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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)  

 

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 

Comments: 

Sectarianism, sectarian violence and sectarian chanting are not only offensive but are illegal. I have witnessed 
all forms (not always directed at myself a Scottish protestant) so I would strenthen the laws against those who 
commit this offensive behaviour and fully support the police in prosecuting all offenders and I would call for 



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.  

prosecutions of those protect or support the offenders. James Caldwell. 

 

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?  

Advantages of this OBAF law is that it assists police in defining the crime from Disturbace of the Peace, 
incitement to Hatred and Causing offence by Swearing. Disadvantages are clear that elected Officials Labour 
Councillors are funding these bigots with public monies and there is no provision in the law to stop this, yet.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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

Stronger actions on old regulations against Offensive Behaviour failed miserably so we now need to introduce 
better support for the OBaF Act to ensure this law survives. That means legal Martials/reporters at all the 
major football clubs with legal recourse to suspend matches or even close business operations at any 
Football Club failing to halt Offensive Behaviour either in it's ground or those being visited to end the Chants, 
Songs or sectarian related violence we all know occurs.  

 

 

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: 

It is with incredulity that anyone could find offensive broadcasts or bullying communications acceptable. The 
actions of the infant playground cannot be acceptable in decent society and it is not acceptable on any media 
format. 

 

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)?  

Those "other legislations" (now being clutched by opponents of the law to stop their sectarianism) have 
proven pathetic, weak and failed all decent people in our society. It appears that only sectarian Bigots and the 
ill-informed still support the vile actions which are currently being blocked by this new law.  

 

 

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?  



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: 

The liability of Football Clubs to ensure proper and decent behaviour by their fans is already written into The 
Scottish Football Association laws. It seems extraordinary that someone should question that authority or it's 
laws? UEFA, and FIFA also hold those associations responsible. 

 

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 want the 2012 act strengthened not repealed! I want to see habitual law breakers made bankrupt and guilty 
clubs closed down. I want Scottish football cleaned up. Heavens knows it desperately needs it.  

 

 

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 violence which resulted from football related bigotry and religious sectarianism cost not only judicial and 
NHS sums but had a huge expense of young lives too. Keeping the act will save both cash and lives! 

 

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?  

Repealing the bill would be insane. I truly believe we need to strengthen the bill and support our police force 
in ensuring it is fit for purpose. Sectarianism, bigotry and hatred must not be tolerated or allowed to fester in 
any public arena. Football is just another sport and must be given no special exemptions from our laws 



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

because it has Historical value or Fiscal superiority or has a greater spectatorship attraction.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

If football is ever to become a sport the whole family can enjoy, safely, peacefully and happily, we must rid 
ourselves of the sectarianism bigotry and harp tried that underlies membership of many major football clubs in 
Scotland. Only the National team should be permitted to play in the colours of a national flag. Only the 
National team should hear their fans chanting national anthems and there is no place for triumphalism of 
history that occurred before the football association was formed.  

 

 

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

I know that many songs of hatred, bigotry and incitement to violence have been stopped on the terracings 
because of the 2012 OBAF Act. I support the law and hope it goes from strength to strength.  

 

 


