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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?  

Professional with experience in a relevant subject  

 

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: 

Ann-Marie Anderson 

 

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: 

There is clearly a high level of ambiguity surrounding the Offensive Behaviour Act - prosecuting individuals 
on the basis of being 'offensive' is unworkable as proven time and time again when individuals appear in 
court. Money used on the bill and bringing such weak criminal cases against 'perpetrators' would be much 
better used in education and throughout communities to help combat the issues which the Offensive 
Behaviour Act has so far failed to do. The act criminalises sections of community and is causing a climate 
of fear for football fans attending matches throughout Scotland, further damaging relationships between 
police and the Scottish working class community. 

 

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?  

The Police and justice system have undoubtedly felt a necessity to target individuals under the legislation 
which has reduced public trust and damaged relationships between the public and Police. The legislation 
is ill thought out and places pressure on police officers across Scotland to define criminality on the basis 
of their own interpretation of the act and their own ethical values. The act criminalises young working 
class individuals who under any other law, would not be found to be committing an offence, directly 
impacting on future opportunities which is counter-productive.  

 

 

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)?  

Education for individuals is key to reducing sectarianism and hate crime. Further investment to charities 
such as nil by mouth and into our high schooling systems would have been sufficient to continuing the 
work which was already being completed across Scotland to combat serious offences, the Offensive 
Behaviour Act has been counterproductive as it has damaged relations between rival fans further by 
affording fans the opportunity to report crimes based on offensiveness in addition to damaging relations 
between Police Scotland and football fans.  

 

 

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  

 

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)?  

As aforementioned, education is the key to changing attitudes of young people growing up in a 
technological world.  

 

 

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: 

It is unfair to place the burden on clubs when fans have committed offences as there is no way of 
controlling or pre-empting this. Clubs should be encouraged to work alongside communities and education 
to challenge attitudes where possible but they should not be held accountable for individual actions 

 

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)  

Charges based on offensiveness should be dropped but individuals should be given the opportunity to 
take part in programmes of education if they feel it would benefit them going forward  

 

 

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: 

Reduction in wasting police time and the removal of charges being brought to court which cannot be 
proven. 

 

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?  

No Response  

 



Page 18: General   

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

No Response  

 

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

I have worked with individuals who are being put through the criminal justice system due to a law which is 
extremely subjective. This can significantly reduce their future opportunities such as education or work 
and also reduces the time spent in education which is important to their development or in the case of 
adults reduces time in training or employment causing financial hardship as well as the stress of being 
involved in the criminal justice system  

 

 


