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DISCIPLINARY DECISION 

Match 
 

England U20s v Argentina U20s 

Player’s Union 
 

Argentina Competition U20s Championship 

Date of match 
 

30th May 2018 Match venue Narbonne 

Rules to apply 
 

U20s Tournament Disciplinary Program 

 

PARTICULARS OF OFFENCE 
Player’s surname 
 

LAVANINI Date of birth 24th February 1998 

Forename(s) 
 

FEDERICO 

Referee Name 
 

SEAN GALLAGHER Plea ☐  Admitted          ☒  Not admitted 

Offence 
 

Law 9.16 Charging or knocking 
down  an opponent carrying the 
ball without attempting to grasp 
that player 
 

SELECT:            Red card ☐     Citing    ☒        Other ☐ 

 
If “Other” selected, please specify: 
 
 
 
 

Summary of 
Sanction 

Three weeks  suspension 

 

HEARING DETAILS 
Hearing date 
 

1st June 2018 Hearing venue Palais des Congres Perpignan 

JO 
 

CHARLES CUTHBERT (UAE) 

Other Members of 
Disciplinary 
Committee 

 

Appearance Player 
 

YES ☒        NO ☐ Appearance Union YES ☒         NO ☐ 

Player’s 
Representatives 

JUAN PABLO BELLO-President of 
the Argentina Delegation 
MARCOS CALDO-Team Manager 
CALMON FREDERIC-Liaison Officer 
BERNARDO COSTA DUARTE-
Translator 
AARON LLOYD-Counsel for the 
Player by Skype 
JAIME BARBA-UAR Board Member 
by Skype 

Disciplinary Officer 
and/or other 
attendees 

BEN RUTHRFORD-World 
Rugby 
LYRIQUE DU PLESSIS-SA Sports 
Student as observer  

List of 
documents/materials 
provided to Player in 
advance of hearing 

(a) email from Ben Rutherford (World Rugby) seeking confirmation of information per 
Standard Directions, and attaching various documents; 
(b) letter from World Rugby giving Notice of Disciplinary hearing; 
(c) team lists for Argentina and England teams; 
(d) Citing Form (2 pages); 
(e) U20C18 Disciplinary Rules (Section 12); 
(f) Updated Reg 17 Sanctions Table (May 2018); 
(g) Email containing statement of Ted Hill (England);  
(h) Email containing statement of Dr Nigel Rayner (England):and 
(i) Email containing statement of Sean Gallagher (Referee). 
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SUMMARY OF ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS OF CITING/REFEREE’S REPORT/DVD FOOTAGE 

  

The report of Patrice Frantschi (France) the Citing Commissioner states:- 

“61’52” The Argentina player no 19 didn’t use his arms to grasp the English player no 6 carrying the ball. 

He then hit the English player at the level of the head with his shoulder. 

The player was not injured or knocked out (no HIA) and has been able to continue the game.” 

 

The Referee’s report states:- 

“On 61.18 minutes England 6 was carrying the ball and Argentina 19 tackled him without grasping. I saw 

the incident live and penalised it. The sanction was a penalty, as from my position, Argentina 19 made 

shoulder to shoulder contact with England 6. There was no further input from the ARs or TMO.” 

 

The statement of Ted Hill, England No 6 states as follows:- 

“My recollection of the incident was that I was carrying the ball off 9 and the 19 hit me with no arms and 

his shoulder hit my head, it wasn't painful and there were no injuries sustained meaning it won’t impact 

my training going forward however, it was a clear no armed tackle.” 

 

The two clips of video footage were viewed at the hearing namely 19_52_20_Citing Op being clips of the 

incident from various camera angles at normal speed and 19_52_20_Citing Op_25 being clips in slow 

motion. I considered the slow motion footage in detail as it clearly showed the sequence of events as 

follows: 

 

Camera 2 Tight 

00:08 England win ruck ball 

00:09 Player appears in defensive line 

00:13 Ball fed by England No 9 to England No 6 

00:16- England No 6 takes two steps forward leading with his shoulder; sees the Player coming also 

leading with his shoulder, turns head and lowers body 

-00:19 

00:20 Player’s right shoulder makes contact with left side of England No 6’s head 

00:21 England No 6 bounces off the Player’s shoulder, is tackled by another Argentina player and then 

by the Player and goes to ground. 

