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Page 2: About you    

Are you responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation?   

on behalf of an organisation   

  

Which of the following best describes you? (If you are a professional or academic, but not in a subject 

relevant to the consultation, please choose "Member of the public".)   

No Response   

  

Please select the category which best describes your organisation   

Commercial organisation (company, business)   

  

Please choose one of the following; if you choose the first option, please provide your name or the name 

of your organisation as you wish it to be published.   

I would like this response to be anonymous (the response may be published, but no name)  

 
Name or Name of Organisation  
nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 

  

Please provide details of 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.   

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn 
  

  

Page 7: Your views on the proposal    

Q1. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposal to introduce strict liability for football 

clubs in Scotland?   



Fully opposed  

 
Please explain the reasons for your response  
The individuals, small in number, who participate in Unacceptable Conduct will do so irrespective of what 

additional legislation is put in place. It is unfair to hold clubs legally responsible for the behaviour of 

individuals who are willing to misbehave despite the existing rules, regulations and sanctions that are in 

place. All football clubs have made good progress in trying to stamp out something that is a social problem  

Q1. Which of the following best expresses your view of the proposal to introduce strict liability for football 

clubs in Scotland?   

and not one confined to football by working collaboratively with supporters groups and those involved in the 

match day process.  

  

Q2. Could the aims of this proposal be better delivered in another way (without a Bill in the Scottish 

Parliament)?   

Yes (if so, please explain below)  

 
Please explain the reasons for your response  
There are currently no evidenced based arguments to prove that the introduction of Strict Liability in 

football has done anything to improve the actions of the minority who involve themselves in unacceptable 

behaviour. Football clubs do not condone unacceptable conduct at any level and by all parties with a 

common interest continuing to work together we can continue the progress that has been made in 

educating individuals in something that is a social issue and not one confined to football.  

  

Q3. What do you think would be the main advantages, if any, of holding clubs responsible for the 

behaviour of their supporters?   

We see no advantages in holding clubs responsible for the actions of some misguided individuals intent 
on behaving in an unacceptable manner.   

  

  

Q4. What do you think would be the main disadvantages, if any, of holding clubs responsible for the 

behaviour of their supporters?   

There are currently robust levels of punishment measures in place within in Scottish Football. The 
introduction of further sanctions on businesses already taking all reasonable steps to ensure that 
supporters behave in an acceptable manner are unwarranted and unnecessary.   
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Q5. If there is to be a system of strict liability, which of the following behaviours do you think should be 

covered (choose all that apply)--   

Please explain the reasons for your response  
There are existing detailed and robust rules and regulations in place through the SFA and SPFL for 

dealing with all the types of behaviours noted above.  

  

Q6. If there is to be a system of strict liability, which of the following sanctions do you think should be 

available (choose all that apply)--   

Please explain the reasons for your response  
There are existing detailed and robust rules and regulations in place through the SFA and SPFL for 

imposing the majority of the sanctions noted above without the introduction of strict liability.  
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Q7. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the 

proposed Bill to have on:   

 

 
   

Significant 

increase in 

cost  

Some  
increase 

in cost  

Broadly 

costneutral  
Some  

reduction 

in cost  

Significant 

reduction in 

cost  
Unsure  

 

(a) Football clubs  X                 

(b) Football 

supporters and 

other individuals  
X                 

(c) Scottish  
Government and 

public sector bodies  
(such as Police 

Scotland)  

                  

 

Please explain the reasons for your response.  

Any system of strict liability will leave clubs open to additional business costs which could not be absorbed 

and would ultimately lead to increased match day costs something all clubs work extremely hard at this 

time to avoid. We see no opportunity for potential savings.  
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Q8. What overall impact is the proposed Bill likely to have on equality, taking account of the following 

protected characteristics (under the Equality Act 2010): age, disability, gender re-assignment, marriage and 

civil partnership, pregnancy and maternity, race, religion and belief, sex, sexual orientation?   

Neutral (neither positive nor negative)  

 
Please explain the reasons for your response  
Football clubs, in general work closely with and are supportive of all the groups with a common interest 

and noted in the question and we see no advantages positive or negative to them.  

  

Q9. In what ways could any negative impact of the proposed Bill on any of these protected characteristics 

be minimised or avoided?   

It is unlikely that there could be any minimisation of the negative impact of the proposed Bill.  
  

  

Page 16: Sustainability of the proposal    

Q10. Do you consider that the proposed Bill can be delivered sustainably, i.e. without having likely future 

disproportionate economic, social and/or environmental impacts?   

No  

 
Please explain the reasons for your response.  
There will be undoubted additional costs involved for all clubs and at varying levels. These costs will 

require to be recovered by the business and given that the majority of football clubs depend heavily on 

revenues taken through gate receipts on match days this would be the only viable route of recovery, 

something all clubs would seek to avoid but unfortunately in the current prevailing financial climate would 

be left with no alternative.  

  

Page 17: General    

Q11. Do you have any other comments or suggestions on the proposal to introduce strict liability for 

football clubs in Scotland?   



All clubs are currently subject to the rules/regulations and sanctions of both the SFA and the SPFL 
whereby we are required take all reasonable steps to ensure compliance. To ask any business to take full 
responsibility for the misbehaviour of individuals attending their premises is totally unacceptable. If the 
minority of individuals who partake in unacceptable behaviour whilst attending football matches are not 
deterred by the possibility of criminal prosecution and sanctions being imposed on their clubs are they 
likely to be dissuaded by the introduction of strict liability, we think not. In fact the introduction of strict 
liability may in some circumstances encourage supporters of other clubs involving themselves in 
unacceptable behaviour in full the knowledge that this could lead to the home club being subjected to 
sanctions.  
  
Any business (outwith football) taking all reasonable steps to ensure that their patrons do not engage in 
behaviour deemed unacceptable would not be punished. Why should football be singled out by the 
introduction of strict liability when there is no actual evidence contained in the Consultation Document 
that proves that it would be an effective deterrent to a minority of misguided individuals intent on 
misbehaving. These individuals are not the responsibility of football clubs but society and should be dealt 
with in that context not by the introduction of strict liability, something that is fundamentally unfair to 
impose on football clubs in isolation.   

  

  


