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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?  

Professional with experience in a relevant subject  

 

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) 

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: 

I have seen, first hand, the dangers that this Act poses to football fans across Scotland. The legislation is 
deeply flawed and hides behind a false aim of tackling sectarianism. 

 

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) police would enjoy a better relationship with supporters, as supporters would not feel criminalised by police 
as many currently do. The justice system would save time and money by not having to entertain ridiculous 
court cases which come as a result of the Act. 
 
B) Football clubs may see an increase in attendance, as fans are not driven away by draconian legislation 
and the threat of being arrested for doing nothing wrong. 
 
C) football supporters would be able to support their side, without threat of intimidation, victimisation and 
prosecution, as appears to be the case for many at the moment. The Act has surged Police Scotland on to a 
power trip in which they view all football supporters as criminals.  

 

 

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 think we need to reevaluate the way we look at sectarianism in Scotland. We cannot claim to be serious 
about preventing sectarianism, when the Scottish Government and Local Councils permit sectarian marches 
in towns and cities every weekend in summer. Sectarianism does not only occur inside football stadiums.  

 

 

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.  

Neutral (neither support nor oppose) 

Comments: 

I haven't read this relevant section. 

 

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)?  

I think we have to accept that parody and social media come hand in hand. We have to assess whether or not 
the perpetrator has the mens rea, or wicked intention, to cause some sort of fear or alarm in the victim, before 
deciding if it is an offence. These sort of offences should be limited to messages which deliberately aim to put 
fear or alarm into the recipient or victim.  

 

 



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: 

I would not support this policy as I do not trust the government, the SFA or the SPFL to implement this fairly 
and appropriately. 

 

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.  

Some reduction in cost 

Comments: 

The legal system would be dealing with far less cases which involve "offensive behaviour", a lot of which result 
in a not guilty or not proven verdict at the moment anyway 

 

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?  

We must continue to tackle crimes which involve racism, sectarianism etc. However, the scope of the Act is 



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

so wide that it dilutes the severity of these sort of crimes.  
 

 

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?  

During a Celtic v St Johnstone match at McDiarmid Park, I noticed the police recording Celtic supporters 
while they were singing "Come On Over to My Place". I felt this strange as I could see no crime taking place, 
nor was it likely one would, so I recorded the police on my phone. Two officers then approached me and told 
me to turn the camera off and go outside with them. I refused. They stood for about 3 minutes, before I asked 
them for the ID numbers. They then walked away from me. I then asked a third officer if I could have the ID 
numbers of the two officers who approached me, and he told me they'd be back shortly and I could get it then. 
The two officers did not return.  

 

 


