CONSTITUENT BODY SHORT JUDGMENT FORM %:33 England

el iR: vl Nottinghamshire, Lincolnshire & Derbyshire RFU

Case Number NLD Red Card | ¢/ | Citing Other

Particulars of Offence

Player’s Surname Rhodes Date of Birth 05/08/1992

Forename(s) Brad 1070304

Club Name Meden Vale RFC 24/08/24

(O SRR e M 9-12 Punches Admitted  [¢/|| Not Admitted
Home Team Ollerton Meden Vale

Home Team Level* 1st team L9 1st team L9

*TEAM LEVEL REFERS TO 1ST XV, 2ND XV, COLTS, VETS, etc. NOT WHOLE CLUB LEVEL

Hearing Details

Hearing Date 26/09/24 Hearing Venue Papers

Tim Bembridge Andrew Statham

Panel-Member 1 Mal Yates lan Roe

Decision Proven V Not Proven

Case Summary & Sanction

NOTE: UNDER RFU REGULATION 19.4.59(a), PLAYERS ORDERED OFF ARE PROVISIONALLY SUSPENDED
PENDING THE HEARING OF THEIR CASE, SUCH SUSPENSION SHOULD BE TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION
WHEN SANCTIONING

Total Sanction 8  Matches [v] Entry Point Top End
Banned From 25/08/24 Banned To 16/11/24 NOTE: FOR SENDING

OFF SUFFICIENT STATE
Ban Split From Ban Split To UNDER TOTAL SANCTION
Free To Play 17/11/24 Costs £50
Signature ) .
(Chair) Tim Bembridge IDEVE 27/09/24

Date entered to
GMS (mandatory)

Signature
(Secretary)

The England rose is an official registered trade mark of the Rugby Football Union and is the subject of extensive trade mark registrations worldwide.

England
RFU SHORT JUDGMENT FORM 1 Rugby


morgre
Cross-Out


PLEASE TICK APPROPRIATE BOX:

Nature of actions 19.4.49(c)

Was involved in a scuffle from the start and
threw multiple punches conecting with
opponents head

As 19.4.49(b)

Effect on victim 19.4.49(g)

Referee notes marks on opponents face but
may have been caused prior to event

Vulnerability of victim 19.4.49(1)

Referee states “At the time, | was concerned
for the safety of the player being punched”
Victim highly vulnerable

Assessment of Seriousness (Regulation 19.4.49

Intentional 19.4.49(a) V

Whether player retaliated 19.4.49(e)

Reckless 19.4.49(b)

Existence of provocation 19.4.49(d)

Only the two players know which act started
the scuffle / fight

Self-defence 19.4.49(f)

Both fighting so an element of self defence
could be argued However Referee states
players actions went beyond self defence

Effect on match 19.4.49(h)

Both teams completed the game 1 player short

Level of participation/premeditation 19.4.49()

Multiple strikes and involved in a fight so acts
premeditated

Conduct completed/attempted 19.4.49(k)

Complete

Other features of player’s conduct 19.4.49(1)

As appropriate

Entry point number

Top End*  Top 10 weeks Mid-Range

Low End

Reasons for Entry Point

actions. This level of violence has no place on a
spectators, officials, replacements and the playe

19.4.49(h) “The point will move higher up the range if Players and spectators react to the
offending” The indipendant witness has specifically stated the violent nature of this players

These are the concequences of the 2 players actions. this fact being dealt with in aggravations)

rugby field. (The actions also resulted in
rs club’s linesman entering the field of play.

*If top end, the Panel should identify an entry point between the top end and the maximum sanction (19.4.50) as set out in

Appendix 2

In making the above assessment, the Panel should consider the RFU Practice Note as set out in Appendix 5 to Regulation

19. Significant weight should be given to RFU regulation 19.4.

49(a), 19.4.49(h) and 19.4.49(1).
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Mitigating Factors (Regulation 19.4.52)

Acknowledgment of the commission of foul Play & timing-  Player’s disciplinary record - Reg 19.4.52(b)
Reg 19.4.52(a)

Pleaded guilty at clubs hearing Though Previous red card 2019 for punching
disputed the referees report. Panel assumed a
guilty plea in full.

Youth and/or inexperience of player 19.4.52(c) Conduct prior to and at hearing 19.4.52(d)

32 Years old no mention of inexperience As should be expected

Remorse & timing of remorse 19.4.52(e) Other off-field mitigation 19.4.52(f)

No mention of apology but left field
appropriatley Clubs shared the usual
hospitality post match and both reported
apologies.

Number of weeks deducted: NOTE: SUBJECT TO REGULATION 19.4.54, A DISCIPLINARY PANEL

CANNOT APPLY A GREATER REDUCTION THAN 50% OF THE
RELEVANT ENTRY POINT SUSPENSION

Aggravating Factors (Regulation 19.4.55)

Player’s status as an offender of the Laws of the game 19.4.55(a)

As stated in Reason for entry point The actions also resulted in spectators, officials,
replacements and the players club’s linesman entering the field of play. These are the
concequences of the 2 players actions.

Need for deterrent 19.4.55(b)

The game cannot allow spectators to enter the pitch any act on the field of play that results in a
“pitch invasion” must be rhobustly dealt with.

