
 

 

JUDICIAL OFFICER’S HEARING REPORT - SEVENS MATCH 
 
 
Date of Hearing:  25th June 2016 
 
 
Name of Unions participating in the Match:  Ireland v China 
 
 
Date of Match: 25th June 2016 
 
 
Match Venue: UCD Dublin 
 
 
Player’s Name: Yang Min 
 
 
Player’s Union: China 
 
 
Referee’s Name: Amy Perrett 
 
 
Offence as stated in the Citing Commissioner's Report:  
 
Law 10.4(m) - Act contrary to good sportsmanship 
 
 
Judicial Officer’s Decision: 
 
Act of foul play occurred as cited and citing upheld.  Period of sanction required and the player 

is suspended for a period of 14 weeks. 
 
 
In attendance: 
 
The player with Jeremy Fan, Interpreter. 
Ben Gollings, Team Coach. 
Yvonne Nolan, DDO, World Rugby 
 
The proceedings were conducted in English with translation provided for the player. 
 
Evidence considered: 
 

1. Citing Commissioner’s Report with Appendix attached. 

2. Statement of Ireland no 10, Kim Flood, given to DDO. 

3. Amended and signed statement of Ireland 10.. 

4. Statement by Dr Alan Farrell, Ireland Team Doctor. 

5. Statement by AR Alex Pratt. 

6. Video clip. 

7. Photographs of injury. 

 



 

 

The player confirmed that copies of the documents had been seen together with the video clip 

and photographs.  There was no statement from the referee who had indicated to the DDO that 

she had not seen the incident.  The procedure was explained. 

 

The Citing Commissioner’s Report was read as follows:- 

 

“Ireland 10 (Kim Flood) hands off China 1 (Yang Min) with left hand.  As China 1 falls to 

ground in the tackle attempt Ireland 10’s hand remains by face area and arm of Ireland 10 is 

still fully extended as both players are grounded.  Ireland 10 then pulls hand away and examines 

it immediately with a pained facial expression.” 

 

The player denied committing an act of foul play as cited, it being understood that the alleged 

act contrary to good sportsmanship was biting the finger of Ireland 10. 

 

Evidence was heard from Ireland 10.  She said that in the second half she had possession of 

the ball in her right hand.  She was near to the touchline on the stand side of the pitch.  She put 

her left hand, palm outwards, to the face area of China 1.  She felt her bite down on her middle 

finger and she screamed loudly as a result of the pain.  China 1 did not release her finger.  She 

went to ground still in possession of the ball.  As she hit the ground her finger was released.  

She immediately shouted “she bit me”.  She remained on the ground for a short time but before 

receiving any attention got up and resumed play for the final minutes of the match.  She 

required to hold her hand with a view to keeping pressure on to stop the bleeding.  Her finger 

was bleeding heavily and stinging.  After the game ended she was treated by the team doctor.  

The wound was cleaned and a dressing applied.  The skin was broken around the nail bed and 

on the pulp of her finger.  She was aware that China 1 was not wearing a gum shield because 

of the sensation.  She was not sure if she had pulled her finger out or if it had been released.  

The pain had been so intense that she had been afraid to pull.   

 

The video clip was played without sound.  There was only one angle but it was seen both at 

full speed and in slow motion.  As described by Ireland 10 the video clip shows her running up 

the touch line on the stand side with the ball in her right hand.  As she attempts to fend off a 

tackle by China 1 she puts out her left hand into the area of China 1’s face.  As Ireland 10 

moves forward her left arm is extended behind her and continues to be so as she comes to 

ground.  Just before she hits the ground, still with her left arm extended back towards China 1, 

China 1’s head is seen to be elevated and facing towards Ireland 10.  After Ireland 10 hits the 

ground she pulls her left arm in towards her body with her fingers pointing upwards.  She 

appears to be examining her hand. 

