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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: 

Raymond Connelly 

 

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: 

This is one of the worst pieces of legislation ever to be put on the statutes. It basically endows any police 
officer with the power to decide whether something is 'offensive'. Offensive to who? the policeman himself or is 
he endowed with the power to decide on behalf of Joe Public? There are many police officers I know that 
would be incapable of making such a decision impartially. But was that not the point of the act as it was stated 
in committee by Christine Graham that it was to 'even up the score with Celtic supporters'. This act has been 
used in a mendacious and willful manner by Police Scotland to criminalize young supporters for singing some 
songs that can be purchased in many high street shops - how can that be right in a free and democratic 
society. But don't take my word for it. Listen to the opposition parties, the judiciary the church and Celtic 
Football Club who have all railed against this ridiculous, cobbled together legislation. The police have used 
police 'gangs' in dawn raids to 'capture' 'offending 15 & 16 year olds when perhaps they should have been 
catching real criminals. If you really want to make a start in tackling sectarianism then do something about the 
vast choirs at Ibrox and elsewhere (as shown and heard many times on TV and at the recent cup final) singing 
not, 'offensive' songs, but sordid sectarian songs which have been outlawed in this country (and rightly so) for 
many years. Perhaps this is what Ms Graham was referring to in her statement quoted above? 

 

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 laws are already there to fully police football and any other sport. 
 
As stated overleaf existing laws are broken by tens of thousands at Ibrox and away games throughout the 
season - the songs being sung are illegal and once that is eradicated then perhaps we could move forward. 
 
The SFA and the MSM have bent over backwards to resurrect the 'old firm' after RFC went into administration 
and were placed in liquidation and this included breaking their own rules, inventing new rules and creating a 
survival through liquidation myth. It is the establishment that are perpetrating the 'old firm' myth mostly for the 
purpose of financial gain. 
 
We have had four years of relative peace at the top of Scottish Football but are about to descend into the 
depths of sectarianism again and the SFA and MSM are rubbing their hands and pumping it up with every 
announcement they make. As a lifelong CFC supporter I stopped attending these 'hatefests' many years ago 
and I wish more of my fellow supporters would do the same.  

 

 

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)?  

See 2 overleaf  
 

 

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  

 



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)?  

This needs to be addressed in the round and not through any football specific 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?  

Yes 

Comments: 

I answer yes but would have to be assured that this was to be properly managed as there is a definite anti 
Celtic pro Rangers bias throughout the Scottish Administration and the Scottish Media. I would be afraid that 
the need would be felt to even up any sanctions against the Establishment team. 

 

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)  

None - the laws were in place (and still are) to fully police football and all other sports prior to this legislation.  
 

 

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: 

The special Police section could be disbanded, many dawn raids stopped 

 

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?  



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?  

Not necessary - the relevant laws were already there.  
 

 

Page 18: General   

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

Football should never again be the subject of knee jerk political opportunism.  
 

 

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

I personally witnessed the kettling of young Celtic Supporters in the Gallowgate to stop them continuing a 
peaceful march yo Celtic Park. 
 
The actions of Police Scotland on this day disgusted me and I was left questioning whether we were living in 
a police state. 
 
There was and is footage of this all over the internet. I believe all supporters arrested during this event were 
exonerated of any wrongdoing. 
 
As far as I know, Police Scotland has never apologized for this and there has been no inquiry.  

 

 


