
 

Disciplinary Decision  Page 1 of 7 

DISCIPLINARY DECISION 

Match 
 

Australia vs Argentina 

Player’s Union 
 

Australia Competition World Rugby U20 
Championship 

Date of match 
 

17 June 2019 Match venue Rosario, Argentina 

Rules to apply 
 

Regulation 17 and 18 World Rugby Handbook; Section 12 Tournament 
Disciplinary Programme 
 

 

PARTICULARS OF OFFENCE 
Player’s surname 
 

McDonald Date of birth 24 June 1999 

Forename(s) 
 

Michael 

Referee Name 
 

James Doleman Plea ☐  Admitted          ☒  Not admitted 

Offence 
 

Law 9.28 – 2 Yellow Cards in a 
match. The offence is persistent 
offending. 
 
The 1st Yellow Card was for a 
lifting tackle – Law 9.18 
The 2nd Yellow Card was for a high 
tackle which prevented a probable 
try – Law 9.13 and Law 8.3 

SELECT:            Red card ☒     Citing    ☐        Other ☐ 

 
If “Other” selected, please specify: 
 
 
 
 

Summary of 
Sanction 

No Further Sanction  

 

HEARING DETAILS 
Hearing date 
 

18 June 2019 Hearing venue Skype Conference 

Chairman/JO 
 

Alan Hudson (Canada) 

Other Members of 
Disciplinary 
Committee 

Leon Lloyd (former England Player) 
Sara Smith (former Scotland Player) 
 

Appearance Player 
 

YES ☒        NO ☐ Appearance Union YES ☒         NO ☐ 

Player’s 
Representative(s) 

Stephen Cottrell – counsel 
Adrian Thompson – Aus. Manager 
Jason Gilmore – Aus. Coach 
Michael Bricknell – Rugby Aus. 
 

Disciplinary Officer 
and/or other 
attendees 

Ben Rutherford – World Rugby 

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

Referee’s Report On A Temporary Suspension (YC1) 
Referee’s Report On A Temporary Suspension (YC2) 
Referee’s Report On A Sending Off (Red Card) 
Medical Statement re Argentina No. 14 (ARG14) 
Player’s Statement - ARG14 
Statement of Nathan Grey  
Game Film Clips 
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SUMMARY OF ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS OF CITING/REFEREE’S REPORT/DVD FOOTAGE 

 

The Referee’s Report re YC1 stated: “The Player lifted his opponent above the horizontal causing him to 

land on his upper back. The ball carrier did jump into the tackle, however this was not enough of a 

mitigating factor to not issue a YC for this action.” 

 

The Referee’s Report re YC 2 stated: “The Player tackled his opponent above the line of the shoulders. 

The action itself did not warrant a Yellow Card. However the action prevented a probable try. I therefore 

awarded a penalty try and a YC.” 

 

The Referee’s Red Card Report Stated: “The Player was given a Red Card. This was following 2 Yellow 

Cards, one at 18:44 for a tip tackle and one at 40:00 + for a high tackle.” 

 

With respect to YC1, the game film shows the incident clearly. Argentina is on attack with the ball 

moving to the left through the backline. The Player is moving across the field in defence. Argentina #12 

passes the ball inside to the right to ARG14 who is coming through on the inside channel. The Player has 

to change direction back to the inside channel to meet ARG14. He crouches low to make a tackle on  

ARG14 who is moving at speed towards him. One step prior to contact, ARG14 leaps into the air directly 

in front of the Player. At this point the Player is crouched ready to engage ARG14 and has his weight on 

his inside left leg with his right foot slightly off the ground.  Given the height of ARG14 from his jumping 

action, the Player’s left shoulder makes contact with ARG14 below the waist and he reaches forward to 

grasp the back of ARG14’s knees. ARG14’s momentum propels him over the Player’s left shoulder and 

back, the Player is moved backward by the impact, and he holds on to ARG14 as both players go to the 

ground with ARG14 landing on his upper back and the Player landing on top of him. 

 

With respect to YC2, the game film shows an Argentina maul moving towards the Australia try line. The 

ball emerges at about the 5 metre line and the Argentina halfback passes the ball to the short side 

through a 1st receiver and into the hands of ARG14 who is on the wing and who heads for the corner. 

The Player is covering across in defence and engages ARG 14 from the side a few metres out from the 

try line. The Player’s left arm makes initial contact to ARG14’s right upper arm and shoulder (he is 

carrying the ball in that arm) and his right arm moves around ARG14 to grasp him. The right hand and 

forearm slip up around ARG 14’s neck and the players go to ground in goal. The Player’s right arm and 

hand come off ARG14’s neck and the players wrestle with the ball which is held up. 

 

ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS OF OTHER EVIDENCE (e.g. medical reports) 

 

The medical statement notes that ARG14 had some shoulder and chest pain but is “in good condition to 

play”. 

 

In his written statement, ARG14 says with respect to YC1 that as he received the ball he saw that the 

Player was crouching down and he “slightly” jumped into the Player. He said that with his momentum 

and the Player lifting him, he fell to the ground “over my head”. With respect to YC2, he recalls a high 

tackle and felt “a hit or a grab on my neck.” 
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The Player’s Representatives introduced a written statement of Nathan Grey, an experienced and high 

level Australian rugby player and coach who described the tackle in the YC1 incident as unusual and 

unexpected and gave evidence on the mechanics of the tackle in question. In response to questioning 

from the Chair, it was admitted that the purpose of this evidence was to provide an expert opinion on 

the tackle in YC1. The Player’s representatives were reminded that expert opinion evidence is only likely 

to be permitted when it is outside the everyday knowledge of the members of the Disciplinary 

Committee. In this case, 2 of the members of the Disciplinary Committee are very experienced players 

and it is therefore unlikely that the expert opinion evidence tendered on behalf of the Player will be 

given much weight. As a result, the statement was introduced primarily to address certain still photos of 

the incident which were helpful in showing how the jumping action of ARG14 considerably increased the 

risk to ARG14 in these circumstances. 

