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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: 

Thomas Mitchell 

 

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 legislation at present sets out to demonise all Football Fans from the rest of Scottish society. To single out 
one particular sport for offensive behaviour is discriminatory and in itself offensive to the vast amount of 
Football Fans who have and never will be in trouble while attending a football match. 

 

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) For the police it will hopefully allow them to get on with what they should be doing at a football, ensuring 
safety. Also it will stop them from looking stupid when trying to decide what is offensive and what is 
acceptable behaviour in relation to songs being sung and banners being flown. The main advantage will be 
ensuring relationships between police and fans are better than they are at present. Main advantage for the 
justice system is stopping these highly publicised, meaningless cases coming to trial and getting on dealing 
with more important issues that could be less time consuming. 
 
b) In football, as in any spectator sport, a small minority (fans or employees), can break the rules and cause 
embarrassment. This can tarnish the image of a football club which in turn can affect future investment. The 
Act at present could be perceived to assist clubs to deal with "troublemakers", but in reality it is achieving the 
opposite because clubs are in the unenviable position of being stuck in the middle of who they should 
support, the authorities or their own paying customers. Repealing the Act would allow the clubs to engage 
proactively and educate fans what is acceptable with the football stadium and in society in general. 
 
c) Repealing the Act would allow Football Fans to enjoy themselves more at a match rather than worrying 
about what they say is going to land them in trouble. It will massively help the relationship with police officers 
rather than one based on suspicion.  

 

 

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)?  

Offensive behaviour is not just at football matches but committed by a small minority in society in general. 
Fans and Clubs should do more to self manage, by that I mean they should do more to root out any 
troublemakers themselves. This in turn would allow the police to focus on safety more e.g. talking to fans, 
educating fans and if necessary spotting flash points before they happen.  
 
Anti sectarianism education should be added on to the Equalities agenda in the same way as race, sex, 
sexual orientation etc. This is an issue in Scottish society not just football. 
 
 

 

 

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 supportive 

Comments: 

No one should be communicating threats or hatred through material that can be read, looked at, watched or 



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.  

listened to. However it is difficult to police so why is it legislation. 

 

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)?  

Treat a physical threat as if one had taken place. 
 
Communications of hatred should be dealt with under existing law on Race, Sexual discrimination etc  

 

 

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: 

The measure should be taken against the person who committed the crime, unless the club encourages their 
fans to act in that way, e.g. the club has a clear sectarian or race discrimination policy. 

 

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)  

Only deal with cases in the system before repeal date  
 

 

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  

 

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?  

Slightly positive  

 

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

Always educate against hatred and discrimination at a young age especially within the family unit  
 

 

Page 18: General   

Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the consultation 
document?  

Getting rid of bad legislation is just as important introducing good needed legislation. I believe something 
should be introduced to reduce sectarianism but it should be well thought out and not introduced as a 
reactionary or political exercise.  

 

 

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

No Response  

 


