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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?  

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 would like my response to be anonymous (the response may be published, but no name) 

Name: 

 

 

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: 

The Act has taken completely the wrong route in its attempts to tackle sectarianism. Speaking as a retired 
school teacher, it is clear to me the situation cannot be rectified through legislation but only through a serious 
commitment to education. Legislation already existed to deal with the kind of behaviour the Act was to address. 
If, the considerable sums allocated to FOCUS had been used instead to fund properly structured educational 
programmes maybe we would now have less of a problem. As a teacher I often had to impress on pupils the 
importance of respect for the rule of law and for a police force who were there for the benefit of all. One of the 
most serious effects of the Act has been to alienate many youngsters from the police force. Sadly there is a 
perception that some police officers developed an arrogant approach to their job and tales of doors being 
rattled in the early hours of the morning did little to dispel the notion that Police Scotland were happy to adopt 
an unnecessarily heavy handed approach........ pour encourager les autres ? As a law abiding member of 
society who also attends football matches, I find it obnoxious that I can be treated as a potential criminal simply 
because I am going to a football match. I refer of course to the filming activities of police officers which can 
only be described as provocative and authoritarian I would conclude by suggesting that a cynic might believe 
the Act was introduced in response to a media frenzy after one particular game by grand standing politicians 
who like to be seen to be doing something, even if in the words of a learned sheriff, the result turned out to be 
"mince" 

 

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.......1) police would be held in higher regard 
2) less time and money would be wasted bringing cases to court which are not going to result in convictions 
3) clubs would not have to placate supporters who felt they were being treated unfairly.  
4) supporters would not have to worry about being charged with offending somebody who might not have 
been there but who might have been  
offended if he had been there 
 
I can see no disadvantages as legislation has always been in place to deal with sectarian behaviour  

 

 

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 should stop being obdurate and be willing to admit when they have got things wrong 
Police should always treat the public with respect and remember they are there to serve the public 
Use the money spent on FOCUS to fund schemes designed to educate those who are pre disposed to 
sectarian behaviiour  

 

 

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 

Comments: 

See previous comments 

 



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)?  

Use legislation already in place prior to OBAF Act  
 

 

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 should be responsible but strict liability would not work as it is open to interpretation whether or not they 
had done all they could to prevent misbehaviour 

 

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  
 

 

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: 

Many cases brought to court have been thrown out. It would be interesting to find out how much money had 
been wasted in relation to such cases Police officers posting on social media while abroad for European 
games does not encourage a belief that money has been spent wisely 

 

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?  

Strange question as this pre supposes that repeal would have a negative impact. As previously stated, 
legislation already exists to tackle any such problems  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

If , as I believe, Christine Graham stated in parliament to Professor Tom Devine that the OBAF Bill was being 
introduced as some kind of "evening up" procedure ,then at that point, much of its credibility was lost. 
The legislation as enacted conflated sectarianism with political expression and left the interpretation wide 
open to subjective judgement. Not a very wise idea. 
To quote Police Scotland, "there are songs you cannot sing but we cannot tell you what they are." That rather 
sums things up.  

 

 

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

I very much objected to being filmed going to a football match. This does very little to engender good relations 
between the police and those they are supposed to serve  

 

 


