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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: 

Gary Elliot 

 

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 opposed 



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 OBFA was the first serious attempt to deal with Sectarianism in Scottish Football I have ever seen, as a 46 
year old who has been attending since around aged 5/6. To repeal now would send a dog whistle message of 
complicity to the bigots that blight our game and offer a green light to the return of the type sectarian chanting 
that appals and repels thousands of ordinary football fans in Scotland. This is nothing but naked political 
opportunism. 

 

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 act should not be appealed.  
 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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

"By politicians" - Leave the act alone and stop being opportuistic 
"The Police" Try and act within the spirit of the law and apply on the basis of actually offensiveness and not 
Football banter. 
"The Clubs" Admit they have a problem (where this exists) and apply bans etc accordingly. 
"The Fans" Although every club has it's share of idiots it has to be rcognised that the biggest problem here is 
fans of Rangers and Celtic. Maybe if they got out of their ludicrous bubble of self perpetuating,vacuous, 
pseudo religious tribal posturing the act wouldn't have been needed in the first place. Chances of that 
happening? Slim to non-existant. 
"Other Interested Parties" - Scotland's media needs to stop turning it's traditional blind eye to Bigoted and 
Sectarian chanting and behaviour when it occurs and call fans out on it when it happens.  

 

 

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: 

Repealing this is nothing but shallow, ill informed political opportunism and sends completely the wrong 
message to those individuals who want to persist in using Scottish Football as the medium through which they 
want to pursue their own bigoted petty tribalism. 

 

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)?  

What an utterly stupid question. If the Parliamentarians pursuing this repeal don't have draft proposals for 
other methods of "tackling threatening communications while upholding freedom of expression" then they 
shouldn't be advocating repeal.  

 

 



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?  

Yes 

Comments: 

I would support this but considering "The Clubs" have only recently stated that they are unwilling to implement 
"strict liability" then I can't see it happening any time soon unless it is actually legislated for - I wonder if the 
proponents of repeal of the OBFA would support that? 

 

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)  

I don't support a repeal of the act.  
 

 

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.  

Comments: 

How is this supposed to be answered in the absence of any financial figures from those proposing the bill? Are 
we just supposed to guess making assumptions? Probably, given the level of political credibility from the main 
proponent. 

 

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?  

Negative  

 

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

How's about don't repeal the OBFA in the first place?  
 

 



Page 18: General   

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

Proposed repeal of the OBFA is one of the worst examples of petty opportunism in the history of the Scottish 
Parliament. It is an example of small minded tribal politics at it's worst and takes no account whatsoever of 
those Football Fans who welcomed it's introduction as they were sick of being subjected to sectarian and 
bigoted filth when the decided to attend particular sporting occasions. 
 
I have no doubt that if this act is repealed then those MSPs who support it's repeal will be take no 
responsibility whatsoever when such behaviour immediately returns to Football stadiums across Scotland - 
and it will. Shame on them.  

 

 

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

No, but then I'm not a sectarian bigot.  
 

 


