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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?  

Professional with experience in a relevant subject  

 

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) 

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  



 

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) Would remove the suspicion of ordinary fans toward the police and allow improved relations. Removes the 
burden of deciding what may and may not be regarded as offensive. Perception from public of abuse of 
powers creates antagonistic views towards police making their job harder. Would reduce work load of courts 
processing cases which rely almost exclusively on opinion and testimony of individual police officers.  
 
B) Clubs would no longer have their customers subject to intense scrutiny, and perceived persecution. At 
present customers are liable for prosecution for alleged behaviour that away from football matches would not 
be criminal.  
 
C) Fans would not be victim to arrest at the discretion of individual officers. The perceived and at times real 
abuse of power by police officer creates hugely negative opinion particularly amongst younger more 
vulnerable supporters. Removes the nebulous law relating to offense behaviour - whereby it is possible to be 
arrested for something never before regarded as a crime, and not stated as being a crime. The risk of political 
statements which will be offensive to other being treated as criminal acts impinges on freedom of speech. 
Political opinion and debate should be encouraged not criminalised. Removal of threat to individual freedoms 
simply because they are attending a football match (rather than other sporting event).  

 

 

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)?  

Clearly identify what we regard as offensive behaviour.  
 
If singing "sectarian songs" then football authorities should outline what is and is not tolerated and impose 
sanctions on the club. Some clubs have profited for years on cultivatinf hatred and only pay lip service to 
tackling the problem.  
 
Politicians need to stop trying to score political points by commenting things they are not familiar with. For 
example Kenny Mcaskill describing the Scottish cup semi final as a wonderful family atmosphere - I was there 
and was subjected to abuse and threats of violence from large sections due to my religious upbringing. But I 
was more outraged by the idea it was a great day out for the minister for justice! This makes all political 
posturing (eg summit on sectarianism) on these matters seem ludicrous. 
 
Police already have powers to arrest for breech of the police and violent behaviour, the offensive behaviour 
should not be required.  
 
Media groups should be held responsible for their coverage. For example at time when a manager was 
receiving death threats the commonly reported theme was "he brings in on himself". There is continual 
antagonistic coverage between rival teams in order to sell papers or generate TV interest. Each press 
conference aims to bring quotes about opposition, which then get relayed back in tit-for-tat fashion (eg recent 
joey Barton and Scott brown saga) design to manufacture grievances.  

 

 

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)?  



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)?  

No Response  

 

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: 

Strict liability, in escalating fashion. For example managers and players coming out to publicly apologise for 
their fans behaviour and distancing club from the fans. Newspapers running letters of apology on behalf of the 
club. Progressing to above plus sanctions eg ban on away fans from grounds to closing of sections within the 
home stadium. 

 

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 Response  

 

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  

 

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?  

No Response  

 

Page 18: General   

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

No Response  

 

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

No Response  

 


