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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.  

Partially 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: 

The scourge of Bigotry and sectarian abuse / songs along with the accompanying violence and intimidation 
have been ignored far to long . Too many people are willing to laugh it off . Governments / Councils / clubs / 
SFA / media and supporters / members of the public ,all have a responsibility to take measures to stamp it out 
and reduce the damage to society . I feel the act itself will do nothing to help stamp out the problem . Education 
and experience are far more important than handing out a few random fines . When thousands are chanting / 
singing sectarian songs the act becomes meaningless . On an individual level small groups can be dealt with 
under the act .( would breach of the peace not cover this behaviour ?) Strict liability is possibly a better 
approach , fines / ground closures / expulsion from competition / relegation / expulsion from SFA/ leagues . 
The SFA have pandered to the two most obvious culprits for far too long . The SFA should have taken action 
years ago . I would like to hear exactly what the effective strategy for dealing with this poison is before the act 
was repealed .  

 

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 -  
a- make their job easier , allow them to deal with other problems . 
b- let them continue to sell merchandise that pander to sectarianism  
c- no advantage to supporters who despise any form of Racism / bigotry. 
 
Disadvantages - 
a- Takes away one option , hands a near impossible task to the Judicial system 
b- allows sectarianism to inflict their bile on clubs who don't have any connection with bigotry.  
c- Give the bigots the green light to step up the worst excesses because the Government says it's acceptable 
behaviour  

 

 

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)?  

I have attended matches in all parts of Scotland for 40 years and the game and crowd behaviour have both 
changed dramatically . The introduction of segregation , banning of alcohol inside the grounds , individual 
seats , all ticket matches combined with increased surveillance have had a huge effect . In all but two grounds 
in Scotland you can now visit without any fear of being attacked either before / during or after the game . 
Guess which two ? Neither ground has proper segregation or safe routes in / out of the grounds . 
I find that offensive behaviour at football matches is very rare , it is only when you get visited by the Glasgow 
two are you subjected to songs about killing Catholics or about Irish rebels / terrorists (depending of your 
view) . That is not acceptable at football or indeed in public . By all means sing about your team , your players 
, please continue the banter between fans , having a laugh at our / your expense . You hand out and you 
receive and that is great and helps build rivalry . Football is an emotional game , you can move from hope to 
despair , joy to misery and back within seconds . Anyone who attends their teams games will have a huge 
emotional investment stored up over the years and that can spill over on occasion leading to bad behaviour .  
Education and experience is the only way to eradicate Racism / Sectarianism in our society . You have to 
oppose that behaviour every time it raises it's head not just ignore it , or pander to it .  

 

 

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.  

Partially opposed 

Comments: 

As 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)?  

As previous answers . 
Threats of violence should be dealt with "threatening Behaviour" ?  

 

 

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?  

Yes 

Comments: 

Strict liability should apply . A sliding scale of offences depending on the severity / previous / plans to prevent 
future occurrences / circumstances . Fines / Warnings / supporter bans / membership schemes to prevent 
those banned home and away / partial ground closure / full ground closures / point deductions / expulsion from 
competition / relegation / ultimately throwing club out entirely . This is all subject to strict guidelines 

 

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)  

not sufficiently qualified to answer . That is why Lawyers make a fortune  
 

 

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  

 



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?  

Write the bill correctly , if you need to make sure repeat the existing safeguards .  
 

 

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  

 


