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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 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: 

It was an Act brought into being unnecessarily, as current legislation was sufficient. As openly stated in the 
Scottish Parliament, one of the leading advocates for this said "it will help balance the number of arrests of 
CFC fans to that of TRFC fans." Wearing of political paraphernalia, Free Palestine t-shirts, singing of historical 
songs with no add ons became an offence. I don't belive in glorification of violence of any kind but many songs 
do not fall into that category. Flower of Scotland could fall into the category of being offensive to someone, for 
goodness sakes! It has also allowed Police Scotland to ruin the lives of some fans on wholly spurious charges 
which were thrown out in court because of lying police officers with even judges ridiculing the Act. 

 

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?  

It would return us to the previous entirely adequate system which worked well. Why "fix" something that isn't 
broken?  

 

 

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)?  

We are talking mostly about the TRFC CFC HMFC HFC fans I think. If you take a look at the TRFC fans 
songbook, how many songs are there about their club? How many songs don't advocate violence to other 
people and have a superiority stance against anyone not A TRFC fan. The footballing authorities need to take 
action against these songs, fining clubs and playing games behind closed doors as punishment. They must 
not allow themselves to be intimidated by the aforementioned superior fans and their organisations.  

 

 

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: 

See previous answers. There is again legislation available outwith the act to address these matters. Why 
should people attending football games be different from the rest of society? 

 

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)?  

Exactly, surely there is nothing that football fans can do that is not covered by current legislation. The Neil 
Lennon physical attack seen live on TV was proof that the OBFA act was useless in that it couldn't be proven 
that the attack was sectarian rekated!  

 

 

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: 

You ask 2 questions here, so not very smart here, or maybe trying to be too smart. I have already stated that 
clubs should be sanctioned, but 'strict liability' is surely a step too far. Decision making would be open to 
questioning of intent of authorities. Far better surely to have a totting up process like fine, larger fine, closing of 
stadium for one game to indefinitely. 

 

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)  

Why do we need them. Current legislation is sufficient!!  
 

 

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.  

Some reduction in cost 

Comments: 

I would imagine it would save money in respect of the wasted time of police, procurator and judiciary when you 
look at the number of cases thrown out in court, especially against fans of CFC. 

 

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?  

At risk of repeating myself, if someone abused one of the protected groups on a bus, train or in a store would 
they be charged under the OBFA? CURRENT LEGISLATION WILL COVER IT!!!!  

 

 



Page 18: General   

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

Not before time this sham of an Act was consigned to the bin. A stupid Act brought about by biased MSPs 
'concerned ' with the fact that CFC fans had far more inoffensive songs ( to normal people) than the fans who 
are 'The Fabric of Scottish Society' and the Act was a 'catch all' to address this.  

 

 

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

Only my reading of court appeared cessation where judges have ridicuked the need for the act and castigated 
police officers for their false evidence, e.g. one officer who was a good distance from a fan was told by judge 
that he must have such good hearing to be able to isolate the defendant from the thousands of others around 
him, the second officer's statement was that she read the lips of the defendant, to which judge asked when 
was the last time she had been on a lip-reading course to which she answered never. Case dismissed and 
police officers left red faced, well probably not!  

 

 


