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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: 

Donald Garrick 

 

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: 

It appears football is being especially targeted by this Bill to try and reduce sectarianism and inappropriate 
behaviour although the existing laws are adequate for this purpose. I find it incredible and insulting when 
someone at a Football Match can be arrested for singing a so called offensive song .The third verse of the 
so called British National Anthem ( it is really English as nobody else uses it ) is extremely insulting to 
anyone who is Scottish as it wants to " crush the rebellious "Scots ".I find that extremely insulting and 
offensive, but I suspect nobody will be arrested for singing it .Equally Flower of Scotland could be 
perceived by some as being anti English. This Bill is in part supposedly to attack sectarianism, which is a 
worthy aim. However every July, in Glasgow and through the Central Belt , thousands take part in a series 
of marches which are entirely sectarian and intimidatory to anyone not of that persuasion and is clearly 
intended to be so. There are many associated sectarian songs and their attitude of "we are the people " 
etc is entirely sectarian . You would make far more impact on sectarianism if you controlled events such as 
these, but I guess you consider Football Fans to be an easy target and have virtually no "clout" compared 
to the sectarian activists who arrange and participate in these marches. 

 

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 of Repeal 
 
This act is causing unnecessary friction between the Police and Supporters with the Police being the sole 
arbitrators of what is offensive and what is not.We seem to be getting very close to the 1984 " thought 
police" with the Police thinking you might be going to participate in a sectarian or offensive act. 
 
I imagine if you asked 100 people what is offensive behaviour you would get a multitude of answers. 
 
It also encourages supporters to give up watching Scottish football because of the potential hassle and 
they become TV Football fans only. Once lost to the game they never come back to the detriment to the 
Scottish game. 
 
Already the Police seem to be running this country, deciding which events are allowed and which are not 
. Sometimes this is justified in the interests of Public Safety, but now they are dictating how many fans 
are allowed in, even if the Stadium is only about two thirds full . 
 
There are no disadvantages  

 

 

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)?  

As previously stated, attack the big sectarian and offensive events (orange order marches etc) to reduce 
endemic sectarianism and eventually it will diminish at football matches and other events. 
 
I think the Scottish Government and other politicians "bottle it" by concentrating on small events such as 
football matches as they are frightened to address the real problem and lose votes. 
 
Lets be honest not every football fan is a saint but most that I have observed have behave responsibly 
.Having more women and children at a game also seems to have a calming effect but there will always be 
a tiny minority whose behaviour is unreasonable. 
 
The amount of trouble at most football matches is much less than you would find in a City Centre on a 
Saturday night ,but they don't appear to be closing down Pubs and Clubs who are consistent trouble 
spots  
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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: 

The act unreasonably targets football supporters while ignoring much bigger and endemic problems in 
society 

 

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)?  

Schools and education have the greatest impact in tackling unreasonable behaviour although, as in all 
human activities ,you have to accept we do not live in a perfect world and not everyone is perfect. 
 
Schools have been a big help in attacking Racialism and Sexual Orientation and I am sure they could do 
the same for offensive behaviour. 
 
The other problem is that it is impossible to accurately define "Offensive Behaviour " as everyone has 
their own definition. 
 
This Government is very close to making Scotland a "quasi police state". We have the Police routinely 
carrying guns on the streets without approval,young children being routinely stopped and searched,and a 
Police Force who no longer have the full support of the society they police. There was a time when I knew 
most of the police in this area but now I don't know a single officer. By making the Police a national 
service it has made them totally distant from society in general and football fans in particular.  
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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?  

No 

Comments: 

This would be an "open door" for rival fans to pretend they come from another club to spoil their reputation 
and cause them to be penalised. Certain clubs have been guilty of issuing inflamatory press releases 
which encourages offensive behaviour and perhaps that could be better controlled by the football 
authorities. I think some club directors have been filmed singing sectarian songs but as usual nothing has 
been done about it. This irks the normal football fan as it seems to be one law for some and a different law 
for others 

 

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)  

Just repeal the act and use the existing laws to control trouble makers which seemed to work reasonable 
well in the past. 
 
Get the responsible footballs fans onside and they will help identify habitual troublemakers.  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

Hopefully less police required in the Stadia . For example in even small games in Dundee they import 
Police Horses from Glasgow which must be extremely costly. 

 

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?  

Positive  

 

Q10. In what ways could any negative impact of the Bill on any of these protected groups be minimised or 
avoided?  

I wouldn't accept that football fans are anymore intolerant of these groups than society in general. 
Football supporters are from a wide spectrum of society and surely include all the above groups.  
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Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the 
consultation document?  

The original Bill was a kneejerk reaction to perceived problems which do exist in football, but no more 
than in society in general. 
 
It immediately puts the onus on the Police to identify and control offensive behaviour when nobody can 
define or confirm what is offensive or what is not. 
 
This reduces the effectiveness of the Police in their general duties as most Football Supporters only 
encounter the police at matches and as a consequence base their opinions on that experience. Without 



Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the 
consultation document?  

the Police Force there would be anarchy and it is up society in general and politicians in particular to 
ensure the police are not put in an invidious position where they lose the support of members of the 
public who they are trying to protect, by being asked to enforce an unworkable law. 
 
The Offensive Behaviour Bill should be repealed as it fails to do what it says on the tin and in fact ,many 
such as myself would argue, that it can make a bad situation worse when it is arbitarily applied as it 
always will be, as no one can accurately define or confirm what is offensive behaviour.  

 

 

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

No  
 

 


