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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: 

Martin Craig 

 

Please select the category which best describes your organisation  
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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: 

This act is nothing more than a cover up to those in wider society who watch the news and read the papers 
and are fed the lies that football grounds are lawless and violent areas. Realistically the SNP have not solved 
any sectarian problems within Scottish football. They have criminalised every fan and sent the police in with 
bullying orders and tactics so that fans are so aware of their every movement and word just in case it offends 
absolutely anyone within ear or eye shot. The act puts the power in the hands of the police to arrest anyone for 
anything under this act, a power they obviously cannot be trusted with going by their court performances and 
the conviction rate. The act has made the SNP look to be dealing with sectarianism in Scotland, where in 
actual fact all they have done is suppress 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?  

Police and justice system:  
Advantages - funding could be used elsewhere, possibly even to an educational and effective piece of 
legislation which would actually positively impact and influence the people to hold bigoted views throughout 
Scotland. It would also mean that tax payers money would not be held up in multiple police holding a camera 
towards a large group of people, from a distance, in case a song might have political connotations. With 
police not being held up in these duties and active in other roles, it may see a rise in arrest and conviction 
rates in other parts of society. Also the courts time will not be taken up by cases which have a such a low 
conviction rate.  
Disadvantage - The police maybe criticised for not tackling sectarianism. However, with other effective 
legislation, this would not be the case. 
 
Football Clubs: 
Advantages - They would not be caught in the middle of the row between over zealous politicians and police 
and their supporters. They would be able to attract more people to the club by advertising a a more relaxed 
and less criminalised experience at their ground.  
Disadvantages - None can be thought of. 
 
Football Fans: 
Advantages - Fans could go to support the team they love and have paid money to without the fear of police 
having the power to ruin their lives and drag them through the courts on a piece of legislation which has been 
so highly criticised. They can take their children knowing that they will not be verbally and physically bullied by 
police, filmed, kettled or searched. They also know that their door will not be kicked in at the crack of dawn on 
a later date by police for singing a song or say a word which the police deemed offensive, even though no 
one has complained about the 'crime' 
Disadvantages - Absolutely none.  

 

 

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 key. Teach the next generation to accept all no matter of race, religion, political views. Yes 
there will always be disagreements and debate and taunting opposing fans but that is healthy and in the spirit 
of sport in general, not just football or Scottish football. 
 
Instead of trying to bully people into SNP way of thinking and enforcing a police state within football grounds, 
criminalising one section of society. Use positive education and make a real impact.  
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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: 

This act has done nothing but criminalise one section of society - football supporters. In no other section of 
society would anyone be treated in this manner. People choose to go to the football out of enjoyment, not to be 
intimidated, searched, filmed, threatened and and bullied by a police force sent of out by a political party who 
are desperate to maintain the charade of tackling sectarianism and desperate for convictions. 

 

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)?  

Previous legislation was effective in this. This act first came about due to players and managers arguing on 
the pitch and fans have been punished ever since. From first hand experience there has been no noticeable 
drop in violence or the threat of violence at football due to previous legislation dealing with the issue fully in 
before this act was introduced.  
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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: 

Each individual offence is different. Some can be controlled by the club, others cant. If the club is at fault for 
preserving the safety and lawfulness of the situation, they should be punished as any other company would. 
However, not every situation can be preempted and dealt with easily. Fans act of their own accord and should 
be punished as if they would on the street or a public place. 
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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 feel that football clubs would need to reach out to fans and explain the situation in depth. They would have to 
educate the fans on the fact the law is changing and the decriminalisation would commence, however, a 
certain level of behaviour and respect in needed within the ground and the surrounding area. I feel this 
wouldnt be a problem for most fans as they act within the law and it is the police who find most problems, 
rather than them being obviously there.  

 

 

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.  

Some reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Although it would be harder for the police to arrest people and have fines paid etc, less police and police 
equipment would be needed on match days, less courtroom time would be taken up with the cases, less legal 
aid would be needed by the fans accused. 
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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?  

These groups are generally protected under laws that are enforced in every part of society, not just football. If 
someone is racist in a shopping centre or a football match, there is no difference and the person should be 
dealt with accordingly.  
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Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the consultation 
document?  

The act has done nothing but ruin the lives of many people who have fallen victim to it. It has had no positive 
impact on Scottish football whatsoever. The sooner that it is abolished and a productive, forward thinking act 
replaces it, the better.  

 

 

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

I have been searched, filmed, kettled, pushed and jaunted by police since the introduction of this act. The 
police have had free reign to act whatever way they like with many choosing to abuse it. I have had friends 
who have literally dragged through the courts only for their case to be chucked out or unanimously found not 
guilty. It has ruined people lives and has to stop.  

 

 


