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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)  

 

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 opposed 

Comments: 

This act has evidently been proven not fit for purpose with many on charges for a considerable amount of 



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.  

time to be found not guilty. However, a portion of their lives damaged as a result of simply following their 
football team. 

 

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) there is already a law in place to tackle sectarianism which works. The OBAFA was brought in as a 
knee jerk to "even the scores" between Celtic and Rangers supporters. This is a stress on not just police 
resources pointlessly but people are being questioned and challenged for no apparent crime. In a 
democracy- political expression is not a crime. 
 
(B) football clubs could reduce the amount of officers at games and financially would be a sizeable impact 
on a Scottish game that is not at the level and nor will it return with the act in place. The gates are 
decreasing and the quality on the field is dying. Why punish supporters for backing their team because 
the SNP are so out of touch with us. 
 
(C) We can go to games as we always have done and support our clubs in a way we wish too. Singing 
songs of Ireland have always been part of us and to express this at football should not result in arrests 
etc. We live ina democracy and should be allowed to procrastinate our views on the terraces 
unchallenged. At the end of the day, certain grounds feel the need to advertise SNP advertisement 
boards. Politics is part of every day life. This included football. Nobody should have their lives turned 
upside down for singing a song at a football match.  

 

 

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)?  

This should be targeted at grass roots level. Within schools and communities. However, political 
expression should be identified and never shot down. There needs to be an idealisation on what is 
political expression and what is not. The act criminalises football fans for this and is a breach of freedom 
of speech.  
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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 opposed  

 

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)?  

Social networking is something hard to police and everyone os responsible for their own actions. The 
existing law on anti sectarianism should tackle this. However again, political expression and freedom of 
speech should not be targeted no matter if disagreed by the majority  

 

 



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  

 

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)  

There is legislation in place to tackle sectarianism and religious hatred that works. This should have been 
looked at before forcing through unfit legislation for political gain. Celtic supporters in particular campaign 
and progress anti sectarianism. Just because we are political should not justify this as an evening up 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 increase in cost 

Comments: 

Police have had a significant increase in spending budget to terrorise supporters the length and breadth of 
the country for supporting their team. This is a simple waste of tax payers moment and police resources. 
Especially when you look at crime stats across the country and how many have been convicted under this 
act. Police budgets have been justified on arrests rather than convictions which is completely wrong 
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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?  

Negative  

 

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

The bill has negative impacts on every group of society mentioned as is not fot for purpose and is a 
breach on freedom of speech.  

 

 



Page 18: General   

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

N/a  
 

 

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

I have direct experience of police Scotland trying to intimidate myself and friends of mine at football 
matches for no apparent reason other than being Celtic supporters. They have no jurisdiction to question 
us as no crime was committed or suspected to be. We were simply in a crowd and wearing a certain 
scarf. They have used this bill to try and intimidate us from coming to games and supporting our team  

 

 


