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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) 

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.  
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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 believe that the respective "Football Act" is fundamentally flawed, illogical, and has led to a significant 
deterioration in relations between average, otherwise law-abiding football fans, and the policeforces to aim to 
apply this law. If the purpose of the Act was to tackle "sectarianism" or to tackle a broader notion of "offensive 
behaviour", I believe it has absolutely failed for various reasons. Firstly, trying to tackle "sectarianism" and 
charging people based on applying the Act, does not work if a full definition and explanation of "sectarianism" 
is not given. This seems like a rather obvious point, but it has led to people being charged due to singing 
supposedly "offensive" or "sectarian" songs at a game of football, when to sing the exact same songs in any 
other environment would be legal. In the context of sectarianism, these songs often make no reference to any 
sect or religion, and yet are nevertheless considered "offensive" enough to be considered a crime. Ignoring the 
issue of sectarianism, the notion of having a freedom of speech, even if that freedom leads to others causing 
offence, seems to be well establishd in this country in every aspect of our society outside of a game of football. 
It is absured that the law makes no effort to protect the sensibilities of an individual in any context besides 
when a game of footbal is being played. The reason our society does not try to govern the right to offend is 
simply because it is against freedom of speech and fundamentally impossible to apply. Finally, the Act seems 
irrelevant and very confused given the existing laws already in place to protect individuals from violence and 
other forms of abuse. The Act does not make any impact on policing football-related violence or any racial or 
relgiously-motivated abuse because there are already laws in place to protect the public from such crimes, 
whether football related or not. This Act was introduced in my opinion, as an attempt to be seen to tackle an 
issue often raised in Scottish media, without any real consideration of how the Act can be applied, and what it 
means for those so often charged with being "offensive".  

 

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.) At a time when police budgets are stretched and departments have been very vocal regarding cuts to 
funding, employing hundreds of police to line up and film football fans every week seems like a waste of time 
and resource. There are surely better ways to use police time and resource.  
 
The Act has also led to a breakdown in relationship between fans and police. Paying money to go to a game 
of football, only to be searched on entry and then stared at whilst being filmed for 90 minutes is not fun. It is 
not a way to promote football in this country, and it does not lead to a healthy relationship between fan and 
police.  
 
b.) I do not believe there would be any material impact on football clubs, besides potentially a slightly higher 
attendence. I think this Act is one of many reasons why some fans have stopped going to football, and has 
led to a worsening of the match day experiance. Repealling the Act may lead to slightly higher gates.  
 
c.) Currently fans are being targeted without any real explanation or rationale. "sectarianism" and "offence" 
are terms banded around without any real meaning, while the impact on innocent fans has been very 
negative. Existing laws regarding violent crime and abuse are sufficient to protect fans inside a football 
ground.  

 

 

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 there needs to be a clear definition of what "offensive" behavior is, who is offends, and why it is seen to 
be important to tackle it. 
 
As I noted earlier, the law is sufficient to tackle violent crime or any abuse based upon racism/relgious-
hatred/sexism/homophobia, etc. If fans break these laws then of course they should be punished as the law 
demands. In the context of football, only a very small minority of fans take part in these kind of crimes from 
my experience, usually in the guise of anti-catholic sentiment from a minority of fans of one particular team.  
 
Beyond these existing laws to tackle these crimes, I would question why there is a need to protect football 



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)?  

fans from offence, any more than any other group of people in society? Our own government stood in 
solidarity with Charlie Hebdo in France over freedom of speech - effectively the right to offend. We do not 
seek to police "offence" is general so I would question why it is an important issue in football.  
 
Use existing law and existing programs around promoting tolerance in general to improve society without 
using football and football fans as scapegoats.  
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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.  

Fully supportive 

Comments: 

Please see comments in relation to question 1. The principle remains relevant here. 

 

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)?  

Please see answer to question 4. Same principle applies to communications.  
 

 

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: 

I believe that poor fan behavior within stadia, should lead to teams being held responsible and punished if 
necessary. This may be in the case of violence where stewarding is insuffient, or where 
racist/bigoted/homophobic singing has taken place and the club has refused to act. Most clubs are now aware 
of the identity of fans (particularly those with season tickets) so there is no excuse for clubs not to take action 
when fans break the law. Outside of grounds, I do not believe it is realistic to hold clubs accountable. Given the 
size of some fan bases in Scotland, I cannot see how a club can be penalised because someone who calls 
themselves a fan of any particular side, breaks the law potentially miles from the ground and completely 
outwith the control of the club. 
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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)  

I think there are sufficient laws in place to allow police to tackle crime inside and outside of football grounds. 
Because of this, I see no reason for any period of transition. The Act should be repealed and police forces 
given the usual support to police football games like they police any other events or gathering.  
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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 

Comments: 

At a time when police budgets are being cut, having hundreds of officers watching football fans each week in 
case they sing an "offensive" song, seems like a huge waste of money and resource. If the Act did not exist, 
this resouce would surely be reappropriated to where it is more needed. 
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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?  

I do not believe there would be a material impact to these groups either way if the Act was repealed. There is 
sufficient laws in place to deal with abuse (both verbal and physical). To my knowledge, it is a crime to attack 
these protected groups inside or outside of a football ground so I do not see the necessity of creating a 
football specific law based upon a wooly notion of "offence".  
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Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the consultation 
document?  

No additional comments. In conclusion I believe the Act has been a terrible way of resources, and an 
unnecessary attack on football fans based upon trying to appease half baked media notions of "tackling 
sectarianism". It is illogical, unmanagable, and has led to a worsening in match day experience, and in 
relationships between fans and police forces.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to share these opinions.  

 



 

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

I have witnessed young fans being aggressively questioned by police officers over songs that they had been 
accused of singing. The song is question by definition is not sectarian, and I fail to see why it would be 
considered any more "offensive" than thousands of songs that can be played and sung legally in this country. 
The police in question had no understanding of what "sectarianism" is, and could not articulate why they 
believed the song to be sectarian, or indeed "offensive". I assume noone in the crowd had alerted the police 
to the potential crime. It highlighted the confused nature of this legislation to me and created conflict where 
there was no reason for conflict to be created.  
 
This is my only personal experience of the Act in practice however a quick youtube search shows similar 
cases where fans are being questioned by police who are unable to articulate what is offensive and why it is 
deemed a crime.  

 

 


