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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) 

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: 

The act appears to fuel the an "offended generation" culture. It encourages people to seek out offence 
where there was none before. The concept that the legality of an action is determined by the decision of a 
witness to take offence results in a very subjective legal situation where the "criminal" has no way of truly 
knowing if (s)he is committing a crime until his/her "victims" react. Furthermore, I trust the police and rely 
on them to keep me safe and secure. This act starts to drive a wedge between reasonable, fair minded 
football fans and the police. This legislation puts police in a difficult position which is alienating them from 
the mainstream football support and eroding trust. Lastly, this legislation is only in effect on the day a 
football match is being played. It baffles me to think a piece of legislation which explicitly targets a sub 
section of the community has actually made it into law. This act says that behaviour exhibited by a football 
fan on match day can be considered illegal even though another person exhibiting the same behaviour on 
any other day of the week is not breaking the law. This feeling of football fan victimisation further widens 
the trust gap between genuine, non-offensive fans ams the institutions supposed to protect us all. 

 

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 police can start to rebuild trust and work collaboratively with fans.  
 
Football supporters can start to believe that the country's political institutions listen to them.  

 

 

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)?  

Some element of "offensive behaviour" is inevitable at football matches. E.g. Swearing is not something I 
like my children to hear, but I do not expect any politicians/police/football club to protect me or my 
children from hearing it. I will educate my children on what is acceptable and what is not.  
 
Knowing that some "offensive behaviour" is inevitable, we then need to work together to build a culture of 
what is acceptable and what is not. Some self-policing within football supporters must happen. 
 
Fans ultras groups who often have the most influence on the songs sung and the larger banners/displays 
have a huge part to play.  
 
Social media influences the zeitgeist now more than ever. Promoting positive behaviour through these 
channels can help to move fans towards portraying their club in a positive light. Much of the media 
coverage from the recent international tournament in France was split between the extremes of violence 
in some cities and extensive displays of positive and passionate behaviour in others. The more focus on 
positive behaviour, the more likely it is to be repeated.  

 

 

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)?  

If communications are genuinely threatening, the existing breach of the peace legislation with its various 
aggravated special cases can be used to appropriately punish perpetrators  

 

 

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 support the concept of strict liability, but only where "offensive behaviour" is commonly understood. The 
ambiguity / subjective nature of the current legislation needs to be resolved before anyone (individuals or 
football clubs) can be held accountable for offences of this nature 

 

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?  

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?  

Not applicable. Fully protected under existing legislation  
 

 

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  

 


