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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) 

Name: 

Ron Wilson 

 

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 



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: 

Sectarianism is Scotland's disgrace, a blight on our communities, yet Labour - James Kelly MSP - are lining up 
to bring down legislation tasked with mitigating the foul language and sectarian abuse from a bigoted minority, 
not because they have a better plan (they don't) but because they wish to inflict a political defeat on the 
Scottish government. Labour have form - in the last parliament they were in favour of removing the booze ban, 
seemingly unconcerned with the consequences for domestic abuse and intimidation of the general public. 
Labour lost and James Kelly lost his seat. Unfortunately he returned to parliament via the back door List, 
bringing his political opportunism with him. The present Act is not perfect, far from it, but it is a statement of 
intent and a start. Repeal would simply green light the hooligans and bigots. 

 

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?  

In reality I see little in terms of advantage that repeal would offer these groups. The police have an additional 
power to assist in dealing with sectarian louts, football clubs (ineffective in dealing with the yob minority) ought 
to be supporting fully this legislation and banning 'supporters' involved in sectarian (and racist) actions, and 
the vast majority of decent supporters would know that 'Fenian Blood' and so on will not be tolerated.  

 

 

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)?  

1. Identification of repeat offenders who are banned for life. The message must go out that offensive 
behaviour will not be tolerated. 
 
2. Significant fines / league points deducted from clubs 
 
3. No Union Jacks or Tricolours at games  

 

 

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: 

Reasons given in previous responses. 

 

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)?  

There are existing laws that can be used to bring offenders to book BUT they have proved ineffectual. The 
louts complain they are 'only' singing a song passed on by their bastardised 'culture'. There is no place for this 
in modern Scotland, certainly not sectarianism dressed up in freedom of expression sophistry. The existing 
Act makes a start in underlining the seriousness with which the government regards this issue; scrapping the 
Act will only be welcomed by the yobs.  

 



 

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: 

The clubs sell tickets. Fans buy them. If people go on to indulge in anti-social behaviour they need to withdraw 
their right to attend matches for a season, or life. Fines/points deduction will send a message that the majority 
of decent fans will not tolerate behaviour that brings their club into disrepute and possibly loses a club a league 
or division. 

 

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)  

No Response  

 

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.  

Unsure  

 

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?  

Don't pass it - it's a political attack from an opposition who have nothing positive to say.  
 



 

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?  

No Response  

 


