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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: 

Ian Lowe 

 

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: 

Pretending that football is just like any other sport, or that it's fans are somehow wholly innocent parties, 
misrepresented in the press is detached from reality. Football crowds are more violent, more aggressive and 
more prone to causing problems than the fans of Golf, or Rugby or ANY other sport in Scotland. The sad fact is 
that any neutral commentator highlighting sectarianism and crowd problems at football is drawn INTO the 
sectarian nonsense by either side. Rangers fans insist that their repulsive songs are just "culture", and that the 
Celtic fans support of terrorists needs to be punished, whilst Celtic fans make every excuse under the sun to 
justify songs about the IRA, whilst demanding something is done about songs about fenian blood. The truth is 
that these things are ALL unacceptable in our society. Songs glorifying terrorism are disgusting - and have 
precisely NOTHING to do with a game of football. Songs about a battle in another country are disgusting - they 
also have nothing to do with football. The OBFA is a blunt instrument, and it has no doubt been used with 
excessive force in some cases - but all laws are subject to misuse and over reach; this is the price we pay for 
decades of ignoring the problem and hoping that clubs would resolve the issue themselves. 

 

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?  

There would be only one group who would see an advantage - bigots, who would feel empowered and 
justified in singing their hate filled songs with even more impunity. 
 
For disadvantages - the police would see more abuse directed their way, as bigots of all hues would seek to 
rub it in their faces that they could now legally indulge in sectarian hate. The justice system would see a 
reduction in prosecutions directly from OBFA, but this would be cancelled out by an increase in prosecutions 
under breach of the peace. 
 
Football clubs would continue to be dogged by sectarian bigots using the sport as a vehicle for tribal hatred 
based on religion and nationality. An advantage might fall to Rangers and Celtic, as the bigoted element of 
each team's support would be even more likely to attend, as a now legally sanctioned venue for venting their 
hatred. 
 
Ordinary football supporters would be the ultimate losers - as this shameful retreat in the face of bigotry would 
confirm once and for all that nothing will ever be done to deal with the problem.  
 
It is also more likely that UEFA will sanction Scottish clubs and exclude them from Europe, to prevent the 
disgusting sectarianism from being experienced outside of Scotland, depriving genuine fans of the experience 
of seeing their teams compete at the highest levels. 

 

 

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)?  

Politicians have only blunt instruments like OBFA and the legal system.  
 
Dismantling sectarian organisations such as the Orange Order, or preventing social segregation of children 
along religious lines in the education system is clearly not acceptable to the public at large, so we are stuck 
with strong sectarian influences in society. 
 
Clubs can be compelled to ban supporters from grounds and supporters organisations for singing sectarian 
songs - but clearly, the main offenders will only pay lip service to this. 
 
The SFA, however, have been complicit in sectarianism and offensive behaviour for years. They have made 
lukewarm gestures towards the problem, but not acted decisively. They could, and should, dock points for 
sectarian behaviour by fans. If singing of sectarian songs caused the team to lose the points for a match, it 
would not take long before players and genuine fans would revolt and demand the silence of the bigots.  

 

 



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: 

As above. the OBFA is not perfect, but it is the best that we have. 

 

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)?  

As above.  
 

 

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: 

It should be strict liability, and involve sporting sanctions as well as civil ones; as it may be the only thing which 
actually bothers the bigots. 

 

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, as I don't accept that the bill 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.  

Some increase in cost 

Comments: 

The knock on impacts of an increase in sectarian violence and more violent 'breach of the peace' events 



Q8. Taking account of both costs and potential savings, what financial impact would you expect the proposed 
Bill to have? Please provide any comments.  

would, I feel outweigh any reduction in the cost to 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?  

Negative  

 

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

the best way would be by not doing it! 
 
Otherwise, we will see the same old spikes in domestic violence. Old firm tensions are fuelled by 
sectarianism. Old firm football games see an uptick in domestic abuse - how can increasing the anger and 
hatred at these events have any effect other than more domestic abuse? 

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

 
This is a disgusting waste of parliament's time. This bill is seeking to give a veneer of legitimacy to Scotland's 
sectarian shame, and I sincerely hope that it falls fast and hard, never to return.  

 

 

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

no.  
 

 


