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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.  

Partially 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 someone who has had experience of being threatened on social media I would like the powers to put 
an immediate stop to such behaviour changed. Suspend then investigate. Not sure if this requires a 
separate act or changes to what is left of the OB but journalists and members of the public have been 
targeted by a thuggish element that prevents open and honest discussion. Scottish society would benefit 
from swifter action to curtail. 

 

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?  

Well perhaps it would put all of the above on the same side if the perceived unfair advantage it gives the 
police were removed. 
 
The Bill only attempts to tackle the symptoms and not the causes and it's removal might change focus 
back to the underlying problems that the media and football authority thrive on.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 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)?  

The media and football authority form an unholy commercial alliance around Celtic and Rangers. 
 
Stuck in a small league it is understandable that they wish to preserve commercial value but if the league 
became UK national that commercial imperative would disappear. 
 
That is where governments need to intervene. The game is too self centred to govern itself, witness the 
disaster since 2012. 
 
Time to widen the debate.  

 

 

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.  

Comments: 

As explained earlier I view the tackling of on line abusive and threatening behaviour as something that 
requires further investigation into how it works, identifying quickly who is responsible and nipping it quickly 
in the bud. A complaint to police Scotland seveal months ago has not stopped the behaviour against 
myself and a number of on line participants. It will require initial expanded resources to tackle more quickly 
using technology but after a few knocks on the door it will end. 

 

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)?  

Remove the anonymity if it's being used to launch threats. 
 



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)?  

Make it public who is under investigation and do it quickly on a dedicated Web site. 
 
Threatening behaviour removes any right to protection. 
 
Remove names if no case. 
 
Add addresses if they persist after a warning.  

 

 

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: 

Anywhere but Scotland because points cost money and I have no faith that if a push came to a shove false 
trails might be laid. If liability to be introduced behaviour that a club may be punished for would need to be 
set out including songs/tunes. Even criteria might help but it is the lack of definition of what is offensive that 
undermines the OB. 

 

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)  

Given the number of failed cases the sensible course would be to drop charges.  
 

 

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: 

The law is a poor one and attracts significant costs to police and judged. So it's hard to see why costs 
should not come down either significantly or at some reduction if other less costly approach taken. 

 

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?  

Cannot see any negative impact. It's a bad bill.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

In a chapter in the Edinburgh University publication Bigotry, Football and Scotland I was asked to provide 
a contribution as an everyday supporter. 
 
I'm conscious that in completing the survey the same thoughts prevail. 
 
Fix the game's governance. 
 
Fix the media. 
 
Government make it happen  

 

 

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

No  
 

 


