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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  

 

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?  



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?  

For me no advantages at all and I do get people should have the right to wear what ever t shirt or take what 
ever flag to a game but it is a football game and all politics really have to be left at the gate. So I do feel sorry 
people feel stopping them wearing a Palestine t shirt is against them it really is the wrong place for it.  
For me disadvantages are big and are near in everyday life. It was near always normal to have a group of 
fans on a bus or train singing bigoted songs on the way to the game. This is now so rare. When it does 
happen something can now be done.  
We all saw how Northern Ireland done so well in the Euros and a big reason was due to the idea in the 00s of 
removing the bigoted element of the fans. Not only has it worked but the kids are into football and now see 
Windsor Park as home for the game not just an area for bigots to shout and ball. So the clubs may well not be 
happy now but the rewards are their and could be big.  

 

 

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 said before the mentality of taking political stuff into a game can be stopped. Much like a pub the club has 
the right to refuse entry. I go to rugby often and it is really looked down upon to have any political things 
involved at all at the game. Why not try have this stance with football, leave the politics to the politicians for 90 
minutes.  
The police for me do a great job on game days and I wonder if a middle ground could be met between 
stewards and police and also fans and the stewards. Nothing big say a clubs fanclub could have volunteers 
that talk to the stewards with any problems fellow fans have. Same with stewards can have direct access to 
police through someone.  
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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  

 

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)?  

This can only be policed by the fans as they will be first to see any bad behavior. Twitter and other social 
media is so much involved with the game day you will always get problems. But near all people use it for fun 
and most will report people.  
laws exist for this but the thing that is always argued is the "banter" part. Football banter in Scotland for me 
includes for certain game days very bigoted things and this has to be addressed. I hear the 90 minute bigot 
reason for being bigoted on game day and this has to stop as how about we all choose 90 minues to do the 
same. If done in work you would get sacked.  
So difficult for the police to control this on the internet but I have seen less in the last few years. Sometimes 
simply publisising people and what they say can be ery good. Like my local town had someone photograph all 
the people who didn't pick up the dogs business. Then it was printed and put onto lampposts. Within weeks 
everyone was picking it up.  

 

 

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: 

Yes and this would help make other fans want these people out of the club as well. The clubs may have some 
difficult times ahead but it is worth it. 
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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  
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Q8. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the proposed 
Bill to have? Please provide any comments.  

Broadly cost-neutral 

Comments: 

Extra police now may mean this reduces in the future. As things get better I could even see a saving and 
possible better foot fall for shops on game days and possible time changes for games to help this. 
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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?  

It is hard to say football has very much a working class background and it can be hard to change peoples 
minds on these things. The act help to cover many things outside of bigotry. Last game I was at a woman 
gave an old boy a row for calling the ref a "poof" where not long ago this was banter.  
not funny and just sad, sort of thing in a playground 20 years ago but it simply still exists. Removing the bill 



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

makes the groups less protected.  
We have all seen the famous commentators say offensive things on TV and loose their jobs. Were they taken 
to court for criminal reason. Nope.  
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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?  

Again I have seen a more positive game day, less shouting of bigoted songs on transport and all around 
happier crowds.  
The few incidents are policed better and reported on the news all this is helping lower the problem. I hear 
courts have fewer cases in relation to the football violence and I think that is due to the police having the 
power to stop someone for offensive behavior first thus removing possible violent acts later.  

 

 


