
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?  

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) 

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: 

The 1% prosecution rate alone speaks volumes for this bill. Its a waste of money and was rail roaded into 
legislation without the support of any party except the SNP. Football fans are being criminalised, some of them 
being pulled out of their beds in late nite/early morning, heavy handed house raids.... and at the end of it all, 
the cases are collapsing because the legislation doesnt stand up in court. Ive also seen that this law has been 
criticised by fans and judges alike. Thia is hardly surprising considering that many lawyers of were opposed to 
the act when it was introduced. It seems to pick and and choose what is and isnt offensive on a very selective 
basis i.e. you can (rightly) sing a political song like the flower of scotland but the minute u mention Irish history 
or politics then its a breach of the law. The same goes for Palestine flags... thats a breach but the Israel flag 
isnt. The Bill is nonsence.  

 

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 repeal would decrease the burden on the police budget, free up resources and stop wasting police & court 
time from intellegience gathering, arrest, preparing paper work and court hearings (the 1% conviction rate 
shows that the Bill is seriously flawed). Keeping it wud do the opposite. 
A repeal would stop isolating fans from the clubs they love. Clubs are having to 'collude' with police to help 
the evidence gathering process and fans are feeling abused and let down by "their" clubs. This behaviour 
from clubs has a detrimental effect on fans and inadvertantly encourages a back lash in the terraces. That is 
not good for football. After all, "football is nothing without the fans".  
I do accept that there was a sentiment behind the Bill that had the best interests of decent fans in its scope 
i.e. to stamp out racism, sectarianism and promote a better environment in stadiums - but that has not been 
the end product here. Massive social problems cannot be tackled by poorly drafted legislation void of the 
necessary research & consultation required.  

 

 

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)?  

Its a very tough problem to solve. Consultation with fans is a must. A lot of clubs need to provide a platform 
for fan engagement in an open and transparent way. I think that all of the above mentioned should be held 
accountable for their actions, not just the fans. I think that a rule should be a rule, not one rule for some and a 
different rule for others i.e. the problems I highlighted earlier regarding the laws take on the 'right' sort of 
politics/emblems being acceptable. If u ban some of it then ban all of it. Thats up to politicians, police & the 
judiciary to sort out.  
Children need to be educated and taught from a young age what is right and what is wrong at football 
grounds, parents obviously play a big part in this but so do schools, police, football clubs etc. Police need to 
be more involved in schools to get the message across - the problem with is that the current state of affairs in 
Scotland would suggest that the police have an agenda against certain sections of the community so that 
systematic flaw needs to be addressed as well.  

 

 

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: 



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.  

See previous responses. 

 

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)?  

See previous responses. There is legislation regarding the use of threatening communications already there 
and shud be used. Also, next time the club that plays at Ibrox dies, leave them be and dont make new rules to 
allow them into the league. The majority of these 'fans' were not missed. By allowing the new club special 
status the football authorities have given the single biggest problem within scottish football the platform to 
drag the game back down to the gutter.  

 

 

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: 

Depends on the definition of offensive behaviour. I dont like the idea the same type of behaviour is deemed 
acceptable for some and not acceptable for others. I.e. Israel flag is ok, Palestine flag isnt.... or British army & 
poppies are all good, Irish history isnt. Same type of behaviour, different type of punishment. A lot of clubs 
have done great work in this regard and really tried hard to stamp out racism, sectarianism, homophobia etc so 
Im not sure if clubs can take the blame when an individual commits an act that is deemed offensive ..... 
although that definition of offensive behaviour is up for debate. 

 

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)  

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.  

Significant reduction in cost 



Q8. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the proposed 
Bill to have? Please provide any comments.  

Comments: 

Already explained my thoughts on this. 

 

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?  

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  

 


