
Proposed Football Act (Repeal) (Scotland) Bill  

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: 

Robert Andrerw Dow 

 

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: 

I beleive there are enough laws already on the statue books to deal with acts which can cause offense, are 
dangerous or anti-social by any means of communication. 

 

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) simplifies paperwork, gives the Police Scotland a chance to present a better image towards football 
supporters and gives judges a more secure and definate set of already existing laws from which to 
determine the guilt or otherwise of persons charged with offences, the rate of conviction could increase 
for such offences currently prosecuted under the OBF Act 
b) footbal clubs already have the powers to ban or suspend a person convicted of a offence because of 
trouble or other offence at or near a football stadium 
c) football supporters would have less reason to beleive that Police Scotland are victimising them  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 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)?  

Better education on behaviour delivered by whatever means, for example, instead of a first conviction for 
a relatively trivial offence the person(s) could be let off with a warning as long as they attend an 
appropriate course provided by their FC at the club's expense. The police should be more supporter 
friendly, many younger fans have a sense of paranoia when approaching football stadia and when in the 
ground as they mass together the tribal effect can take over because the police are constantly in front or 
around them in an intimidatory fashion with cameras etc. They don't intervene early enough or at all to 
calm situations or act when pyrotechnics are used. 
The present searches are totally inadequate to find any items which are banned from stadia especially 
pyrotechnics and cans or bottles of alcohol. The use of 'sniffing' machines outside the stadia should be 
used to prevent pyrotechnics getting into the football ground.  
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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 

Comments: 

Laws already exist to support convictions on this basis. 

 

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)?  

Education at school level when using social media. This would not be a lenghty process and would not 
have any real impact on teaching time as it is already covered to an extent in various subjects at 
secondary level. 
More publicity eg in newspapers and other forms of communication to football supporters and the public 



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)?  

in general to demonstate that clubs and Police Scotland are actively attempting to stamp out these forms 
of anti-social behaviour. 
Football club websites should carry pages of information etc as to why such behavioour is unacceptable. 
I don't think more legislation is needed, I think this was brought in the Scottish government as a political 
gimmick which in effect has backfired because it is ineffecvtive.  
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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: 

Strict liability is a non-starter: how can a club be responsible for the behaviour of their supporters at other 
stadia? If it is proved that a club has been negligent when an offense(s) are committed inside their ground 
then they should be liable especially if for example they have not asked the police to intervene as an 
offence begins or can be demonstrated to begin, but if the police don't intervene to extract those about to 
or in the process of any anti-social behaviour then the police should shoulder at least part of the blame. 
Obviously a home club must take a majority of the blame if they have used far too few stewards or they 
are deployed in an ineffectual manner. Emloying more stewards should not in itself be used by clubs to 
charge supporters even more for tickets as in almost all cases the club is already getting a much larger 
crowd than normal and the current price will reflect the number of stewards and police that should be 
present at a match. Stewards must behave towards the supporters in an even handed manner. Too many 
of them by their actions or lack of action provoke a number of situatioins that develop into an element of 
trouble. In these cases the direct employer of the stewards must shoulder the blame. 
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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)  

Any offences commited or in the system should continue as if no changes or repeal was brought into 
place. 
Any offences commited on or from the date of change or repeal should be be dealt under the ammended 
act or previously used laws.  
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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.  

Broadly cost-neutral 



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

Comments: 

I don't believe any ammended or repeal of the act will have an increase in costs as thev police are still 
dealing with the same or hopefully less acts of anti-social behaviour. 
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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?  

Positive  

 

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

Better training of stewards and police to reduce any feeling of paranoia among certain groups of 
supporters.  
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Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the 
consultation document?  

If I was an MSP I would certainly be voting in favour. I don't beleive the present OBF Act has been 
effective or well thought out or due consideration had been given to its implementation on how supporters 
saw the role of the polce. I beleive the OBF Act and the way it has been enforced has been detrimental 
for relations between Police Scotland and supporters.  

 

 

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

I have witnessed a number of incidents where youngsters are harried by the police and stewards just 
because of their age. I personally have asked police cwhy everyone queueing to gain entry to a stadium 
have been searched despite assurances that the process was meant to be random. This obviously has 
caused bad feeling and frustration even before the supporters have gained access to the ground which in 
some cases in increased or incensced by the actions of stewards and or police when inside.  

 

 


