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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 Walker 

 

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: 

Inciting hatred is not acceptable behaviour at a football match however much some politicians seen to think 
that is. No law is perfect and I am willing to listen to refinements, but wholesale repeal for reasons that I believe 
are politically motivated is disgraceful. 

 

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. Advantages, the police could learn to use existing laws. Disadvantages, these laws may not be suitable. A 
message would be sent out that inciting hatred on religious grounds would be acceptable and the courts and 
police would be overrun. 
 
B. Advantages, I can think of no advantages for clubs allowing antisocial behaviour to increase. 
Disadvantages, games involving certain clubs would become even more "no-go" events, and therefore cost 
clubs much needed revenue. 
 
C. Advantages, fans who are ignorant bigots (a bit like certain politicians) could sing about Fenian blood and 
orange bastards to their hearts content. Disadvantages, decent fans would have to tolerate such disgusting 
behaviour and really wonder if it is at all worth it to bring the kids along.  

 

 

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)?  

Prevent fans of offending clubs attending games. ie closed door games. 
 
I would take it further in that there should be no TV or radio coverage of these games either. 
 
If fans knew their actions could cause serious financial harm to their club they would think twice, this system 
would also encourage self policing amongst fans.  

 

 

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: 

People have been arrested, charged and convicted under these charges for frankly appalling behaviour that 
should be no part of a modern Scottish society. Repealing an Act to score political points is no way for the 
governance of a country to be conducted. 

 

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)?  

The most effective method is to use the existing sections 6 to 9 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)?  

 
Education at school level could also have some effect.  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

Only unsure because the question is worded so poorly. Yes clubs should be penalised for offensive behaviour 
of fans. No it should not be necessary for the club to be shown at fault. Clearly some connection with the club 
would have to be proven. 

 

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)  

Any pending charges should not be pursued. There would seem little point.  
 

 

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.  

Significant increase in cost 

Comments: 

The wrong message would be sent out if the Act was repealed. All hell would break loose. This would be 
expensive to police and repair. 

 

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?  



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?  

By including the extinguishing of Rangers and Celtic within the Bill.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

I believe the Bill is motivated by a cheap political agenda. 
 
The proponent of the Bill frequently appears incoherent when speaking in public and comes across as 
confused at the best of times. 
 
His recent expulsion from the chamber due to sheer petulance and disrespect for the Presiding Officer taints 
this Bill and anything he is involved in. 
 
It is difficult to think of a politician I hold in lower esteem than James Kelly MSP.  

 

 

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

No Response  

 


