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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: 

Gerald 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: 

The act should apply to all sports. 

 

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?  

I reserve my views at this time because this (question) requires multiple responses, which could be 
interpreted to suit the questioner, and so is invalid. 

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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)?  

On the spot fines for those deemed behaving in a disorderly manner at any sporting venue. Failure to pay 
within 14 days to have fine increased to 10 X the original penalty, and /or up to 3 years ban from all sporting 
events. 
Other sanctions are available to the courts at present and should be rigorously enforced , such as breach of 
the peace . 

 

 

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: 

Anything that will rid Scotland of the scourge of sectarianism gets my vote. And I believe that no modern 
society should tolerate such behaviour under any circumstances. 

 

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)?  

Freedom of expression is just that Mr. Kelly. If I write that I think that your views are tosh and nonsense, and 
the ravings of a political pygmy, then you must thole that as my opinion of you, and unpleasant as it may be 
from your perspective, you are quite entitled to ignore my opinions of you and your beliefs. However if you did 
respond by writing that I should be shot like a rabid dog, then I would be perfectly entitled to call in the Police 
to investigate your threats to my life.  
The point being that there is no need for other legislation, as you would , no doubt, be charged with 
threatening behaviour, and if found guilty, the sanctions available to the courts could be very severe.  
But name-calling distasteful as it may be, is just that, Distasteful . 

 

 

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: 

Insurers could be held liable for insuring a Club that has a history of failing to curb the antics of their 
supporters. If insurers decline the risk then the fixture cannot go ahead. or the premium that any club would 
need to pay before the insurer would accept the risk would make the fixture unaffordable. I'm a great advocate 
of hitting them in the wallet 

 

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)  

I don't believe it should be repealed.  
 

 

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 increase in cost 

Comments: 

Repeal would send out the message that the previous behaviour which cost lives as well as cost to the 
emergency and medical services, was acceptable. When it patently was not. 

 

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?  

Withdraw the bill and explain why you are so set on destroying the act as it stands ?  
 

 



Page 18: General   

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

I want to know why you are devoting so much time and public resources on this issue. In other words, what's 
in it for you?  

 

 

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

No.  
 

 


