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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: 

I fully support the need to change the existing policy as it is unclear. There should be no need to exclude a 
particular group in society, those who choose to break the law should be criminalised using the laws which 
were already in place. The OBAFA discriminates against football fans exclusively, whilst other groups in 
society would not be charged under the same law. 

 

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?  

A) The police have created a problem with this law and the way it has been enacted. With the repeal, the 
police would be able to focus on criminalising the fans who do breach the peace. The disadvantages would 
be that the police would have a less-direct approach to policing football matches specifically, and would need 
to use the other laws in place to arrest fans. 
 
B) football clubs would see their stadiums with more atmosphere, without the fear of police harassment. I do 
not for one second support sectarianism or any offensive behaviour within the stadium, the problem is that 
some fans have no idea what is deemed offensive or not. Disadvantage would be on the rare occasion that 
fans do get out of line, the club may face financial penalties. But they already face this consequence. 
 
C) Football supporters will be able to enjoy the game without feeling watched. Freedom of speech comes at a 
price, and one must be responsible of their rights. However, the crackdown on fans signing songs in a 
stadium does not stop sectarianism. Far from it. Those fans who do not engage with sectarian signing, still 
feel the pressures of expressing themselves, in case it could be deemed offensive. The disadvantage for 
many young fans, could be that they are prosecuted under much more serious offences. However, this should 
not be the case as the fans who deserve to be punished will be, and those who fall foul of the Act will not.  

 

 

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)?  

I feel personally that education should start at home with these issues. If you teach your son/daughter to go to 
the game in a responsible manner, then they will always be mindful of this. I was once a season ticket holder 
at Ibrox for 15 years with my Dad and older Brother, I learned everything by watching them. Now that I am 
aware of the social problems discussed in these songs, I understand now why my Dad would have punished 
me for signing the songs. If it were not for him, I would have been signing all the sectarian songs. Now inside 
Ibrox, the mood is much better, the last game I was at people were telling other fans to "shut up and get into 
the 21st century, nobody sings that anymore."  
 
The main issue is of course the schooling of these issues. Whilst at school we did not discuss anything close 
to sectarianism at length, despite it being "Scotland's Shame." My question is, if Scotland is so shameful of 
sectarianism, why do they not educate the next generation? It is my understanding that perhaps they do more 
now, but as I am only 22, it's not as though I have been out of school for very long. The only reason I know 
not to sing these songs is because I educated myself st university and understand the deeper meanings to 
these disgusting songs. Fans are criminalised for singing songs, some of which are not sectarian, without 
even knowing what they have done wrong. This is because they have know idea what they are talking about. 
Educate the fans, don't criminalise the fans.  
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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.  



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  

 

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 I've stated before, if you educate the fans they might be more inclined to not sing songs about fans dying 
or famine.  

 

 

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: 

The problem with this is that no major football club will turn on their fans. As fans mean money. The minute the 
Chairman turns round and says that the fans need to stop singing sectarian songs, they would be exiled and 
boycotts would occur. It needs to be a third-party institute like the Police. 

 

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 think the transitional arrangements provided in the consultation paper would make sense. The main issue 
going forward is to find a way for people to stop singing these songs which are deemed as 'sectarian'. Holding 
a Summit with the Police, the football clubs and fan groups would work well. I think that this issue has brought 
Rangers and Celtic fans together, in support of each other's rights to express themselves.  

 

 

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 reduction in cost  

 

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?  

The focus of the police should be to target all hate crime throughout Scotland. Not just within football 
matches. I genuinely believe that Scotland has become welcoming to all of the so called "protected groups". 
By singling them out for more care and attention than others then they will get more scrutiny.  

 

 

Page 18: General   

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

The repeal doesn't need anymore support, the Act has shown itself up on a global scale to be unproductive. 
There must be a change if Scotland want to maintain their forward thinking politics, which has been famous in 
light of the recent electoral campaigns.  

 

 

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

No  
 

 


