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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 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 opposed 

Comments: 

I do not want this Act repealed as I think that football matches have been more safe and enjoyable experiences 
for women and families since this Act came into force. I remember how threatening it felt at matches before the 
Act and I don't want to go back to that. I know it is hard to police but sectarianism is such a scourge on 



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.  

Scotland, especially Glasgow, that we have to start somewhere. It is worthwhile putting in public money and 
effort into implementing this Act. Over the years behaviour WILL change and we will have a better experience 
all round. 

 

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) This disadvantage of repeal to the police would be that a green light would be given to all kinds of anti-
social behaviour and it would be harder for police to clamp down on sectarianism. There are no advantages. 
 
(b) The disadvantage of repeal to the football clubs would be financial. Families, women and children would 
stop attending again as the environment would be seen to be unsafe and unsavory. There are plenty of other 
choices in sport available to people. No advantages 
 
(c) The disadvantages to football supporters of such a repeal would be a general coarsening of the behaviour 
and environment experienced at matches, as women, children and families stopped attending. A spiral of 
disorder could begin and ordinary fans, especially elderly or vulnerable people, could feel nervous about 
attending, so depriving them of their sporting enjoyment as fans. No advantages  

 

 

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)?  

The Act should be fully enforced and all elected politicians should get behind it. I think it is very important for 
people in positions of authority, like MSPs, to act in the public interest and speak with one voice, 
demonstrating that offensive behaviour at football matches is completely unacceptable to Scottish society. It 
is the only way we will get rid of this scourge. Dilution of this message is not helpful.  

 

 

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: 

As before 

 

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)?  

All politicians and people in authority need to keep a consistent line about this Act. Diluting the message by 
trying to invoke freedom of expression legislation actually demeans the lived experiences of people in 
countries where there is NO freedom of speech. Threatening songs and chants against one group of fans by 
another is entirely unacceptable and cannot be excused as freedom of expression.  

 

 



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 should be applied as this is the only language these club owners understand - financial penalties 
and loss of points at the minimum. Other fans will soon ostracize the fans causing the problem, and a form of 
social control will emerge. 

 

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 repeal needed  
 

 

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 increase in cost 

Comments: 

The cost to society of repealing this Act would be significant. The general worsening of offensive behaviour 
would spill outside the football grounds and escalate disorder. We already know by research the impact on 
rates of domestic violence to women following football matches and we would be moving backwards in this 
regard in protecting women. 

 

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?  



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

For reasons previously stated the Act should not be repealed as it is precisely those protected groups who 
would be most negatively affected by repeal, due to general increase in offensive behaviour, disorder and 
violence.  

 

 

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 Act which it is proposed to repeal is preventative in nature and it will take some years for behaviour to 
change, so we must persist with it, to the benefit of future Scots. The attempt to repeal it in fact works against 
good order at football matches as it gives comfort to fans intent on offensive behaviour. Women, children, 
families, older people, folk affected by disabilities and their carers all enjoy football matches, but any increase 
in offensive behaviour will discourage these groups from attending, and be a barrier to their enjoyment. The 
sectarianism which is such a scourge in Scotland does not need to be fed in this way again, and spill out onto 
our streets.  

 

 

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

I have seen an improvement in the atmosphere and environment at my local big football ground since the 
introduction of this act. I felt confident enough to take my disabled son to several matches which he loved. 
Previously I avoided taking him as he would have been distressed by the hate chants.  

 

 


