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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: 

Connor Twigg 

 

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: 

This draconian act is nothing but an oppressive law used to silence football fans and to pay for Police 
Scotland's night out. Having been at games were I have seen fans manhandled for wearing a certain shirt 
or waving a certain flag of another nation is quite frankly disgraceful and it is like slowly watching Scotland 
turn in to a police state where we have had police offers say the find Irish republicanism offensive. 
Thankfully this was laughed out of court by the judge but the fact a police office can arrest and charge a 
man because he doesn't support his political beliefs is nothing short of a dictatorship. I was once a 
member of the SNP but this was the final straw when I decided not to renew my membership and it is the 
reason that at any next election I won't be voting snp unless something is done to change this. 

 

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) well I suppose the biggest advantage is the hundreds of police officers who are paid to watch football 
games would lessen and they could actually do heir jobs and protect people from real danger rather than 
making sure that people aren't offended and it would stop wasting the justice systems time with these 
stupid cases 
 
(B) For one I know plenty of supporters who would attended games regularly again but don't because of 
this act with the increased revenue for these clubs this could be what the game needs and Alps if they 
have lest costs policing games the money could be funded to our game at youth level where it is badly 
needed 
 
 
(C) there is no disadvantages to football fans by repealing this act just thousands of fans no longer afraid 
to say what they feel because offended int someone because of what you've said should not be a crime 
as that is just stopping free speech and I don't care if we share the same views or not they should be 
allowed to share 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)?  

Stop criminalising football fans it is as simple as that  
 

 

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 opposed 

Comments: 

I in no way shape or form support any sections of this act 

 



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)?  

A threat has to be a threat a threat of any danger then of course that person should be dealt with however 
singing a song which someone doesn't like is not the eating behaviour and this is where you failed 
massively on this bill which was put together on a knee jerk reaction  

 

 

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: 

A football club should not be blamed for one individuals comments, espcially in large football stadiums 
where it is hard to find the small minority of people spread throughout there stadium 

 

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)  

Nothing rip up the bill and burn it it has been nothing but a disaster and there was nothing wrong before it 
was introduced  

 

 

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  

 

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?  

Neutral (neither positive nor negative)  



 

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

You know fine well that none of these protected groups are being targeted by football fans and to suggest 
they are and that is the reason the bill is in place is quite laughable in my 16 years of going to football I 
have been lucky enough to never have seen any protected groups attacked or verbally abused and you 
know fine well that's not why it was introduced do not use these groups as some means to an end as if 
these are the people you are trying to protect because let's look at the stats of he OBAF act how many of 
these arrests was for offensive behaviour to any of these protected group. Not a lot of imagine as we 
know who this bill was targeted it  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

This bill is that saddest thing to happen to our country I have seen lives ruined and good people harassed 
by police Scotland and he behaviour of police Scotland since this bi came into place is quite shocking. 
You have given them a law in which they ca a rest any football fan they please and that is very very 
worrying. I don't want this act amended I want it destroyed and for it to be nothing more than a footnote 
on the proud history of our government  

 

 

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

Innocent men being harassed by police in the early hours in the morning, turning up to their work with no 
jaunt reason because this is what the act has allowed the police to do and hey choose to terroir use these 
people rather than protect others which is there job and they can't be held accountable for not doing it 
because of this act. It is nothing short of a disgraceful act which should have never been printed let alone 
placed into Scottish law  

 

 


