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DISCIPLINARY DECISION 

Match 
 

England v Barbarians RFC 

Competition 
 

 

Date of match 
 

19 June 2022  Match venue Twickenham, England  

Rules to apply 
 

World Rugby Regulation 17  

[insert logo e.g.] 
PARTICULARS OF OFFENCE 

Player’s surname 
 

Skelton Date of birth 3 May 1992 

Forename(s) 
 

William 

Player’s Union 
 

Rugby Australia 

Referee Name 
 

Andrea Piardi (FIR) Plea ☒  Admitted          ☐  Not admitted 

Offence 
 

Law 9.13 of the Laws of Rugby 
Union (dangerous tackling) 
 
 

SELECT:            Red card ☒     Citing    ☐        Other ☐ 
 
If “Other” selected, please specify: 
 

Summary of 
Sanction 

6 weeks’ suspension 

 
HEARING DETAILS 

Hearing date 
 

20 June 2022 Hearing venue Via Zoom 

Chairman/JO 
 

Simon Thomas (Wales) 

Other Members of 
Disciplinary 
Committee 

Frank Hadden (Scotland), former International Rugby Coach and World Rugby Judicial Panel 
Member. 
 
Donal Courtney (Ireland), former International Referee, Referee Manager and World Rugby 
Judicial Panel Member 

Appearance Player 
 

YES ☒        NO ☐ Appearance Union YES ☐         NO ☒ 

Player’s 
Representative(s) 

Robert Mohr (Sports Director, Stade 
Rochelais) 
 
Yves-Marie Fève, (Club Legal 
Officer, Stade Rochelais).  

Disciplinary Officer 
and/or other 
attendees 

Brian Hammond, Legal 
Counsel, World Rugby 
 
Joyce Hayes, Disciplinary 
Coordinator, World Rugby 

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

1. Referee’s report on an ordering off. 
2. Two assistant referees’ report on an ordering off. 
3. Television match official’s report on an ordering off. 
4. Statement of Patrick Schickerling (England No. 18) 
5. Two statements of Dr Richard Tingay (senior England Rugby team doctor). 
6. Match footage. 
7. Player’s response to standing directions. 
8. Documentation relating to Player’s forthcoming schedule of matches. 
9. Documentation confirming the Player’s disciplinary record.  
10. An article from the Sydney Morning Herald on-line newspaper regarding the 

Player’s non-inclusion in the current Australia test squad. 
11. Letter from Rugby Australia dated 21 June 2022 concerning the Player’s selection 

for the Rugby Championship 2022 
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INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS OF  
CITING/REFEREE’S REPORT/INCIDENT FOOTAGE 

 
The disciplinary committee (“the Committee”) had been appointed by Mr Christopher Quinlan QC, World 
Rugby’s Independent Judicial Panel Chairman, to hear the case relating to William Skelton (“the Player”), 
following the ordering off of the Player for an alleged act of foul play (a dangerous tackle) during the 
match played between England and Barbarians RFC on 19th June 2022 at Twickenham, England (“the 
Match”). 
 
The Rules applicable to the hearing were contained in World Rugby Regulation 17 (“the Regulations”). 
 
Pursuant to the Regulations, at a disciplinary hearing following the ordering off of a player, a hearing is 
convened before a disciplinary committee to consider the matter. At that hearing, a player is required to 
confirm whether they accept they committed the alleged act of foul play specified in the referee’s report 
and whether they accept that the foul play warranted the issuing of a red card. If they so accept, a 
committee then considers the evidence in the case, and submissions, and decides what sanction (if any) 
ought to be imposed in accordance with the three-stage sanctioning process prescribed under Regulation 
17.18 to 17.20 and the table of sanctions found at Appendix 1 to the Regulations.1 
 
In the event a player denies the alleged act of foul play or denies that the act of foul play warranted a red 
card, the burden is on a player to demonstrate that the decision of the referee was wrong and disciplinary 
committees shall not make a finding contrary to the decision of the referee unless a player has discharged 
this burden. If a player succeeds in discharging this burden, no further sanction is imposed on the player, 
the disciplinary hearing ends and the disciplinary committee shall expunge the ordering off (red card) from 
the player’s disciplinary record. 
 
This written judgment is the unanimous decision of the Committee following consideration of all the 
evidence it had seen and heard and following oral submissions by the Player’s representative at a hearing 
on 20th June 2022. It is not intended to be an exhaustive record of all the evidence presented at the hearing 
and the absence of a reference to some evidence or submission is not to suggest that such evidence or 
submission was not taken into account by the Committee at the hearing. 
 
