
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)  

 

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: 

I firmly believe this Act is hindering Scottish football severly by punishing the hard working fans of any Football 
Club in Scotland, deterring those away, causing fewer crowd turnups destroying the atmosphere. Futhermore, 
the Act has given to much power to the Scottish Police allowing the slightest incling of disorder to be classed 



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.  

as Offensive Behaviour at Football. 

 

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?  

To the police and justice system I believe that the advantages would be that completely uneeded court 
proceedings would not happen. A fan who may gesticulate towards a crowd of opposing fans is simply a slap 
on the wrist there are far more serious crimes committed on a daily basis that should be focused on more 
than a petty arrest from a football game. Another advantage is that young folk particularly those between 18-
25 who are a high count in the % of those arrested under the Act can not live in fear that every Football match 
they attend they are not feeling watched by police constantly as though they are a threat to the police. For 
example saying "We hate *Football club* is common in every game. Saying "F**K *Football Club*, is not a 
crime. Rivalry in football is common it is what makes certain games stick out for you where the atmosphere is 
bigger than usual. Singing songs is not the reason fights occur the persons physical action is the fight. I wont 
go to a football game where the opposing team will say they hate us and I will go home and think "Oh, that 
really hurt my feelings that they hate my team" No one ever feels like that so why should you be arrested for 
saying things like that. A disadvantage to the police and justice system would be that there may be an abuse 
on the fact the police can no longer charge the fan for the act and the fan may become over confident in what 
they are and are not allowed to do and say. However I see this as a short term issue and over time fans will 
feel the freedom they have to express theirselves at games and not feel under supervison for any movement 
they make. Football clubs will benefit from the reputation that they get, if an article in a newspaper or a report 
is published and it says a high amount of "X Football club" fans are arrested at matches it may become a 
deterrant to those who go to games. Thus losing the club ticket revenue and gaining the club a bad name.  

 

 

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)?  

As a fan, I can see reactions in the crowd if a police officer comes in to intervene with the crowd particularly if 
no serious harm is being cause it rifles the crowd up thus creating the hostile atmosphere. Singing and 
chanting should not justify as being a crime, unless the song has particular words in which are extremely 
offensive. The only time a police officer should enter the crowd is if they are seen to be throwing an object in 
the way of anyone whether its at someone in their own crowd the other teams fans on the pitch or at any 
representatives of the match (players officials staff etc) other than that there should be no need for them to be 
near fans. The only people who can change is the Police, there lack of genuine reasoning to arrest fans is the 
reason this Act is being repealed.  

 

 

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)?  



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)?  

No Response  

 

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?  

No  

 

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)  

Option 2 set out on the consultation paper for transitional arrangements asks the question on what should 
happen to those charged and currently going through proceedings under the Act. I believe that if the act is 
repealed then the charges must be dropped immediatley. If someone is being charged under an Act that is 
being scrutinised, the Act is no longer and enforced policy.  

 

 

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  

 

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?  



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

Nothing is avoidable everyone is vulnerable to anything. There is this notion I believe that with this bill, it will 
cause widespread pandemonium. That every football fan will become complete hooligans and do what the act 
and please and offend anyone, I don't believe that to be the case, attacks on people for whatever reason 
albeit religeon sexual orientation, gender, age, can be attacked for any reason not tied with what happens at 
football matches. The bill will no remove offenses like such because those offenses were not created by the 
Act in the first place therefore the bill will not affect those offenses instead they would be charged under a 
different act ie the Equalities Act.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

There is this consensus that it's the Fans Vs the Police. A war for justice. That the fans are complete against 
the Police. That is not the case. The fans believe that there is too much power in the hands of any police 
officer to decide 'on the day' whether they want to arrest the person or not. You could end up going down 
another route of officer training and mentality. Let's get to the point, everyone knows to cause physical harm 
is a crime, (assault) while i fully understand assault does not need to take the form of physical harm to be 
constituted as assualt and that verbal abuse can also be classed, however there has to be a line drawn over 
what is actually verbal abuse and just songs of hate. Fans will sing about hating another team, that doesn't 
mean they want to go cause harm to them it's a battle of ego's and bragging rights in rival games who has the 
mental advantage, booing a player isnt verbal abuse it's a distraction method to put them off. Singing "F**k 
football club" doesn't insight a serious provocation in fans. The police coming into the crowd always stirs up 
commotion, and if they are arresting fans for singing and classing it as offensive behaviour then they are 
always going to stir up more trouble, why waste a cell on a fan singing f**k football club when it could be used 
for a murderer a rapist a serious offender not some fan who's never been in trouble before being subdued to 
feeling like they are criminals. The pyschological affect aswell as the physicall effect it has will hurt those 
innocent of a real crime, it may lose them a job and hurt their chances at future job oppertunities, there may 
be a hate agenda set on them as they will earn an untrue reputation of being a "thug, criminal, hooligan. 
Ultimately destroying their lives. The act needs to go, give fans the freedom back to support their team and 
not feel as though they are looked down upon as deterrants to the game.  

 

 

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

I do not have personal experience however a relative of mine has. And the result of the Act saw them miss 
going to football matches for nearly a year, only to be found not guilty. This cause them mental pain as being 
ousted as a criminal thug. Their name and area of location was published in a newspaper article branding 
them as a "Hooligan" this statement has since been retracted and an apology was made however that 
impression people will get when they read that article will stay with them many families around them will have 
seen it and could change their approach to the family. The Act cause needless grief and fills our cells with 
people who are not criminals, and leave lifetime consequences. The Act needs to go. Axe the Act.  

 

 


