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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 opposed 



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 understand that the original Act may not be perfect but I fully support that something has to be done stop the 
vile sectarian singing and subsequent violence attached to football matches. I think that repealing the Act 
would give people free reign to do whatever they want. A bit like the rise in racial abuse following the " brexit" 
vote. The level of sectarian violence will rise and particular flash points eg the Old Firm matches will once 
again become a battle ground. I had hoped the dark days of 1980's had long gone. If this is repealed then I 
fear that may not be the case. I cannot express how strongly I feel about this. sectarianism has no place in a 
modern Scotland. this must remain and made more effective rather than abolished. 

 

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?  

Police: they would not be empowered to do anything about the vile singing and smearing on both sides. They 
would have to deal with the effects and would be greatly stretched particularly on Old Firm days. 
 
Football clubs do not seem to want to do anything at all about this problem. Repealing it would make their life 
so much easier. Itis no wonder they support repealing it. They should be forced to do something about it. 
 
Football supporters: admittedly, there are a minority of football supporters who would support repealing the 
Act. Should the Act be repealed, it should be replaced with a more aggressive Act because even with the 
current Act there are still many examples of sectarian singing. If the Act was to remain, the supporters would 
have to take notice.  

 

 

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)?  

More has to be done by Politicians to teach young people that sectarian behaviour is not acceptable. They 
should be given good exmples that show people living together in harmony. That is a long term view. 
 
In the short term, the courts should be able to punish those who conduct sectarian behaviour. That includes 
"political" songs from Ireland. 
 
clubs must be forced to enact and van those found to be acting wrongly. They have good enough cameras to 
identify people.  

 

 

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: 

Ant interaction between people should always be civil and not expressed in a derogatory manner. Surely in this 
say and age we can act civily with each other. 

 



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)?  

Monitoring social media to find examples of inappropriate behaviour. 
 
There should not be anonymity in social media.  

 

 

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: 

Strict liability should be applied. that is the only way to ensure they act upon it. 

 

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 do not want to consider the bill being 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.  

Significant increase in cost 

Comments: 

Policing costs will rise. Court costs will fall NHS costs will rise Social care costs will rise especially in respect to 
care of women. Overall I thing it will cost the country a lot more. 

 

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?  

I do not know  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

Sectarian behaviour has to end. Anything that helps this must be support.  
 

 

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

No  
 

 