The Hearing  
At the commencement of the hearing, the Chairman of the Committee identified himself and his fellow 
panel members and all the participants present at the hearing. He reminded the parties that the hearing 
would be conducted in accordance with World Rugby Regulation 17 and outlined the procedure to be 
followed. 
 
Referee’s Report  
The referee’s report on an ordering off stated that the incident had occurred in the 36th minute of the 
Match at a time when the scores were England 11, Barbarians 14. 
The report confirmed that the Player’s offence was contrary to Law 9.13 (a dangerous tackle) and the 
narrative of the report stated so follows: 
 

“No. 18 England lost the ball forward. No. 5 Barbarians, even if he had time to adjust his position, 
failed to do so, makes an upright tackle, he makes direct contact to the head of the England player 
with a tucked shoulder. No mitigation and high danger. Red card issued.” 

 

 
1 Regulations | World Rugby 

https://www.world.rugby/organisation/governance/regulations/reg-17/appendix-1
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The Plea 
The Chairman put the allegation to the Player. The Player admitted having committed the alleged act of 
foul play and that his conduct merited a red card. He further confirmed that the description given by the 
referee in the written report was accurate. 
 
Evidence relating to the foul play 
As the Committee’s function under the Regulations was to consider what sanction (if any) ought to be 
imposed, it was necessary to examine the facts surrounding the foul play. Accordingly, the following 
evidence was considered: 
 
Match footage 
The match footage depicted the incident very clearly from several angles. It showed that in open play, 
England 18 attempts to receive a pass but fails to do so and knocks the ball on. The Barbarians’ defensive 
line are well organised and the Player can be seen lining up to tackle England 18. As England 18 drops the 
ball and begins to slightly lower in height, the Player can be seen bracing for the contact, pressing his 
weight down on his left leg/foot and at the same time, tucks his left arm down towards his body and leads 
into England 18 with his left shoulder. A forceful contact between the Player’s left shoulder and the left 
side of the face of England 18 is observed without any proper attempt by the Player to grasp England 18 
with both hands. The Player’s right hand begins to wrap around England 18 but it is only after the impact 
between the Player’s shoulder and England 18’s face that the Player attempts to grasp England 18 with 
his left hand. The Player remains in a relatively upright position throughout the passage of play and 
appears to hold up England 18 after the tackle. As he does so, the Player turns his own head to his right 
and appears to be smiling following the incident. 
 
Other evidence concerning the complaint 
The assistant match officials’ reports demonstrated that each of them had reviewed the footage and 
agreed with the referee’s decision to issue a red card. 
 
Victim player’s evidence 
A written statement had been provided by Patrick Schickerling (England 18). 
 
His statement had been recorded by Richard Smith QC and read as follows: 
 

“Knocked the ball on. Moved forward. Dropped my height. Felt contact with my head. Felt okay 
now. Gutted I could not play on. I have no hard feelings. These things happen. Will has apologised 
to me.” 

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

 
Medical evidence  
There were two emails from Dr Richard Tingay, England Rugby men’s senior team doctor concerning the 
injury to Mr Schickerling. They contained the following: 
 

“Witnessed direct head contact, video review showed a Criteria 2 on the HIA criteria – HIA called 
by myself. In medical room failed HIA on two domains (number backwards and delayed recall). 
Will have a HIA 2 post-game within two hours of end whistle.” 

 
A second report dated 20th June 2022 contained the following: 
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“Patrick failed his HIA 2 and so diagnosed with concussion. Symptom free this morning and will 
start his Graduated Return to Play. He has been selected for the tour to Australia with the 
expectation of an uncomplicated return to play.” 

 
SUMMARY OF PLAYER’S EVIDENCE 

 
The Player stated that he had just concluded a long season with his French club, Stade Rochelais. He said 
that he regarded his selection for the Barbarians an honour and a privilege. 
 
He said that with regards to the incident, he had noticed Patrick Schickerling as the ball carrier. He was in 
a position to tackle him. He observed that Schickerling had “knocked the ball on” and the Player’s focus 
then switched to blocking him. He explained that he was concerned that Schickerling would try and dive 
on the ball, killing the ball, to prevent the Barbarians taking advantage of the knock-on and create an 
attacking move. 
 
