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DISCIPLINARY DECISION 

Match 
 

England vs Ireland 

Player’s Union 
 

England Competition World Rugby U20 
Championship 

Date of match 
 

17 June 2019 Match venue Old Ressian Club, 
Rosario, Argentina 

Rules to apply 
 

Regulation 17 World Rugby Handbook and Section 12 Tournament 
Disciplinary Programme 
 

 
PARTICULARS OF OFFENCE 

Player’s surname 
 

Redpath Date of birth 23 Dec. 1999 

Forename(s) 
 

Cameron 

Referee Name 
 

Ben Blain Plea ☒  Admitted          ☐  Not admitted 

Offence 
 

Law 9.12 - Biting SELECT:            Red card ☐     Citing    ☒        Other ☐ 
 
If “Other” selected, please specify: 
 
 
 
 

Summary of 
Sanction 

12 weeks, reduced to 6 weeks for mitigating factors 

 
HEARING DETAILS 

Hearing date 
 

19 June 2019 Hearing venue Skype Conference 

Chairman/JO 
 

Alan Hudson (Canada) 

Other Members of 
Disciplinary 
Committee 

Sara Smith (former Scotland Player) 
John Langford (former Australia Player) 

Appearance Player 
 

YES ☒        NO ☐ Appearance Union YES ☒         NO ☐ 

Player’s 
Representative(s) 

Stuart Tennant – Legal counsel 
Steve Bates – Eng U20 coach 
David Barnes – RFU Head of       
Discipline 

Disciplinary Officer 
and/or other 
attendees 

Ben Rutherford – World Rugby 

List of 
documents/materials 
provided to Player in 
of hearing 

Citing Commissioner Report 
Referee Statement 
Statement of Dylan Tierney (IRE#2) 
Statement of Dr Stuart O’Flanagan – Ireland team doctor 
Game film clips 
Still photos of arm of IRE#2 depicting area of injury  

 
SUMMARY OF ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS OF CITING/REFEREE’S REPORT/DVD FOOTAGE 

 
The Citing Commissioner Report of Enrique Cazenave reads, in part, as follows: “The English no. 12 
remained for a few seconds over Irish no. 2 with his head over the arm of Irish player no. 2 and he bit 
the arm of Irish no. 2 as confirmed in the video evidence provided.” 
 
The game film clips indicate the following:  
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• England are on attack at mid-field with the ball moving through the backs.  
• England #13 takes the ball into contact, is tackled, and a ruck forms. The Player arrives in 

support. 
•  IRE#2 is engaged in the ruck as well as other players from both teams. 
• The Player ends up over players who are on the ground and can be clearly seen on the game film 

close-up angles, leaning forward and biting IRE#2 on the left upper arm. 
• The biting action is brief (approx. one second) at which point the referee blows the whistle and 

penalizes Ireland for not rolling away at the tackle. 
• IRE#2 gets to his feet, shoves the Player, and indicates to the referee where his left upper arm 

was bitten.  
• There is no sanction for biting called by the referee, the Irish players go back ten metres, and the 

game continues.  
 

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

 
The referee’s statement, in response for a request for evidence regarding a biting, reads: “Ireland 2 
came to me and made reference to this during the match at 17:35, just before a re-start. I did not see 
anything on the field to suggest he had been bitten by an opponent.” 
 
The statement from IRE#2 states, in part, that he, “felt a sharp biting sensation on my left triceps …”I 
tried to point it out to the ref showing him the mark of the teeth on my arm. “  
 
The Irish team doctor’s statement notes that he did examine IRE#2’s left arm on the pitch and stated:  
“On examination, there was acute bruising and clear bite marks on Dylan’s left arm.” 
 
Various still photographs of IRE#2’s upper left arm were introduced into evidence. These show an area 
of discolouration and bruising on IRE#2’s left triceps corresponding to the area of the biting as seen on 
the game film clips.  
 
An email from the Player to IRE#2 the day after the match was produced in which the Player apologized 
for his actions and noted that he was both embarrassed and very disappointed in himself.  
 

SUMMARY OF PLAYER’S EVIDENCE 
 
The Player at the outset of the Hearing accepted the Citing Commissioner Report as an accurate account 
of the incident and admitted the act of foul play alleged and that the foul play met the red card 
threshold.  
 
The Player said in evidence that he had entered the breakdown to clear out defenders and fell over the 
top of IRE#2and another Ireland player. He originally said that his head was forced down onto IRE#2’s 
arm. He said he pinched IRE#2’s arm and then said he bit the arm with a “nip”. His explanation was that 
there had been some pushing between players of the teams earlier in the match; he was “up for the 
game”; he was trying to get fast ball and he felt the Irish players were slowing the ball down; and he 
said, “I saw red”. He said he instantly regretted his actions and he did not intend to harm IRE#2. On 
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questioning by the Disciplinary Committee, the Player admitted that his head and face were not pushed 
toward IRE#2’s arm but rather “ended up there”. He also said the biting action was not a clench of his 
jaws but rather a quick nip and his intention was to get IRE#2 to move off the ball. 
 
A letter was received from Steve Diamond, Director of Rugby for Sale Sharks. He confirmed his 
disappointment in the Player and that the incident would significantly affect the Player’s future career.  
 
Steve Bates, England U20 Coach, said that he has known the Player since the Player was sixteen years 
old and that his behaviour has always been of the highest character and that the Player had expressed 
considerable remorse for his actions. A statement from Eddie Jones, England Head Coach, emphasised 
that the Player has a promising future in the England Rugby system.  
 
