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

Name: 

William Hampson 

 

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: 

It was an act which was populist and made all the headlines in the rags, headlines which screamed battle 
against sectarianism, complete nonsense, it followed on from hysterical hyperbole on the back of a 
Celtic/Rangers game in which i personally attended, i walked to that match from Glasgow city center and 
returned to city center after the match, no visible scenes of violence or anything approaching, apparently on TV 
two managers had a hand bags at 10 paces incident ? This incidental guff led to the act ? Deary me Police 
Scotland ave real live issues with sectarianism within their own organisation, they and politicians can deny this 
truth as much as they want but to put in place legislation which originated within unhealthy sources within 
Police Scotland is not a basis for going forward, relying on Police officers to be the sole arbiter in deciding what 
is offensive is legally and morally absurd Until the parade culture is curtailed, until we ensure education, 
education and even more education around the issues of sectarianism is done acts like the OB are a nonsense 

 

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?  

No Response  

 

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 attend Celtic park only, compared to a generation ago, there is very little sectarianism at Celtic park, indeed 
in the last 4 years none, no doubt that will all change with the Govan club back to play at Celtic park, and 
7000 will be signing up to their knees in fenian blood with impunity 
 
In 2007 EUFA 
 
Social problem 
In examining the alleged discriminatory chants, the Control & Disciplinary Body admitted that the nature of the 
song concerned – "Billy Boys" - related to a social problem in Scotland. The body also believed that the 
disciplinary decision in this case had to be taken in the context of Scotland’s social and historical background. 
 
Studied evidence 
After studying the evidence at hand as well as the statement of Rangers FC, the Control & Disciplinary Body 
conceded that supporters have been singing the song "Billy Boys" for years during national and international 
matches without either the Scottish football or governmental authorities being able to intervene. The result is 
that this song is now somehow tolerated. 
 
Social and historical context 
Given this social and historical context, the Control & Disciplinary Body said it considered that UEFA cannot 
demand an end to behaviour which has been tolerated for years. In view of the above, the Control & 
Disciplinary Body ruled that, despite the behaviour of its supporters, Rangers FC had not infringed Article 5 of 
the UEFA Disciplinary Regulations (click here) and cannot be punished according to Article 6 
 
Politicans, SFA and the police still have someow tolerated this relic from the 17th century  

 

 

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.  



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)?  

No Response  

 

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 

Comments: 

SFA not able to be trusted on fair and equitable punishments on ALL clubs, see submission i made earlier on 
EUFA 2007 

 

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.  

Significant increase 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?  

No Response  

 

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?  

No Response  

 


