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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 supportive 

Comments: 

The act was brought in after the so called "shame game". A game with a few minor scuffles and a few dozen 
arrests. Football was apparently going to be sorted out by the new bill. What was to be sorted? The level of 
arrests to crowd numbers in Scottish football is tiny. I don't see any new laws to tackle TiTP where deaths due 



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.  

to drug taking are a yearly occurrence, where rape and assaults are common and drug taking and dealing is 
out in the open and unopposed. There were more arrests of drunken middle aged women at the Take That 
concerts than at the "shame game" but I see no legislation to counter that behaviour. Football fans have been 
banned from the simplest of things not because there is a problem but because there is a perception of a 
problem which is not backed up by numbers. Lets no be coy about this, and bring out into the open the 
elephant in the room. Segregated schooling based on religion. We are told that this is not the basis of 
sectarianism in Scotland, who are we kidding. To separate children before they are five based purely on the 
historic religiousness of their parents is abhorrent, especially as the vast majority of the parents are not 
practicing members of the churches they claim adherence to. Football fans are being victimised for problems 
outwith football. 

 

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 police currently being used to film fans continuously at football matches could actually do police work 
instead of being cameramen. The disadvantage to the police is of course some have made quite a good living 
at being the "sectarian police" if the bill was repealed they might actually have to do some work. instead of 
looking for people singing naughty songs. The justice system might not be held up for ridicule for jailing 
someone because he sang a song, jailed for singing.  
(b) How can a football club be punished for the beliefs of fans how are they supposed to control the thoughts 
of their supporters.  
(c) My son has been stopped searched and forced to give his details (on film) to police for no other reason 
than he is attending a football game, and has been threatened with refusal of entry to the game if he didn't 
comply with the stop and search. If there was no football then they would not be allowed to stop him without 
due cause, attending a football game is not a cause to stop and search. Football fans should not be treated 
any differently than other members of the public and the police should not be allowed to abuse their powers 
because a football game is being held nearby.  

 

 

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 have to say I don't see that there is a huge problem of offensive behaviour at football, and I say that as a 
regular for the last forty years. Certainly nothing that couldn't be dealt with under other legislation. Why is 
football being held accountable for Scotland's wider social issues, that happen every day of the week, yet on 
a Saturday all of a sudden it's football's fault.  
Why is football being held to a higher standard than other sports or mass activities ie concerts festivals etc. 
Drunken and offensive behaviour happens at all of these events, all you have do is look at the videos on You 
Tube to see police being abused, spat on and general offensive behaviour, and that's just Sauciehall Street 
on a normal Friday night. No-one calls for all the pubs in the street to be closed because something happened 
on the same day they were open.  

 

 

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: 

Again why are different laws used to prosecute football fans than other members of the public. If I threaten or 
ridicule someone then I have threatened and ridiculed them regardless of whether they are attached in some 



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.  

way to football. What is the difference between threatening someone because they are a football player and 
because they are a rugby player. What is the need for separate legislation, a threat is a threat not because of 
the persons job but because it is a threat. 

 

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)?  

Freedom of expression is not a license to say what you want nor does it allow you to threaten ridicule or 
offend others, this is already covered by legislation, there is no need for a separate football bill.  

 

 

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: 

How is a club supposed to control what is said by fans. How can they be held accountable if one person from a 
crowd of 50,00 says something which may or may not actually offend anyone in the 50,000 crowd. How can a 
club be held accountable is someone tweets from their own twitter account about another club. 

 

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)  

Why should there be a need for transitional arrangement, scrape the bill and cease the current prosecutions 
under it. There may well be a need to allow appeal of previous convictions under the law. Laws already on the 
statute are in place to take over there is no need for a phasing out of the bill  

 

 

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 reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Think of the money saved by not having police officers as full time cameramen at football games, by not having 



Q8. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the proposed 
Bill to have? Please provide any comments.  

having whole departments dedicated to the non problem of sectarianism at football. The redeployment of 
FoCUS to actually tackle problems in society rather than funneling the problems to football 

 

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?  

Why would there be a negative impact on these groups they are already protected by other legislation so the 
removal of the Bill would not leave them more vulnerable or open to attack.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

The bill has resulted in football fans having an increased level of disrespect for the police and other 
authorities, as they have been marginalised and blamed for societies ills regardless of whether they are at 
fault or not. Fans have been stopped searched and treated as lesser citizens purely because they support 
football. They have been prosecuted for acts which have been made illegal at football games and only football 
games. Prosecuted for singing songs at a football game which they are able to sing at any other time of the 
day or night, just not if there is a football match anywhere in Scotland, regardless of if they are at it or not, 
merely the fact that it is happening makes them liable for prosecution.  

 

 

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

Not that I am willing to share  
 

 


