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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 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 opposed 



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: 

As a season ticket holder at hearts for 20+ years, I've seen and heard every bigoted and hateful comment 
possible to hear, and if this legislation is repealed then you can look forward to being responsible to taking 
football back to bad old party songs days and I will gladly, publicly remind you of this on every single weekend 
that any abuse occurs. We've progressed slowly but to ignore there has been behavioural improvement would 
lead me to believe you don't even attend football. 

 

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?  

No advantage only disadvantage as outlined in last response.  
 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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

Put the onus onto official supporters clubs and allow supporters federations in on the consultation and the 
process of implementing.  

 

 

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 opposed 

Comments: 

To allow threatening behaviour to go on unchecked normally leads to the increased likelihood of violence. 

 

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)?  

Depending on the crassness of the communication you could do a 2 yellows or a red before banning .  
 

 

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 



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?  

Comments: 

While I agree in principle to fining or points deduction for guilty clubs, this was mooted decades ago and the 
SFA bottled implementing it for fear of upsetting a few clubs. 

 

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)  

I don't want it repealed  
 

 

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.  

Broadly cost-neutral 

Comments: 

Don't repeal = no extra cost 

 

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?  

Negative  

 

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

Not repealing it would be most beneficial.  
 

 

Page 18: General   



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

I feel this bill is being put forward by people who have no idea what it's like to be a NORMAL football fan and 
if they've attended ANY matches at all I feel it's been as a corporate hospitality customer.  

 

 

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

As I've mentioned earlier I've seen and heard stuff that is beyond repeating. I've personally witnessed Nazi 
salutes where people have been seriously reprimanded/banned. 
I've personally witnessed a 14 year old member of our supporters club overhear some of the most disgusting 
racial slurs it's possible to subject a young black guy to hear, which led to an altercation after they where 
asked to moderate their language. I could name loads more from years ago but people have had to modify 
their behaviour because of the OBFA and it needs strengthened not weakend.  

 

 