The Player said that in his attempt to block Schickerling he stayed high. He said that he had not felt that 
he had “clipped him” to the head. He described his actions by blocking and holding up Patrick as 
“gamesmanship” as it was illegal to block a player, and that is why the video footage showed him smiling 
after contact had been made with Patrick. He said that it is common practice to hold somebody for a short 
period after a tackle to delay a tackled player re-joining the game. 
 
He said that he accepted the red card was appropriate in the circumstances. He said that he had 
apologised to Patrick and to his own teammates following the incident. 
 
When asked about the relative height of himself and Schickerling , he said that he was 6‘7“ tall, and he 
estimated Schickerling’s height as being between 1 m 80 cm and 1 m 85 cm  (i.e.around 6 foot). 
 
He accepted that his act was always going to be an illegal act because he knew that Schickerling did not 
have the ball when he went to make contact with him, but he said that his arms did attempt to wrap. He 
said that he did not feel he put any real force into the contact.  He did not accept that his tackle was a 
particularly dominant tackle. He said that he only became aware that his shoulder had made contact with 
Patrick’s head after he had looked at the footage. 
 
He was asked whether there had been any previous incident or physical contact in the match between he 
and Schickerling. He could not recall any. 
 
The Player’s representative also made submissions about how, as a club, Stade Rochelais supports 
Barbarian matches. The club had five players in the Barbarians the squad for the Match and it accepts that 
if suspensions or injuries arise, it is the club which bears the consequences. 
 
Mr Mohr also stated that the club had previously worked with the Player with regards to lowering his 
body position whilst tackling. 
 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
The Committee concluded that the Player had given honest and truthful account of the incident. His 
evidence was given in an open and frank manner and notwithstanding his own assessment that his tackle 
had not been particularly forceful, he did not try to minimise or excuse his actions. 
 
The Committee concluded that the Player had observed Patrick Schickerling knocking the ball on before 
the Player had set himself ready for the contact. The Committee concluded that the Player had the 
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opportunity to avoid a significant physical contact with Schickerling but decided to drive into him in order 
to block him and hold him so that Schickerling could not kill the ball to prevent the Barbarians from 
continuing with play. The Committee concluded that the Player had not intended to make contact with 
Schickerling’s head by using his shoulder, however it concluded that the Player was highly reckless in his 
actions as he had a choice as to whether to make contact with Schickerling. He had tucked his left arm 
and led with his shoulder whilst remaining upright. The Player is a very large man and knew or ought 
reasonably to have been aware that there was a significant difference in height between he and 
Schickerling which elevated the risk of head contact.  
 
The Committee accepted the Player’s explanation that the smile on his face immediately following the 
incident was in recognition of his act of gamesmanship, and nothing more. 
 
The Committee accepted that the Player had apologised to Schickerling shortly after the incident. 
 
The Committee found that Schickerling had failed two head injury assessment tests following the match. 
Fortunately, he had been symptom free and would proceed with a graduated return to play under the 
supervision of medical professionals. 

 
SANCTION AND DECISION 

 
Sanctioning Process 
As the Player had admitted the act of foul play alleged in the referee’s report and that it had merited an 
ordering off (red-card), in accordance with Regulations 17.18 to 17.20 the Committee was obliged to 
follow a three-stage process to determine the resultant sanction. Firstly, it must consider the on-field facts 
of the case against the “entry point criteria” (Rule 17.18) which is an assessment of the seriousness of the 
foul play. 
 
Once it has decided the appropriate entry point, it then has to consider the existence of any “off-field” 
mitigating factors as prescribed under Regulation 17.19 which might reduce the sanction. Finally, the 
Committee must consider the existence of any off-field aggravating factors under Regulation 17.20 which 
could increase the sanction.  
 
Rule 17.19.2 provides that the maximum reduction from the entry point suspension is limited to 50% but 
that committees must start at zero and then work their way up depending on the circumstances of the 
case. 
 
Appendix 1 to Regulation 17 provides the following entry point suspensions for acts of foul play contrary 
to Law 9.13 (dangerous tackling) as follows: 
 
Low end – 2 weeks 
Mid-range – 6 weeks 
Top end range – 10 + weeks (maximum of 52 weeks) 

 
Player’s Submissions as to Sanction 
The Player’s representative addressed the Committee on all aspects of the entry point criteria together 
with mitigating and aggravating features. 
 
The Player’s disciplinary record included three previous suspensions for dangerous tackling above the line 
of the shouders and making contact with the head/neck of an opponent including: 
 

• January 2020 playing for Saracens v Racing 92   (4 weeks) 
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• December 2020 playing for Stade Rochelais v Montpellier (4 weeks) 
• September 2021 playing for Stade Rochelaise v Toulouse (5 weeks) 

 
The Player’s representative and the Player also gave evidence relating to the forthcoming matches for the 
Australian national team, and for Stade Rochelais’ sevens matches and fifteens matches. 
 
