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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: 

 

 

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: 

The act is in urgent need of repeal. Its give no new powers in regards to tackling sectarianism and is merely 
used as a harassment tool by Police on fans who have committed no crimes. 

 

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) Repealing the act will save a lot of court time and expenses over things that shouldn't even be considered 
a crime (such as wearing a flag or supporting a political stance) and in regards to the amount of cases that, 
eventually, get thrown out. Police might not be looked upon as bullies and aggressive by football supporters. 
Legislation is already in place to target sectarianism. 
 
b) All football clubs and their supports support repealing of the act. 
 
c) All fans support repealing of this harassment bill than lets police bully fans over anything they decide fits 
the completely ambiguous "offensive".  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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

Enforcement of the current legislation that covers sectarianism. It's really that simple. 
 
Less aggressive police harassment and bully tactics would also go a long way to build trust. 
 
Politicians actually need to target sectarianism in wider society (and in football) instead of football fans 
"offending" one another. Things like the orange walk which openly celebrates killing people of a religion would 
be a good place to start. They should also allow clubs to host fan days with beer outside the stadium in order 
to create a positive atmosphere pre-match and allow children to see football is about being inclusive.  

 

 

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)?  

The offensive bill does not uphold freedom or speech seen as it is used to tackle things that aren't a crime 
anywhere but a football stadium. It is the complete opposite of protecting free speech in as much as it 
removes civil liberties to a certain group of people depending on their location.  

 

 

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: 

Penalising football clubs for the actions of an individual is quite possibly one of the most ridiculous policies I've 
ever heard. The individual makes their choice and it is them who should be punished if they choose to commit 
a crime (an actual crime that is). Unless the Scottish Government want to start introducing a totalitarian nazi-
esque system of collective punishment for groups of people this shouldn't even be discussed. 

 

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)  

None, their is sufficient legislation in place to tackle sectarianism already, if the police bothered to enforce it. 
 
We seen thousands of people singing "up to our knees in fenian blood" at a cup final which is overtly 
sectarian yet not one arrest was made on the pre-existing legislation regarding this. Yet we see people 
arrested for having Che Guevara t-shirts and Palestine flags under the offensive bill. A bewildering and 
appalling state of affairs.  

 

 

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: 

The policing of football under the offensive bill has become heavy handed and over the top. Moreover there is 
ridiculous wasting of court money and time dealing with alleged crime based upon an officers interpretation of 
a completely ambiguously written law. With this in consideration I'd expect a lot of money to be saved, 
especially court money and the amount of money given hand over fist to FOCUS. 

 

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?  

Positive  

 



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

Use the pre-exisiting legislation!  
 

 

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 sooner the offensive bill is repealed the better for fans, police and the public purse.  
 

 

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

Constant harassment and searches from Police heading to football matches, especially away games. 
 
Being treated like a suspected criminal for no reason whatsoever just for going to a football match. 
 
Threatening behaviour from police in multiple stadiums, once with the statement "offensive can be whatever i 
decide" when asked to give a green and white saltire over and almost always hear "do you want to see the 
match" when heading towards turnstiles at away games directed at someone. Before the offensive bill you 
could actually talk to police and be treated normally, now you cant say a word without being ignored or 
blatantly threatened with being lifted.  

 

 


