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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.  

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 legislation is subjective,what offends each of us is different,this costs us needlessly as the courts in 
the main have thrown out the vast majority of cases,Sheriffs have critiqued the legislation as poor -
Sectarianism did not start at a football game,it is a societal problem and should be dealt with 
socially,economically and politically by society at large.Why are football fans being targeted when 
sectarianism is inculcated at all levels of society in Scotland and that is were legislation should be targeted 
so that socially,economically and politically we will have a better society -politicizing Sectarianism leads to 
mistrust,will lead to a decline in votes for those pursuing legislation -for the land that gave us the Arbroath 
declaration to give us this act is an inpingement on human rights and a barrier to free speech  

 

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?  

first advantage- Cost to our society,pursuing cases thro courts that are vindictive to football fans but get 
thrown out of court as 'bad law'this cost appears not to be highlighted and is lost in the obfuscation of 
attempting to isolate sectarianianism to football,as any child will tell you in larkhall or the Garngad it starts 
long before football 
 
The advantages of repeal to football clubs would be that they would not be stained 'doing nothing' when 
in fact it is generations of government of all parties at all levels who have done nothing at a societal level 
with their lack of policies to attack sectarianism which is deep routed in Scotland 
 
The ordinary fan will not be criminalized for behaviour that a sheriff may/maynot find offensive.The law 
needs defined parameters.this law does not give that,it is a mess  

 

 

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)?  

There was plenty of legislation in place.its stupidity is boundless,50,000 singing sectarian songs is not 
policeable.The government should lay out a social ,economic and political path that will eradicate 
sectarianism from nursery schools upwards,a deep education programme,alas its easy to spot football 
when the causes of sectarianism are there long before one goes to a football match  

 

 

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.  

Fully supportive 

Comments: 

Sectarianism is not isolated to football,if it were,this act would make sense,alas it is nonsense. 
Sectarianism in Scotland is deep routed,inculcated and augments ignorance. Sectarianism already costs 
society,by pursuing this act and propogating the myth that govt is doing something.it is not,it is 
criminalizing people needlessly based on a subjective judgement. Sectarianism is deep rooted,The OBA 
act is attempting to make cream without milk,a bad top down approach 

 



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)?  

ah the old how do we police the internet?YOU DONT.legislation was already in place.This focuses on 
sectarianism which is a deeply layered Scottish problem and has been since the reformation  

 

 

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: 

Most clubs in Scotland were already pro active in combatting sectarianism,they have been for years,alas 
government have not been,this poor attempt highlights how poor this attempt has been.it is poor law built 
on the lack of social,economic and political legislation to tackle sectarianism at all levels of society. 

 

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)  

This is bad law.it will remain bad law.no amount of tinkering will make it a good law.it will still be a bad law  
 

 

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 

Comments: 

money saved not pursuing bad law to the public purse money saved by those whose cases are thrown out 
of court as generally(tactically) it generally takes 4 or 5 appearances in court(at our expense) before this 
law is thrown out. money an cost to those who have been subjected to the subjective piece of legislation, 

 

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?  

in my opinion there would only be a positive effect from repeal.I do not think there would be a negative 
impact  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

The consultation document focus on bad law and its repeal and rightly so.Sectarianism and offence 
through it is not solely a football problem,it is a society problem and needs to be approached as such  

 

 

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

my experience of the act is only through talking to people affected by it 
-criminalizing and tainting of our young people 
-costs to family friend of continual court appearances prior to sheriff throwing out legislation,no 
recompense to those charged and pursued at great expense to the public purse 
-above family friend has no criminal record,sheriff threw it out(again at public expense) 
-in pursuing this act it shows government can do something about sectarianism,alas the social economic 
and political programme needs to start younger,target society at large and not put all the burden of 
offence onto football fans when every scottish person will tell you it starts long before football  

 

 


