
RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 1

Match Vs

Club’s Level Competition

Date of Match Match Venue

RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM

Particulars of Offence

Player’s Surname Date of Birth

Forename(s) Plea Admitted Not Admitted

Club name RFU ID No.

Type of Offence

Law 9 Offence

Sanction

Hearing Details

Hearing Date Hearing venue

Chairmen/SJO Panel Member 1

Panel Member 2 Panel Secretary

Appearance Player Yes No Appearance Club Yes No

Player’s Representative(s): Other attendees:

Forename(s) Plea

List of documents/materials provided to player in advance of hearing:

Forename(s)
Plea



RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 2

Summary of Essential Elements of Citing/Referee/s Report/Footage

Forename(s)
Plea



RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 3

Essential Elements of Other Evidence (e.g. medical reports)

Forename(s)
Plea



RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 4

Summary of Player’s Evidence

Forename(s)
Plea



RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 5

Findings of Fact

Forename(s)
Plea



RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 6

SANCTIONING PROCESS

Decision

Breach admitted Proven Not Proven Other Disposal (please state below)

Forename(s)
Plea

Assessment of Seriousness

Assessment of intent - Ref 19.11.8

PLEASE TICK APPROPRIATE BOX 19.11.8(a) Intentional/deliberate 19.11.8(b) Reckless

Reasons for finding as to intent:

Gravity of player’s actions - Reg 19.11.8(c)



RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 7

Nature of actions - Reg 19.11.8(d)

Existence of provocation - Reg 19.11.8(e)

Whether player retaliated - Reg 19.11.8(f)

Self-defence - Reg 19.11.8(g)

Effect on victim - Reg 19.11.8(h)

Effect on match - Reg 19.11.8(i)

Vulnerability of victim - Reg 19.11.8(j)

Level of participation/premeditation - Reg 19.11.8(k)



RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 8

Conduct completed/attempted - Reg 19.11.8(l)

Other features of player’s conduct - Reg 19.11.8(m)

Assessment of Seriousness Continued

Entry point

Low-end                        Weeks Mid-range                        Weeks Top-end*                        Weeks

*If Top End, the JO or Panel should identify, if apropriate, an entry point between the Top End 
and the maximum sanction and provide the reasons for selecting this entry point, below.

In making this assessment, the JO/committee should be consider RFU Regulation 19

Reasons for selecting entry point:

Forename(s)
Plea

Additional Relevant Off-Field Aggravating Factors - Reg 19.11.10

Player’s status as an offender of the laws of the game - Reg 19.11.10 (a)

Need for deterrent to combat a pattern of offending - Reg 19.11.10(b)



RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 9

Number of additional weeks:

Relevant Off-Field Mitgating Factors

Acknowledgement of guilt and timing - 
Reg 19.11.11(a)

Player’s disciplinary record/good character - 
Reg 19.11.11(b)

Forename(s) Plea

Youth and inexperience of player - Reg 19.11.11(c) Conduct prior to and at hearing - Reg 19.11.11(d)

Remorse and timing of Remorse - Reg 19.11.11(e) Other off-field mitigation - Reg 19.11.11(f)

Number of weeks deducted:

Summary of reason for number of weeks deducted:

Forename(s)
Plea

Any other off-field aggravating factor that the disciplinary panel considers relevant and appropriate - 
Reg 19.11.10 (c)



RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 10

Sanction

NOTE: PLAYER ORDERED OFF ARE PROVISIONALLY SUSPENDED PENDING THE HEARING 
OF THEIR CASE, SUCH SUSPENSION SHOULD BE TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION WHEN 

SANCTIONING

Total sanction Sending off sufficient

Sanction commences

Sanctions concludes

Free to play

Final date to lodge appeal

Costs (please refer to Reg 
19, Appendix 3 for full 
cost details)

Signature 
(JO or Chairman) Date

NOTE: YOU HAVE THE RIGHT OF APPEAL AGAINST THIS DECISION AS SET OUT 
IN REGULATION 19.12 OF THE DISCIPLINARY REGULATIONS. YOUR ATTENTION IS 