Any other off-field aggravating factors (including poor conduct prior to or at the hearing) 19.4.55(c)

Number of weeks added on: [

The England rose is an official registered trade mark of the Rugby Football Union and is the subject of extensive trade mark registrations worldwide.
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Any Other Information (including details of games to be missed

Please note that if any of the above matches are cancelled, postponed or rearranged, the Club are required to notify the CB Discipline Secretary so
that the dates can be amended as necessary (RFU Regulation 19.4.67 & 19.4.68)

The England rose is an official registered trade mark of the Rugby Football Union and is the subject of extensive trade mark registrations worldwide.
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Detailed report of the incident

8 minutes into the second half, play was in the Meden Vale half of the pitch, between the 5, 10,
15 & 22m lines, closest to the southern touchline. | stopped the game following a knock on
whilst there were a number of players in close proximity, including some on the ground. The
player (Black 8), who was the Meden Vale Captain and an Ollerton player (Yellow 8), became
involved in a dispute about something which is alleged to have happened in that phase of play.
The matter was significantly escalated by Yellow 8 who threw a number of punches at Black 8,
only stopping when he had been restrained by other players. This also caused a large
proportion of the other players on the pitch to become involved as well as a number of
spectators who entered the pitch to join the fracas.

As this was unfolding, Black 8 retaliated against the now restrained Yellow 8. He threw a large
number of punches at the player, most of which contained significant force. The punches were
aimed at the head of the player and some made contact, including a number of "uppercut" style
punches. At the time, | was concerned for the safety of the player being punched. At the end of
the game, Yellow 8's face was clearly marked however its not clear that these were as a
consequence of this issue.

My view was the the conduct of Black 8 went beyond any form of self defence. Once some
order was restored, the player was sent off for striking another player, contrary to Clause 9.12.
The player left the field without complaint.

INERTEL; David Stewart

The RFU Rose and the words ‘England Rugby’ are official registered trade marks of the Rugby Football Union and are subject to extensive trade mark registration worldwide.
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	Signature (Chair): Tim Bembridge
	Other features of player’s conduct: As appropriate
	Intentional/Deliberate: Yes
	Reckless: Off
	Nature of actions: Was involved in a scuffle from the start and threw multiple punches conecting with opponents head 
	Whether player retaaliated: As 19.4.49(b)
	Existence of provocation: Only the two players know which act started the scuffle / fight
	Self-defence:  Both fighting so an element of self defence could be argued However Referee states players actions went beyond self defence
	Effect on victim: Referee notes marks on opponents face but may have been caused prior to event
	Effect on match: Both teams completed the game 1 player short
	Vulnerability of victim: Referee states “At the time, I was concerned for the safety of the player being punched”
Victim highly vulnerable
	Level of participation:   Multiple strikes and involved in a fight so acts premeditated
	Conduct completed: Complete
	Top End: Top 10 weeks
	Mid-Range: 
	Low End: 
	Constituent Body: Nottinghamshire, Lincolnshire & Derbyshire RFU
	Date entered to GMS: 
	RFU ID No: 1070304
	Hearing Venue: Papers
	Secretary: Andrew Statham
	Panel Member 1: Mal Yates
	Panel Member 2: Ian Roe
	Costs: £50
	Players Surname: Rhodes
	Forename: Brad
	Date of Birth: 05/08/1992
	Date of Match: 24/08/24
	Plea Admitted: Yes
	Plea Not Admitted: Off
	Home Team: Ollerton
	Home Team Level: 1st team L9
	Away Team: Meden Vale
	Away Team Level: 1st team L9
	Hearing Date: 26/09/24
	Chairman: Tim Bembridge
	Decision Proven: Yes
	Decision Not Proven: Off
	Select Red Card: Yes
	Select Citing: Off
	Select Other: Off
	Case Number: NLD
	Total Sanction Number: 8
	Weeks/Matches: [Matches]
	Banned From: 25/08/24
	Banned To: 16/11/24
	Ban Split From: 
	Ban Split To: 
	Free To Play: 17/11/24
	Entry Point: Top End 10 week
	Date: 27/09/24
	Acknowledgement of guilt: Pleaded guilty at clubs hearing Though disputed the referees report. Panel assumed a guilty plea in full.
	Player’s disciplinary record/good character: Previous red card 2019 for punching
	Number of weeks deducted: 4
	Any Other Information: Full details of incident on page 5 taken from red card report.

7/09/24 v Skegness
14/09/24 v Sleaford
21/09/24 v Worksop
28/09/24 v Cleethorpes
12/10/24 v East Retford
19/10/24 v Grimsby
09/11/24 v N Hykham
16/11/24 v Ollerton 

There are dates missing from the list above. Should the clubs first team play any meaningful fixtures on these dates they should evidence this to NLD disciplinary secretary and an adjusted return to play date may be given.


	Signature (Secretary): 
	Club Name: Meden Vale RFC
	Offence & Law: 9-12 Punches
	Reasons for Entry Point:   19.4.49(h) “The point will move higher up the range if Players and spectators react to the offending” The indipendant witness has specifically stated the violent nature of this players actions. This level of violence has no place on a rugby field. (The actions also resulted in spectators, officials, replacements and the players club’s linesman entering the field of play. These are the concequences of the 2 players actions. this fact being dealt with in aggravations)
	Youth & Experience of Player: 32 Years old no mention of inexperience
	Conduct prior to and at hearing: As should be expected
	Remorse: No mention of apology but left field appropriatley Clubs shared the usual hospitality post match and both reported apologies.
	Off-field mitigation: 
	Player’s status as an offender of the Laws of the game: As stated in Reason for entry point The actions also resulted in spectators, officials, replacements and the players club’s linesman entering the field of play. These are the concequences of the 2 players actions.
	Need for deterrent:  The game cannot allow spectators to enter the pitch any act on the field of play that results in a “pitch invasion” must be rhobustly dealt with.
	Any other off-field aggravating factors: No
	No wks added on: 2


