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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)  

 

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: 

The repeal of this absurd and hastily drafted Bill cannot come soon enough. Those responsible for its 



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.  

introduction and implementation should hang their heads in shame. 

 

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 a) The police could engage in proper community policing. The justice system can stop wasting 
time, effort and money in spurious and needless investigations, (half-baked) prosecutions and statutory 
services. 
b) The football clubs were doing much more to educate their fans before the introduction of this Act. This Act 
has taken us back decades. 
c) Football fans, in the main, are intelligent law-abiding citizens who should not be treated differently from 
other supporters of sports, music, the Arts- indeed, all other citizens in Scotland. 
 
There are no disadvantages as far as I can see.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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)?  

Politicians to be a lot more brave and honest in calling out sectarian singing when the rest of the country can 
see and hear it going on via televised matches. For an ex Justice Minister, and the person responsible for 
introducing the Act, to describe such chanting as adding great atmosphere beggars belief. They know it goes 
on-stand up to the bullies and threats and stop it.  
Ditto the police. 
The mainstream Scottih media also know it's going on and actively encourage it by inventing stories in an 
attempt to increase dwindling sales and dwindling influence - witness the hyperbole around the cup final 
scenes and the blatant untruths being reported, with undisguised glee, by most, if not all, of the msm. 
As mentioned earlier, the clubs and fans were on a better path before Salmond's knee-jerk, attention-seeking, 
summit.  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

This part of the Act makes no sense at all to any right-minded person going about their business in an orderly 
fashion. The police,in particular, are in no way qualified to interpret my appearance, my behaviour, my politics, 
my fashion nor my mores. This part of the Act also denegrates Scottish football supporters in the eyes of 
supporters out with Scotland. The spineless SFA have done nothing to correct this unmerited image of all 
Scottish football. 

 

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)?  

Education - starting with police, politicians and mainstream Scottish media. Get rid of those at the head of 
SFA and replace them with honest, open leaders who are brave enough to tackle sectarianism and genuine 
offensive behaviour where it is most prominent.  

 

 

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: 

Stop looking for scapegoats 

 

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)  

Again, stop fishing. We all know that there are statutory measures already in place.  
 

 

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 

Comments: 

I say unsure as I can't imagine anything carried out by the Scottih Government costing less money, although 
the repeal of this Act should significantly reduce costs. 

 

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?  

Positive  

 

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

Good, well-educated police force and a positive approach to inequalities and disabilities by all.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

Just do it. You know the Act is wrong. You know the Repeal is right. No more deliberations. Action required.  
 

 

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

No Response  

 


