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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)  

 

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: 

You cannot use this act as a claim that you're tackling sectarianism then allow the orange order to march 
through our streets every summer, all summer, abusing anyone daring to wear green and playing sectarian 
tunes and shouting and singing sectarian songs at people. This act has done nothing but criminalise football 



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.  

supporters, and that, whilst our game is struggling with lack of proper leadership and corruption is shameful.  

 

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 police would not be disadvantaged as, at football grounds police have now become the enemy of a lot 
of supporters, the advantage of repealing the act would mean a better relationship between fans and the 
police. 
b) The clubs would welcome back fans who have in many cases unfairly and harshly treated by a law that 
makes no sense, increasing attendance and revenues. 
c) Football supporters would not feel like criminals for simply attending a football match to support their club. 
This law is heavy handed and ridiculous.  

 

 

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)?  

Education is the only answer to the question of how to stamp out sectarianism in Scotland. Arresting football 
fans for singing a song linked to their ancestors and their heritage that have no religious sectarian 
connotations is beyond the pale.  

 

 

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  

 

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)?  

Any language that threatens the harm of individuals (rape, murder, assault etc) should be tackled, anything 
non threatening, although it may be unsavoury should not be prosecuted. As stated religious bigotry is rife in 
Scotland due to a lack of knowledge and understanding between groups, groups such as the orange order 
only do harm as the incite hatred and division.  

 

 

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?  



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: 

The issue goes far beyond football, punishing clubs for the behaviour of individuals or small groups does not 
make sense, you wouldn't imprison or fine an entire family for the crimes of 1 member. Clubs should only be 
punished for large scale disorder such as fights and a majority of the fan base singing sectarian songs eg 
40000 people singing the 'Billy boys' or the 'famine song' at ibrox. Although, I understand this will not happen 
as anti irish/Catholic sentiment in this country is institutional. This should not be one sided, any anti protestant 
songs should also be punished. 

 

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, the law was rushed through and has only succeeded in making things worse.  
 

 

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: 

No need for continuous heavy handed policing and prosecution of innocent football fans. 

 

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?  

N/A  
 

 



Page 18: General   

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

Only comment would be to continue to state that tackling sectarianism is not a football problem it's a societal 
problem.  

 

 

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

Being removed from a train and asked for all my personal information aswell as my occupation, when I 
pointed that even under the OBAF act I was not required to give this information, I was told to "Fuck Off then" 
by a senior officer.  

 

 


