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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 supportive 

Comments: 

I have always felt the law introduced was needless and too subjective. Existing laws were completely able to 
deal with issues. The new bill was widely publicised as aimed at dealing with sectarian problems but existing 
previous laws were and still are available to deal with this. I do not feel that laws should ever be put in place 



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.  

where they are able to be judged subjectively and interpreted by police at their own discretion. This is surely a 
job for the government. This law is poorly phrased and vague so therefore people are being extremely 
inconvenienced by a subjective interpretation only to be found not guilty in may cases. It has never affected me 
or my family and it will be highly unlikely I will ever personally be affected but as a citizen it leaves me with a 
very bad feeling that it paints our country in a bad way and highlights a feeling elsewhere that our country is 
backward thinking. The whole feeling around this is that it paints a picture of our country being a place where 
personal freedom is not allowed and also gives the impression that we are a bigoted and insular nation. 
Constantly publicising general misbehaviour arrests or arrests for things that are illegal in no other country as 
"Sectarian arrests" gives a false increase in numbers and does nothing for our image. Using pre existing 
sectarian laws would see arrest numbers reduced to reflect the proper level of what our modern country 
actually is. If some behaviour is "offensive" enough to cause a breach of the peace then that is what it should 
be classed as - as it was until recently 

 

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?  

More resources could be diverted to more appropriate areas as we see budgets at the moment diverted to 
tackle this law in a totally unbalance way. Constant filming, following and scrutinising minutae looking for 
something to be outraged by does nothing but cause divide. The amount of "mockrage" and tit for tat outrage 
among supporters is also increased among supporters. Proper offensive behaviour is general quite easy to 
distinguish as it is rightly condemned and outrages most people instantly. Such instances already had existing 
laws which dealt with this. 
 
It can easily be surmised that creating a society where a large number of young people feel victimised and 
continually intimidated by the police force will do nothing positive for society going forward. neither does a 
perception of a"big brother" style of government.  

 

 

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 do not have much to say other than that I believe it should be for lawmakers and government to clearly set 
out laws that are not subjective and lead to a situation where police and fans are able to pick and choose 
what is legal or illegal on a whim or mood. 
If sectarianism is the issue (as is quoted or misquoted in the media frequently surrounding this law) then that 
is easily distinguished and covered by existing laws as is an obvious breach of the peace.  

 

 

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.  

Partially opposed 

Comments: 

Clearly offensive behaviour using social media etc is often far clearer and is most often "targeted" at specific 
individuals or groups and indeed can be menacing. I feel this is an area that was probably less able to be 
covered by pre-existing laws. 

 



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)?  

A focus on attacks on individuals or specific groups which are menacing or threatening rather than distinctly 
showing an opinion or expression of beliefs.  

 

 

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?  

Unsure  

 

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)  

Not much really, pre-existing laws should be sufficient in most cases. There surely must be existing laws that 
cover illegal behaviour in Scotland on a Thursday afternoon without needing to wait until a Saturday afternoon 
to suddenly have the power of arrest.  

 

 

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 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?  

Very simply, we should not be promoting a country where it it illegal for some sections to behave in a 
particular way but for other groups in society to be deemed NOT to be breaking the law. This is divisive and 
rather insulting. Neither should we have a country where people's behaviour could be deemed illegal simply 
by fact of which day of the week it is.  

 

 

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

None  
 

 


