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World Rugby U20 Trophy, Harare 2016 

Decision of Disciplinary Hearing 

Held at Cresta Lodge, Harare, Zimbabwe 

On Thursday 21 April, 2016 

IN RESPECT OF: 

Eroni Mawi  - Fiji (“the Player”);  
 
AND  
 
The citing of the Player by Mudiwa Mundawarara, asserting contravention of Law 
10.4(a) namely striking an opponent, after the elapse of 24 minutes in the second 
half of the match between Uruguay U20 and Fiji U20 at Harare Sports Club on 
Tuesday 19 April 2016. 
 
Judicial Officer: Bongai Zamchiya  

DECISION OF THE JUDICIAL OFFICER: 

1. The Judicial Officer determined that player had committed the act of illegal 

and/ or foul play.  

2. The Judicial Officer categorised the act of foul play as a low end offence on 

the scale of seriousness and having considered mitigating and aggravating 

circumstances imposed upon the Player a one (1) week suspension and 

pursuant to the Terms of Participation for World Rugby U20 Trophy 2016 the 

player will miss one (1) match in the tournament, id est Match 5: Samoa v Fiji 

on Saturday April 23. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Eroni Mawi (Fiji U20) – Disciplinary Hearing – Harare, Zimbabwe April 2016 Page 2 

INTRODUCTION  

After Game 3 of the World Rugby U20 Trophy (WRU20T) – Uruguay U20 v Fiji U20 

at Harare Sports Club on Tuesday 19 April 2016, Mudiwa Mundawarara, designated 

Citing Commissioner, cited Fiji U20 prop Eroni Mawi (Jersey 1) for an incident which 

occurred in the game. The DDO, Ben Rutherford convened the hearing for the 

Judicial Officer to consider the citing. 

Present at the Hearing on 21 April, 2016 in addition to the Judicial Officer and Player 

were: 

 Ame Baleitamavua (Fiji Team Manager) 

 Marcel Santurio (Uruguay Team Doctor) 

 Juan Diego Quintero (Victim Player) 

 Juan Manuel Garcia (Uruguay Team Manager and Translator) 

 Ben Rutherford (DDO) 

 

HEARING  

Preliminaries  

At the commencement of the Hearing, the Judicial Officer confirmed the identities of 

all present and established that the Player was the player referred to in the Citing 

Commissioner’s report. Furthermore, the Judicial Officer outlined the procedure of 

the hearing to all present. The following documentary evidence and other materials 

were available to the Judicial Officer and the Player: 

1. Citing Report;  

2. Video clips; 

3. Referee email (Kurt Weaver);  

4. Statement of the victim player; 

5. Statement of the Uruguayan Team Doctor; 

6. Team Sheet of Match 3; and 

7. Terms of Participation for World Rugby U20 Trophy 2016. 

The Judicial Officer confirmed with the Player and his representatives that they had 

been provided with the information and had time to consider it. 

Player Pleading  
The Player denied that he had committed an act of foul play.  
 
Evidence Presented 

Video clips were played - in real time and in slow motion with the sound removed. 

Two angles were provided. From video evidence it can be seen that the victim player 

(Uruguay 4) carries the ball forward and is caught in a maul. A contest for the ball 

then ensues between players from the two sides. The Player (Fiji 1) is directly 

contesting for the ball with Uruguay 4, the Players then lifts his arm and strikes the 

victim player in the face with his forearm. At the time of the striking it is unclear 

exactly where the ball is. The ball is subsequently seen being moved away from the 

maul by Uruguay 16 and a ruck results.     
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Referee Evidence 

Neither the referee nor the assistant referee’s saw the incident.  

Victim Player Evidence 

The victim player’s statement read as follows: “I was in a maul, which was very 

intermingled, player number 1 was trying to lock the ball until I gave it to a teammate 

and there I received a punch in the face.  I saw I had blood there but I kept playing 

and approximately 5 minutes later I was substituted.” 

