
Proposed Football Act (Repeal) (Scotland) Bill  

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) 

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: 

1) It was an ill-thought out overaction to a relatively minor public order problem. 2) The Act was unnecessary 
as existing laws at the time were adequate to deal with the problem of cdrowd behaviour at football matches. 
3) Tjhe Act criminalised the expressions of opinion which, while they may have offended some people, they 
were not incitements to hate or violence. For example, the singing of Irish songs that do not contain religious 
references have been deemed to breach the Act. 4) The Act has made "causing offence" a criminal act, 
however, it could be argued that being offended is a price we have to pay for free speech and, consequently, 
the Act infringes our right to free speech. 5) The Act give a wide latitude of interpretation by the police of what 
constitutes an offence and has given rise to a myriad of instances of both perceived and actual bigoted 
behaviour on the part of the police. Examples off the latter are the excessive instances "kettling" and detention 
of Celtic fans in particular and the "Rodent Control" blog by a serving p.c. referring to duty a Celtic Park. As 
you may have deduced from the above, as well as being a Community Worker (retired), I am also a Celtic 
supporter I can say with certainty that this Act has merely reinforced the belief that the police in Scotland are 
largely anti-Irish and anti-Catholic an attitude that from my own experience I find difficult to deny. This Act is a 
piece of politically opportunistic legislation that is both misconceived and socially divisive and should be 
repealed at the earliest possible opportunity. 

 

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?  

1) It was an ill-thought out overaction to a relatively minor public order problem. 
 
2) The Act was unnecessary as existing laws at the time were adequate to deal with the problem of cdrowd 
behaviour at football matches. 
 
3) Tjhe Act criminalised the expressions of opinion which, while they may have offended some people, they 
were not incitements to hate or violence. For example, the singing of Irish songs that do not contain religious 
references have been deemed to breach the Act. 
 
4) The Act has made "causing offence" a criminal act, however, it could be argued that being offended is a 
price we have to pay for free speech and, consequently, the Act infringes our right to free speech. 
 
5) The Act give a wide latitude of interpretation by the police of what constitutes an offence and has given rise 
to a myriad of instances of both perceived and actual bigoted behaviour on the part of the police. Examples 
off the latter are the excessive instances "kettling" and detention of Celtic fans in particular and the "Rodent 
Control" blog by a serving p.c. referring to duty a Celtic Park. 
 
As you may have deduced from the above, as well as being a Community Worker (retired), I am also a Celtic 
supporter I can say with certainty that this Act has merely reinforced the belief that the police in Scotland are 
largely anti-Irish and anti-Catholic an attitude that from my own experience I find difficult to deny. 
 
This Act is a piece of politically opportunistic legislation that is both misconceived and socially divisive and 
should be repealed at the earliest possible opportunity.  

 

 

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)?  

Firstly, look at what type off behaviour is to be considered offensive. The singing of nonsectarian, political 
songs is a matter of free expression and if people are offended then that is is price that must be paid. This is 
not an endorsement of incitement to hatred and violence  
 
Socially, break down the Protestant/Catholic divide that, even today, is a cancer in the body politic of 
Scotland. A beginning to this process could be the adoption of a "separation" clause by the Scottish 
parliament similiar to that of the US constitution, the repeal of the 1918 Scottish EducationAct the removal of 
state funding of all religious schools and the a total embargo on religious services in all state schools. 



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)?  

 
The influence of religious organisations in the State should be curtailes and their representatives should have 
no "ex officio" right to participate in or sit on any state board, committee or legislative body. Finally, the 
prevalence of bigotry in sections of DScottish Police should be a matter serious concern to the Scottish 
Government and should be the subject of serious investigation.  

 

 

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: 

See previous comments. 

 

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 can't think of one that has not been implemented in legislation prior to the Act. Provided that there is no overt 
incitement to violence or hatred then, as stated previously, offence is a price we have to pay for freedom of 
expression. We are all offended to some extent by the opinion of others and the logical consequence of 
preventing offence is the total suppression of the expression of opinion.  

 

 

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 would agree only if the club could be shown to endorse, encourage or tolerate such behaviour. 

 

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)  



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 Response  

 

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.  

No Response  

 

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?  

No Response  

 

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 Response  

 

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

No Response  

 


