
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


	Hearing venue Panel Member 1 Panel Secretary Appearance Club: Video call
	Reasons for finding as to intent: It was a dynamic incident. Bristol 11 was travelling at speed.  The Player set to tackle and intended to tackle Bristol 11 around the thighs.  Bristol 11 is lighter than the Player and in driving upwards Bristol 11 was lifted off the floor.  Whilst Bristol 11 was dropped and made contact with the ground as described there was no driving of the Bristol 11 into the Ground. 
	Gravity of players actions  Reg 19118c: Albeit it was unintentional, the tackle put Bristol 11 in risk of serious injury.
	Sending off sufficient: 
	Date: 15/01/2021
	Match: Exeter Chiefs Women RFC
	Vs: Bristol Bears Women
	Clubs Level: Level 1
	Date of Match: 09/01/2021
	Competition: Allianz Premier XVs
	Match Venue: Exeter Chiefs
	Players Surname: Rodriguez
	Date of Birth: 02/12/1989
	Forename(s): Patricia
	Plea Admitted: Off
	Plea Not Admitted: Yes
	Club name: Exeter Chiefs Women RFC
	Type of Offence: Red card
	Law 9 Offence: 9.18 
	Sanction: 5 weeks
	RFU ID No: 2604748
	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: Chris Over
	Other attendees: Susie Appleby, Exeter Chiefs Women Head CoachAngus Hetherington, RFU Legal Counsel David Barnes, RFU Head of Discipline
	List of documents/materials provided to player in advance of hearingRow1: All Parties were provided with a hearing bundle which comprised the following documents;1. Charge sheet.2. Red Card report.3. Medical report from Bristol Bears Women dated 11 January 2021.Video recording of the incident.
	Summary of Essential Elements of Citing/Referee/sReport/Footage: The Referee's red card described the incident in the following terms;Bristol #11 returned a kick then was tackled by Exeter #9 just outside the 22m. Exeter #9 tackled Bristol #11 in open play without obstruction, she lifted the player beyond the horizontal. The Bristol #11 went over the shoulder of the Exeter #9 and landed on her head/neck. Play was immediately stopped and Exeter player showed immediate concern for the Bristol player. No further player reaction or escalation. Exeter #9 apologised immediately and accepted the red card decision.
	Essential Elements of Other Evidence (e: 
	g: 
	 medical reports): The video showed the incident.Bristol 11 retrieved a kick just inside the Exeter half, about 15 metres in from the left touchline.   She beat two attempts to tackle her.  The Player anticipated the line of the Bristol 11.  She  ran from the centre of the field of play.  As the Bristol 11 shrugged off another attempt to tackle her, the Player set herself to make a tackle. The Bristol 11 ran straight at the Player. She still has one foot on the ground as the Player wrapped her arms on her thighs [at 9-10 seconds, played frame by frame].  Bristol 11 is lifted into the air.  Her hips go over the shoulder and head of the Player.  Her feet travelled above her hips and she landed on her head behind the Player [albeit her arm made contact with the ground momentarily before her head]. The Referee tracked the play and was within 5-7 metres of the incident with a clear and unobstructed view of it.  She immediately blew for foul play.At 34/35/36 seconds when played frame by frame [albeit from this angle the initial contact is obscured by Bristol 13] the Player's legs are seen to straighten and extend upwards as is her body.  The Player's right arm is still holding the Bristol 11's left leg and her left arm is still in contact with the Bristol 11's right leg as Bristol 11 travels through the horizontal and lands in the manner described above. Bristol Bears Women provided a medical report which confirmed that the Player 'sustained a dangerous tackle whereby she was lifted beyond the point of horizontal, landing on her neck/back'. The Head of Medical Services for Bristol Bears Women confirmed that 'on examination, she got up independently without any complaint of neck pain or otherwise. She sustained a minor nosebleed which required gauze and was deemed fit to continue to play. She continued to play for the remaining fixture.Following the game and 24 hours post incident, she denied any problems and is deemed fitto train fully and be available for selection this coming weekend.'Emily Tuttosi, Exeter 2 gave evidence to the Panel.  On the video she is seen to approach from the side as the tackle was initiated and was immediately behind the Player at the time Bristol 11 hit the ground.She said she was retreating in a defensive line, coming in on the side of the Player.  She jumped up in shock as to what happened. She saw the Player plant ready to make the tackle. She said the Bristol 11 jumped into the Player.