The Player gave evidence with respect to the issue of sanction. He said he was very embarrassed by his 
actions and that he had let down himself, his family, his team mates and England Rugby. 
 
In both written and oral submissions, Mr Tennant urged upon the Disciplinary Committee that the 
offending in question should be categorized as a low-end offence under Appendix 1 to Regulation 17 
given that this was a “rash” action in the heat of the moment which the Player now deeply regrets; the 
biting was a “nip” lasting a very short time; and there was little in the way of injury caused by the brief 
bite to “a non-vulnerable part of the body”. He pointed to a number of earlier decisions where these 
factors were present resulting in a low-end entry point as a result of a proven bite. He submitted that 
the Player ought to have the benefit of a number of significant mitigating factors in his favour. 
 
 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
The Player has admitted the act of foul play alleged and that it reached the red card threshold.  
 

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  
This was a deliberate act of foul play, that is the Player formed the specific intent to bite IRE#2 and carried out that 
intention. 

Gravity of player’s actions – R 17.19.2(c) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
Biting a player is a grave and reprehensible action which carries with it the risk of significant injury.  
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Nature of actions – R 17.19.2(d) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
In this case, the biting was brief and on the arm which is less dangerous than other parts of the body.  
 
Existence of provocation – R 17.19.2(e) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
While the Player noted some earlier pushing between the teams, any provocation was minimal.  
 
Whether player retaliated – R 17.19.2(f) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
No 
 
Self-defence – R 17.19.2(g) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
No 
 
Effect on victim – R 17.19.2(h) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
There is clearly bruising to IRE#2’s upper arm but no breaking of the skin visible on the still photos. The medical 
evidence confirms this. This did not affect the ability of IRE#2 to continue playing in the game.  
 
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) 
Given the insidious nature of biting, a victim player is vulnerable to such unexpected behavior .  
 
Level of participation/premeditation – R 17.19.2(k) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
The Player fully participated, no other player was involved in the foul play, and there was no premeditation.  
 
Conduct completed/attempted – R 17.19.2(l) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
Conduct was completed. 
 
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                        Weeks 
  ☐                                          

Low-end                         Weeks 
   ☒                                      12   

*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) 
The Player has received no red cards, citing reports, or CCWs in his playing career and has only received two yellow 
cards, one for a technical offence and one for a high tackle.  

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

Any other off-field aggravating factors – R 17.19.4(c) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
None 

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) 

The Player acknowledged his guilt at the earliest 
opportunity. He formally apologised to IRE#2 by way of 
email. He acknowledged his culpability prior to and again 
at the outset of the hearing.  

 

As noted above, the Player has an excellent disciplinary 
record.  

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 is young at 19 years of age and while not an 
inexperienced player, his actions in this case 
demonstrate a lack of maturity. 

Prior to and at the hearing, the Player expressed 
considerable embarrassment for his actions. During the 
hearing, his conduct was exemplary. He was quiet but 
thoughtful and helpful throughout the hearing. 

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 has expressed genuine remorse for his 
actions on a number of occasions since the incident in 
question.  

None 

0 
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Number of weeks deducted:               
 

 

Summary of reason for number of weeks deducted: 
There are significant mitigating factors in this case. His age is a primary factor but equally so is his genuine remorse 
and embarrassment for his actions. His disciplinary record is virtually unblemished. This suggests that he is a player of 
high character. He is entitled to the maximum reduction for mitigating factors.  

 
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  6 weeks Sending off sufficient  ☐ 
 

Sanction commences 
 

Immediately 

Sanction concludes September 21, 2019 following 
the Sale Sharks Premiership 
Cup fixture scheduled for that 
date. 

Matches/tournaments 
included in sanction 

First, the final game that 
England will play in the 2019 
World Rugby U20 
Championship dated June 22, 
2019. 
  
Next, the three pre-season 
games that Sale Sharks play 
against: Castres in France on 
August 17, 2019; Newcastle in 
England on August 24, 2019; 
and Russia in Moscow on 
September 1, 2019. These 
three pre-season games are full 
15s played pursuant to the 
Laws of the Game and in 
venues and with public 
ticketing as is usual for this 
level of rugby. These fixtures 
are crucial to young club 
players and the clubs 
themselves as they provide 
opportunities which are 
particularly important in a 
World Cup year when a number 
of senior players will be in 
Japan during the season. 
 
Thereafter, Sale Sharks are 
scheduled to play in the 
Premiership Rugby 7s on 
September 13 and 14, 2019. 
The Player has a significant 
history in 7s and this 
competitive tournament 
provides development 
opportunities for young  

6 
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players. This entire tournament 
will count as one week towards 
the Player’s suspension.  
 
The sixth game is a Sale Sharks 
Premiership Cup fixture on 
September 21, 2019. The draw 
has not yet been made for an 
opponent. This fixture will be 
played in compliance with all 
the Laws of the Game and 
played at a venue with 
characteristics ordinarily used 
by teams of this level. It will be 
open to the public with normal 
ticketing. 
 
All of these matches satisfy the 
criteria required by Reg 
17.19.10. The Player is advised 
to contact Ben Rutherford 
should any of the above 
fixtures be changed in any way. 

 
Costs 
 

No order for costs was made. 

 
Signature  
(JO or Chairman) 
 

Alan Hudson (Chair) 
________________________________ 

Date June 19, 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] 