 

Near left camera 

1:18- England No 6 takes two steps forward leading with his shoulder; sees the Player coming also 

leading with his shoulder, turns head and lowers body 

-1:21 

1:22 Player’s right shoulder makes contact with left side of England No 6’s head 

1:23 England No 6 bounces off the Player’s shoulder, is tackled by another Argentina player and then 

by the Player and goes to ground. 
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ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS OF OTHER EVIDENCE (e.g. medical reports) 

 

An email from Dr Nigel Rayner, the England Team Doctor dated 31st May 2018 states:- 

“I have discussed the incident with England 6 player. He reports no injuries as a result of this particular 

incident. 

It will have no bearing on his ability to recover, train or play.” 

SUMMARY OF PLAYER’S EVIDENCE 

 

The Player’s Counsel, Mr Lloyd had filed a very helpful Response to Directions including a Summary of 

Submissions) prior to the hearing. In brief he submitted that the Citing Commissioner was wrong to cite 

the incident in that it did not meet the red card threshold and that “judicial decisions that effectively 

overturn a referee’s decision should only occur it it is clear that the referee was wrong….We say that the 

referee’s decision in this case is not clearly wrong. As a result, we say it is clear on the balance of 

probabilities that the Citing Commissioner’ decision to decide contrary to the referee that this incident 

warranted an ordering off was wrong.” 

I asked Mr Lloyd if he had any objection to me addressing the Player directly at the hearing and going 

through the footage with him to ask him for his version of events. Mr Lloyd consented to this. 

We viewed the footage and the Player told me through the Translator that he had intended to tackle the 

England player but wanted to” go shoulder to shoulder” with the England player “to stop him and then 

put him down to tackle”. He realised he wasn’t in the position to tackle him when England No 6 moved. 

Mr Lloyd said that he had asked the question of the Player in a slightly different way namely “Why didn’t 

you tackle him?” The response was that he wasn’t in the right position to do so he went shoulder to 

shoulder-he realised he would not be able to use his arms. 

 

I adjourned the hearing to consider the evidence. Upon reconvening, I dealt with Mr Lloyd’s two 

submissions as follows:- 

 

1 I did not consider that the Citing Commissioner was wrong to cite- the Referee was clearly wrong in 

that he had seen a shoulder to shoulder charge and had not seen the head contact. 

 

2 The contact with the head was not “minimal force” and therefore the incident did meet the red card 

test. 
 

 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1 The Player came up from the defensive line leading with his shoulder to stop England No 6  

2.  England No 6 saw the Player and turned and lowered his body to minimise contact. 

3.  The Player struck England No 6 on the left side of England No 6’s  head with his right shoulder 

4 Based upon these findings of fact the Player’s conduct was intentional save that I accept there 

was no intent to make contact with England No 6’s head. The Player admitted that he wanted to 

go “shoulder to shoulder” with England No 6 “to stop him”. 
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DECISION 

  

Breach admitted ☐           Proven  ☒        Not proven ☐    Other disposal (please state)  ☐ 

 

SANCTIONING PROCESS 

 
ASSESSMENT OF SERIOUSNESS 

 

Assessment of Intent – R 17.19.2(a)-(b) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

Intentional/deliberate ☒                  Reckless ☐ 

State Reasons  

The Player did intentionally use his shoulder rather his arms to bring down England No 6. But his contact with 
England No6’s head was unintentional 

Gravity of player’s actions – R 17.19.2(c) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

Serious in that it was a blow to England No 6’s head 
 
 

Nature of actions – R 17.19.2(d) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

As above  
 
 

Existence of provocation – R 17.19.2(e) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

 
NA 
 

Whether player retaliated – R 17.19.2(f) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

 
NA 
 

Self-defence – R 17.19.2(g) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

 
NA 
 

Effect on victim – R 17.19.2(h) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

 
No injury was suffered by England No 6 
 

Effect on match – R 17.19.2(i) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

None 
 
 

Vulnerability of victim – R 17.19.2(j) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

England No 6 saw the shoulder charge coming and tried to take evasive action. However he was unable to get out 
of the Player’s way. 
 
