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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)  

 

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: 

Unfair and unreasonable to target specifically football fans. Also, the acts impacts on free speech. 



 

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?  

A. The act is poorly constructed and adds doubt and confusion as shown by the high number of dismissed 
cases 
B and C. Football without fans is nothing.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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

Engage more with the fans. Encourage stronger links with local communities. See the excellent engagement 
between foodbanks and football fans.  

 

 

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.  

Partially supportive 

Comments: 

Something has to be done to make this part of the law more effective.. trolls do not deserve the right to remain 
anonymous when they set out purely to hurt and harass people. By all means they deserve the right to free 
speech but must not be able to hide behinde fake profiles and accounts online. 

 

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)?  

If someone feels the want to express anything in public forums such as the internet then they should be 
allowed to do so but at the same time they must be willing to have such thoughts and feelings associated to 
their real identity.  

 

 

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: 

Personally i would shame the frequent offenders and acknowledge the improvements by particular clubs and 
supporters i.e. Club A has X amount of arrests for the following offences. Club B has seen a reduction of 
offences in the last year etc  



 

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)  

Unsure at this stage but proper engagement with those on the front line in terms of supporters clubs and 
match day police. 
There is a noticeable difference between police offices in the likes of dingwall and those from the bigger cities. 
Dingwall are far more engaged and friendlier from my experience.  

 

 

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: 

Overall it's hard to say but one thing I would flag up is the costs of a fan to attend court on other side of the 
country only for a case to collapse or not proven is very unfair on the fan. 

 

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?  

Positive  

 

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

Learn from experience. There doesn't need to be any negative impacts.  
 

 

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?  

Seen multiple instances of failed attempts at prosecution where only person who was impacted was the 
person found to be innocent i.e. the fan. 
Seen multiple instances where the police have been overly aggressive and confrontional with fans and we, as 
members of the public, cannot engage or question them without fear of arrest.  

 

 


