
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: By video
	Reasons for finding as to intent: See judgment above
	Gravity of players actions  Reg 19118c: The Player made contact, at speed, with his shoulder to Ealing 2's head
	Sending off sufficient: 
	Date: 11/3/2021
	Match: Nottingham RFC
	Vs: Ealing Trailfinders RFC
	Clubs Level: Level 2
	Date of Match: 7/3/2021
	Competition: Greene King IPA Championship
	Match Venue: Nottingham RFC
	Players Surname: Williams
	Date of Birth: 15/5/1986
	Forename(s): Tobias
	Plea Admitted: Yes
	Plea Not Admitted: Off
	Club name: Nottingham RFC
	Type of Offence: Dangerous play in a ruck or maul
	Law 9 Offence: 9.20a
	Sanction: 3 week playing suspension
	RFU ID No: 1294695
	Hearing Date: 10/3/2021
	Panel Member 1: Oliver Clark
	Chairmen/SJO: Matthew Weaver
	Panel Member 2: Martyn Wood
	Panel Secretary: Rebecca Morgan
	Appearance Player Yes: Yes
	Appearance Player No: Off
	Appearance Club Yes: Yes
	Appearance Club No: Off
	Players Representatives: Neil Fowkes (Nottingham RFC)Steve Smith (Nottingham RFC)
	Other attendees: Angus Hetherington (RFU)
	List of documents/materials provided to player in advance of hearingRow1: Charge SheetCiting ReportRFU RegulationsE-mail from the Head Physiotherapist at EalingTrailfinders RFCE-mail from Neil Fowkes (Head Coach, Nottingham RFC)Statement from the PlayerList of fixtures for Nottingham RFCVideo footage
	Summary of Essential Elements of Citing/Referee/sReport/Footage: The Citing Report described the incident as follows:"Nottingham has the ball secure at the base of a ruck, midfield, just inside their own half wayline. N9 (Alex Dolly) is stood over the ball and shapes to pass to his right. As N9 hands are placed on the ball, E2 (Alun Walker) comes around the side and tackles N9, wrapping him up and landing on top of him. The referee holds his arm out in advantage for the illegal action of offside by E2. N1 (Toby Williams) stops his advance around the corner of the ruck and runs towards the new ruck. E2 is still on top of N9 looking towards the referee. N1 approaches at speed, drops his height and makes first contact with his right shoulder on the top of E2s head. N1 follows through with the action going off his feet, with his upper arm and elbow staying connected with E2’s head as E2 rolls off N9. E2 holds his head facing his own try line as the ball is played away. The referee calls play back for the offside offense and E2 receives treatment from the medical staff for approximately 2 minutes, before playing on with the game. I have viewed several angles of this incident, with the clearest being end on from behind Nottingham’s try line. There is clear and obvious contact to the head of N2 with N1’s right shoulder. N1 approaches at speed with his right arm tucked making no clear and obvious attempt to wrap his arms. He follows through going off his feet. Making this foul play and high level of danger. I have considered mitigation of which there is none. N1 has a clear line of sight and has time to adjust his body position on entry to the ruck. N2’s height does not significantly change. I therefore cite Nottingham Number 1 (Toby Williams) contrary to World Rugby law 9.20a; “A player must not charge into a ruck or maul. Charging includes any contact made without binding onto another player in the ruck or maul.”"The video footage clearly showed the incident from a number of angles. 
	Essential Elements of Other Evidence (e: 
	g: 
	 medical reports): An e-mail from the Head Physiotherapist at Ealing Trailfinders RFC confirmed as follows in respect of the victim (Alun Walker):"Alun Walker sustained a blow to his head during the game on Sunday.Onfield assessment was carried out by Dr Brooke & myself.Cervical spine was cleared & Maddocks questions answered clear & correctly, player was able to continue, post game nil symptoms & no requirement for follow up today."


	Summary of Players Evidence: The Player submitted a written statement which explained the incident and responded to the citing as follows:"Firstly I’d like to confirm that I accept the charge and that I am very sorry for the incident and any injury I have caused to Allun. I apologised to Allun after the game and checked that he was okay. I have been trying to contact him today to apologise again after seeing the incident back.IncidentI am in the maul and the ball has been carried by one of the backs and there is a breakdown. I’ve come around the corner to carry on the next phase. I’ve seen the Ealing 2 come through our ruck and tackle our 9. He’s laid on top of our 9 and I’ve gone in to move him out of the way so we canget quick ball for us to play. I’ve gone in intending to get underneath the Ealing 2 and drive him off our 9 and the ball so we can carry on attacking. I had no other intention other than tryingto create quick ball. I’ve got my height and technique completely wrong as I’ve come in to drive the player out and again I am sorry for getting this wrong. I am in no way excusing my lack of technique here and the contact with the Allun’s head. I’d just like to highlight that this was my first game of the season, (we haven’t had a preseason game) and that I haven’t played a game in over a year and whilst I felt ready to play with the work we have done my technique and height have let me down here and I am sorry. In 10 years of playing it’s the first time I’ve made a mistake like this and I will work hard on making sure my technique, timing and height is a lot better once I return to playing."During the hearing, the Player (who could only participate by telephone due to IT difficulties) described the incident.  He described having arrived at the breakdown and intending to be in a position to carry the ball into the next phase.  As he got into position to receive the ball, the Ealing 2 came around the side of the ruck and tackled the Nottingham RFC scrum half.  The Referee immediately confirmed that the Ealing 2 was being penalised and indicated penalty advantage to Nottingham.  The Player stated that he was not aware that the Ealing 2's actions had been illegal as he was unsighted and simply assumed that his scrum half had been tackled in possession of the ball.  He saw the Ealing 2 lying on top of his scrum half and looked to move the Ealing 2 from on top of the scrum half to free up the ball.  In doing so, he said that he intended to hook his right arm under the Ealing 2's right am/armpit to lift him away from the contact area.  He accepted that he got his technique wrong and ended up making contact with the Ealing 2's head with his right shoulder as he entered the ruck.  He was asked whether he was irritated at the Ealing 2 for having tried to kill quick ball for Nottingham by illegally tackling the scrum half but he said that he was not and his actions were motivated solely out of a desire to secure possession and not in retaliation to the actions of Ealing 2.Mr Fowkes supported the Player's version of events.
