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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: 

Jeanette Findlay 

 

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 have a number of reasons: 1. This Act criminalises football fans - mainly young ones - for behaviours that are 
not criminal elsewhere and that cannot be right. 2. I have knowledge of numerous examples of young people 
with no previous record being subjected to lengthy and repeated court appearances all across the country for 
'offences' which should not even be offences. 3. I have observed at first hand the disruption to their lives and 
their employment prospects and the distress and anxiety it causes to them and their families. 4. The Scottish 
Government are making ordinary young people into criminals - no decent system does that. 5. Even the First 
Minister during an election hustings in Holyrood Secondary School during the General Election stated that she 
'was not in favour of legislation that unnecessarily criminalise people'. 6. This Act has poisoned the 
relationships between football supporters and the police. 7. This Act has engendered a horrible atmosphere 
even for those fans who have not been charged under the Act. We are filmed, followed, searched and 
monitored in a quite repressive and unwarranted way. This is in a country which has almost zero violence and 
disorder at football grounds despite all the public hype and nonsense surrounding the game. 8. Such is the 
anti-democratic nature of the Act, those who have legally and peacefully protested against it have been 
followed, monitored and harassed by Football Investigation Unit police officers and even been subjected to 
Section 12 notices under the Public Order Act. I am personally aware of numerous complaints which have 
been made and upheld against the Police Service of Scotland as a result of this activity. 

 

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 advantage to the police and justice system is that it would free up police resources to target genuine 
crime ie crime in which there are actual victims.  
It would allow to police to carry out their function at football matches without the resulting antagonism which 
the Act has engendered. 
It would free up court time and save resources again to be devoted to more serious cases 
 
b)  
It would allow football clubs to get on with the business of running a much-loved sport and not have to devote 
resources to constant complaints from both sides relating to the Act. It would also allow them to focus on any 
remaining problematic behaviours in a more productive way than the cumbersome justice system allows 
 
c) It would allow football fans to go about their lawful business and enjoy their pastime without putting their 
liberty and their employment prospects in jeopardy and without suffering the oppressive attention of the police 
intruding on their lawfully held and expressed beliefs and points of view. 

 

 

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)?  

I have been attending football matches weekly for almost 30 years and I do not think that we have a particular 
problem with 'offensiveness'. To the extent that we had then public education programmes and normal 
societal development have meant that these behaviours are on a downward trend. It is safer to be at a 
football match than it is to be in many homes in this country and certainly safer than attending pop festivals 
and concerts. I am not aware that those who attend matches have ever asked to be 'protected' from 
offensives singing/banners/t-shirts and I do not believe that people have a legal right not to be offended. 
Everything that is genuinely problematic is already covered by other legislation and that can simply be 
applied.  
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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: 

The provisions are already covered by other legislation and only a handful of people in 4 year have been 
convicted under it. It is a waste of time. 

 

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)?  

Use existing legislation.  
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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  
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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)  

I think that all cases either identified or already in the system should be covered ie no further proceedings and 
all ongoing proceedings dropped. 
 
Indeed, if it is possible, I think all those convicted under this Act should have their convictions quashed.  
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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: 

I have observed numerous instances of wasted resources including the case of seven young men who 
appeared in court 17 times over 23 months for allegedly singing a song - all given absolute discharges. The 
repeal of this Act will save money on policing and court time. 
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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?  

I don't think it will be negative. I believe young people and people of particular political views have been 
hounded and harassed under the OB Act so its repeal will be beneficial.  
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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?  

The OB Act has made Scotland a laughing-stock among civilised countries and the proposed Bill is vital to 
restoring our reputation as a modern democracy.  

 

 

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

See previous answers  
 

 


