
Proposed Football Act (Repeal) (Scotland) Bill  

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: 

The Act is clearly not working. Police and Court time is being wasted. Football fans are being criminalised 



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.  

unjustly. 

 

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) Police and court time could be utilised to catch real criminals. The powers of the Police, particularly Focus, 
need to be curtailed. 
(b) Football clubs may benefit from having to pay less for a Police presence at games. As always, safety of 
the general public is paramount but there appears to be huge numbers of police officers at matches which is 
hardly justifiable. 
(c) Football fans will not be criminalised for singing songs albeit some are unacceptable. The Police are heavy 
handed and have been seen to use unjustifiable force for little or no reason. Their powers need to be 
curtailed.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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

More education in schools at an early age. There are sections of society in Scotland who still cling to cultures 
that are in the dark ages. 
Politicians should be able to express their views without fear or favour and be honest. The general public 
have a very low opinion of politicians and indeed Police Scotland.  

 

 

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)?  

There is a very thin line between tackling offensive and threatening communications and upholding freedom 
of expression. If these communications are clearly threatening and bigoted then the Police should act 
appropriately. However, a serious debate needs to be had on the real meaning of sectarianism rather than the 
games that some people play to mask their own issues.  

 

 

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?  

Yes 

Comments: 

When you have thousands of fans clearly singing sectarian and bigoted songs against another part of the 
community (usually on National TV for all to hear) then their club must act. You could shut part of the ground 
down or play their next game behind closed doors if the club doesn't act. Clubs should fully condemn outright 
bigotry. Strict liability should not be applied. 

 

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)  

No further prosecutions should take place.  
 

 

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: 

Police time could be spent on proper policing. Court time could be used to better effect when you consider the 
number of cases that have not led to prosecutions. 

 

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?  

Police need to stop filming and harassing ordinary football fans. It smacks of a Police state. If people are 
misbehaving at football matches by all means through them out. There is no need to drag people through the 
Courts for minor offences.  

 



 

Page 18: General   

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

I believe the Bill is a result of a knee jerk reaction to a particular football match a number of years ago. It was 
created by politicians who think they need to be seen to be doing something. It has had a very negative effect 
of fans and their families and the sport itself. These politicians need to admit they were wrong as there was 
appropriate legislation already in place to deal with the offences the Bill was created to cater for. I also believe 
that the image of the police and politicians have been severely tarnished by the creation of this Bill and in the 
way it has been applied sadly.  

 

 

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

No  
 

 