 

SUMMARY OF PLAYER’S EVIDENCE 

 

With respect to YC1, the Player said that the play originated from an Argentina scrum and he had moved 

away from the scrum in defence when ARG14 came through on the inside channel and he was obligated 

to adjust to this running line. As he went low and committed to the tackle, ARG14 jumped into the air 

and this action together with his momentum caused him to go over the top of the Player. The Player 

denied that he had lifted ARG14 and said that if ARG14 had stayed on his feet, there would have been 

no issue with the tackle. 

 

With respect to YC2, the Player said that Argentina had successfully mauled the ball to about the 

Australia 5 metre line when they decided to move the ball to the short side and out to ARG14 on the 

wing. He said he was covering across and intended to wrap ARG14 with his arms and hold the ball up off 

the ground in goal to prevent a try. He said he made initial contact with his left shoulder on ARG14 ’s 

right upper arm and then he wrapped his right arm around ARG14. He acknowledged that his right arm 

came up to ARG14’s neck and he said in retrospect, to prevent the high tackle, he should have kept his 

right arm lower. 

 

Mr Cottrell, on behalf of the Player, submitted that with respect to YC1,  ARG14’s unusual jumping 

action just before contact made what was a fairly straightforward tackle into a problematic one. He said 

it is clear on the film that the Player was not driving forward at the moment of contact, maintained a 

grip on ARG 14 until landing which resulted in a better outcome than otherwise would have been the 

case, and there was nothing else the Player could have done in the circumstances. 

 

With respect to YC2, Mr Cottrell acknowledged that while the initial contact was below the line of the 

shoulders, the Player’s right arm did move up and over the shoulder and neck area of ARG14. He said 

the action was in the nature of a grab. 

 

The submissions on behalf of the Player were: there was no foul play on the part of the Player in YC1; 

there was foul play of a relatively minor nature in YC2 but the referee was obliged under Law 8.3 (the 

penalty try provision) to send the Player off with a yellow card; as a result of YC2 the Player received a 

red card which saw him off the field for the entire 2nd half of the game; and that in the circumstances, 

any further sanction would be disproportionate to the severity of the offending. 

 



 

Disciplinary Decision  Page 4 of 7 

 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

 

With respect to YC1, the issue is whether on a factual assessment, there was a lifting action on the part 

of the Player and whether there was anything the Player could have done to change the outcome of this 

incident. The Disciplinary Committee has concluded that the unusual and dangerous actions of ARG14 in 

jumping at speed just before contact were largely the cause of the outcome in this tackle. There was 

little, if any, lifting action by the Player and he had little in the way of options available to him to alter 

the result here. 

 

In YC2, there was an admitted act of foul play – a high tackle. But this action was not, as noted in the 

referee’s report on YC2, sufficient by itself to warrant a yellow card. Rather, because the high tackle in 

question prevented a probable try from being scored, pursuant to Law 8.3 the referee was obliged to 

issue a yellow card. In this respect, while there is an element of foul play involved, there is also an issue 

of technical offending present. The foul play involved a high tackle with indirect contact by the player’s 

arm with a low level of danger under the Framework For High Tackles. 

 

The Disciplinary Committee notes the guidance offered by Appendix 4 to Regulation 17 and in particular, 

that in exceptional circumstances, a sending off may be a sufficient sanction for 2 yellow cards issued.  

The Disciplinary Committee also notes the provisions of Reg 17.25.2(f) which states that “given the 

number of permutations of potential sanctions that could arise” in such a situation, “the sanctioning of 

the Player shall be solely within the discretion of the Disciplinary Committee.” In this case, the 

Disciplinary Committee has determined that the exceptional circumstances of this matter, as described 

above, warrant no further sanction.  To do so would be disproportionate to the level of offending. No 

further sanction is therefore imposed on the Player who may resume playing rugby effective 

immediately. 

 

DECISION 

 

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

 

No further sanction is imposed on the Player for the reasons stated above. 

 

SANCTIONING PROCESS 
 

ASSESSMENT OF SERIOUSNESS 
 

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

Intentional/deliberate ☐                  Reckless ☐ 
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State Reasons  

 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

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

 
 

 

ASSESSMENT OF SERIOUSNESS CONTINUED 
 

Entry point  

Top end*                       Weeks 

  ☐                                          

Mid-range                        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 
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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) 

 

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

 

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

 

Number of additional weeks:                        

 

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) 

 

 

 

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) 

  

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) 
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Number of weeks deducted:               
 

 

Summary of reason for number of weeks deducted: 
 

 

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  0 Sending off sufficient  ☒ 

 

Sanction commences 
 

N/A 

Sanction concludes N/A 

Matches/tournaments 
included in sanction 

0 

 
Costs 
 

There is no order for costs. 

 
Signature  
(JO or Chairman) 
 

Alan Hudson, Chair 
________________________________ 

Date 18 June 2019 
______________________ 

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

TOURNAMENT DIRECTOR – R 17.22.2(a) (or equivalent Tournament rule) (see Page 6) 

[Standard Appeal Directions to appear on this page] 

 


