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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 would like my response to be anonymous (the response may be published, but no name) 

Name: 

 

 

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  



 

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?  

I personally can see no advantages in repealing the act, the disadvantages of doing so are limitless, the 
police and justice system will again become defenceless in even attempting to prosecute the many offensive 
acts carried out in the name of 'football', 'some' football supporters will again be free to harm the game and 
prevent it becoming the enjoyable family sport/outing it SHOULD be, like the many other national sports: 
Tennis, Rugby all manage to engage all of our communities without offence, violence and bigotry. Football's 
history of the afore-mentioned was/is changing for the better, without the OFBF act this will decline.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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

Clearly not only the continuation of the OBFA, but an increased use of the act where ever possible and 
prosecution where appropriate. To remove the act and again leave the police and justice system impotent in 
dealing with behaviours' most commonly attributed to football can only limit the attendance ordinary 'fans' and 
family's and continue to reduce the sport of football to the 'PG' ratings more associated with cinema viewing.  
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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.  

Fully opposed 

Comments: 

I can see no logic in repealing section 6 of the act, I have first hand seen many examples of potentially inciteful 
and offensive material on social media and hasten to add, that I have witnessed this not only from football fans, 
but from MP'S. One example: "Rangers 5 Celtic 4 - The Queen's 11 deliver Her Majesty the perfect Birthday 
present" by Murdo Fraser MSP link here: https://twitter.com/murdo_fraser/status/721694551770034176. While 
I am not a football fan per se, I am aware that such a comment is designed ONLY to incite. I am sure Mr 
Fraser was not taken to task over his tweet but given his office he should have been. When politicians are 
engaging in inciteful comments with no moral compass or fear of reprisal, then that in itself should be enough 
to demonstrate the need for the act to continue. How can anyone expect the fanatical football fans to amend 
their behaviour when those elected stoke the flames of their fire? 

 

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)?  

Freedom of expression as we all know comes with 'responsibility' the legislation of the OBFA is appropriate 
and should be used appropriately when and if the authorities deem it so. The conviction figures of those 
charged under the act should not be used as the sole marker of it's success.  
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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?  

Unsure 

Comments: 

That's a difficult one, yes if it could be proven that the clubs actively 'stoked' their fans behaviour by failing to 
draw a hard line, or supported the fans unacceptable behaviour. 

 

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)  

As I am against repeal of the act there are no 'transitional arrangements' required or indeed desired.  
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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.  

Significant increase in cost 

Comments: 

The cost in repealing the act would not only be monetary, but I believe ultimately the cost would be significant. 

 

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?  

The most advantages way of protecting the groups stated would be by NOT repealing the act or the sections 
within the act mentioned.  
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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?  

Only that I find it astonishing that anyone would wish to repeal an act or sections within it that I consider at 
present to be the sole reason we have not seen examples of the excessive violence, hooliganism and bigotry 
we did in the 80's.  

 

 

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

No as football has not yet made it to the family orientated sport it should be, as such I stay away and 
encourage my children to do likewise. Repealing the act will go no way to changing that view.  

 

 


