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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 am content for my response to be attributed to me (as an individual) 

Name: 

Andrea McMenamin 

 

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: 

any of these so called OBFA crimes can be committed outside of a football game with no action, how it 
can totally change inside a football stadium is ludicrous 

 

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?  

a) this act is a total waste of tax payers money and a waste of police resources and the budget for 
scotland, the officers attached to FIU go all over scotland and europe at our expense. The SNP have to 
find money for every government department, they could make a start with millions of savings on this 
disgraceful act that was put through with no debate because it suited the then first minister 
 
b) football clubs have cctv in every part of their ground and they also pay Police Scotland to be in 
attendance, i fail so see what difference it makes paying FIU extra money for doing the same job as a 
normal police officer 
 
c) Football fans are treated as hooligans and thugs by Police Scotland, they are normal hard working 
people who follow a certain football team and to police scotland and the SNP Government that is a crime. 
People can't go to see their team play without the fear of being arrested in a dawn raid x amount of days 
after a game because a police officer found a song/gesture/comment offensive  

 

 

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)?  

Certain clubs self policed up until this dreadful act was forced, they have their own disciplinary for 
misbehaved fans 
 
I'd imagine politicians are the last people to ask for a view on football games and the fans they are so out 
of touch with the real world. The SNP are the elected voice of Scotland, it's about time they actually 
listened to the people who gave them their powers 
 
Police Scotland handle football matches in way nobody would believe unless they actually go 
 
Clubs are forced into revealing fans name and addresses which is against data protection, but under this 
act is is legal, disgraceful 
 
I as a football fan for over 40 years gave up going to watch my team because of the treatment by police 
scotland, standing at away games all over scotland being filmed, for what?? supporting a football team, if 
this was any other sport eg: rugby there would be condemnation of it 

 

 

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.  

Unsure  

 



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)?  

there has always been legislation in place before this act was rushed through  
 

 

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?  

Yes 

Comments: 

if a club was fined time and again then the fans would be damaging their own club and would think twice 
about it 

 

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 transition arrangement would be necessary as things were fine without this dreadful act 

 

 

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.  

Significant 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?  

Positive  

 



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

No Response  

 

Page 18: General   

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

Football fans on the whole are normal everyday people who happen to enjoy supporting their team, this 
act is ruining the great game for many people as they are scared that a song or a comment could land 
them with a hate crime conviction  

 

 

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

yes i have involving my son with trumped up allegations, he was on CCTV with FIU the whole time as 
they like to give him and his friends a police escort too and from away grounds, he was with them when 
the alleged crime was committed but that didn't stop maryhill CID harassing him for months about it, they 
stopped this when i opened the door to them at 1 am and they asked to come in they said my son knew 
why they were here, i told them i did too and why were they wasting police resources harassing myself 
and my son when they had their own CCTV evidence that my son was nowhere near when the alleged 
crime happened, they left me a card and asked for him to phone them, after months of harassment, me 
refusing to let them into my home and telling them they knew he wasn't involved they never got back in 
touch. They go out their way to terrorise young lads who do nothing wrong except support their team 
which incidentally costs a lot of money  

 

 


