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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: 

 

 

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  



 

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 Courts have been dragged into a political situation when they already had laws to tackle 
behaviours that the act covers. They are already under resourced and dedicating time to an issue that 
impacts a minority of citizens at irregular intervals. They are being made to front up an act that covers up 
politicians inability to deal with creating an equal and respectful society. It is also creating a situation where 
we have a generation of young people whose trust in the police is eroding due to the heavy handedness of 
trying to enforce this act and attempting to get convictions. 
 
B) Football clubs will benefit from a repeal as currently they are stuck in the middle. They have to maintain a 
relationship with the police but are also reliant on their supporters for keeping the clubs going. A lot of clubs 
had done some great community work and had been tackling societal issues that are quite frankly notjing to 
do with the game of football. Football clubs now more than ever are trying to attract customers / fans from a 
wider section of society. They are also trying to ensure that the next generation of fans will become regular 
visitors to matches. This will be seriously affected if this act remains. Young people are frightened of the 
impact a song or a banner or a tshirt might have on the rest of their lives and potential careers. That is truly a 
sad state of affairs.  
 
C) Football fans are currently paying over the odds prices to watch a game of football over 90 minutes. They 
invest in their clubs because they have an inextricable bond and a love of football and the history that goes 
with it. This act and the way it has been stage managed has done everything in its power to say to Football 
Fans that they are treated differently to every other member of society in Scotland. How can we live in a just 
society where i as a woman in her mid 30's could join in with a song at a football match and be arrested and 
prosecuted; no doubt lose my job and subsequently my home and a similar woman sing the same song at a 
rugby match or in a bar and not have the same force of the law? Its beyond parody that a particular group of 
people are targeted.  

 

 

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)?  

Firstly-i have been attending football matches for 30 years since i was a young girl. I do not believe we have 
an epidemic of offensive behaviour. I do believe there are some idiots who attend football matches who want 
to be controversial, who want to upset others, who want to be offensive. They are in the minority.  
We need to focus on what is really offensive. Currently we have a system where we always need to even the 
scores. If one team has been told their fans are being offensive, then we must balance that up by finding 
something offensive the other team have done. 
 
Politics and sport have gone hand in hand since the Roman Times. If we want a progressive inclusive society 
we must allow freedom of speech and for people to expeess political views wherever they like without 
deeming it offensive. People's political views differ in all walks of life. Part of developing as a person is 
learning to accept/understand people are not always going to have the same views as you and being able to 
deal with situations that arise when you are confronted by those views- but we cant start criminalising people 
for that.  

 

 

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)?  

Need to engage with social media providers in terms of understanding what is or isnt acceptable. Similar to 
previous answer, there are always occassions where people will disagree...more so now due to the rise in 
social media use. People should have coping strategies in terms if dealing with that. 
If a line is crossed and people are starting to be threatening, defamatory etc then the police should use other 
powers available to them that cover all of society-not fans of a particular sport. 
 
Also a lot of work to be done in schools in terms of social media norms.  

 

 

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: 

If clubs are punished then the fans will police each other in terms of what is acceptable and what is not. This 
will be much more constructive than what we are currently seeing with police cameras, people being followed 
in and out of the ground etc.  

 

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)  

Unsure  
 

 

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?  



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?  

A simple comment. We cannot allow a section of society to feel that they are targeted under legislation whilst 
others not from that demographic are free to act in the same way without prosscution. We are creating a 2 tier 
justice system.  

 

 

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

No Response  

 


