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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 supportive 

Comments: 

I am fully supportive of the proposal to repeal sections 1 - 5 the 2012 Act. Not only is this legislation ineffective, 
sectarian hate crimes are more effectively prosecuted under legislation already in place. To make things 
worse, the OBAF Act creates "fake crimes" - no one has to be actually offended by something, police acts 



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.  

under the shady assumption that there might be a theoretical person that might be offended by something 
someone has said or done. Then there is the question about the "sectarian" character of things said or done 
that are crimes under the OBAF Act which are for some reason only punishable and sectarian when done at a 
football match or on the way to a football match. This is discriminatory legislation that is just illogical and 
criminalises young working class males who are unfortunate enough to be football fans and would walk away 
without trouble in any other situation. On top of that young men have been targeted by the police - dawn raids, 
arrests, temporary incarceration, and had their work places contacted by the police - for "crimes" like singing 
"Stick your camera up your ass" or "F**k [team XY]". In no other democratic nations are acts like these 
considered crimes (that warrant repressive police action). The OBAF act has to be repealed, freedom of 
speech in Scotland has to be restored and the criminalisation of songs of Irish heritage and history has to stop! 

 

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: 
 
- POLICE AND JUSTICE 
 
o the relationship between young working class male football fans and the police has been shattered by the 
actions of the police under the act; countless citizens have been targeted and had to meet court, only to see 
the overwhelming majority of the cases thrown out;  
 
- FOOTBALL CLUBS 
 
o removing heavy handed policing needed to film, control and arrest fans from the match day experience 
would unquestionably relax the atmosphere at match days and make confrontations between fans and police 
more unlikely; many fans that have been driven away by heavy handed policing would come back to the 
stadiums 
 
- FOOTBALL SUPPORTERS 
 
o to be able to support your team without having to be afraid to get dragged into a police cell, and away to 
court for singing a song would be invaluable to football supporters 
o after long months of insecurity, anxiety, time off work for court dates and money to be spend on lawyers and 
travel costs this places considerable and unnecessary amounts of stress on young people - this would end  

 

 

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)?  

This is a task for the educational sector, for schools, universities, youth clubs, sports clubs. Young people 
need to be educated on sectarianism. Criminalising sectarian comments or songs fights a symptom, not the 
source.  
 
This act purposely targets people of Irish descent that sing songs about Irish history. This increases, rather 
than combats sectarianism.  

 

 

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.  



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  

 

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)?  

Use of other legislation.  
 

 

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?  

No 

Comments: 

Football clubs do not support offensive behaviour, football clubs do not fund or create it. This is a societal 
problem, penalising football clubs would do nothing to combat it. 

 

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)  

Repeal the act at once.  
 

 

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 reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Policing costs would be reduced and much better spend at policing actual criminal behaviour. 

 

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?  

Positive  

 

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

-  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

No Response  

 

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

I myself have felt threatened and intimated by Police Scotland at many occassions at football matches. One 
of the most distressing experiences was being filmed for almost the full 90 minutes of a match from a distance 
of about 5m. I had done nothing wrong, I wasn't approached by the police after the match, but I felt like a 
criminal under the supervision of the police and was afraid to get arrested for reasons I could not fathom.  

 

 


