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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: 

Laws drawn up in a knee jerk manner are rarely fit for purpose and this law is no different. Any offence covered 
in the bill is already actionable by existing anti racism laws or simple breach of the peace. Finally the 
comments by the committee convenor during the consultation stage that the bill would be 'evening up' the 



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.  

spread of offenders should have seen it killed there and then as anti democratic in its aims. 

 

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?  

The police and justice system would require to manage issues using previous, and perfectly adequate, 
legislation. This may make it more difficult to track trends or other data however it should not be unreasonable 
to expect that some of the resources put into managing this bill could be diverted to that. 
Football clubs and supporters would be treated in the same way as other areas of society, not singled out. 
 
A racist, threatening or sectarian action is as much of a crime on a Monday evening miles from any stadium 
as it is in the main stand at any football ground.  

 

 

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)?  

A sledgehammer approach will not fix this. Education is needed, from day one at nursery school ways and 
means need to be found to ensure that people grow up knowing that discrimination on a religious or colour 
basis is not acceptable. 
Scotland also has a long way to with accepting its Irish diaspora. In many ways attitudes have not changed. 
This can only be changed from the top of the government downwards. It is still Scotland's shame.  

 

 

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.  

Partially supportive 

Comments: 

Again, this could be dealt with by existing legislation however given the spread of communications method I do 
see some merit in treating it separately if no other way exists to simplify it. 

 

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 a keystone of democracy, With that comes responsibility. A tiered layer of available 
actions should be available with jail or fines being the last resort. There is a huge level of ignorance in society 
around what is appropriate on social media, this does not just affect football. 

 

 

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: 

Where a club is stating policy and managing supporters behaviour it would be unrealistic to expect them to be 
responsible for individual actions. Where a club is not doing enough, i.e, 'don't do it because we will get into 
trouble' then more action should be available but short of strict liability. 

 

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 ma honestly not sure much more than reiterating what the existing legislation is capable of is required.  
 

 

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.  

Some reduction in cost 

Comments: 

I would expect some reduction in cost, but this would see an increase in measuring and managing existing 
legislation into the sports environment 

 

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?  

Slightly negative  

 

Q10. In what ways could any negative impact of the Bill on any of these protected groups be minimised or 
avoided?  

Repealing the bill will remove the stigma of being a football supporter.  
 

 



Page 18: General   

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

None. I wish you good luck.  
 

 

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

In 2015 I find policing at football to more visible, heavy handed and also at the same time managing to not 
deal with key issues than it ever was when real hooliganism was more prevalent. 
Focus (no pun intended) resources on the real issues at football which isn't making sure that law abiding 
people are moved on when waiting for friends, herded along streets like some kind of 'untermensch' or filmed 
while going about their law abiding business while ignoring obvious sectarianism and anti social behaviour.  

 

 


