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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: 

Stephen McIntyre 

 

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 bill criminalises football fans too easily and is a waste of police/courts time. It seems only to target 
certain sets of fans whilst ignoring other unacceptable behaviour that goes on at football matches and in 
society in general. 

 

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 of the repeal as follows:- 
The police and justice system would have more of their valuable time freed up to tackle real issues in 
society 
Football supporters would not feel so intimidated when attending games. What used to be seen as 
terrace banter and "90 minute bigotry" between sets of fans can now lead to someone's life being ruined 
due to being taken to court and made an example of in public.  

 

 

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 Leaving aside the issue of whether sections 1 to 5 of the 2012 Act should be repealed, what do you 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

Clubs need to self police more. As a Rangers fan I feel that Rangers have done this well over the last 
decade or so. The songbook has changed dramatically at Rangers games over the past few years 
although now and again some old, and now deemed unacceptable songs, get a brief airing. Rightly or 
wrongly I feel that the law was brought in mainly to target the old firm (Rangers in particular). I feel that 
this repeal is only being so widely supported because fans of other clubs (mainly Celtic) now find that 
they are being targeted for their unacceptable songs at games. The main group of Celtic fans that act 
unacceptably at games are The Green Brigade. They seem to get free reign to do as they please, if this 
was dealt with more strictly by those in charge at Parkhead it might see less trouble among Celtic fans. 
You only need to look at the number of UEFA fines Celtic have had and the behaviour of their fans at the 
last old firm game. They get free reign to bring in offensive banners and unacceptable flags. Sorry for the 
rant, back to the original point I feel that clubs self policing their fans more effectively would help 
tremendously.  

 

 

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: 

I feel this is a waste of police and courts time. It's a grey area and offenders can claim their phone was 
hacked and get away with it scot free after loads of money has been spent trying to prosecute. 

 



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)?  

Fight fire with fire. Anyone who is happy to abuse other people online should be publicly named and 
shamed on whatever social media outlet they used to send the communications. This might lead to others 
to think twice before doing the same.  

 

 

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: 

It's very difficult to prove that the club did not do enough to prevent the behaviour. If clubs encourage the 
behaviour (Hibs playing down the horrendous behaviour of their fans during the cup final in 2016) they 
they should be punished in some ways. Any punishements should not be sporting, they should be financial 
(fines, stand closures etc). 

 

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)  

No Response  

 

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: 

If the police and courts are given less of the burden this should reduce the costs of prosecuting fans. 

 

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?  

No Response  

 

Page 18: General   

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

No Response  

 

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

No Response  

 


