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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?  

Professional with experience in a relevant subject  

 

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: 

To my certain knowledge, this legislation represents the first and only legal attempt to tackle the blight of 
sectarian abuse and violence at football matches. I am well aware that there are other criminal statutes that 
may be pressed into service to prosecute offenders. However, the 2012 Act has, I believe, shown itself to be 



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.  

an extremely effective deterrent. There is still a long way to go to stamp out unacceptable behaviour at football 
matches and any strong legislation which helps should be retained. 

 

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?  

There would genuinely be no advantage to anyone in repealing this bill. Football supporters who wish to 
behave unacceptably are not really supporting a team. They are using it as an excuse for their moronic 
bigotry. Real football supporters will stay away from matches, clubs will lose revenue and the police and 
justice system will become overstretched as they attempt to use other laws to deal with the idiots who will be 
emboldened by the repeal of this important legislation.  

 

 

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)?  

In many cases, offensive behaviour is a cultural issue. Banning alcohol at matches has helped, as have early 
kick-offs. Politicians need to send the strongest possible message that offensive behaviour will not be 
tolerated. Clubs need to continue to ban 'fans' who are guilty of this behaviour. Fans should adopt the self-
policing attitude of the Tartan Army.  
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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: 

There should be no attempt to repeal this important legislation without a fully thought out and sensible proposal 
to replace it. Repealing such legislation will send a message to fans who habitually behave offensively at 
football matches that their behaviour is acceptable and legitimate. Emboldening these morons will make the 
situation worse. 

 

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)?  

I think you probably should have given that some thought before just attempting to remove this Act. Article 10 
rights are not absolute rights and it is a legitimate aim of any government to legislate in this area, particularly 
given that one person's acts or communications can impinge more seriously on another person's rights. 
Whilst other legislation may be useful, the impact of the 2012 Act was more or less immediate. In truth, the 
other legislation used to tackle this behaviour has not been as effective and something stronger was clearly 
required.  

 

 

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?  

Comments: 

You have asked two questions here. Yes or no does not cover the answer. I think that clubs should have an 
interest in this, and sanctions against them may be appropriate. However, I do think some clubs do attempt to 
police the offensive element amongst their fans, as they realise that hooliganism acts as a serious block 
against the support of legitimate fans. I believe that we should be working towards a culture where offensive 
chanting, sectarian singing, threats of violence and actual violence is absolutely unacceptable under any 
circumstances, that offenders are not described as fans, and they are barred from attending football matches. 
If clubs do not enforce this, then they should be penalised. 
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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)  

None, because the 2012 Act should not be repealed.  
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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.  

Unsure 

Comments: 

This is impossible to ascertain without knowing what arrangements will be put in place. I don't think that 
financial considerations should be the most important factor in any event. The test should be whether the 
legislation is effective. 
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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?  

By dropping this foolish plan to repeal the Act and replace it with a bill which has clearly not been thought 
through.  
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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?  

No Response  

 

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

No Response  

 


