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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: 

Darren Park 

 

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: 

The bill is a complete misnomer. The alleged support of the general public who DONT attend football matches 
is based on misleading claims and evidence from the government. It does NOTHING to tackle sectarian or 
offensive behaviour, it merely gives Police Scotland officers additional powers to harrass, victimise and arrest 
young people. There is already adequate laws and legislation in place to deal with people misbehaving at 
matches, why is singing a particular song an offence at a match but not elsewhere in society? The 
vindictiveness I have seen shown by some officers using this bill as their back up is quite alarming and has 
bred a distinct element of distrust and dislike from young people/football fans towards the police. This cannot 
be healthy in society. The information and effectiveness of this act has been lied about and exagarated by 
Police Scotland and the govt to gain public support and a mandate to continue this abysmal piece of 
legislation. 

 

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. There would be less distrust and antagonism towards the police at matches. They might actually find we 
are not all snarling faced neds who want to give them hassle if they were to treat us with respect 
 
B. Clubs would find fans are more likely to attend if they arent being continually hassled, filmed and 
threatened with arrest for the most trivial things such as swearing 
 
C. You will be looked upon as someone wanting enjoy meeting up with mates for a laugh and support your 
team rather than a potential criminal  

 

 

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)?  

Self policing from fans, idiots invading pitches, setting off flares and chanting sectarian songs etc should be 
dealt with by use of existing laws, police, CCTV and clubs themselves. Bans handed out and criminal charges 
where appropriate. 
 
Sectarianism in general is a society wide problem and is totally unfair to lay solely at the door of 2 football 
clubs. This can only be rooted out over time with education through schools and input from government, local 
authorities and police as well as football clubs  

 

 

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)?  

A specific police department and law for online hate crimes and posts etc of racist, sectarian and threatening 



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)?  

nature. If this does not already exist?  
 

 

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?  

Unsure  

 

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)  

More rigid enforcement of existing laws and powers police have to deal with said behaviour at and away from 
football matches  

 

 

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.  

Unsure  

 

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?  

Unsure  
 



 

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 claims by the govt that the public support it is based on lies, misrepresentation of facts and misleading 
claims. It exists to make them APPEAR to tackle sectarianism and gain them popularity/votes when in reality 
those at the sharp end including legal experts know it does nothing of the sort  

 

 

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

I wittnesed a man who was threatened with arrest at a Dundee Utd v Celtic match in January for pointing out 
that the presence of several police horses near turnstiles was causing a dangerous crush and delaying crowd 
getting in. The man was quite agitated but was warned and threatened with arrest for essentialy nothing, the 
arrogant officer mentioned the OBAF bill as justification for his threat, when I pointed out he had no valid 
grounds for such a threat I was sworn at and threatened quite explicitly with the same for having the temerity 
to question his threat and general demeanor and attitude.  

 

 


