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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 supportive 

Comments: 

I fully support the proposal to repeal the act. I feel there are already laws in place to tackle sectarian and 



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.  

discriminatory behaviour, the act creates a vast grey area regarding offensiveness that has never been 
cleared up. Who is offended etc... what is, what is not offensive. 

 

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. The trust between police and fans may improve. The relationship between the two are at an all time 
low because of the act. Because of the dawn raids. Because of the constant filming. Because of the 
charges that more often than not result in a not guilty.  
 
B. Football clubs will no longer be pulled in one direction by fans opposing the bill and the police who are 
in favour of the bill. The balancing act of trying to keep both sides happy while they are at war with each 
other would be over. The clubs can deal with issues in house and not have the police and the 
government drawn into, largely, minor incidents. 
 
C. The grey area the act has created around what is offensive and what is not, who is offended and what 
constitutes a crime is removed. The fear of being dragged through court for 12 months or more, your 
name in newspapers, loss of earnings, for a likely not guilty because the act is so flawed - is removed.  

 

 

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)?  

Offensive is a very vague choice of word. 
Preventing religiously based hatred, racial hatred and other kinds of intolerance is best prevented by 
educating our children, regardless of a sporting event taking place or not.  
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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 supportive  

 

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 is a difficult balance between freedom of expression and tackling online abuse/hatred. I don't 
believe it is the place of the government or the police to be involved in Twitter of Facebook slanging 
matches and arrest someone who's made a derogatory comment. That is the type of arrests we have 
seen under this act. More serious threatening communications online such as terrorism offences have 
other laws in place to be used.  

 

 

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: 

The government, largely, should not be involved in punishing football clubs for whatever they deem to be 
offensive. This should be left to those that run the sport, club or individual competition. There has been an 
unjustified hysteria created around the very vague subject of offensiveness and how the government must 
be seen the be at the centre of it. They do not, there is not large scale disruption at football games. There 
is very little football related violence. There are rules in place in each competition to deal with unsavoury 
incidents. 

 

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)  

All current Charges should be dropped when the act is repealed.  
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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: 

The inflated budget of the police can be brought under control with the removal of the redundant FOCUS 
unit when the Act is repealed 

 

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?  

I don't believe there will be any negative impact to the groups provided. I don't believe there are mobs of 
racists waiting for the act to be repealed so they can negatively impact minority groups. I believe there is 
already legislation which is succesfully reducing crime against the groups named.  

 

 

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 OBFA has damaged people's lives. It has put relationships under stress. It has cost people 
thousands of pounds in lost earnings. It has a terrible charge/guilty ratio. It has cost an unbelievable 
amount of money. It has huge opposition and I hope the elected members of our parliament can see that. 
People have been arrested at their homes at 5am because they are believed to have 
shouted/swore/behaved in a manner which would normally be dealt with with a breach of the peace. The 
manner in which they have been arrested is akin to that of kingpin drug dealers. It is totally over the top 
and counter productive.  

 

 

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

Yes. I have been charged under the Act for an alleged offence that would normally be dealt with through 
a breach of the peace. I am alleged to have sworn at a police officer. After weeks of investigating, 
trawling through names, photos, addresses and other details held on every day football fans the police 
came to my home on a Monday morning to arrest me. You would forgive my neighbours and employer for 
thinking my alleged crime was a much more serious matter. That is damage that cannot be undone. The 
seeds of doubt have been planted because "nobody would have the police come to their door at that time 
in the morning for swearing". I am at a loss financially because of the numerous postponed court dates. I 
believe the police do not care about the final result of each case, I believe they do their best to increase 
arrest statistics and try to justify their budget. I do not believe this act has helped change attitudes 
positively, it has only harmed the relationship between football fans and the police.  

 

 


