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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)  

 

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: 

The act dosnt work. Most/all prosecutions can be achieved with pre-existing legislation regarding 
racially/religiously motivated hate crime. Gives police freedom to pursue anything they personally consider 
offensive. Some of the incidents that have been considered offensive by police are laughable. Fundamental 



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.  

difference in saying something offensive and being abusive. Gives police a chance to silence unpopular 
political expression 

 

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 
 
A) repeal would save money in terms of chasing prosecutions that generally fail. Police can be better utilised 
to tackle real problems, increase in trust between police and fans 
 
B) football clubs would face less of a backlash from fans who are upset over harsh/unfair treatment from 
police and stewards. Fan/club relationships will improve, fans will come back to games and increase revenue 
for clubs 
 
C) football fans won't feel targeted, won't lash out at unfair treatment, will react better to fairer treatment from 
police. 
 
Don't see any disadvantages to a repeal. Mr Kelly is 100% correct that bigotry has to be tackled at the route 
cause I.e. The home, education for children and improved integration between different sects is needed. 
Football is purely a medium of expression. Hatred stemming from football rivalry will never go away. Be it 
religion, geography or any other difference. E.g West Ham/millwall rivalry nothing to do with religion but will 
always be a far uglier rivalry than Celtic and rangers  

 

 

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)?  

All parties mentioned have to educate and encourage younger generations about unacceptable conduct 
however I think to a degree you will never be able to eradicate the problem fully. 
 
What is offensive is subjective however, political correctness, to a degree has gone mad. I personally don't 
think it's my problem if I say something that someone finds offensive so long as i am not being abusive and 
specifically targeting someone.  

 

 

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)?  

There is a fundamental difference in offensive and abusive. Football is a passionate game, the police have to 
reasonably discern between what is threatening and what is a throw away comment said in the heat of the 
moment.  



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)?  

 
Furthermore, just because a political opinion goes against the majority of opinion dosnt make it offensive.  

 

 

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: 

Clubs have done all they can. Fans will react to situations they are angered by in a way that could be 
considered offensive as a show of defiance. The difference here in Scottish football are fans who are being 
"offensive" and fans who are saying things that are bigoted.  

 

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.  

Significant reduction in cost 

Comments: 

Repealing this act would save considerable resources in terms of time and money for both police and the 
courts 

 

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?  

Positive  

 

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

No Response  

 

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?  

Witnessed police harassment of young football fans who are legally considered children that was unheard of 
before resistance to the OBFA gained support.  
 
Heard first hand accounts of young fans being arrested for chanting to police "you can stick your camera up 
your A***" no reasonable person would be offended by this.  
 
Police use the act to deliberately bully football fans  

 

 