	Summary of Players Evidence: The video was viewed. The Player said she knows the Bristol 11 as they both play on the 7's circuit.  The Bristol 11 is a good Player for Wales.  There is no unfriendliness between them.There had been no problems in the match.  There was a kick to the Bristol backline. The Bristol 11 got the ball, she stepped a couple of Exeter Players.  The Player tried to tackle her in the second line of defence. The Player had intended to tackle; there had been missed tackles.  She had to be in front of her and go low to tackle her.  The player just wanted to take her to the ground in a front on tackle.  The Players are of a similar height, the Bristol Player was perhaps a little shorter, she is lighter than the Player. The Player had her arms low in an attempt to grab her, with both arms.  The Bristol 11 jumped into her. Normally when you get into a tackle you try to have at least one of your feet on the ground for stability.  At the moment of the tackle the Player thought that the Bristol 11 had no feet on the ground.The Player was really surprised by what the Bristol 11 did.  It was her momentum, it was really fast.  The Players legs were not extended.The cause of her tipping up as shown on the video was her jumping and her speed.  Just before the contact she flipped. The Player just tried to bring her down.  The player did not do anything, it was just like gymnastics. The Bristol 11 was getting off her feet to the Player's shoulder.  She did not want to make 'that' kind of tackle as it is dangerous.  She jumped before the tackle. The Player was ready to tackle her and was just surprised at what she did. Immediately afterwards the Player did not argue with the Referee.  Before the Referee gave the Player the red card when said she jumped into me, she jumped it was not really my fault.  The Player spoke to the Referee after the game.  The Referee said she did not have a TMO to see whether the Bristol 11 jumped or not.The Player denied that she carried out a tip tackle. It was the Bristol 11 who had gone off her feet, jumping.  The most effective tackle would have been to chop her down.  The Panel confirmed that the Player [who spoke English in an accomplished way at the hearing] did understand the difference between recklessness and intent.  It was clear the Player did as she described the difference between instinctive high tackles and intentional foul play. The Panel asked the Player what her intention was in the tackle, whether it was to drive forward or to ride the tackle by lifting to take the sting out of the hit.  The Player said she was trying to win the collision. 
	Findings of Fact: The Bristol 11 made an effective break.  She beat three Exeter Players.  The Player anticipated the line and set herself to tackle. Bristol 11 ran into the Player.  Both Players appear to brace for impact.   Bristol 11 had one foot on the ground as the Player wrapped her arms, with at least her right arms locking onto the left leg of Bristol 11.The Player drives upwards, not forwards.  Her legs straighten, as does her body, vertically. Bristol 11's hips are taken up into the air and she is taken off the ground.  Her legs travel over her hips and as she travels through the horizontal the Player's right hand is still holding her left leg .Bristol 11's right arm makes contact with the ground momentarily before she lands on her head, having been inverted by the tackle. The incident happened very quickly and was a dynamic one. It was as a result of the tackle by the Player that Bristol 11 was lifted, travelled through the horizontal and dropped.  She was inverted and landed on her head as described above.  
	Breach Admitted: Off
	Proven: Yes
	Not Proven: Off
	Other Disposal: Off
	Decision: This was a dynamic contact between two accomplished Players.  Bristol 11 is slightly smaller in height and smaller in stature than the Player.  The Player engaged in the tackle and drove upwards.  Bristol 11 had one foot on the floor at impact.  Players have a responsibility for the welfare of other Players.  It was the actions of the Player in the tackle that caused Bristol 11 to be lifted in the air, to travel through the horizontal and land as described. It was a tackle that contravened World Rugby Law 9.18.
