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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: 

Mick Connick 

 

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: 

i have disliked this legislation from the outset. I'm suspicious of the reasons for introducing the legislation and 
have never seen the need for it. However it is worse than unnecessary it will create suspicion and distrust 
between police and football supporters. 

 

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 and justice system are having to use resources which could be better used elsewhere to deal 
with cases under this act. There seems to be too much uncertainty and confusion around the act, which 
suggest that it is bad law. Repeal of the act will allow the police and justice system to return to prosecuting 
cases which are clearly unlawful. 
 
(b) football clubs are in a situation where they have to pay policing costs for police to "spy" on their 
customers/supporters. There is a danger of supporters being put off attending football games because of the 
perceived increased pressure from the police. 
 
(c) football supporters would be able to enjoy the freedoms enjoyed by supporters of other sports.  

 

 

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)?  

The police and wider justice system should use existing laws to prosecute fans who are behaving offensively. 
They should do this across the board and without fear of favour. Where fifteen thousand people are singing a 
song which is sectarian and illegal, attempts should be made to prosecute as many as possible, not to ignore 
it because there are so many.  
 
The clubs must continue to be vigilant and make sure fans know that it will not be tolerated and you'll be 
banned, again they shouldn't change their opinion if the numbers are higher. Also they must not say stupid 
things like "i'd rather someone sang songs at me rather than attacked me". 
 
The fans have improved massively in my time watching football. That doesn't mean the problem has gone but 
continuing improvement and the younger generations will just see it as ridiculous. 

 

 

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)?  

As in my previous answers, I do not disagree with prosecution of those breaking laws. Use the existing 
legislation to prosecute offenders.  

 



 

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 

Comments: 

It makes no sense for a Company being held responsible for the behaviour of their customers. 

 

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 further prosecutions should take place after the date of the repeal. 
 
Any ongoing cases should continue to their legal conclusion - it seems unlikely that a judge would be able to 
use the full force of the law where the law had been withdrawn, however.  

 

 

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?  

Slightly positive  

 

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

The laws exist to prosecute people who abuse others, use those laws. Additionally educate people to allow 
them to see the affect of their actions.  

 



 

Page 18: General   

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

I just find it difficult to believe that a group of politicians found it acceptable to introduce a law targeting one 
particular group of people - football fans. In years to come, and not many years either, we will look back on 
this and wonder what on earth people were thinking about. There are a number of individuals who will be 
forever tarnished by this legislation, however there is an opportunity here to allow the rest to move forward 
and away from this nonsensical Act.  

 

 

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

I have no direct experience of the act and nor would I expect to. I have seen and heard enough though to see 
that many people have been poorly treated under the auspices of this act.  
 
As a young man I remember travelling to Aberdeen, Dundee, Edinburgh, Fife watching football and many 
times being abused by policemen, along the lines of "you think you can come here and behave like you do in 
Glasgow". Gross generalisation and assumption that we were "all the same". I've been treated more poorly by 
the police over than years than I've ever been treated by other football fans. I hoped we were moving away 
from those days but it no seems that, with the help of politicians, the police are being encouraged to 
generalise.  

 

 


