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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: 

I fully support the aims of the Act as it stands. For far too long the football authorities did little to address the 
situation. In my opinion both the football authorities and media fed the beast of sectarianism and saw the 
controversy surrounding Celtic and in particular Rangers (the liquidated one) as good for business. Society 



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.  

bore the cost through policing & emergency services, property damage, damaged lives, and domestic abuse. 
The drop in domestic abuse cases is something that has been highly welcome and there is a real danger that 
repealing this Act would lead to a return to the past rates of offending during match days. Thanks to the SNP 
who finally realised that something needed done, and although it may have imperfections the Act sends a clear 
message to the numpties that would sing racist songs. 

 

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) repeal rather than amendment would give a green light to those 'fans' that were previously curtailed. I can 
see no advantage to repeal. 
(b) football clubs would be disadvantaged by repeal as stewarding and policing costs would have to increase 
against certain clubs in order to maintain the deterrent. Without the deterrent then there may be a loss in 
revenue as other fans stay away, in particular families, from a more threatening atmosphere of sectarian 
singing. 
(c) Sectarian bampots will be advantaged and a new generation of younger fans will be encouraged to 
perpetuate this nonsensical bile. All decent fans and those of clubs that are not Celtic or Rangers will be 
disadvantaged by having to listen to racist and sectarian singing that will remain unchallenged.  

 

 

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)?  

The clubs should be held in strict liability for their fans as is the case in European competition and in England. 
 
Clubs with particular sectarian problems should be required to provide financial bonds up front from which to 
draw down on fines. 
 
I'd like to see withdrawal of TV and radio coverage where there is a history of sectarian behaviour as this 
would directly impact on the financial bottom line of the clubs involved. 
 
As a final sanction, games would be played behind closed doors where there is a possibility of sectarian 
behaviour.  
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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 opposed 

Comments: 

Given the past events such as letter bombs to politicans and football people, this part of the Act should stay. 

 

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)?  



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)?  

Sectarian abuse is as offensive as racism, anti-semitism or homophobic abuse and the most likely alternative 
is to categorise it as a hate crime in the same way. "Up to your knees in Fenian blood" should be as offensive 
as "Up to your knees in Jewish blood" and carry the same sort of sanction. No apologies, no excuses.  

 

 

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: 

As I've already said to an earlier question, strict liability should be applied. Teams with poor records on 
sectarianism historically should be asked to put up cash bonds at the start of the season to draw down on with 
fines. Teams should be deducted points, increasing in severity for multiple offences. Teams should be banned 
from media coverage (TV, radio, online). Matches that have a track record of sectarianism and are considered 
to present a risk should be played behind closed doors. In the extreme matches would be voided. 

 

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 support the Act and so do not wish it to be repealed.  
 

 

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.  

Unsure  

 

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?  

By having strict liability for the football clubs for offensive behaviour towards these groups too.  
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Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the consultation 
document?  

This Bill will be seen by those who would sing offensive songs at football as a signal that their behaviour was 
accepted by society and in particular the Labour Party that is proposing the repeal. It will be a green light to 
their behaviour in much the same way that the recent Brexit result has been a green light to abuse EU 
nationals and other non-UK citizens living in this country. There is a particular problem with sectarianism in 
this country and this bill to repeal does not give me confidence for the future. 
 
As someone who suffered both verbally and physically and to a lesser degree professionally as a result of 
sectarianism from Rangers fans (never Motherwell, Brechin, Aberdeen or Kilmarnock fans, always Rangers 
fans) as a "Fenian" (despite not being a Celtic fan), I am saddened that those who promote this bill would take 
us back 20y.  

 

 

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

No experience of it in practice.  
 

 