 

Level of participation/premeditation – R 17.19.2(k) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

Full participation-no premeditation to strike the head 
 
 

Conduct completed/attempted – R 17.19.2(l) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

Completed 
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Other features of player’s conduct – R 17.19.2(m) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

None 
 
 

 

 

ASSESSMENT OF SERIOUSNESS CONTINUED 
 

Entry point  

Top end*                       Weeks 

 ☐ 

Mid-range                  6  Weeks 

 ☒ 

Low-end                         Weeks 

  ☐ 

 

*If Top End, the JO or Panel should identify, if appropriate, 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 consider World Rugby Regulations 17.19.2(a), 17.19.2(h), and 

17.19.2(i) or the equivalent provisions within the Tournament Rules referred to above. 

Reasons for selecting Entry Point above Top End 

 

  

ADDITIONAL RELEVANT OFF-FIELD AGGRAVATING FACTORS 
 

Player’s status as an offender of the Laws of the Game – R 17.19.4(a) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

NA 

Need for deterrence – R 17.19.4(b) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

NA 

Any other off-field aggravating factors – R 17.19.4(c) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

NA 

 

Number of additional weeks:                        
0 
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RELEVANT OFF-FIELD MITIGATING FACTORS 

 
Acknowledgement of guilt and timing – R 17.19.5(a) (or 
equivalent Tournament rule) 

Player’s disciplinary record/good character – R 17.19.5(b) 
(or equivalent Tournament rule) 

 

The Player through his Counsel admitted foul play at an 

early stage although he queried that it was a red card 

offence which is his right so to do. 

 
The Player has no previous disciplinary matters according 
to his Counsel 

Youth and inexperience of player – R 17.19.5(c) (or 
equivalent Tournament rule) 

Conduct prior to and at hearing – – R 17.19.5(d) (or 
equivalent Tournament rule) 

 
The Player has both youth and inexperience on his side 

 
He was polite and respectful during the hearing, He 
spoke well when questioned by me 

Remorse and timing of remorse – R 17.19.5(e) (or 
equivalent Tournament rule) 

Other off-field mitigation – R 17.19.5(f) (or equivalent 
Tournament rule) 

 
The Player apologised for the trouble and inconvenience 
caused by this incident through his Counsel 

 
None 

Number of weeks deducted:               
 

 

Summary of reason for number of weeks deducted: 
Having considered the evidence given by the Player and his Counsel  as above and based on my own observations of 
him, I give the Player full credit (50% discount) 

 

SANCTION 
 

NOTE: PLAYERS ORDERED OFF ARE PROVISIONALLY SUSPENDED PENDING THE HEARING OF THEIR CASE, SUCH 
SUSPENSION SHOULD BE TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION WHEN SANCTIONING – R 17.14.5(f) (or equivalent 
Tournament rule) 

Total sanction  3 weeks suspension Sending off sufficient  ☐ 

 

Sanction commences 
 

1st June 2018 

Sanction concludes 13th June 2018 

Matches/tournaments 
included in sanction 

3rd June v Scotland 
7th June v Italy 
12th June v TBA 

 
Costs 
 

None 

 
Signature  
JO 
 

 Date  
2nd June 2018 

3 
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NOTE:  YOU HAVE 48 HOURS FROM NOTIFICATION OF THE DECISION OF THE JO TO LODGE AN APPEAL WITH THE 

TOURNAMENT DIRECTOR – R 17.22.2(a) (or equivalent Tournament rule)  

 

 


