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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: 

Chris Provan 

 

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 seems to have been forced through parliament without much consideration for what's actually 
acceptable freedom of speech. Instead an assumption has been made based on a set of principles which may 
or may not reflect individual clubs tradition, history, viewpoint of heritage. 

 

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- advantages- less hasty arrests 
A- disadvantage- less autonomy  
B- less association with false arrests/sectarian issues 
B- none 
C- freedom of speech  
C- none  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you think 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

Simply put I believe that offensive behaviour is an issue caused by two things 
 
1. The culture within the fan base 
2. The police/government management of fans 
 
At Celtic FC, there is a history and heritage aligned to anti fascism, racism and bigotry. Whilst in years gone 
by the club has had supporters behave in the wrong ways, I believe that these days the feeling of family with 
values aligned to the above, ensure that sectarianism is no longer an issue. IE we as a collective don't think 
it's acceptable to be sectarian. 
 
If other clubs such as Rangers could adopt this attitude within their fan base, be proud of who they are without 
the sectarian slant, Scottish football would see a fall in offensive behaviour. 
 
2. If the police positioned themselves in and around football matches and integrated with all sections of fans, 
it would seem far less of a them and us mentality. They could even smile. 
 
Here is simply no need to brand a fan base who haven't yet done anything wrong  

 

 

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: 

For the same reasons as mentioned in 1-5 

 



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)?  

Surely set guidelines are needed to avoid confusion on what isn't acceptable  
 

 

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: 

If he fan base believe the club will be hurt by their actions, it will work to help any issue 

 

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)  

Community discussion groups 
Determining the political landscape in Scotland and football 
Marking out what's acceptable 
Deploying management of this 
Monitoring behavioural patterns 
Benchmarking how they align 
Reviewing the process 
Consulting with user groups 
Amending as needed  

 

 

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 increase in cost 

Comments: 

A very laborious and medieval system is going to result in more arrests (falsely), more court proceedings and 
probably not many more sentences. As with everything the bark is worse than the bite and I just don't believe 
the act will do much more than waste the systems time and money 

 

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?  

I don't think this is appropriate. IE a group or set or demographic won't see any benefit or negative impact due 
to this act.  

 

 

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 think the bill is absurd. The set of laws and rules that govern the people of Scotland at this precise moment 
in time have been drawn up firstly by an English government who occupied Scotland, and then tweaked as 
we were given more power. More recently those powers have begun to be exploited by a Scottish 
government hell bent on detaching itself from England whilst showing they do have the power and 
intelligence, they believe Westminster believe they don't. 
 
There are very few freedoms left in society and having the ability to express your views or feelings at a 
football match should not be taken away. 
 
Certainly not when the white Anglo Saxon middle class views of the system enforcing the law, are what is set 
as acceptable. (Merely my way of articulating my view on the benchmark) 
 
Acceptable to whom? All of what goes on in football is merely one person or another's view  

 

 

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

Thankfully no  
 

 


