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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: 

Andrew Hall 

 

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 offensive behaviour act is a terrible mistake. It turns law abiding citizens like myself against police due 
to the continued and unwarranted harassment. If I see a police office talking to a football fan now, no 
matter their team or demeanour etc I stop to make sure somebody is filming the encounter so that the fan 
cannot be wrongfully accused by the officer. Why do police officers need the ability to arrest anyone for 
anything? Why are the punishments for such potential breaches of the act handed out before trial and 
therefore with no innocent until proven guilty? Why are such things potential offences at the football but not 
in any other walk of life? Why was my democratic protest about the Israeli apartheid system and the 
intolerable breaches of humans rights they commit allowed and yet other protests may or may not be 
allowed? Where is the line which fans need to tow? Who makes these judgements? How can we have 
laws which seem to be entirely dependant on whether a police officer is having a bad day and feels like 
arresting somebody? How is that legal? 

 

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?  

Laws that are legally defendable. Laws that are understood by the public and can be followed. Laws that 
take into account existing legislation and the fact there is no need for such new laws. Laws which don't 
discriminate against football fans but not people in any other sector of society. Improved relations 
between police and fans with just policing. Laws which do not begin the punishment the moment a 
potentially innocent citizen is accused.  

 

 

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)?  

Clear and understandable laws. Police who actually bother to arrest people in stadiums when they really 
do deserve it. (otherwise let's just save money and have stewards). Acknowledgment that two football 
teams in Glasgow did not invent hundreds of years of colonial rule and religious oppression which has led 
to divided communities to just increase marketing AND therefore the responsibility for and solution to 
such problems might not just be the responsibility of those teams on matchday. 
 
Safe standing and the separation of supportors into standing and singing, standing, occasionally 
standing, sitting, child, oap and via sections. Each managed to keep volatile sections apart. Each with 
their own code of conduct and enforced rules (ie no prolonged standing in seated sections). Just like is 
done in Europe at countless stadiums.  

 

 

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: 

The act should be completely removed. 

 



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)?  

Any legislation about behaviour should apply to all of society and not just to football. If all of society is 
agreed then fair enough. Otherwise why hasn't crime at T in the Park or music gigs, or night clubs across 
the country led to specific discriminatory legislation towards those sectors?  

 

 

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: 

Snp Mp Natalie McGary for Glasgow East is accused of fraud from her time as head of women for indie. 
She is now a member amd even employee of the Snp. Should they be strictly liable for the potentially 
illegal actions she has taken without their consent, instruction or even knowledge? Or since the snp will 
have done everything reasonable possible to prevent this kind of thing should they be OK? What about 
pubs and nightclubs who spill drunken customers out onto the street at closing where they end up in fights 
and cause damage, public urination etc. Should those establishments be responsible for the actions of 
their customers? What about the late night fast food providers where these fights often happen, should 
they be responsible after letting the drunken customers in? How on earth are football teams meant to know 
the inner thoughts and plans of fans or even just customers who have bought tickets to a game? Even 
beyond that, when fans have not even gone to the game and are nowhere near official club employees in 
pubs and home towns, how on earth does a club police that? Surely this is why the club amd fans pay 
taxes so police can police that?  

 

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)  

None. The act is unfairly only about football. It is unjust, unworkable and often unimplementable. It should 
just be repealed regardless of whether polling shows being 'tough' on football fans wins votes.  

 

 

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.  

Unsure 

Comments: 

Finances are irrelevant. Being hit with such a charge from the police would cause most people to lose their 
job, their ability to support their team, their season ticket, their dignity and put them under immense 
pressure for months waiting for trial. Then judges often through out such trials calling the law 'mince' and 



Q8. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the 
proposed Bill to have? Please provide any comments.  

recently having a police officer admit to not actually knowing the meaning of the song he arrested 
somebody for singing. In the face of such negative effects on citizens lives and with such poor legal 
justification, the financial worries of changing the situation should be irrelevant. 

 

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?  

Negative  

 

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

Repeal the act. 
 
Or find a way to make act acceptable to be implemented across all of Scottish society at all times. If that 
is unpalatable the. Why on earth is it OK for just the football?  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

Is the act not a breach of my human rights? It treats me with a singular disdain as a football fan which is 
not applied to any other sector of society at any other time.  

 

 

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

Constant police harassment.  
 

 


