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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: 

Paul Cavanagh 

 

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: 

The act is illiberal. It selectively constrains freedom of expression based on demographic (young working 
class) and interest (football ) in a way that is at odds with our values and social norms. One person can be 
arrested for causing imagined offence whilst another can say the same thing and win a perrier award. 

 

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?  

Policing needs to be based on consent, equality, common sense and shared values. Prior to this act 
Scottish policing at football was at the forefront; now it is characterised by distrust and opposition.  
I don't think clubs particularly care. Supporters will be freed from the risk of arrest for an offence which 
exists in the minds of others - how on earth can you know what is offensive when it is impossible to define 
the concept?  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 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

I am with Voltaire - i hate what you say but i would defend to the death your right to say it. Politicians and 
the police should legislate for criminality, not taste.  
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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.  

Partially supportive 

Comments: 

Less sure about this don't understand why people are so distressed by social media interaction but it's 
clear that they are 

 

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)?  

No view i tend to favour freedom of expression but threats are clearly inappropriate breach of the peace 
and telecommunications act should cover it though  

 

 

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?  

No 

Comments: 

No. I refer to the inherent subjectivity of the concept of offensiveness. 

 

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 scrap it  
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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 

Comments: 

Police with cameras could be freed up to fight crime 

 

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?  

The current bill discriminates against people who have an opinion  
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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?  

I fully support the repeal of the obfa  
 

 

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

Yes. I am middle aged and middle class. I go to football and am ignored by the police. Young people 
however are photographed, questioned and bullied. I witnessed the surreal episode at Hamilton where a 
banner protesting the act was removed by the police who apparently found it offensive. The (law abiding ) 
teenage son of an acquaintance was charged for singing an Irish folk song celebrating an event that took 
place a hundred years ago and suffered a great deal of distress before his case was dismissed. I am 
outraged that our politicians have made this happen - it is hypocritical that political views held 
passionately by young people are criminalised by people who make their living by expressing their own 
political views passionately. I do not hold irish republican or loyalist views - i do respect the rights of 
others to hold them and in particular i think it is a good thing if young people have passionate views - 
better that than apathy  

 

 


