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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 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: 

Illiberal and unnecessary law that does nothing to help solve the societal problems it purported to ameliorate. 



 

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)  
Adv: Resources can be diverted into more effective means that benefit society rather than just arresting 
football supporters. The time of judges and the courts is not wasted on addressing cases charged under 
flimsily-worded legislation that rests on such a subjective concept as "offence". 
 
Disadv: none that I can think of 
 
B) 
Adv: With regard to regulating supporter behaviour clubs would be in a stronger position to distinguish 
between criminal acts and ones that may merely cause offence and no longer have to defer to Police 
Scotland advice. 
 
Disadv: none 
 
C) 
Adv: Supporters are given back a degree of dignity and stop being treated differently (inferior, some might 
argue) from other members of society. 
 
Disadv: 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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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)?  

Behaviour which could be perceived to be 'offensive' has been part and parcel of attending football matches 
since the inception of the game itself. Provided it does not overstep the mark (and there are existing laws in 
place to determine that) it can be seen as part of what makes the game engaging. You do noise up and taunt 
the opposition, the overwhelming majority of supporters understand this and are able to give and take in equal 
measure. How individual fans behave at matches is largely informed by their environment, upbringing and 
society as a whole. Rather than simply leave the uglier issues that Scottish society faces at the door of 
football and football supporters more should be done to look at the problems of drug and alcohol abuse, 
poverty, inequality and education. A society that seeks to improve the lot of the least well-off shall, over time, 
reap the benefits in a more tolerant and understanding nature of its populace. One of the offshoots of that 
which may be a generally improved atmosphere at football stadia.  

 

 

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: 

That which is set into the law of the land should be clear and applicable. The 'Threatening Communications' 
sections of the Football Act are neither. There is already existing legislation that is able to prosecute on the 
grounds of hate speech and these sections of the Act can in fact be seen as a hindrance of Freedom of 
Expression or Freedom of Speech. 

 

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)?  

By making use of the existing laws that are in place.  
 

 

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: 

Given that 'offence' is subjective it would be setting a bad precedent to punish football clubs in this fashion. 

 

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 be capable of being brought across the board after the date of appeal. 
 
Pending charges at the time of appeal should be dropped as the Act would no longer be in force.  

 

 

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?  

Positive  

 



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

It's a bill that decriminalises the notion of offence. All groups aforementioned would benefit from that.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

A Bill that sets aside one particular group in society (football fans) and states that they should be viewed and 
treated differently to the rest of society should never have been passed in the first place and its repeal cannot 
come soon enough.  

 

 

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

Being frisked going into football matches, having surveillance cameras pointed in my direction the entire 
game. The feeling of being under suspicion simply for going to a football match. As studies have shown, 
Football one of the big drivers of the Scottish economy and the way its patrons are treated is intolerable and 
unacceptable.  

 

 


