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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?  

Professional with experience in a relevant subject  

 

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: 

The act, despite politicians claiming the contrary, does not tackle sectarianism (which as it happens has 
never been qualified), in fact it actually criminalises legitimate political and cultural expression, but 
bizarrely only in a certain arena. It allows an imaginary 'reasonable person,' such as a police officer, who 



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.  

would often act according to their own bias (many have been found to have lied in court) to arrest and 
bring charges against someone. Sectarianism has to be qualified whether that means calling it: anti-Irish 
racism, anti-Catholicism, Islamophoba and so on. Otherwise it is not effectively tackled and instead 
victimises the victims, which is what the government backed agencies, and indeed this act, often have 
done. 

 

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?  

The advantages would be a better relationship between fans and police, which I believe is at an all-time 
low and its repeal would actually allow fans to enjoy football as a spectacle once again rather than fearing 
arrest for something which should not be an arrestable offence. Clubs would hopefully see a benefit with 
more fans who have stopped watching the beautiful game coming back through the turnstiles and 
providing the clubs and the game as a whole with a much-needed boost. 
 
There are no disadvantages to repealing this legislation. At best it was well meaning, but it's largely been 
awful and a complete blight on the SNP's years of governance.  

 

 

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)?  

Offensive like sectarianism is a completely unhelpful term. You cannot perpetually seek to arrest 
someone for causing offence. Nicola Sturgeon cannot walk in support of Charlie Hebdo while backing up 
an act that arrests someone for causing offence. It is gross hypocrisy. 
 
There were laws in place to deal with bigoted and racist behaviour. They should have been used. 
However, there needs to be more education on the history of the UK and Ireland so that something which 
is cultural, historical and political and the expression of such is never again considered an arrestable 
offence. And it's the police, the government and the 'anti-sectarian groups,' who dare I say need educated 
the most. I have a young daughter who is eligible for an Irish passport and I will not have her being 
brought up to believe that her ethnic identity in some way contributes to bigotry and/or racism, when it 
does not. Furthermore, Ms Sturgeon and her fellow MSPs cannot attend events commemorating the 
Easter Rising, an armed Irish Republican rebellion and then seek to have someone arresting for singing 
an Irish Republican song. Irish Republicanism is not sectarian as a political ideology. Again it's 
hypocritical.  

 

 

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)?  

Community service with no criminal record in a sphere where the person has caused offence. For 
example if someone has been anti-Catholic, they should be made to work in a Catholic sphere, be it a 
charity, church etc.  

 

 

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: 

Absolutely not. It's a ludicrous suggestion. 

 

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 Response  

 

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?  

See previous answer with regards to education.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

No Response  

 

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

I have witnessed with my own eyes police officers at football matches bullying and intimidating young 
fans and looking for offence when there has been none. It's disgusting behaviour, they are completely out 
of control.  

 

 