 

Ireland 10’s fingers were bandaged.  She indicated by reference to the photographs taken after 

the wounds had been cleaned where the injuries had been sustained.  She thought she would 

be fit to play in the rest of the Tournament. 

 

The team doctor, Dr Alan Farrell, gave evidence.  He holds the qualifications of MBBch BA(O) 

MSC (sports medicine).  He obtained his masters degree 5 years ago, spent about 3 years as 

team doctor for the British Professional Cycling team and joined Ireland as their team doctor 

6 months ago.  His responsibilities include reactive treatment of sports injuries.  In rugby the 

injuries tend to be more of a traumatic nature.  He had been on the stand side of the pitch during 

the match, keeping up with play.  He saw the tackle by China 1and the hand off byIreland 10.  

He heard Ireland 10 scream and knew that she had sustained some injury.  He then heard her 

shout “she bit me”. He ran over to attend to her but she got up and continued with play.  He 

was unable to examine her until after the match.  On examination he found she had lacerations 

to her left third or middle finger, that is broken skin on the pulp of the finger and also round 



 

 

the nail bed.  The wounds were irrigated and dressed, with pain relief given.  The injury would 

require follow up and review but he considered it was quite likely that she would be fit to play 

in the rest of the Tournament.  The injury was in his view consistent with the mechanism 

described by Ireland 10 namely a biting injury.  Although such an injury could be caused in a 

variety of ways, in the context of a rugby match he did not think it would be caused other than 

by biting.  He confirmed that the injury would have been bleeding and he indicated by reference 

to the photographs the presence of blood on the next finger of Ireland 10’s left hand. 

 

The player explained, through her interpreter, that she was concentrating on defending and 

trying to tackle Ireland 10.  Her whole attention and focus was on doing so.  She accepted that 

Ireland 10’s finger was in her mouth.  She could not say when it entered her mouth but when 

she realised it was there she released it. In answer to questions she confirmed that she was not 

wearing a gum shield.  She also maintained that she was so focused on her game that she did 

not realise until after she hit the ground that there was a finger in her mouth.  When pressed to 

explain her lack of awareness in light of the evidence from Ireland 10 that her finger was being 

held in a biting action together with the evidence of the injury and the opinions of the team and 

Tournament doctors that the injury was consistent with a biting injury the player accepted that 

she did bite the finger of Ireland 10. 

 

I would observe that to have maintained that she was unaware that she was biting a finger until 

the tackle was completed and the players were on the ground lacked credibility.  She was not 

wearing a gum shield.  Significant force would be required to break the skin on both sides of 

the finger.  It was not disputed that Ireland 10 screamed out during the tackle.  The video clip 

shows the player looking towards Ireland 10 when Ireland 10’s arm was still extended towards 

the player’s face before both players were on the ground.  In the absence of any credible 

explanation I would have found on balance of probabilities that the player bit the Ireland 10’s 

finger.  However, the player having accepted that she did bite the finger of Ireland 10 and that 

being an act contrary to good sportsmanship the citing was upheld. 

 

In considering the issue of sanction Mr Gollings, on behalf of the player, expressed a lack of 

familiarity with the provisions of section 12 of the Terms of Participation of World Rugby 

Women’s Global Repechage 2016.  The factors to be considered in assessing the seriousness 

of the act of foul play were explained.  It was submitted by Mr Gollings that the incident should 

be considered at the low end of seriousness, that it was not deliberate or intentional and that 

although an injury had been sustained this was not such as would prevent Ireland 10 from 

playing in the remainder of the Tournament. He advised that the player had no history of 

offending behaviour.  She was aged 21 years and had been playing rugby for 5 years, 2 years 

in the national team.  Previously she had played football.  She had been distressed by the 

incident and was sorry that an injury had been caused to Ireland 10.  She would be happy to 

apologise to her.  She held the position of vice-captain, was considered one of the senior players 

and had been very involved in the process of seeking qualification for a place in the Olympics.  

She had played in 9 tournaments in the last 12 months and had not been involved in any 

incidents.   

