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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 am content for my response to be attributed to me (as an individual) 

Name: 

Alistair McCormick 

 

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 personally believe that Scotland is one of the safest places to go and watch any game of football, many will 
agree with this. But the action against the scottish fans is far too heavy. "Heavy Hands, Empty Stands" is one 
of the mottos i have seen within Scottish fans, which i totally agree with. I have alot of worries about the lack of 
interest in the game in Scotland. The stadiums are no where near full, the teams are getting worse due to lack 
of funds. We need to be igniting the interest back into lost fans no scaring off the existing ones. The heavy 
action against Scottish fans hasn't gone unnoticed. I recently seen a photo of a banner from a game in Holland 
reading "Stop disturbing Scottish fans lives". Which is completely correct, this act disturbs fans lives. Im all for 
people to receive right punishment when they have did something wrong, its only fair they suffer the 
consequences. But the success rate of this act has been really poor. People are being dragged through court, 
to be told to come back months later, to then have their case thrown out. I don't see the productivity in this. 
Would anyone? This act has actively caused divisions between the police force and I really feel the funds used 
to fund this act could be used far more sensibly.  

 

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?  

Advantages for police and justice system in my opinion would be less cases coming through the courts that 
majority of the time seem to be thrown out, where is the productivity in the vast majority of the cases being 
dropped? Helping a problem ? No. Waste of money.. ? Yep. 
 
Football clubs in scotland struggle to fill their stadiums, the stadiums are empty and the quality on the pitch is 
poor. The truth is, the clubs need the fans to fill the stadiums for the clubs to become more successful. This 
act actively discourages people to go. The act is so widespread and people just don't know whats wrong and 
right. 
 
Football fans? A little bit of respect maybe? Scottish football fans are treated like the dirt you find on the park 
of the football team they follow and i have first hand experienced it, the police who have to a duty to follow this 
act even seem to dislike it. It's completely discriminative to your average football fan who passionately follows 
his/her team.  

 

 

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 think the problem needs to be addressed so much earlier than when a person/child first walks into a football 
stadium. There is plenty of anti racism campaigns that are held, there are very few racist icidents in football 
nowadays, people understand that racism is wrong and wont be tolerated (at any level).  
 
Sectarianism isn't going to ever go away, same with racism, but there is ways to reduce it and make it less 
common.  
 
For offensive behaviour, this should also be addressed in schools when kids are a young age, kids need it 
drilled into them that this behaviour is wrong. 
 
This act doesn't solve any problems.  

 

 

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.  



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)?  

No Response  

 

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: 

Not at all, from my experience the football clubs make it clear that unacceptable behaviour and sectarianism 
won't be tolerated, the clubs shouldn't be penalised for the actions of their fans. 

 

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.  

Significant increase in cost  

 

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?  

Negative  

 

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?  

No Response  

 

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

Me personally no. But close friends yes. Lots of my friends have fell victim to the act and i don't think one has 
been found guilty. 
 
An experience that i feel should be told is when 2 of my friends were arrested for singing "You can stick your 
camera up your Arse" in protest against the facial recognition proposals. I'm sure we'll both agree this song 
was distasteful, but surely not a realistic arrestable offence, especially at a football match. Both men were told 
they would have to attend court 4 days later, but then were told they would no longer need to attend and all 
charges were dropped. 

 

 


