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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)  

 

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: 

The law exists to protect the public. Organisers of all mass events hosting the public are required to ensure the 
safety of the public while in attendance. Football clubs have a long history of neglecting public safety, while 
some openly promote hatred and violence in order to ensure a large vocal following who's attendance will swell 



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.  

their coffers, they achieve financial gain through promoted acrimony. The football clubs and supporter clubs 
have no will to end the hate and violence, so the law must hold supporters to account. The laws that 
traditionally ensure acceptable standards of public behaviour have failed in relation to football supporters, so 
very specific laws are required to correct this. 

 

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 police and justice system would struggle to hold those responsible for unacceptable behaviour to 
account. 
 
The football clubs would completely wash their hands of accountability for public safety - profit before people. 
 
The football supporters would see repeal as a green light towards extreme anti-social behaviour. This would 
eventually lead to bigoted extremists attaching their bile to support to our national team and embarrassing 
Scotland throughout Europe, just as our southern neighbours supporters did at Euro 2016.  

 

 

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)?  

The police should have zero tolerance for sectarian singing and chanting, football related or not. 
 
Politicians should give their full support to the police, who are working in very demanding and potentially 
explosive atmospheres. They should also face up to the fact that football clubs are not special flowers, they 
are businesses and should be held accountable for public safety like every other business. Require the Health 
and Safety Executive (HSE) to investigate and prosecute clubs when violence breaks out. 
 
Most fans are well behaved, but the extremists need to be weeded out. Maintain the ban on them attending 
matches and even being within the vicinity of the grounds on match days.  

 

 

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: 

Extend the act to include social media accounts that exist with the express intention of promoting sectarian 
hatred and/or violence in relation to football. Note that I wrote "express intention" in the above. The occasional 
argument about football between normally well behaved fans is part of the social fabric of life. 

 

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)?  

Identify individuals and groups, such as the Orange Order, that exist with express intention of promoting 



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)?  

sectarian hatred and prevent them from promoting their hatred publicly. Tradition is not a reasonable defence 
for politicians at state or council level to licence and fund marches promoting sectarian hatred, especially 
when that tradition of hate has been imported from another country. We would never allow an annual season 
of marches celebrating the genocide of the Jews by Hitler's German state, yet politicians are complicit in calls 
for the genocide of Catholics in Scotland and NI. 
 
The function of an MSP is to represent and support everyone in Scotland regardless of race or creed, not just 
those who conform to a narrow outlook on the world. In that regard the laws relating to behaviour of MSP's 
should be extended to prevent dog-whistle social media outbursts promoting sectarian hatred like those 
expressed by Kezia Dugdale and Murdo Fraser. Promoting hate for votes is not acceptable in a progressive 
society.  

 

 

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: 

When the fans realise that their behaviour damages the club then, and only then, will the fans curb their 
excessive behaviour. As I stated previously, the Health and Safety Executive should automatically be involved 
whenever incidents of violence occur within a football ground as public safety has been compromised. 

 

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)  

Transitional arrangements should not allow supporters a grace period within which offensive behaviour can 
be perpetrated safe in the knowledge that prosecution will not go ahead due to repeal of he act under which 
they have been charged.  

 

 

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: 

Costs should roughly be unchanged, but some increase is acceptable where police have the motivation to 
tackle sectarianism outside of football grounds such as the express promotion of sectarian hate on dedicated 
social media accounts. Removing the legal right of sectarian extremists to march through our towns and cities 



Q8. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the proposed 
Bill to have? Please provide any comments.  

would reduce our policing bill. I do not see this happening however as politicians are either complicit in the hate 
or are in fear of upsetting what is a small hate-fuelled minority. 

 

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?  

Whinging that the OBFA is "disproportionally punitive" to young men is logically flawed where they are the 
group in which the offenders reside. The way to protect the public is to punish the offenders regardless of 
age. 

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

The proposed act will not have any effect on sectarianism in Scotland as there is no political will to remove it. 
Sectarian hate is a tool of political tribalists in Scotland who will prevent anything which leads to social 
cohesion. 
 
The OBFA was a step in the right direction in regard to a specific problem, but sectarianism has infected our 
politics preventing any discussion of the destructive effects it continues to exert on Scottish society outwith or 
within football. The right to express hate is fundamental to unionist politics in a system where serving as an 
MSP is, for many, seen as just a stepping stone on the path to a Westminster career. This proposed bill is a 
pretence of doing the right thing and will achieve nothing in a country where sectarianism is widely supported 
and promoted for political financial gain. 
 
The charges of "illiberalism" peppered throughout the consultation document is an indicator that this will 
become a weak watered down act that will dog-whistle to the masses that it is once again acceptable to get 
drunk, sing sectarian songs and then go home and slap the wife and kids around. It will not remove 
sectarianism, simply reduce the OBFA's attempts to remove sectarianism.  

 

 

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

Yes, I have been on the receiving end of the entrenched sectarian hate inherent in the much of the Glasgow 
Rangers support base and watched as the institutionally sectarian Scottish police ignored it and went off to 
hassle the opposing teams fans. It seems our police are powerless to tackle institutional levels of hatred.  

 

 


