
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: 

I believe the Act is unnecessary as existing legislation is in place to deal with 'Offensive Behaviour' in and 
around football grounds. The Act has led to heavy handed policing on a scale that makes it uncomfortable to 



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.  

attend matches now. 

 

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. The number of cases dismissed at court or the verdict was not guilty show this Act to be an incredible 
waste of time and expense. Police Scotland appear to me to have embraced the legislation and tried to make 
it work by criminalising or attempting to criminalise young people who should not have been anywhere near a 
court. 
From 'kettling' supporters; videoing; over zealous searching; name calling and harassment in order to provoke 
a response, created an us and them between police and fans and this will never end well. Meanwhile 
thousands of ordinary fans are left sitting in queues of traffic for hours after matches as there are no police to 
assist with the flow. The police should be education and building relationships with fans not filling the courts 
with ridiculous cases. 
 
b. Hopefully clubs will learn lessons from the past 5 years and work closer with fans and police to provide a 
match-day experience that will benefit all sides. Football cannot be sterile but mutual respect and decency 
should be observed by all. The football support is made up from a wide range of society: age, gender, 
ethnicity...Clubs have to look at this and work with fans to meet their needs.  
 
c. Supporters will benefit greatly from a repeal as I haven't seen one positive from this Act, only negatives as 
I've outlined before. Supporters, Clubs and Police should see the repeal as a fresh start. Supporters will be 
happy not being treated as suspected criminals: why was I videoed regularly? For supporting my club? Why 
was I routinely searched? Why was I threatened with the 'jail' for asking why a young supporter was being 
searched? 
The benefits are clear to see.  

 

 

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)?  

It seems to me that offensive behaviour in the form of sectarianism has been ignored for years and in some 
quarters-the media-encouraged and supported it as it sells. 
This should be tackled by all the parties mentioned without fear or favour and without a balancing policy of 
one is as bad as the other. 
The law must punish real offensive behaviour and be seen to be doing so. Critics of the offenders should be 
protected and supported as they are often abused for speaking out whether at a match or in print. 
Quick and clumsy knee-jerk legislation hasn't tackled the problems: fans feel they are not really listened to by 
anyone and what a politician deems to be offensive may well have significant counter arguments. 
All parties mentioned must work together but give the fans a voice and deal with the real issues.  

 

 

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.  

Neutral (neither support nor oppose)  

 



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)?  

Responding to and investigating fully reports of on-line crime. Not snooping. 
Also educating the public about what is and is not acceptable. 
Cautions followed by prosecutions if found guilty and depending on the severity of the 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?  

No  

 

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?  

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?  



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?  

I have been searched on numerous occasions with no explanation as to why I am being searched and what 
they are looking for. 
I have been routinely videoed entering and during football matches. I have been given no worthwhile 
response when questioning why this was happening. 
I have been threatened with the jail when I challenged why 3 officers were searching a young fan.  

 

 


