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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 am content for my response to be attributed to me (as an individual) 

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: 

This legislation was hurried, seems unnecessary to me based on decades of attending football. The 
interpretation is too subjective and leads to pointless court cases which are thrown out, criminalises young 
people for minor issues and does not do anything to tackle the underlying reasons for intolerance in Scotland. 
It also can be interpreted as deliberately targeting political views expressed at football games which may be 
distasteful to many(including me) but are not criminal in a free country. The law is also not enforceable when 
chanting is at its most 'offensive' e.g. Anti Irish/Catholic songs or anti British/pro IRA songs being sung by large 
groups(sometimes thousands) at matches. There are too many to arrest so no action is taken. A couple of 
teenagers walking to a ground can be arrested but any offence they cause is negligible as the general public 
never hear it. They now have a record. A total waste of police time and an over reaction to one football game 
where one team lost its discipline (Rangers) and 2 managers had a fall out. Storm in a teacup 

 

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?  

Advantages 
 
Police can put resources to better use in preventing actual crime by a minority of fans and across all crime in 
Scotland. Court time will not be wasted. 
 
I don't think clubs themselves are affected but perhaps there will be less overhead in supporting police to 
monitor fans in the grounds 
 
Fans can enjoy football again without feeling Big Brother is listening to every word. 
 
No more pointless criminalisation  

 

 

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)?  

Certain clubs need to do more to denounce songs which are widely accepted to be offensive and 
unnecessary. Suspensions from attending matches should be more common. This is more difficult when it is 
away fans. There has been a lot done over the years by clubs but it is creeping back, perhaps in defiance of 
this law. 
 
Government and the education system need to realise that bigotry is still being instilled in the youth of 
Scotland by their parents. Schools should work with children to stamp out these attitudes but the adults are 
the main problem. Perhaps bringing parents into anti bigotry lessons, workshops or away days would help. 
 
Sectarianism is something which is hard to resolve. There is nothing wrong in groups if people identifying 
through a specific religion with their own places of worship or schools. It works fine in England. Scotland 
inherited specific issues from Ireland which we need to solve by focussing on the people of Scotland and how 
we live together and not what us happening or happened in Ireland. I believe Scotland has been very 
immature in terms of welcoming incomers and being a multi cultural society. England had had a lot more 
practice over centuries and advice could be taken from London or Birmingham authorities and community 
workers.  

 

 

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.  



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: 

I think that the cyber world is changing all the time and laws need to keep up. I am very supportive of laws to 
stop bullying, trolling etc online but as a wider law. Specific laws for football supporters is not helpful 

 

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)?  

Similar to my earlier point, UK wide or even EU wide legislation is the way to go. Bi lateral agreements with 
other countries or blocs on prosecution would also help. Offence can travel worldwide instantly and football 
related is a minor subset.  

 

 

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: 

Fans are members of the public who buy a ticket; they are not employees of the club. If I stand up and swear in 
the opera I get throw out and no-one blames the theatre 

 

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)  

None. Repeal and use legislation that was already there.  
 

 

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: 



Q8. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the proposed 
Bill to have? Please provide any comments.  

Police, courts, possibly clubs 

 

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?  

No  
 

 

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

No  
 

 


