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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: 

Andrew Harbison 

 

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 is a terrible, blunt, poorly drafted and counter-productive law. It does nothing to deal with root causes of 
sectarianism....but it has aggravated the relationship between fans & Police. The Police have become heavy-
handed, almost overstepping the mark....recurring people with smart pads at football games?? Is this how our 
law enforcement is going to conduct itself? In terms of the OBA itself....to quote many Sheriffs; the law is poorly 
drafted, strengthening existing laws to deal with disorder would have been sufficient. This needs proper 
legislation - not a badly drafted PR mess. 

 

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) strengthen existing legislation re disorder, breach of the peace & public behaviour. Where people have 
committed an offence...punish using the right laws. Justice system will work properly.  
(B) onus will still be on supporters to behave, for clubs to encourage good behaviour & punish fans who break 
the rules.  
(C) Repeal of the OBA is not a blank Cheque for disorder - on the contrary, fans should observe the law 
100%. Use existing public disorder laws (strengthened) to deal with those who break 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)?  

Politicians need to stop posturing, lecturing fans with grandiose schemes. Strengthen public disorder 
legislation to punish those who break the law & do so in sectarian terms.  
 
Police; the incidents of heavy handness - "kettling" supporters on a peaceful demo? Engage with supporters 
groups re fans rights - but also fans responsibilities in a post-OBA legal structure.  
 
Justice System - Learn from mistakes in OBA itself. A system that punishes the guilty, but protects the 
innocent.  
 
Re Clubs/fans & communities; Education...proper teaching of rights & responsibilities. And I don't mean some 
PR initiative to invite the media to. Get it into the Education curriculum....bring in groups across religious 
community....if we can't teach tolerance & respect, then society is in real trouble.  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

For reasons already stated. 

 

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)?  



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)?  

I would suggest commissioning Sheriffs, senior QC's or Law professors....consult with SFA & fan groups. Get 
the right balance re rights & responsibilities.  
 
Let the legal profession get this right & not politicians interested in looking tough. No more policy messes, or 
PR stunts.  

 

 

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: 

If you apply that logic to here....are you going blame an entire Police force for corrupt Police officers? Or an 
entire Parliament for corrupt politicians? Enough with PR responses as clubs can only do so much Individual 
persons should be held responsible for their actions. If found guilty...banning orders from stadiums. But only 
after a trial - not whilst on bail. 

 

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)  

Strengthen existing public disorder laws for sectarian offences. Consult legal profession for the right powers. 
Be wary of giving Police carte blanche here.  

 

 

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.  

Broadly cost-neutral 

Comments: 

It will be cost neutral, when you consider the shambolic, bureaucratic & lengthy nature of the processes assoc 
with the OBA. Strengthening existing laws should not necessarily cause a dramatic burden on resources. 

 

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?  

N/a  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

None  
 

 

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

None  
 

 


