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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 am content for this response to be attributed to me or my organisation  

 
Name or Name of Organisation  
Stenhousemuir Football Club Community Interest Company  

  

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.   
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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  
Stenhousemuir FC fully supports the authorities taking strong action against the minority of individuals who 

cause disorder or engage in unacceptable behaviour at football matches. However, we do not believe that 

legislative strict liability is the correct solution to deal with these issues. Strict liability punishes clubs, even 

if they are not responsible for the issues caused. In addition, strict liability punishes clubs even if they go 

above and beyond all reasonable steps to prevent disorder, but one individual fan steps out of line. This is  

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

clubs in Scotland?   

unfair and in general, goes against the normal rules of fairness that exist in Scottish society. Strict liability 

has not been proven to be effective. There is already a form of strict liability at UEFA matches, and in FA 

matches. Despite this, there is repeated disorder including pyrotechnics, vandalism, unacceptable singing 

chants and language, pitch invasions, as well as more serious gang related serious violence. Strict liability 

hasn't dettered these behaviours. It is accepted in criminal justice that to effect behavioural change, it is 

vital to ensure the perpetrator of a crime accepts responsibility for their actions. Strict liability passes the 

responsibility, and the punishment on to the club - a third party, not the perpetrator. This will not deter 

people from engaging in unacceptable behaviour, nor will it change behaviour in the short term or long 

term. Part of the argument for introducing strict liability, is that other fans will no longer tolerate those that 

step out of line as it may be costing their team in fines or points deductions. This is a call for mob rule. This 

is a signal to fans to potentially engage in intimidation or threatening behaviour with others. In this 

scenario, who acts as judge and jury as to what is acceptable and what form of punishment the mob is to 

dish out? This form of mob rule should not be encouraged. Additionaly, the overwhelming majority of fans 

in Scotland are well behaved, let's not turn them into criminals through ganging up on others to enforce 

order. Alongside the majority of fans who are well behaved, so too are the majority of clubs. In this respect, 

we mean that there are a significant number of clubs in Scotland, ours included, that do not have issues 

with disorder. We generally do not have police either inside our outside our games. Strict liability is 

therefore a sledgehammer to crack a nut - where there is no nut! Tackle those clubs who have an issue, by 

tackling the fans that are causing the problem. We believe that there is an argument that Scottish Football 

authorities have not done enough to deal with some behavioural issues in football. However, we would 

hope that the football authorities, together with government, with the support of other agencies, could all 

get together and find an acceptable system of tackling these issues without the need for overpowering 

legislation and an unfair system that penalises all clubs and supporters.   

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

behaviour of their supporters?   



  

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  
We would support, and play a part in if required, a multi agency/authority approach to finding a workable 

solution to these issues. This would be the football authorities, together with government, with the support 

of other agencies, working together to find an acceptable system of tackling unacceptable behaviour. The 

objective of the bill is not to see clubs penalised or fans criminalised, it is to see an end to unacceptable 

behaviour and conduct. To achieve this, resources need to be spent on tackling the offending behaviours, 

and targeting those involved with a view to educating, supporting or encouraging them to change. Third 

party fines won't do this. Cooperation between the above groups will.  

  

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

behaviour of their supporters?   

Clubs already have a responsibility to work with supporters and curtail unacceptable behaviour. Clubs 
need to be supported in this respect, not penalised when a small minority won't listen.   

  

  

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

behaviour of their supporters?   

  
It will also act as a detterent to clubs to try to improve behaviour, because acting on an issue might 
merely give notice of issues to authorities and result in fines or points deductions.  
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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  
We do not believe in strict liability so are unable to answer this point.  

  

In terms of strict liability, the perpetrator(s) of the offence can often go unpunished, but clubs are fined or 
have points deducted. This has serious financial implications, and issues in terms of fairness of 
competition and sporting integrity.  
  
Holding a third party accountable for someone else's actions will not act as a detterent to the minority of 

thugs intent on causing disorder.  



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  
We do not believe in strict liability so are unable to answer this point  
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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)  

   X              

 
Please explain the reasons for your response.  
(a) Football clubs There would need to be an increase in stewarding costs which may have the counter 

effect of preventing disorder as law abiding fans, quite rightly, do not wish to feel that they are under 

suspicion. The costs of fines, even if it is only a visiting club's fans causing the issues, could be heavy. (b) 

Football supporters and other individuals With so little money in Scottish football, smaller clubs rely on gate 

receipts to pay for costs. An increase in costs can only be met by increasing ticket prices for an already 

dwindling number of fans. (c) Scottish Government and public sector bodies (such as Police Scotland) 

Money will need to be spent enforcing the new laws.   
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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  
We do not see any of the above being positively or negatively affected.  

  

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

be minimised or avoided?   

Not applicable  
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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?   

Unsure  

 
Please explain the reasons for your response.  
We do not have the information to answer this.  
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Q11. Do you have any other comments or suggestions on the proposal to introduce strict liability for 

football clubs in Scotland?   

No  
  

  


