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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 opposed 



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: 

As a young father I stopped taking my young son to Scottish football matches because of the vile 
comments/language and sectarian singing that went on directed at opposing fans and their team. My son is 
now an adult and father and he shares my view about the disgusting behaviour of a minority of fans which spoil 
an otherwise enjoyable sporting occasion. Because of his earlier experience as a child he has vowed never to 
take his own son to a game which is a great shame. Scottish football badly needs support of the general public 
to survive but the actions of a few bigots and which I must say from my own experience at football matches 
back in the 60's /70's is still prevalent amongst the 'Old Firm' supporters. Mr Kelly and his friends I'm afraid are 
still living in these dark ages. . . 

 

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?  

I see no advantages in repealing this legislation. It is designed to hopefully eliminate or certainly great reduce 
sectarianism amongst some elements of football supporters and make it a safer and more enjoyable 
experience for the vast majority of fans and the general public who simply want to see successful professional 
Scottish football at national and international level. Typically opposing MSP's and particularly Mr Kelly do not 
offer any other feasible alternative to tackling this issue which during the Labour administration era was 
allowed to foster and which a Labour Government did little to stem. Hopefully this Government will go on to 
defending this legislation and promote better behaviour amongst football fans both inside and outside 
stadiums and in the immediate areas which have been blighted by this for decades.  

 

 

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 accept that often the performances of the playing teams and the frustration this cause amongst opposing 
supporters can contribute to an hostile environment. Some academics attribute football to simply mild tribal 
warfare so it is difficult to fit legislation to cover all circumstances. In an ideal world and in the longer term akin 
to raising education standards generally then if resources allow better education and improving the living 
standards of those people in deprived areas who unfortunately still live in relatively stressful environments 
and promote religious bigotry. As the increasing majority of the population now in Scotland no longer believe 
in any form of religion then I personally would resist the influences of all religious bodies in Scotland who 
clearly still have their own agendas. As a secularist it is frustrating how politicians (who of course want to 
appeal to the mass of their electorate) pander to these people who in many peoples eyes still exert undue 
influence over education/ legislation.(as we have seen with the Christian Institute over 'Named Persons').  

 

 

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 opposed 

Comments: 

There is simply no place in Social media or the wider media in general for this type of behaviour. It is simply 
bullying in all but name but that said Free Speech and expressing reasoned argument must be protected or 
otherwise civilised society would cease to exist. 

 



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)?  

If the current legislation is not in itself sufficient to tackle threats of any kind then the legislation should be 
strengthened but while I am no expert (there is always room for improvement as circumstances change) I am 
happy that the Criminal Justice system as it applies in Scotland is sufficiently balanced and robust to address 
the wider issue  

 

 

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?  

Yes 

Comments: 

For too long Football Clubs have shirked their responsibilities and while no one wants a 'Big Brother' state it is 
proven that this problem is not being addressed sufficiently by the clubs themselves then I would support 
further measures to penalise clubs. 

 

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 have no knowledge of these 'transitional arrangements' so cannot comment further but I have no desire to 
see the current legislation repealed or diluted in any form.  

 

 

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.  

Unsure 

Comments: 

If as everyone hopes the current legislation is sufficient in itself to reduce/restrict these sectarian hooligans 
behaviour then I would suspect the cost of policing would increase if not identified in the stadiums themselves 
and dealt with by the Clubs. This type of behaviour in all its forms needs to be stamped out. The SNP 
government should be applauded for tackling this difficult issue which has been ignored by successive 
politicians for far too long and has had a significant detrimental effect on Scottish Football which as a family 
activity. 

 



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?  

Negative  

 

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

If Scottish football is to flourish as a spectator sport and to again be a pleasant experience for everyone to 
enjoy then the actions of a small yet significant minority need to be stamped out. With no alternative and 
workable proposals brought forward the need for retaining the current legislation is compelling.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

If it did not contravene the 'offensive behaviours' legislation I would have a few choice words about Mr Kelly.  
 

 

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

For my sins I still am a DFC supporter although alas now from my armchair but as a young lad in my 
teens/early 20's I and my small group of supporter friends were subjected to verbal and physical abuse from 
groups of both visiting Rangers & Celtic fans on many occasions (punched and kicked, hit by bottles and cans 
often filled with urine simply for cheering a goal). I am in my 60's now but I remember vividly having to watch 
home games surrounded by 'Old Firm' supporters in fear that a wrong word or celebration of a goal would 
spark a violent reaction. Such was the intimidation I and many of my friends sadly stopped attending even 
home games when the 'Old Firm' teams visited. I am sure this experience is shared by many who stopped 
going to see a live football match. 
 
I IMPLORE YOU TO PLEASE FIGHT TO SAVE THIS LEGISLATION FOR THE GENERATION OF NEW 
YOUNG FANS WHO WANT TO SUPPORT THEIR TEAMS IN PEACE WITH WITHOUT FEAR OF 
INTIMIDATION.  

 

 


