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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 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: 

There is no consistency amongst those prosecuting. Depends too much on the Sheriff's personal opinions, 
beliefs and interpretation of 'songs' being sung. Some decent young men now have criminal records for 
nothing more than singing a sing at a football match. No mention of religion, slagging off the Queen or Pope, or 
dancing in someone's blood in the song, but still they ended up with a record. It's education that's required, not 
criminalising football fans for non-violent or non-destructive behaviour. 

 

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?  

Advantage to police/justice system: Stop wasting time and money arresting and prosecuting football fans for 
singing songs and let them get on with dealing with 'real crimes'  
Violence, rape, drug dealing, theft etc.  
Disadvantages: None 
Advantage to Football Clubs: 
Not sure of any. Possible reduction in policing costs. 
Disadvantages: Might have to get more involved in educating fans in acceptable behaviour at football 
matches. 
Advantage to Football Supporters: 
Will not be prosecuted for something which should never have been an offence in the first place. 
Disadvantages: 
None whatsoever 

 

 

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)?  

Education. All of the above organisations need to get together and decide on a strategy for educating young 
people about what is and is not acceptable behaviour. Celtic and Rangers players and coaches appearing 
side by side in public and in educational videos. Rangers FC allowing players to bless themselves before 
going on to the pitch, scoring a goal etc if that was their practice before joining the club. Asking players not to 
do this as it might upset their fans is ridiculous as it just encourages bigotry. Celtic FC should also make it 
clear that players should not bless themselves in front of fans of opposing teams if it's done just to wind them 
up. Any player who has done this before arriving in Scotland should never be asked to discontinue the 
practice as jt just goes to reinforce what a small minded bigoted nation we are. It should be explained to those 
who don't understand the practice why it is done to educate them.  

 

 

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.  

Fully supportive  

 

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)?  



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 have no issue with 'threatening communications' being monitored. The police and general public are best 
placed to monitor, report and prosecute.  

 

 

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?  

Yes 

Comments: 

If it was laid down in black and white with no room for misinterpretation then yes by all means penalise the 
clubs, but Scotland being as it is I don't have much faith in this being applied equally to all teams. 

 

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 further prosecutions should be capable of being brought accross the board after that 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.  

Significant reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Given that a significant number of cases never went to court or were found not guilty I believe costs would be 
reduced if act repealed. 

 

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?  



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?  

Unsure  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

This act has to go. It's confusing for the fans, police, sheriffs and judges (by their own admission). 
 

 

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

My son was taken to a police station and held for 3 hours, along with a full train carriage of Celtic fans 
returning from a European game. He wasn't even singing! No violent behaviour. Nothing. Never charged but I 
was worried sick waiting on him coming home that night. I also know a young boy who was charged and 
convicted for singing at a football match under this act. A song which many others have not been prosecuted 
for singing. He was huckled away at half time when he went to the toilet. Picked out at random by some police 
officer. His brother didn't know what had happened to him and was worried sick. Was told by custody officer 
'you seem like a decent lad. If it was up to me it wouldn't go any further but it's not'. He's a decent lad with a 
good job/career. He's worried sick that his work will find out and lives with the fear of this all the time.  

 

 