	Findings of Fact: The Panel reviewed the video footage a number of times, read all of the documents provided and listened to the Player's explanations of the incident and those of Mr Fowkes.The video footage shows the incident from a number of angles and in slow motion which the Panel was conscious can make incidents look worse than when viewed in real time.  The footage shows the Ealing 2 illegally tackling the Nottingham 9 and lying on top of him, preventing release of the ball.  The Player can see the immediate aftermath of the tackle (albeit he may not have known that the Referee had penalised Ealing 2 at the time) and has a clear line of vision.  He decides to enter the breakdown at speed to remove Ealing 2.  As he enters the breakdown, he can be seen to be appearing to try to hook his right arm underneath Ealing 2 and towards the end of the incident he is seen to appear to try and push Ealing 2 away from the contact with his right arm.  On balance, the Panel considered that this evidenced a genuine attempt to remove Ealing 2 legally (albeit recklessly) from the contact area.  The Player loses his feet as he enters the contact area and it was accepted on behalf of the Player by Mr Fowkes that the way in which he entered the breakdown made keeping his feet impossible.  It was also accepted by Mr Fowkes that given the position of Ealing 2 and the Nottingham 9, there was a "very small window" for the Player to aim at to try and remove Ealing 2 legally.In conclusion, the Panel accepted, on balance, that there was no intent to injure Ealing 2 and that the Player was making a genuine (if reckless and poorly executed) attempt to remove Ealing 2 legally.  However, in inevitably losing his feet and entering the contact area at speed, his actions were reckless and the positioning of Ealing 2 made an act of foul play extremely likely (if not inevitable). The Panel observed that given the nature of the impact, it is fortunate that Ealing 2 appears to have suffered no ill effects from the incident.   
	Breach Admitted: Yes
	Proven: Off
	Not Proven: Off
	Other Disposal: Off
	Decision: Whilst the new World Rugby "Head Contact Process" guidelines were released with effect from 10th March 2021 (the date of the hearing), given that the incident occurred prior to the guidelines' release and the Player admitted the charge prior to their release, the Panel did not consider it necessary to have specific regard to them for the purposes of this hearing
	Intentional/deliberate: Off
	Reckless: Yes
	Nature of actions  Reg 19118d: See above
	Existence of provocation  Reg 19118e: None
	Whether player retaliated  Reg 19118f: N/A
	Selfdefence  Reg 19118g: N/A
	Effect on victim  Reg 19118h: Ealing 2 was uninjured and able to play on
	Effect on match  Reg 19118i: None
	Vulnerability of victim  Reg 19118j: Ealing 2 was lying face down and did not appear to be looking at the Player immediately before the incident.  As such, he was in no position to protect himself from the impact and was, therefore, vulnerable
	Level of participationpremeditation  Reg 19118k: Not premeditated
	Conduct completedattempted  Reg 19118l: Completed
	Other features of players conduct  Reg 19118m: None
	Low End Entry Point: Off
	Low-end Weeks: 
	Mid-Range Entry Point: Yes
	Mid-range Weeks: 6
	Top End Entry Point: Off
	Top-End Weeks: 
	Reasons for selecting entry point: This was reckless rather than deliberate and resulted in no injury to Ealing 2.  The footage also showed some attempt to enter the contact area legally with an outstretched (not tucked) right arm.  As such, a mid-range entry point (being the mandatory minimum given contact to the head) is appropriate.
	Players status as an offender of the laws of the game: N/A
	Need for deterrent to combat a pattern of offending: N/A
	Any other off-field aggravating factor that the disciplinary panel considers relevant and appropriate: None
	Acknowledgement of guilt and timing: The Player admitted the charge at the earliest possible opportunity
	Players disciplinary record/good character: The Player has no previous disciplinary matters
	Youth and inexperience of player: The Player is 34 years old.  He played rugby league until around 10 years ago and has since played in the Championship and National 1.  He is, therefore, an experienced player.
	Conduct prior to and at hearing: The Player conducted himself in an exemplary manner at the hearing
	Remorse and timing of Remorse: The Player apologised to Ealing 2 after the game and again since.  He was genuinely remorseful
	Other offfield mitigation: The Player received a very positive character reference from Nottingham RFC
	Summary of reason for number of weeks deducted: Given the clean disciplinary record, the Player's early admission of guilt and his obvious remorse, the Panel considered that he was entitled to the maximum 50% mitigation
	Games for meaningful sanctions: Nottingham RFC v Ampthill RFC - 21/3/2021Nottingham RFC v Conventry - 27/3/2021Nottingham RFC v Hartpury University RFC - 10/4/2021
	Total sanction: 3 weeks
	Sanction commences: 10/3/2021
	Sanction concludes: 12/4/2021
	Free to Play: 13/4/2021
	Final date to lodge appeal: 12/3/2021
	Costs: £250
	Number of Additional Weeks: 0
	Number of Weeks Deducted: 3
	Signature: Matthew Weaver


