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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) 

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: 

As the act focuses solely on football supporters and criminalises them for offences which may not be 
considered criminal in other settings I view this as discriminatory. I also feel that football is not the place to 
begin addressing the issue of sectarianism, perhaps this should begin with investigating the effects of 
separate schooling for Catholics. Separating children from age 5 because of religion seems a more likely 
cause of sectarianism than issues involving football. 

 

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) Advantages to the Justice System and Police: - This rushed and over complex legislation would be 
removed and offences could be dealt with under simpler, pre-existing legislation which already cover all 
offences in The Act. 
b) Advantages to football clubs: - I do not feel I am in a position to give an opinion on this area. 
c) Advantages to football supporters: - Allows them to feel an equal member of society who's crimes are 
punished in the same way as any other member of the public.  

 

 

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)?  

1) Police: - must treat all supporters equally and not as criminals before any wrong doing has actually 
occurred. As a Rangers supporter, on more than one occasion when attending away fixtures, I have felt 
as though I am being treated unequally in comparison with the home support. Filming of supporters by 
police officers, whilst I don't agree with it, I understand if it helps to prevent crimes or convict people who 
commit a crime, however this filming only seems to be of Rangers supporters. An example of this being 
the fixture versus Aberdeen at Pittodrie on 25th September 2016. Also at this fixture there were several 
'rushes' of fans towards the fence/barrier separating the supporters, Rangers fans were restrained and 
video'd whilst Aberdeen fans were allowed to be pressed against the fence causing severe provocation 
as well as throwing missiles - a friend of mine was struck by a coin centimetres above his eye.  
I fully acknowledge that Rangers supporters also cause trouble at football matches and that they also 
should be punished where appropriate, however it seems to me that Police Scotland have been 
instructed to target Rangers supporters more strongly than others despite incidents over the past 2-3 
years involving crowd disorder at matches involving Rangers being caused/initiated by opposition 
supporters. Hibernian in the Scottish Cup Final 2016 springs to mind but I have neither the time nor the 
willpower to discuss this, and the Scottish Football Association, Scottish Government and Police 
Scotland's disgraceful retrospective dealing of the situation, in detail.  
A further example was the pitch invasion and attempted assault on a Rangers player (Lee McCulloch) at 
the fixture versus Motherwell on 31 May 2015 in which Rangers fans remained restrained despite 
provocation following the conclusion of the match and stayed in the seated area. Despite this, when 
attending the Motherwell versus Rangers match on 16th July at Fir Park the police presence was focused 
entirely on the Rangers support and also took no action when missiles were thrown at a Rangers player 
(Lee Wallace) by the Motherwell supporters mere feet from the section of Officers. 
It is these fairly blatant examples of unequal treatment which I believe causes a great deal of hostility at 
football matches with fans becoming frustrated at unfair treatment. This is an issue which urgently 
requires to be dealt with.  

 

 

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: 

Offences under these sections are already covered elsewhere in 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)?  

No Response  

 

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: 

I believe clubs can be punished but only if it can be proved that they have not taken reasonable steps to 
attempt to control fan behaviour. A club should not be held entirely responsible for the actions of 
individuals who regardless of a club's stance and/or measures have their own willpower. 

 

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.  

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?  

Slightly positive  

 

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  

 