 

The victim player’s oral evidence was consistent with the written report. He indicated 

that he was punched on the nose. He stated that at the time that he was struck, he 

had already passed the ball to a team mate - Uruguay 16. While bloodied, he 

continued playing and was substituted five (5) minutes later. The substitution was for 

tactical reasons and was not induced by any injury sustained.    

Uruguayan Team Doctor Evidence 

The Uruguayan teams doctor’s statement read as follows: “When Uruguay player 

number 4 left the pitch for tactical reasons, I noticed on the substitutes bench that 

the player had blood in the nose and a small cut.  I cleaned it, it did not need any 

further studies and the player has no problems.” 

The Uruguayan team doctor’s oral evidence was consistent with his written report. 

He further indicated that the player was back in training and available for selection. 

Player and representative submissions 

The Player said that he was attempting to knock the ball out of the hands of the 

victim player and had no intention to strike the victim player. He further indicated that 

the victim player was holding the ball high up on his body near his face. Upon 

questioning and reviewing the video evidence in slow motion, the Player conceded 

that the ball may have left the hands of the victim player momentarily before the 

striking of the victim player. He, however, insisted that his actions were still made in 

an attempt to dislodge the ball from the possession of the victim player.     

The Player has previously played at the Junior World Trophy in Portugal. He is 

currently 20 years old and has no previous history of red and/or yellow cards nor has 

he been cited before. Disciplinary Certificate (Form H) was presented in the hearing 

by the Fijian team manager. The document outlines that no players in the Fijian team 

have any pending disciplinary matters  

Sanctions 

Pursuant to clause 12.10 “Sanctions and Sanctioning Process” of the Terms of 

Participation, World Rugby U20 Trophy 2016, the judicial officer considered the 

evidence presented and made the following conclusions on the act of foul play: 

i. The act was intentional – the Player lifted his arm and moved it towards the 

victim player ; 

ii. The offending was reckless; 

iii. With regards to gravity, the offending was not found to be serious as on the 

balance of probabilities it would appear that there was an effort to dislodge the 
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ball as the Player’s arm moved in a downward motion and he did not continue 

forward in striking the victim player; 

iv. From the evidence provided it was not clear that Player used his fist to strike 

and that instead the forearm made contact with the victim player’s face ; 

v. There was no provocation. 

vi. There was no retaliation; 

vii. The Player was not acting in self-defence; 

viii. There was no injury suffered by the victim player and he was able to play on, 

the resulting substitution was tactical; 

ix. The Player’s actions had no effect on the game; 

x. The victim player was vulnerable as his hands were on the ball and he was 

unable to protect his face; 

xi. There was no premeditation and the incident appeared to have been done in 

the heat of the moment; 

xii. The offending was clearly completed; 

xiii. No other factors were considered 

Finding on Sanctions 

Having considered the above features, the Judicial Officer found the act of offending 

to be in the low end of the scale of seriousness of offending and identified the 

applicable entry point as two (2) weeks .  

Aggravating Factors 
The Judicial Officer found that there were no aggravating factors. 
 
Mitigating Factors 

The Judicial Officer made the following considerations and considered mitigating 

factors: 

i. The Player did not acknowledge his culpability.  

ii. The Player had a good disciplinary record and no information to the contrary 

was provided.  

iii. The Player is an age group player and while he has previously played at the 

Trophy, he cannot be considered to be an experienced player.  

iv. The Player had conducted himself wholly properly both before and during the 

hearing.  

v. The Player was fully remorseful for his actions.  

vi. There were no other mitigating factors.  

In view of the mitigating factors, the Judicial Officer reduced the suspension by the 

maximum fifty percent (50%) reduction for mitigation to one week.  

Decision 

The Judicial Officer did not find that one week was wholly disproportionate to the 

offending and accordingly Mawi was suspended for Fiji’s game against Samoa 

(Match 5) on Saturday 23 April 26. He is free to play in Fiji’s third match against 

Zimbabwe (Match 9). 
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The Player was advised of his right to appeal at the Hearing and indicated that he 

would not appeal. No award was made as to costs.  

 

 
Bongai Zamchiya  
21 April 2016 
 