SPECIFICALLY DRAWN TO THE TIME LIMIT AND DIRECTIONS/REQUIREMENTS RELATING 
TO AN APPEAL SET OUT IN REGULATION 19.12.9

Games for meaningful sanctions:

Forename(s)
Plea


	Untitled

	Hearing venue Panel Member 1 Panel Secretary Appearance Club: Video call
	Reasons for finding as to intent: The Player aggressively shouted the offending words directly at the Referee who was in close proximity to him. Albeit a reaction to the foul play he had been subject to, it was a deliberate act of dissent.
	Gravity of players actions  Reg 19118c: The Player used offensive language in a shouted and aggressive challenge to the Referee's decision.  The game was the most significant Premiership game that weekend and was being broadcast live on television. It was clearly visible and audible.
	Sending off sufficient: 
	Date: 15.01.2021
	Match: Bristol Bears
	Vs: Exeter Chiefs
	Clubs Level: 1
	Date of Match: 09.01.2021
	Competition: Gallagher Premiership
	Match Venue: Bristol Bears
	Players Surname: Sinckler
	Date of Birth: 30.03.1993
	Forename(s): Kyle
	Plea Admitted: Off
	Plea Not Admitted: Yes
	Club name: Bristol Bears
	Type of Offence: Citing
	Law 9 Offence: 9.28 - Failing To Respect The Authority Of The Match Officials
	Sanction: 2 weeks
	RFU ID No: 327313
	Hearing Date: 12.01.2021
	Panel Member 1: Becky Essex
	Chairmen/SJO: Richard Whittam QC 
	Panel Member 2: Leon Lloyd
	Panel Secretary: Rebecca Morgan
	Appearance Player Yes: Yes
	Appearance Player No: Off
	Appearance Club Yes: Yes
	Appearance Club No: Off
	Players Representatives: Sam Jones, Counsel 
	Other attendees: Angus Hetherington, RFU Legal Counsel (Discipline)David Barnes, RFU Head of DisciplinePat Lam, Bristol Bears DoRMark Tainton, Bristol Bears CEONick Fenton-Wells, Bristol Bears Team ManagerDave Attwood, Bristol Bears
	List of documents/materials provided to player in advance of hearingRow1: Hearing bundle which comprised the following documents:1. Charge sheet2. Citing report of Duncan Bell dated 10/01/20213. Extract of sanction table from RFU Regulation 19, Appendix 24. Email from Angus Hetherington dated 11/01/21 including documents5. Email from PRL to RFU dated 4 October 2017 in respect of Vales of the Game6. Email and statement from Referee Karl Dixon dated 11.01.20217. RFU v Diamond (Nov17) judgment 8. Apology tweet from Player9. Reference from Pat Lam dated 11.01.202110. Reference from Richard Hill dated 11.01.2021A video recording of the incident
	Summary of Essential Elements of Citing/Referee/sReport/Footage: The Citing Commissioners report set out the details of the match and provided the following detailed report of the incident;"Following a no arms tackle, by Exeter 2 the referee says “ I think he’s wrapped. Believe he’swrapped two arms.” Kyle Sinckler, the tackled player screams, “Are you fucking serious?”directly aimed at the referee. The ball goes out of play for a lineout and Sinckler approachesthe referee and engages with him although this is not picked up by the referee mic. Thereferee then calls over Sinckler and the Bristol Captain. The referee warns Sinckler “If youscream like that at me again you will leave the field. The language you used is unacceptable.We have a process in process and our TMO looked at it and now we are going to check it.Please do not scream. Ok?" During this exchange Sinckler goes to walk away but is recalledby his captain. The tackle is then reviewed by the match officials. Having reviewed