	Intentional/deliberate: Off
	Reckless: Yes
	Nature of actions  Reg 19118d: The Player attempted to execute a lawful tackle but it did result in Bristol 11 being taken through the horizontal and landing as described above. 
	Existence of provocation  Reg 19118e: Not applicable.
	Whether player retaliated  Reg 19118f: Not applicable. 
	Selfdefence  Reg 19118g: Not applicable.
	Effect on victim  Reg 19118h: On examination, Bristol 11 got up independently without any complaint of neck pain or otherwise. She sustained a minor nosebleed which required gauze and was deemed fit to continue to play. She continued to play for the remaining fixture.Following the game and 24 hours post incident, she denied any problems and was deemed fit to train fully and be available for selection at the coming weekend.
	Effect on match  Reg 19118i: Exeter had to continue with only 14 players.
	Vulnerability of victim  Reg 19118j: The incident was in open play and occurred between two Players.  There was no particular vulnerability of the victim over and above the elements of the offence.
	Level of participationpremeditation  Reg 19118k: It was an instinctive action with no premeditation. 
	Conduct completedattempted  Reg 19118l: Completed. 
	Other features of players conduct  Reg 19118m: Nothing relevant, save for her immediate concern for the victim.
	Low End Entry Point: Yes
	Low-end Weeks: 6
	Mid-Range Entry Point: Off
	Mid-range Weeks: 
	Top End Entry Point: Off
	Top-End Weeks: 
	Reasons for selecting entry point: This was a reckless tackle.  Although it was dangerous, no lasting injury was caused.  The victim was examined on the pitch and deemed fit to continue.  She played for the remainder of the game.  She trained during the week and was available for selection.  The mandatory entry point for foul play that involves contact with the head does not apply to a 9.18 offence as the elements of the offence involve contact with the head and the low-end entry point encompasses that feature.
	Players status as an offender of the laws of the game: The Player has one previous matter on record from 2020 for which she served a suspension. The incident was a dangerous tackle. 
	Need for deterrent to combat a pattern of offending: None.
	Any other off-field aggravating factor that the disciplinary panel considers relevant and appropriate: None.
	Acknowledgement of guilt and timing: The Player did not accept the charge.
	Players disciplinary record/good character: The Player does not have a clean record having one matter from 2020 for a dangerous tackle. 
	Youth and inexperience of player: The Player is 31 years old and is an experienced Player at both Premiership and International level.
	Conduct prior to and at hearing: Exemplary, as is to be expected of a Player of her standing. 
	Remorse and timing of Remorse: Whilst the charge was contested the Player immediately was concerned for the welfare of the victim.
	Other offfield mitigation: The Player is heavily involved with her off field charity incorporated in Spain and is very actively involved in making a positive encouragement to young people both at Exeter and elsewhere.
	Summary of reason for number of weeks deducted: The Player contested the charge and had one previous matter for a dangerous tackle last year. Despite that the Panel were impressed by her contribution to Rugby with her off-field activity both in her own work and at Exeter.  
	Games for meaningful sanctions: Currently the Player is next due to play in the following games:30 January Bristol Bears Women v Saracens Women19, 20, 21 February Madrid 7s Tournament for the Spanish National Squad.26, 27, 28 February Madrid 7s Tournament for the Spanish National Squad.  This tournament is organized by Spanish Rugby and acknowledged by World Rugby.  It is to take place over two distinct weeks and the each part is accepted to be a meaningful fixture each taking place in a different week.As the Alliance Premier 15s currently is suspended the Club must inform the RFU of the next two meaning fixtures, when they become known.If any 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: 5 weeks
	Sanction commences: 12/01/2021
	Sanction concludes: To be confirmed once fixture schedules are known
	Free to Play: To be confirmed once fixture schedules are known
	Final date to lodge appeal: 16/01/2021
	Costs: £250
	Number of Additional Weeks: 0
	Number of Weeks Deducted: 1
	Signature: Richard Whittam QC


