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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: 

Richard Helik 

 

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 feel it was a legislation passed so it could be used against certain people who weren't breaking the law. As 
what they were saying they wanted to stop already were crimes. Just not enforced as it would have been 
aimed at one section of support and police were scared it would look like biased. Even though that section 
were breaking rules and the rest weren't 

 

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?  

Allow police to focus on real crime, football clubs could be helped to police themselves with assistance rather 
than having something forced upon them that doesn't work or get convictions. For supporters it should be 
used to show they are trusted and not thought of as criminals before they step foot in a stadium.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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)?  

Rivalry will exist, that's a huge part of sport, and things can be said and can be seen as offensive but in turn 
not a crime. But if it is mention of anything derogatory to disability, bigoted or racist then that is not allowed. 
Swearing will should not happen is not a crime. Yes if it is illegal in the street it should be in the stands but if 
20,000 people are shouting for people supporting the other team they are sheep shaggers that is just banter, 
it's obviously not true and they don't believe it. So it's not a crime. I think that logic was lost in trying to write a 
law to control groups of people on political grounds.  

 

 

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  

 

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)?  

Again it common sense, if it's threatening then it's a crime. If it's name calling not me a racist or sectarian 
manner then it is not a crime. If it gets to a violent style of message insinuating harm it is a crime.  

 

 

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?  



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?  

Unsure 

Comments: 

Yes clubs are liable but not for every action. If they run on the pitch then yes they should have more security, if 
they aren't banning fans for offences they have committed again yes punish them but not for online actions, 
punish the people. While sounding ridiculous you could get a vindictive section of fans who go to another rival 
teams game to cause trouble as it would see the club punished. A long shot I know but possible if you make 
set strict punishment for everything. 

 

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)  

Remove the people that have the cameras, also work with clubs to get them to see what is wrong and what is 
allowed  

 

 

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: 

Will save on the wasted hours of police and judicial services 

 

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?  

Make sure that real crime at football games are still punished. Singing of known sectarian songs. Any racist or 
homophobic abuse is punished too  

 



 

Page 18: General   

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

Na  
 

 

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

No  
 

 