the videothere is no doubt that Sinckler has A. Used foul language directed at the match official (Asconfirmed in the referee’s own words to Sinckler “at me again”) B. Disrespected the authorityof the match official C. Was aggressive in the manner in which he spoke to the match officialUnder the PRLs definition of conduct prejudicial (PGMOT) Values of the game – Swearing ata match official should be sanctioned with a red card Taking all these actions into account,the actions of Bristol 3 pass the threshold for a red card under law 9.28 Misconduct. A playermust not disrespect the authority of a match official."A brief statement was provided by the match Referee at the request of the RFU. The Referee described the incident as follows;"Kyle was a ball carrier and Luke came into tackle him low. From where I was stood I deemed the tackle legal and said I think he had gone with 2 arms to wrap. At that point I heard Kyle say something but wasn’t entirely sure what he had said but knew he had used the word fucking and wasn’t sure if it was being directed at me or another player. So when play stopped I made sure I told him if you shouted and used that kind of language again he would leave the field. Within 2 mins of the incidence he apologised to me."
	Essential Elements of Other Evidence (e: 
	g: 
	 medical reports): The video recording was of professional quality.  The incident was shown with great clarity from a number of angles.  The sound recording was also of a high quality.  The words spoken were particularly clear, not least because the public were excluded from the game by virtue of the Covid-19 Regulations. Bristol 9 passed the ball backwards and to his right from from just short of the Bristol 22 metre line, 15 yards in from the left touch line. The Player received the ball at pace.  He was almost in the centre of the field. As he took the ball his line was from left to right.  The Exeter defensive line advanced rapidly.  Exeter 2 ran straight at the Player and dived low and hard at the Player's left knee.  That had the effect of chopping through the Players legs, having struck his left leg first,  and he was brought to the ground.  Exeter 2 continued to skid across the surface of the pitch.The immediate issue was whether Exeter 2 had made any attempt to use his arms in the tackle. The ruck formed, the Player made the ball available to the Bristol 9.The Referee's initial reaction was, “I think he’s wrapped. Believe he’s wrapped two arms.” The Player lifted his head and turned to look straight at the Referee who is 2-3 metres away.  There were no Players in between the Player and the Referee.  The Player shouted loudly and aggressively at the Referee, “Are you fucking serious?”Play continued and the ball went out of play inside the Bristol 22.  The Referee asked for the Player and the Bristol Captain.  He told the Player, “If you scream like that at me again you will leave the field. The language you used is unacceptable. We have a process in process and our TMO looked at it and now we are going to check it. Please do not scream. Ok?" As the referee stated that the language used was unacceptable the Player turned and started to walk away whilst the Referee was still speaking to him.  The Bristol Captain intervened to guide the Player back towards the Referee.In an email to the RFU the Referee stated that within 2 minutes of the incident the Player had apologised to him. 


