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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: 

Alan Smith 

 

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.  
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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 piece of legislation has done nothing to address its "alleged purpose". It has instead driven a wedge 
between (in particular the youth of this country, who seem to be purposely chosen targets) citizens(I mention 
citizens because I see no difference between a citizen or football fan. Nor should there be, but this piece of 
legislation does exactly that) and the Police force in Scotland. I have a family member whom retired from the 
Police force 10 years or so ago. He, like many others whom objected to this legislation. Spoke about the pre 
existing powers which were more than adequate enough to deal with the situation that lead to this flaccid piece 
of legislation. As a result of the hubris displayed by the previous and current First Minister of Scotland,the 
Scottish National Party and my own MSP Kenneth Gibson. We have a weak piece of legislation, which the 
Police struggle to enforce,the courts struggle to enforce and in numerous cases have criticised. We have and I 
again repeat, our countries youth targeted by Police Scotland in order to justify a failed Government initiative. 
We have youngsters life's directly altered, families disrupted and working life jeopardised. As a result, it has 
potential knock on effects for other areas which the government are responsible for. Th above is only a part of 
the reason I back the repeal of the OBAFA. The decision to address the social problems with regards to 
religious background and ethnicity, through legislation of citizens attending football games, is in itself a 
backwards approach to a long term problem. It's like President Obama banning rap music because of its links 
to gun culture!! Indeed the Scottish Government failure to offer clear definitions, has left the legislation open to 
criticism and difficulty in prosecution of cases under the banner act. The head proponent Kenneth McAskill, 
had the absolute gaul to stand up in his capacity with the government and attack football fans (citizens). When 
he has been involved in disturbances at football(I note he was also happy to feature in media outlets 
discussing it "past" prior to this legislation) which a large percentage of the people whom were targeted hadn't. 
This legislation is ill thought out and the offspring of a knee-jerk reaction by Alex Salmond. The legislation is an 
insult to those who work hard to educate and actually try to make a difference in turning around the prejudices 
that occur in Scotland. 

 

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 advantages for the Police force is that time and funding can be used into addressing the societal 
problems. Instead of the harassment of fans,going to, during and after games. Which has led to mistrust and 
divisions between them and the citizens they're here to protect. 
 
The disadvantages will be that funding for the FOCUS unit will no doubt be removed. A disadvantage for them 
but a benefit to the wider society. 
 
The judicial system will not have to deal and waste resources on frivolous cases.The government can also 
assist by paying more attention to the problem of "sectarianism", instead of foisting haphazard lawmaking 
upon the justice system. 
 
Football clubs will have citizens who are able to enjoy the product they're trying to sell. Also the money 
wasted on over policing of games, can be used in other areas to develop the club and the community. 
 
Football fans can hopefully return to games and enjoy the events without fear. Football after all is important to 
the Scottish economy. We've had instances under this act where fans visiting from abroad have been 
subjected to this legislative nonsense. At a game I attended in Kilmarnock, a German citizen was arrested 
under this act. His case was dismissed by the judge.  
 
What example does this set out to potential visitors??  

 

 

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)?  

Offensive behaviour at football has been addressed at football grounds for many years previous. The Scottish 
Government procedded to exacerbate the situation through its own hubris. 
 



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)?  

The problem of "sectarianism" hasn't changed with the introduction of the OBAFA, should it for some reason 
continue, it still won't address the issue. 
 
Again if the Scottish Government are concerned and serious about addressing "sectarianism". Then they 
need to consider re-educating the citizens of the coming generation of this country's. Re-inforcing the 
narrative of equality and fairness which they themselves have highlighted in a negative by introducing this 
legislation, by defining football fans as different from citizens of Scotland.  
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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.  

Unsure 

Comments: 

I don't have a great understanding of social media or things of an IT nature. However, the Internet and 
communication via it, plays a big part in citizens life's. Without being overly intrusive, I'm not fully against 
legislation in this area. 

 

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 I have highlighted throughout this survey, the theme of education is important. I feel additional legislation 
and making new laws to suppress certain undesirable thoughts and actions, only helps to exacerbate the 
situation. 
 
I feel the solution is educating the future generations, on tolerance,fairness and equality for all.  
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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 shouldn't be applied. 
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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)  

N/A  
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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.  

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?  

Education on equality.  
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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?  

I wish the Scottish Governmet would listen more before acting. I wish the Scottish Government would 
consider everything other than their own hubris, when making influential decision which effect the citizens of 
this country. 
 
I wish the Scottish Governemt would consider much more detailed Information when looking at new 
legislation, rather than continuing to use reports which wouldn't pass University assignment analysis.  
 
I wish the Scottish Government will admit to the mistake they made in implementing the OBAFA and so the 
right thing by repealing the act. 
 
I wish for everyone to be able too attend events(Sporting or otherwise) without feeling threatened or facing 
persecution for it. 
 
I wish the Scottish Government would consider more than a "lip-service" approach in addressing issues which 
they claim to champion.  

 

 



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

I don't have any direct experience but I am aware of other people whom have been unnecessarily and 
negatively influenced by the Act.  

 

 


