perfectly. 
I would like to think most of the officers would have treated us as football fans, talking about the match, rather 
than criminals, as the other officer on the platform did.  

 

 


