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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: 

Paul Mackin 

 

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 is a violation of civil liberties, it is not fit for purpose, has caused a deep mistrust of the police and 
causes discrimination of football fans for no reason other than the hobby they choose to have. 

 

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: 
Would have time to catch real criminals rather than lying about being 'offended' by mythical chants.  
 
Disadvantages 
The police would have to find new ways to justify obscene overtime, they may have to start treating football 
fans like human beings rather than lower-class animals 
 
B 
Advantages 
Football clubs could see higher attendances as people would not need to be intimidated and filmed by the 
police for attending a sporting event. 
 
Disadvantages 
None 
 
C 
Advantages 
Football supporters could be treated the same as rugby fans, golf fans, concert goers, as normal people out 
to enjoy an event rather than being harassed, followed, and filmed. 
 
Disadvantages 
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)?  

How do you define offensive? 'Offensive behaviour' is so subjective that there is little that can be done to 
affect it in any meaningful way. What is offensive to someone is not offensive to someone else. Some people 
are very rarely offended, yet some people are offended by very minor things. 
 
Nothing happens after being 'offended'. There is no physical damage, no mental damage, people are 
'offended', then go about their day. 
 
In my experience, there is very little 'offensive behaviour' at football matches. Yes, there is rivalry, that 
sometimes spills into unsavoury chants, but the last serious trouble I witnessed at a football match I attended 
in Scotland was in 1999 and I have attended anywhere between 20 and 40 matches per year since then. As a 
professional person, earning a decent living, I am more offended that the police and authorities in this country 
think I am an animal because of the sport I like, rather than anything I have heard at a Scottish football 
ground.  
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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.  

Fully supportive 

Comments: 

This part of the Act is rarely used, and when it is, it is mainly against children who dont need to be arrested and 
sent through the court system for sending a tweet. 

 

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)?  

In the social media age, people need to be properly educated that what they put online is out there to 
everyone in the whole world. Using valuable public money to prosecute people for sending tweets, whether it 
is hate to a football player or a death threat from a One Direction fan is not in the public interest. Proper 
lessons in using social media would be a far more appropriate use of resource than dragging kids through 
courts, affecting their employment prospects etc.  
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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?  

No 

Comments: 

'Strict liability' is an utter nonsense. Who decides what is unacceptable behaviour? In the past couple of years 
we have seen 2 Scottish football clubs fined for flying Palestinian flags. The Scottish government is very 
sympathetic to the Palestinian cause, as are a large number of Scottish people, yet waving a flag sees a fine 
being imposed. Strict liability would continue to penalise football fans for things that would be fully acceptable 
outside of a football ground. 
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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)  

All outstanding charges should be dropped. No retrospective charges should be allowed i.e. people should 
not be charged after the Act is repealed even if the alleged offense took place before this. 
 
Anyone with a conviction under the Act should have this removed from their record.  
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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 

Comments: 

The court system would not be clogged up with unnecessary cases. Police numbers could be reduced as there 
is a reduction in crime (this is the case for all crimes, not just football-related ones). Football clubs would save 
money as they could have less police officers (even no police in some cases) at matches. Football clubs may 
also see an increase in revenue from higher matchday attendances. 
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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 vast, vast majority of hate crimes do not take place at football matches. Less than 0.01% of people who 
attend football matches in Scotland have been arrested (not convicted) under the Offensive Behaviour at 
Football Act.  
 
Pre-existing laws should continue to be used where hate crimes occur.  
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Q11. Have you any other comments to make on the proposed Bill or on the matters raised in the consultation 
document?  

I am fully supportive of the proposed bill to repeal the Offensive Behaviour at Football Act. It unfairly targets 
young working class men because they have a particular hobby. 
 
Football fans in the United Kingdom have been negatively portrayed throughout my entire lifetime. With the 
recent Hillsborough verdict, and now this Bill, I hope we can finally move on and see football fans as regular 
human beings who simply want to be entertained watching a football match on a Saturday afternoon.  

 

 

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

I have stopped attending football matches in Scotland because of the Act. As mentioned earlier in the 
consultation, I previously attended anywhere from 20-40 matches per year, putting thousands of pounds into 
small businesses around the country as well as revenue to roughly 15 different football clubs. 
 
I have been followed, filmed and illegally searched by police officers for the 'crime' of attending a football 
match in Scotland. I have been blocked from entering and leaving a concourse in one football ground (which 
also blocked a fire exit) over the course of several football matches for no reason other than to show 



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

intimidation. This was reported to the football club in question and a complaint was raised with Police 
Scotland, where the response only seemed to be interested in gathering further details about myself rather 
than addressing the issues raised. 
 
I now have a deep mistrust of the police, and would not feel comfortable reporting any crime to them.  

 

 