	Summary of Players Evidence: Counsel for the Player summarised the position of the Player before the Player gave evidence: 1. The Player and the Club support the Core Values of Rugby.  They are proper principles and they have their proper place in the game.  The Player's position as to what happened and the submissions on his behalf should not be seen as undermining those Core Values.  The Player holds them very dearly. 2. The Player accepts there was ‘foul play’.  It could and should have been sanctioned either by a penalty or a yellow card, a red card went too far [in his closing submissions to the Panel counsel for the Player submitted that the conduct may not even have merited a yellow card]. 3. The Player did not seek to condone his behaviour.  He had apologised on Twitter.The Player immediately apologised for his conduct.  He appreciated that it was a game that was being broadcast on television; it was the biggest game of the weekend.  He had let the public, particularly the kids watching, down and he had let Rugby down. As he put it, 'It was not a great look'.After the game he saw that there was a significant reaction on social media about his conduct.  He said that he was deeply sorry and he wholly regretted his conduct, particularly to an official who he had played with for 7/8 years and who had helped him with his career.With regard to the incident itself, he described receiving the ball and the tackler coming in from his blind side, where he could not see him. The Player stepped off his left foot.  He saw the Exeter 2 for a millisecond.  He was diving at the Player's knees, he went to the ground and had difficulty presenting the ball. He thought the tackle potentially could have broken his leg.  It was an illegal tackle [no arms] and was found to be so by the Referee on review. In a previous season he had been tackled in a similar way and suffered an injury that ended his season. The Player still has to deal with that injury today.In this instance he could not brace for impact.  That previous injury contributed to his reaction.  His whole career flashed in front of him. He spoke of his pride in his England and British and Irish Lions caps. As soon as he hit the floor his concern was for his left leg and was scared for his safety.He was in shock after a tackle of that nature by someone he considered to be a good friend of his. The Exeter players were laughing at him, saying things to the effect of stop being a pussy. The pressure he was under amalgamated into one. He accepted that he was looking at the Referee when he shouted. He was then summoned over by the Referee.  He said that he said to the Referee that the Exeter 2 could have broken his leg.  When shown that part of the video he explained that he had said that after he had turned and moved away from the Referee, been guided back, and turned to leave.  He had been angry.  He was shaking his head because he disagreed with the whole incident.  He thought the foul play by the Exeter 2 was plain to see.  It was a combination of features.  The tackle was penalised on review with the TMO.On reflection he is not proud of his reaction. The reason he was walking away was because he had made great strides in trying to be a better Player.  He has been guided by his sports psychologist to 'flush it', 'forget about it' and move on.He apologised to the Referee a few minutes later, saying he was sorry for what he had said. The Player did not seek to condone the use of the language he had used.  He cares about the values of the game.  He has a Foundation through which he encourages other young people to play Rugby.  Rugby is the only thing he has got.  His own background was not to play Rugby and young people have been encouraged play Rugby because of him. A lot of kids look up to him and he is deeply embarrassed about what he did. 
	Findings of Fact: The Panel noted that the document referred to by the Citing Commissioner did not state that a red card should be issued for swearing at the Referee.The document referred to was sent to Premiership Clubs in 2017, when Bristol were in the Championship. In any event, in the circumstances of this case, it was not necessary to take that document into account, save that Counsel for the Player submitted that the document indicated that there were different sanctions that should be considered for the admitted behaviour: verbal warning, formal warning, yellow card and red card, and they should be approached in that order.The video clearly showed what had occurred.Immediately the Referee said that “I think he’s wrapped. Believe he’s wrapped two arms.” The Player lifted his head and turned to look straight at the Referee who is 2-3 metres away.  There were no Players in between the Player and the Referee.  The Player shouted loudly and aggressively at the Referee, “Are you fucking serious?”It was not an overheard muttered complaint, it was an aggressive offensive expression of dissent shouted directly at the Referee. It was clearly and obviously disrespecting the authority of the Referee.  The language used was clearly audible for all to hear.  As the Player had indicated, it was the biggest game of the weekend and was being broadcast live on national television. The Player was frank in the account he gave to the Panel.  His passion for Rugby and his pride in his achievements was obvious. That passion was reflected in the establishment of the Foundation to encourage others who have not played Rugby to do so.It is clear that he was very angry about the unlawful tackle that he had been subject to.  He explained that anger was compounded by his fear of injury, having suffered a serious injury from a similar incident in a previous season.  Further, when asked by the Chairman of the Panel, he  accepted that he had shouted the offending words immediately after the Referee had declined to award a penalty for the tackle and whilst he was looking directly at the Referee.  His reaction to being spoken to by the Referee was as unattractive as it was disrespectful.  The Bristol Captain laudably guided him back to the Referee.The Panel did not find that the conduct of the Player when being spoken to by the Referee after play had stopped would have warranted a red card, but it did add some support to the finding that the Player's aggressive shout of “Are you fucking serious?” directly at the Referee in the circumstances so vividly shown in the video recording was in breach of World Rugby Law 9.28, failing to respect the authority of the match official.
