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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) 

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 



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 believe that this is quite unnecessary given that there are laws to deal with crimes committed anywhere. 

 

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?  

I simply believe that we have laws enough to deal with anti-social behaviour or criminal behaviour and I do not 
believe a law specifically targeting people who attend football matches is necessary. I do not believe that it 
has reduced crime. Banning alcohol reduced crime at football matches. The government allows sectarian 
marches on our streets where people play songs about being up to their knees or whatever in Fenian blood 
yet that is acceptable? At a football match this would invoke a criminal charge. Where is the logic? Repeal 
would save police and court time.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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

I am very happy to attend football matches. I haven't seen any offensive behaviour even when opponents 
have been old firm. As I have said there are laws enough without this to deal with illegal behaviour.  

 

 

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: 

I do not believe a separate law for football fans is required. There are laws outwith this one to deal with illegal 
behaviour. 

 

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)?  

Again why should there be a separate law to deal with football fans? Surely other laws deal with threatening 
communications? What is the point of this? If I received threatening communications from anyone in any 
situation in my life, surely there is a law to protect me? Surely that should be enough? Re freedom of 
expression - I do not believe that I or anyone should be free to threaten or intimidate anyone else. Freedom of 
expression is a different matter entirely -involving the right to say what one believes in without fear of reprisal 
from anyone, either the state or groups or individuals. With rights come responsibilities. No one should have 
the right to threaten another behind the cloak of 'freedom of expression'. I believe this argument was long ago 
put in its place!!  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

I believe that football clubs are responsible enough to abhor offensive behaviour. Clubs normally ban those 
convicted of it. I do not see what else they can do. To punish a club financially hurts the innocent. 

 

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)  

I would repeal the bill and let the police deal with wrongdoers as before.  
 

 

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 

Comments: 

I do not see how repeal of this bill would have any bearing on the cost of policing football matches. 

 

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?  

The laws of the land are there to protect people in any situation. It is ludicrous to have a law separately to 
cover football matches. I am sure that people suffer discrimination in their everyday lives that laws cannot 
begin to address - like bullying because of religion or sexual orientation or whatever. We have this law for 
football only because of the sectarian divide in The west of Scotland - because of Glasgow Rangers and 
Glasgow Celtic. Racism was stamped down upon in my experience. Transgender and homosexuality I would 
doubt is an issue. The government should be more concerned about integrating all children in the education 



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

system. In which other country are children separated because of their religion? Certainly not in any 
European country I know of.  

 

 

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  
 

 

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

No. Having gone to football matches for the last 30 years I have never been able to understand the rationale 
behind this Bill. Tackle sectarianism which is the cause of the singing of sectarian songs! As I have said, 
provocative music is allowed on our streets in the Orange marching season so why criminalise someone for 
singing the Sash at a football match? Integrating our children would be the first step in eradicating this blot on 
our nation. Re the religious divide, I am neither Catholic nor Presbyterian.  

 

 