 

Ms Nolan on behalf of World Rugby expressed concern about the evidence which disclosed 

that the biting was of sufficient force to break the skin on both sides of Ireland 10’s finger.  She 

submitted that it would be difficult to categorise this incident as reckless.  She prayed in aid 

the length of time that the finger appeared to have been in the player’s mouth.  Biting was an 

insidious act and the sanctions were high because it was an act which could affect the health 

and welfare of a player and also damage the reputation of the game.  She submitted that the 

appropriate assessment of seriousness was mid range. 

 



 

 

The player’s future playing schedule was discussed but appeared to be uncertain and dependent 

upon the outcome of the Tournament.   

 

Mr Fan indicated that he had known the player since she was aged 17 years.  She had worked 

very hard to assist the team to reach the quarter-finals of this Tournament.  In China rugby was 

not a strong sport and support was dependent upon success.  The player did not want to hurt 

the development of the sport in China.  She did not mean to do this act and was really sorry. 

 

In considering section 12.10.1(a) of the Terms of Participation I found as follows:- 

 

a) The act was deliberate and intentional.  

b) Biting a player’s finger must be considered a grave act of foul play.  In this case the 

player continued to bite Ireland 10’s finger for a period of time.  It was not a momentary 

action. 

c) Biting involves the use of the teeth.  The teeth were unprotected by any gum shield. 

d) There was no provocation.  It was not in retaliation or self defence. 

e) Ireland 10 sustained lacerations to the pulp of her middle finger and around the nail bed 

of that finger.  She required treatment after the match to clean the wounds and to have 

them dressed.  She required pain relief.  Her injury will be monitored presumably for 

the possibility of infection. 

f) Ireland 10 was not able to defend herself. 

g) It was a completed act. 

h) No other factors are relevant. 

In view of the foregoing factors I considered that the level of seriousness was mid range.  In 

terms of Appendix 3 of the Terms of Participation the appropriate sanction is 18 weeks.   

 

There were no aggravating factors to consider. 

 

I found the following mitigating factors:- 

 

1) While she did not initially accept that she had committed an act of foul play as cited I 

formed the impression that there may have been a lack of proper understanding of the 

process coupled with an anxiety about the possible consequences not only for herself 

but her team.  She did not speak English and although an interpreter was present there 

was no simultaneous translation for her.   

2) The player is young and relatively inexperienced.  She has had limited opportunity to 

play at this level. 

3) She has an unblemished record. 

4) Her conduct at the hearing was acceptable.   

5) While the player expressed some remorse for the injury caused, and a willingness to 

apologise if required so to do, this did not appear to me to be entirely sincere. 

 

Taking into account the foregoing factors I considered that the period of suspension should be 

reduced by 4 weeks. 

 

In terms of section 12.10.3(j) for the purposes of the Tournament weeks are converted to 

matches.  Depending upon their success in each match China have potentially three matches 



 

 

remaining in this Tournament in which the player was scheduled to play.  However, in view of 

the uncertainty in knowing, firstly, in how many matches in this Tournament China may be 

involved and whether they will qualify to play in the Olympics and secondly, her playing 

schedule in the future in the event that China does not qualify, it is not possible at this stage to 

determine until when the suspension will apply.  The player is suspended from playing all 

forms of rugby from today. Furthermore she is suspended from  participating in all on-field 

activities on 26th June 2016 including but not limited to supporting her team while on the field 

as a water carrier or in any other capacity.  The Team Liaison Officer for China is required to 

advise the DDO on or before Monday 4th July 2016 the player’s playing schedule during the 

next 12 months.  Upon receipt of such information an addendum to this decision will be issued. 

 

The player was advised of her right to appeal. 

 

 

 

 

 

         Kathrine EC Mackie 

 

 

          Judicial Officer 

 

          26th June 2016 

 

Appendix 

Screenshots from Clips 

 

 
 



 

 

 


