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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 



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: 

This Act is very ambiguous and seems to have no clear objective other than to apply political correctness 
to one particular group in society. Different people and different cultures are offended by different things. I 
for instance am grossly offended by University Rugby lads who generally act like loud mouthed arrogant 
brattish self entitled disrespectful yobs when they go out for a drink. Yet I realise not everyone who enjoys 
the sport of rugby acts like this on a lads night out. So I would think it was judgemental to bring in a law 
which focused on rugby supporters "offensive behaviour". Similarly, I would not create a law to deal with 
offensive behaviour in any other demographic of age, sex, area they live, race, education level, etc. 
Offensive behaviour is something to be looked at in all areas of society and that includes among our 
politicians who create these laws without proper unbiased research and evaluation. This Act was rushed 
through after a particular group of incidents at football games in which "sectarian" behaviour including 
"sectarian songs" where highlighted as a chronic disease that required more immediate management. The 
Act aimed to manage this via policing such "sectarian" behaviour but did not clarify what exactly was 
deemed "sectarian" Scots Law does not have any definition of "sectarianism". The Act claims not to police 
particular songs which are "sectarian" but the evidence so far is that many arrests under this act have 
indeed been for singing particular songs. 
 
Sectarianism to me is any form of religious hate and noble as it is to police this, why is this a crime 
defined/highlighted within football culture? Does it not affect society as a whole? Most football fans are not 
particularly religious in todays increasingly secular world and this idea that Celtic and Rangers fans are 
divided on religious lines of hate is utter nonsense. They never really have. If you know your history, you 
will know that poverty, immigration and resulting xenophobia are what created much of the mutual 
animosity. Religion was an incidental part in that most of the Irish immigrants were Catholic and Scotland 
was mostly Protestant. You can argue that the songs that both sets of fans sing, fuel the hate and division 
but we could say the same of some hip hop or rock bands which simply reflect the history and culture 
around them. Songs, no more than video games or tv cause violence.  
 
Depravation is the key demographic correlation in almost all violent crime. It is simply far to simplistic to 
police "offensive" songs and too simplistic to think that such songs are the cause of deep social divisions 
in Scottish society. Highlighting the much vilified working class football fan as the sole cause of Scotlands 
historical deep social issues really is harsh irresponsible poor judgment by the SNP who seem to approach 
many complicated issues using a sledge hammer. The vast majority of football fans are well behaved and 
Celtic and Scotland fans have often been praised for their good behaviour. Its a shame our own 
government prefers to stigmatise us. In all honesty, there are no songs that should ever be policed for their 
content. I think we need to remember that this is sport and that desire, aggression and fiery banter are 
essential parts of both player and fan mentality. Obviously if someone becomes violent there are plenty of 
other laws to deal with this. But aggressive singing, hateful religious references in songs, what are we 
achieving by banning them other than by making a statement that says the prudish SNP disapproves of 
naughty singing. Do you think the majority of fans care what some stuffy government policy makers find 
offensive in their relatively narrow sheltered view of the world? More importantly while they sit in their 
politically correct ivory towers judging all the "sectarian" daftness, they very conveniently ignore other 
forms of pure religious hate.  
 
I have encountered many people in Scotland who regularly display behaviours of outrage and pure utter 
hatred towards anyone with a religious faith. I work in a hospital and have seen surgeons being ridiculed 
for their religious faith. In one incident other staff ridiculed a surgeon because they thought he did a silent 
prayer to himself prior to operating. I am not particularly religious but found it nice that he did this for the 
patient. They however found this offensive, even though the surgeon did not pray out loud or make anyone 
else join in. They felt justified and free to criticise and undermine his religious beliefs. Similarly several 
Muslim surgeons were ridiculed for using their breaks to go to pray. There are also lots of mainstream 
media TV programmes shown in Scotland with people who regularly mock anyone with religious faith. 
Please excuse my language but one comedian in particular is able to say"Fuck the fucking mother fucking 
Pope" and goes on to sing if anyone likes the Pope they are "a fucking kiddy findler too". This is deeply 
offensive to many Scottish Catholics but unlike Mrs Sturgeons quick response to Trumps comments about 
Muslims, the silence is deafening when it comes to ignoring slightly varied forms of ignorant religious hate. 
Critique and civil debate is one thing but clearly this sort of language and behaviour, passed of as 
"comedy/satire" is nothing of the sort. Its funny how our government uses semantics to excuse such hate 
e.g. with "artistic freedom of expression". But when Big Billy, my Rangers buddy sings "Fuck the Pope" its 
possibly an "offensive behavior" that could land him in the jail. Its hypocrisy and absolutely everything 
about this Act stinks of cultural snobbery,contradiction and ignorance. If you don't like football, don't watch 
it. If you don't like songs about the IRA or Fenian blood, don't listen to them. And if you want to get to the 
root of societal divisions, try focusing on real issues like giving people better employment and education 



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.  

opportunities. If you really do genuinely care about religious hate, be consistent and start with anti theist 
hate (a less discussed but growing trend in an increasingly aggressively secular society which in reality no 
longer has a Protestant/Rangers v Catholic/Celtic issue). 

 

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?  

Advantages 
 
Removal of stigmatisation of football fans as a group requiring special behaviour monitoring  
Freedom of expression regained 
Police can use existing laws to focus on more important issues within a football and non football 
environment 
Fans will not be criminalised/get criminal records for singing songs 
Clubs will be able to spend less time and money stressing about assisting policing such a confusing Act.  

 

 

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)?  

Leave this to the clubs and fans groups themselves to deal with along with advice from police, charity and 
other relevant bodies. They are much more aware of any in-house issues and how best to deal with them 
than politicians.  

 

 

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: 

As discussed in my previous notes. 

 

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 previous.  
 

 

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: 

It depends. If we are talking about obvious gross violent conduct and or vandalism that could have avoided 
with proper measures, then yes clubs should be penalised if they have been lazy or careless in providing 
such safety to their fans. In no way should this extend to displays of banners or songs or any other forms 
of communication. 

 

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)  

Im not sure  
 

 

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.  

Significant reduction in cost 

Comments: 

If repealed then obviously this will safe money in terms of policing 

 

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?  

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?  

No Response  

 

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

No Response  

 