As far as the sevens matches were concerned, it was submitted that the LNR regard those as meaningful 
matches for the purposes of suspensions and ought to be taken into account. The evidence surrounding 
this from the Player and his representatives was such that: 
 

• The Player had not featured in sevens matches for Stade Rochelais in previous seasons 
• The criteria for selection for such matches includes providing game time for those who would 

benefit from it. 
• The Player had played regularly this season and it there was no evidence that he was in need of 

game time. 
 
In so far as the Player’s selection for the Wallabies was concerned, the evidence surrounding this was: 
 

• The Player had featured in all three Wallabies Autumn 2021 tests. 
• Media quotes from the national coach, Dave Rennie, indicated his non-inclusion in the Australia 

-v- England series of matches (July 2022) was explained by the long season the Player would have 
completed in France by the start of that series. 

• A letter from Rugby Australia dated 21 June 2022 confirming the Player was likely to have been 
selected for the 2022 Rugby Championship due to commence in August 2022 

 
The Committee retired to consider its decision and made the following determination: 
 

Breach admitted 
☒           

Proven  ☐        Not proven ☐    Other disposal (please state)  ☐ 

 

SANCTIONING PROCESS 
 

ASSESSMENT OF SERIOUSNESS 
 

Assessment of Intent – R 17.18.1(a)-(b) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
Intentional ☐                  Reckless ☒ 

State Reasons  
The Committee concluded that whilst the Player had intended to act illegally by tackling/ 
blocking an opponent who was not in possession of the ball, he had not intended to make 
contact with his shoulder to the head of Schickerling but had recklessly done so. The Player was 
aware, or ought reasonably to have been aware, that by leading into contact with his shoulder 
whilst adopting an upright stance there was a significant risk that contact with the opponent’s 
head may have occurred.  
 
Nature of actions – R 17.18.1(c) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
The Committee concluded that the Player’s shoulder had impacted upon the left side of the 
face of Patrick Schickerling with sufficient force to cause a concussion.  
 
Existence of provocation – R 17.18.1(d) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 



220623 JC Decision Will Skelton (Barbarians)  Page 7 of 10 

Not applicable 
 

Whether Player retaliated – R 17.18.1(e) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
Not applicable 
 

Self-defence – R 17.18.1(f) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
Not applicable 
 

Effect on victim – R 17.18.1(g) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
The effect of the victim was significant in that he had been unable to continue playing for 
England during the second half of the match. He had suffered a concussion but was symptom-
free and undertaking a graduated return to play. It was not expected that his return to play 
would be complicated. 
 
Effect on match – R 17.18.1(h) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
The Player’s conduct had resulted in the removal of the victim player from the Match and his 
own ordering off. Fortunately, there had been no increase in the tone and temper of the Match 
as the incident had largely gone unnoticed by other players. 
 
Vulnerability of victim – R 17.18.1(i) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
The Committee concluded that the victim was vulnerable in that whilst he might have expected 
some physical contact from a defending player, he was not in possession of the ball and his 
head was unprotected. 
 
Level of participation/premeditation – R 17.18.1(j) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
Whilst the Player had fully participated in the foul play and indeed had intended to commit an 
act of foul play, there had been no premeditation to strike the victim to the head with his 
shoulder 
 
Conduct completed/attempted – R 17.18.1(k) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
The Player’s conduct had been completed not attempted 

Other features of Player’s conduct – R 17.18.1(l) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
None 

 

ASSESSMENT OF SERIOUSNESS CONTINUED 
 

Entry point  
Top end*             
Weeks/Matches 
 ☐ 

Mid-range               
Weeks/Matches 
 ☒ 6 

Low-end                 
Weeks/Matches 
  ☐ 

 
*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. 
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In making this assessment, the JO/Committee should consider World Rugby Regulations 17.18.1(a), 
17.18.1(g), and 17.18.1(h) or the equivalent provisions within the Tournament Rules referred to 
above. 
 

RELEVANT OFF-FIELD MITIGATING FACTORS 
 

Acknowledgement of commission of foul play 
– R 17.19.1(a) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

Player’s disciplinary record – R 17.19.1(b) (or 
equivalent Tournament rule) 

The Player had admitted his culpability at the 
earliest opportunity and had fully cooperated 
in the disciplinary process without seeking to 
minimise his actions. 