	Breach Admitted: Off
	Proven: Yes
	Not Proven: Off
	Other Disposal: Off
	Decision: The Panel found the charged proved. The Player shouted loudly and aggressively at the Referee, “Are you fucking serious?”It was not an overheard muttered complaint, it was an aggressive offensive expression of dissent shouted directly at the Referee, who was 2-3 metres away. It was clearly and obviously disrespected the authority of the Referee.  The language used was clearly audible for all to hear.  It was the biggest game of the weekend and was being broadcast live on national television. 
	Intentional/deliberate: Yes
	Reckless: Off
	Nature of actions  Reg 19118d: As described above.
	Existence of provocation  Reg 19118e: The Player had been the subject of foul play.
	Whether player retaliated  Reg 19118f: Not applicable.
	Selfdefence  Reg 19118g: Not applicable.
	Effect on victim  Reg 19118h: The Referee heard the words.  It is a core value of Rugby that Players respect officials and accept their decisions.
	Effect on match  Reg 19118i: None.
	Vulnerability of victim  Reg 19118j: The Referee is a match official.  His authority must be respected.  That authority is protected by World Rugby Law 9.28.  World Rugby indicate that there should be zero tolerance of offences contrary to Law 9.28.
	Level of participationpremeditation  Reg 19118k: The Player's action was not premeditated. 
	Conduct completedattempted  Reg 19118l: Completed.
	Other features of players conduct  Reg 19118m: The Player continued to show disrespect for the Referee when spoken to about his actions. 
	Low End Entry Point: Yes
	Low-end Weeks: 2
	Mid-Range Entry Point: Off
	Mid-range Weeks: 
	Top End Entry Point: Off
	Top-End Weeks: 
	Reasons for selecting entry point: Although it was a deliberate act of disrespect to the Referee it was not premeditated.  It immediately followed the Player being subjected to an act of foul play.  It was a short outburst although the Player walked away when spoken to by the Referee. The offence was committed in a high profile game that was being broadcast on television.  It was not an overheard muttered complaint, it was an aggressive offensive expression of dissent shouted directly at the Referee.The conduct of the Player warranted a red card. The entry point was consistent with the entry point for similar misconduct at lower levels of the game.
	Players status as an offender of the laws of the game: The Player has two previous matters on record. The first for a dangerous charging incident in March 2015 for which he was suspended for a week. The second incident was a 7 week ban in October 2017 for contact with the eye/eye area.
	Need for deterrent to combat a pattern of offending: Not applicable.
	Any other off-field aggravating factor that the disciplinary panel considers relevant and appropriate: None.
	Acknowledgement of guilt and timing: The Player accepted that his conduct amounted to foul play but did not accept that it was conduct that warranted the award of a red card. 
	Players disciplinary record/good character: The Player has two previous matters on record as set out above. 
	Youth and inexperience of player: Not applicable
	Conduct prior to and at hearing: The Player conducted himself as one would expect a professional Player at a discipline hearing. 
	Remorse and timing of Remorse: Although the Player did not apologise when spoken to by the Referee, he did apologise two minutes later.  He also apologised on Twitter after the match.
	Other offfield mitigation: The Player is particularly active in trying to encourage young people who may not previously have had an interest in Rugby to participate. 
	Summary of reason for number of weeks deducted: The Panel are entitled to award up to 50% mitigation for the factors set out above. In this instance, the maximum amount allowed is 1 week. A Panel can only consider whole weeks. The Player did not accept the charge merited a red card and does not have a clear disciplinary record. He can not claim to be inexperienced at this level of rugby. Whilst the Player would ordinarily be entitled to some mitigation to reflect his conduct at the hearing, remorse for his actions and off-field mitigating factors, in the absence of other mitigation the Panel declined to allow any reduction from the entry point.
	Games for meaningful sanctions: Although an international Player, the training squad for the first Six Nations game is yet to be announced. Currently the Player is next due to play in the following Bristol Bears games:29 January v Bath05 February v Sale SharksIf either or both of the above games are cancelled or rearranged then the player's free to play date will be amended to ensure the sanction remains meaningful.  
	Total sanction: 2 weeks
	Sanction commences: 12.01.2021
	Sanction concludes: 08.01.2021
	Free to Play: 09.01.2021
	Final date to lodge appeal: 16.01.2021
	Costs: £500
	Number of Additional Weeks: 0
	Number of Weeks Deducted: 0
	Signature: Richard Whittam QC


