
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 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: 

This law does not attempt to deal with secterianism which is a blight on society, one of many ,it is about finding 
offensiveness and criminalising offensiveness which to me seems like thought/behaviour control, we do not live 
in a sterile environment, life can be touched by offensiveness however this legislation allows the Police to 



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.  

identify offensiveness in the context of football and bring those accused of being offensive before a court, this 
does not extend to other parts of society or sport only football which seems to be about picking on football 
supporters. Anti social and criminal behaviours are well covered already by existing legislation and this was not 
needed .I am sure the money used to fund the FOCUS unit to enforce this law could be spent more wisely. 

 

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?  

I feel trust between Police and the football supporter would be improved with the repeal of this law, this is 
necessary as supporters are members of the public and we face great challenges in our lives where both 
need each other, money spent on this can be spent elsewhere court and lawyers time would be spared , 
clubs will need to continue to work with all parties in football to improve the experience of matchday 
attendance and dealing as they do with their supporters who are intent on causing trouble, supporters can get 
back to supporting their team positively.  

 

 

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)?  

Police and security staff should be trained and clued up on identifying drunk or those under the influence of 
drugs at matches inside or preferably outside the grounds.This should continue in the ground especially in the 
toilets. 
Those selling material on the streets with slogans not relating to football should be banned, flags hats scarfs 
or music included. 
All clubs need to be broadcast a message before the game on supporting their club positively. 
The Police and Politicians should be more sensitive when clearly audible secterian singing is heard on TV or 
radio and not come away with a soundbite praising the behaviour of the fans when this is clearly not the case 
or accurate, and, have the courage to identify which sections of the ground were responsible. Only then will 
the public be assured they are hearing what we are hearing. 
Encroachment of the pitch or surrounds without this being an emergency should carry a substantial fine for 
the perpetrator, I think the Sydney Cricket Ground have this in place and if this happens the person is fined 
10,000 Aus dollars, each club should make this clear on their stadium regulations and the penalty for a 
breach of this.  

 

 

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.  

Unsure  

 

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  

 

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.  

Unsure  

 

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?  

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?  



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  

 


