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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: 

I believe this to be an ill thought out and rushed piece of legislation that in now way benefits anyone in modern 
day Scotland. Legislation exist outside of this act which allows the Police and courts to enforce decency and 



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.  

punish anti-social behaviour. Getting the police to act on it is another matter. 

 

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?  

It's ill thought out and totally unnecessary for the reasons provided in my last entry. 
 
It victimises football fans and lets face it for years certain teams have been able to glorify in songs which have 
been tagged as being illegal and nothing was done about it. Act on the existing legislation and repeal this 
nonsense of an act. 
 
It serves no public good and should be removed.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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)?  

In the first instance people need to take a view that what they find offensive may not be deemed so by others.  
 
We live in a modern and progressive society where freedom of expression should be cherished. We have 
some of worlds finest orators, authors, poets etc. and not everyone will necessarily agree with what they right. 
There are too many lined up waiting to be offended. 
 
Its interesting that in this very survey you immediately jump to football matches. What about parades of 
Neanderthals, drunk on alcohol and their own self importance, terrorising citizens in their homes and 
communities. They should be stopped as they certainly don't represent fairly any religion or community that I 
would deem a part of modern Scotland. 
 
Within stadiums we already know which songs have been deemed illegal. Get the police to act on it and 
remove from office the cowards who don't have the stomach for it. Starting with the SFA would be a good 
place to root out the lack of moral courage needed to act on teams whose supporters choose to act in illegal 
singing. 
 
Football songs don't offend me in the slightest. Decrying someone for their colour, creed/religion does.  

 

 

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.  

Partially 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)?  

There is to my mind a clear line where communication can be seen to be offensive but again this can easily 
be dealt with under previous 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)?  

I would support an amendment where clear messages of hate, incitement and sectarianism or racism are 
made punishable. 
 
What someone says or does when drunk and nothing to do with football you would normally deem as anti-
social so grounds can be made for amending previous legislation or amending the OBA but I would prefer the 
former.  

 

 

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: 

Punishing the clubs serves no purpose as most clearly do not go out of their way to appeal to the idiots who 
revel in anti-social behaviours. If clubs choose to make excuses then yes they should be censured but I've 
seen things like points deductions etc. which I don't believe are workable. I would be happy to support a 
financial penalty via the threat of partial stadium closures on match days for supporters clearly engaged in anti-
social acts. 

 

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)  

None, 
 
It was rushed into being with ludicrous intent so remove it quickly and go back to previous standards.  

 

 

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.  

Unsure  

 

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?  

There is no justification for the bill so pointless question as it did nothing to protect these groups except in the 
minds of those who rushed it through. 
 
Plenty of existing legislation could be enforced to protect individuals.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

Bin it now please. 
 
We've wasted enough time and money on this farcical piece of claptrap.  

 

 

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

General attitudes of Police Scotland have left a lot to be desired. 
 
Not impressed but there are a few fine officers out there who I know see the whole act as nothing but a PR 
stunt which added unneeded complexity to anti-social behaviours.  

 

 