The Player had a poor disciplinary record and 
the Committee noted that that there had been 
a series of similar incidents in a short space of 
time which was concerning. 
 

Youth and/or inexperience of Player – R 
17.19.1(c) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

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

The Player was neither young nor 
inexperienced. 

The Player’s conduct prior to and at the hearing 
has been very good and appropriate. He had 
demonstrated respect for the process and 
towards the Committee and other attendees. 
 

Remorse and timing of remorse – R 17.19.1(e) 
(or equivalent Tournament rule) 

Other off-field mitigation – R 17.19.1(f) (or 
equivalent Tournament rule) 

The Committee accepted that the Player had 
demonstrated remorse and that he had 
apologised to Mr Schickerling at the earliest 
opportunity. 
 

None 

 
Number of weeks/matches deducted:                       
 
Summary of reason for number of weeks/matches deducted: 
 
The Committee concluded that the Player was entitled to 33% discount from the entry point for 
his guilty plea, remorse and conduct prior to and at the hearing. 

 
ADDITIONAL RELEVANT OFF-FIELD AGGRAVATING FACTORS 

 

Player’s status as an offender of the Laws of the Game – R 17.20.1(a) (or equivalent 
Tournament rule) 
The Player had now achieved status as an offender against the laws of the game in the terms of 
dangerous tackling resulting in contact with the head or neck of opponents. This had occurred 
over a relatively short period of time and this red card was his fourth in less than three years. 
 
Need for deterrence – R 17.20.1(b) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
Not applicable. World Rugby’s Regulation 17 already mandates minimum sanctions for foul play 
involving contact to the head of an opponent. 

2 
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Any other off-field aggravating factors – R 17.20.1(c) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 
None 

 

Number of additional weeks/matches:             

 

 COACH INTERVENTION PROGRAMME  
 
The Committee concluded that the Player’s conduct fell within the ambit of World Rugby’s Head 
Contact Process. In light of the Player’s concerning pattern of offending, in that this was his fourth 
suspension for a dangerous tackle whereby he had impacted upon the neck and/or head of an 
opponent, it was very important that he be offered the opportunity of a coaching intervention that 
complies with World Rugby Coaching Intervention Programme.  

 
SANCTION 

 
NOTE: PLAYERS ORDERED OFF OR CITED BY A CITING COMMISSIONER ARE PROVISIONALLY 
SUSPENDED PENDING THE HEARING OF THEIR CASE, SUCH SUSPENSION SHOULD BE TAKEN 
INTO CONSIDERATION WHEN SANCTIONING – R 17.12.5(f) / 17.13.7 (or equivalent Tournament 
rule) 

Total sanction  6 weeks suspension Sending off sufficient ☐ 
 

Sanction commences 
 

19 June 2022 

Sanction concludes 15 September 2022 (free to play on 16 September 2022) but the Player 
can replace the final week of the suspension if he completes a coaching 
intervention which complies with the World Rugby Coaching 
Intervention Programme, in which event the suspension would be 
concluded on Sunday 11 September 2022 and free to play on Monday 
12 September 2022. 
 

Matches/tournaments 
included in sanction 

• Australia v Argentina 6 August 2022 
 

• Australia v Argentina 13 August 2022 
 

• Stade Rochelais v Stade Français 25 August 2022 or Australia v 
South Africa 27 September 2022 

 
• Australia v South Africa 3 September 2022 

 
• Australia v South Africa 10 September 2022 

 
• Australia v New Zealand 15 September 2022 

 
In considering whether to take into account the LNR 7’s tournament 
matches for the purposes of Regulation 17.21.3, this would not be taken 

2 
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into account. This was because the Committee concluded that whilst 
acknowledging Stade Rochelais were scheduled to take part in a series 
of matches, based upon the evidence given at the hearing set out above, 
the Player had not discharged the burden of demonstrating he was likely 
to play in such matches in that: 
 

• He has not done so previously 
• There is no evidence he is a sevens player 
• He is not lacking in game time    

 
Costs 
 

No order 

 
Signature  
(JO or Chairman) 
 

 
Simon Thomas 

Date  
23 June 2022 

NOTE:  YOU HAVE 48 HOURS FROM NOTIFICATION OF THE DECISION OF THE CHAIRMAN/JO TO LODGE AN APPEAL WITH THE 
TOURNAMENT DIRECTOR – R 17.24.2(a) (or equivalent Tournament rule) 

 


