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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 find the premise of this act morally repugnant. It seeks to criminalise people for no other reason than their 
attendance at a "regulated football match". I do not think that the wording of section 2, namely "stirring up 
hatred" is appropriate or specific enough wording for legislation. I am deeply concerned about the inclusion in 
section 5 of the wording "persons likely to be incited to public disorder are not present or are not present in 
sufficient numbers.". This means that people are being arrested, charged and potentially imprisoned based on 
fictional public disorder that is being judged to be possible in the view of a single police officer. This confers to 
much power on the police and undermines public confidence in policing, and also leaves members of the 
public unclear as to wether they are committing an offence as one officer may consider it to be an offence and 
another may not. Most of all though, the spirit of the act is fundamentally illiberal and in my view curtails the 
rights of individuals to think and express themselves freely. The way a person wishes to express themselves 
should not be affected wether they are walking down Buchanan Street in Glasgow, or attending a rugby match 
at Murrayfield or attending a regulated football match. 

 

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) The repeal of the act would go some way to restoring confidence and trust in policing. Football fans are 
now inherently distrustful, with good reason, of Police Scotland. The behaviour of Police Scotland in relation 
to football fans is akin to the treatment of football fans in the pre-Hillsborough era and as somebody who has 
never experienced criminalisation and being singled out, it is a deeply unsettling experience. 
 
The justice system has time and again made a mockery of this act and can likely deal with persons 
committing actual offences better if the act is repealed. Existing "breach of the peach" legislation was ample 
in covering offences that were taking place at football matches, especially when "sectarian" or "religious" can 
be inserted before the charge. 
 
There would be no disadvantages to repeal. 
 
b) Celtic Football Club's statement of 1 March 2016: "We have consistently opposed this legislation from the 
outset as it has been used to create a general presumption that different laws should apply to football 
supporters as distinct from society as a whole. We reiterate our position that the Act should be repealed...This 
Act is unworkable, and once again we call for it to be repealed in the interests of all football supporters and 
football clubs." 
 
Celtic Football Club, who are the pre-eminent Scottish football club have assessed that repeal of the act 
would be in the "interests of all football supporters and football clubs.". I associate myself with those 
comments and think that the repeal of the act could lead to supporters returning to football and an associated 
boon for football clubs. 
 
There would be no disadvantages to repeal. 
 
c) As per b) 
 
There would be no disadvantages to repeal.  

 

 

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 work to promote Scottish football and not call a summit when actions on the field of play 
become heated. 
 
Police Scotland should be dismantled so that local police forces can engage with the community and trust in 
policing can be restored. People are inherently distrustful of a police force that is a cigarette paper apart from 
the government and engages in political policing. 



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)?  

 
Investment in education of young people to break down old prejudices and community projects with football 
clubs should the utmost priority.  
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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  

 

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)?  

Education and use of existing legislation.  
 
People are being prosecuted for offensive behaviours online in other parts of the United Kingdom without the 
provision of this act.  
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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: 

Individuals are responsible for their own conduct. 

 

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)  

The act should be repealed immediately. No transitional arrangements are required as "breach of the peace" 
legislation can fill any void.  
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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.  

Significant reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Less frivolous prosecutions will occur and this will lessen the burden and cost on policing and the criminal 
justice system. 

 

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 see no negative impact of the Bill.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

I wish this Bill well and hope the original Act is repealed.  
 

 

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

None. I have actively stepped back from attending football since the Act was introduced.  
 

 


