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Are you responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation?  

Individual  

 

Which of the following best describes you?  

Professional with experience in a relevant subject  

 

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: 

John Farrell 

 

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 



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: 

Its wrong. A political response to a situation that exists across Scotland as a whole, yet specifically targets 
Football fans when this behavioural component is rife in other areas of Scottish culture, Rugby ( where it is 
often descibed as high jinks) or the bigot fests of Orange walks that are somehow allowed in a "progressive" 
Scotland. Its totally selective and that is un-ethical. 

 

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?  

We have laws already. 
 
We dont use them properly as is, so adding another that is biased against football fans drives an further 
wedge beteen the police, the courts and the ordinary football fans. 

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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

Firstly, Police bullying ( and I've witnessed it first hand ) should be investigated by independents. The Police 
investigating the police, is what it is. Ridiculous. 
 
Secondly, define offensive behaviour. Problem is that there is no objective measure to be able to do that. Its 
all totally subjective. If you know anything about how the brain functions then you'll understand that we are as 
diffenet menatlly as our fingerprints are physically. What we think is reality, is just our perception of it. If I 
chose to be offended or not, then that is my internal representation of it, and not the reality of the situation. 
 
IN NLP, the say the map is not the territory.  
 
Lastly, this act is an ass. You can get 45,000 fans singing bigotted, racist and homphobic ditties at games, 
and somehow no-one hears them, or comments on them, and the authourities ( footbals and police) do 
nothing and actually condone it. 
You cant have selective use of this act. Ditto as I said about other aspects of Scottish culture, which are 
deeply offensive and yet are completely ignored.  

 

 

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.  

Partially supportive 

Comments: 

I'm in all favour of free speech, and actually dont see this as just a football thing. Idiots who troll or abuse 
others should be dealt with, but it shouldnt just be restricted to football matters, that's totally myopic and wrong. 

 



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)?  

Treat everyone the same. 
 
Have standards of "reasonable" behaviour that targets zero tolerance of racism, bigotry, homophobia etc, all 
of which are a bigger social problem in Scotland than football fans taunting each other. 
 
Remove "offensive", as anyone can take offence to anything. 
 
Put simply, if you cant measure it, it shouldn't be a law.  

 

 

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: 

Strict liability is a total sham. No club can be held responsible for the actions of one idiot, who could act even 
knowing the consequence to themselves. It like holding France to account because two nutcase bombers tried 
to kill people. However if clubs, condone offensive behaviour then they should be held liable. So to should the 
police, the media, and the courts, who in the past have done nothing about it. First step would be to admit its a 
cultural problem, which we havent done. We are scapegoating one section of a culture when offensive stuff is 
endemic everywhere else and we choose to turn a blind eye to 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)  

None. 
 
It doesnt work. 
 
Its a sham. 
 
What we should be doing is looking at the bigger picture. What do we need to do in Scotland to bring it into 
the 21st Century, re bigotry, racism,and homophobia toname but a a few.  

 

 

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.  



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: 

If we dump this bill, we'd probably save significant resourses ( not just cost, but time too ) of Police, and court 
resources, who trump up charges for individuals, yet ignore large scale breaches by whole supports and 
marches that pride themselves on spouting racist bile. Its a sham. 

 

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?  

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?  

Why are ou ignoring the postive impact angle here? 
 
Thats a loaded question and also presumes the same groups are already protected. The reality is they are 
not, and we all know it. 
 
Picking on supporters is just ridiculous. If we stop it in supporters then the culture will change, Wrong. The 
bigger culture always swallows the smaller one. 
 
Its like saying every bigot is a football fan. We all know that's not true. 
 
There's loads of bigots, racists, and homophobes out there, but we conveniently ignore them. 
 
Shame on us.  

 

 

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'm offended by it. 
 
Can I get you charged for supporting it?  

 

 

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

Yes. 
 
The change in the attitude of the Police after this bill was brought in, was starting. It went from crowd control 



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

to bullying / harrassing of honest decent fans. 
 
I gave up my season ticket because I despised being treated like a potential criminal, even though I have 
never given any cause for anyone to do so. 
 
I'm sickened by the whole political / police stitch up to a problem that only exist in minority but tars anyone 
who attends a football game with the same stick. 
 
As I said, several time, this is a society / cultural problem and we would do well to accept that, and not pick 
selective scapegoats for our backward attitude. 

 

 


