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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 am content for my response to be attributed to me (as an individual) 

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 



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.  

Comments: 

The act is the most ill-thought out piece of legislation I have ever come across. A complete knee-jerk reaction 
to a game that should have seen one club punished for 3 red cards and a ned of a manager inciting potential 
violence. The stubbornness of the SNP to stick by this, despite many important legal minds and judges 
shaming it 

 

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 police could use their resources more effectively to punish actual criminals instead of trying to 
criminalise innocent football fans (majority with a previously squeaky clean criminal record). They could even 
use these resources to manage the traffic at the games since they now claim they don't have the resources. 
Advantages to justice system is it prevents these pointless court cases that rarely lead to prosecution, 
clogging up the courts. Frees up judges, police and lawyers time for other things. 
B) advantages to football clubs is it prevents more bad publicity, the cases thrown out of court are rarely 
reported but the few that lead to convictions usually do. 
C) football supporters can actually go to games and relax while watching the football which is exactly the point 
instead of watching where they walk, what they wear, say or sing or how they celebrate. Anything that 
prevents terrifying dawn raids on innocent people and their families can only be a good thing!  

 

 

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)?  

Punishing fans who deserve it, people conducting sectarian attacks or violence. The vast majority of teams 
coming to Glasgow (European) bring squads of hooligans who do as they please and the police let them 
away with it. If the act isn't repealed the police should at least treat everyone the same instead of punishing 
one person for something they'll let another person away with! They need to stop picking on young kids as 
well, all this does is lead to yet another generation of youth growing up hating the police/authorities, the 
bullying achieves nothing!  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

Pointless, I see instances of threatening behaviour on line on a daily basis. Nothing is done about this and 
therefore nothing changes. Sectarian slurs are all over Twitter and if no action is being done to punish 
offenders then it's a pointless, meaningless law 

 

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)?  

Freedom of expression is fine as long as it remains legal. Sectariar slurs (fenian this, fenian that) is strife, 



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)?  

police need to actually police this better, anti Irish and anti Catholic racism/sectarian is Scotland's shame and 
to sweep it under the carpet again just breeds more hatred, from the side using it knowing they can do so 
without repercussions and from the other side who are victimised through ignorance and hate who suffer 
without anything being done to/about the offenders. 
 
This is passed on through generation to generation, no point wasting time trying to educate kids at school 
when a child's father (more than often their role model) instills this in the family home from birth!  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

Punishing a club for the crime of having stupid, ignorant, fans isn't going to change a thing except cause more 
problems as fans self implode and turn on each other. Punishing a club for a small minority of offenders is 
again pointless, what's to stop a Celtic fan dressing up in Rangers colours to cause trouble knowing that 
Rangers will be punished or vice versa. How do you prove that the offender actually supports that club?! 

 

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 opinion  
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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.  

Significant reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Less meaningless court cases means less cost to public purse 

 

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?  

Punish those responsible for sectarianism/anti Irish racism/anti Catholicism. As previously mentioned this is 
Scotland's shame, if it was targeted on black people or Jewish people it would be headline news worldwide, 
what makes this any different?! Constantly swept under carpet, it needs resolved.  

 

 

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  

 


