FOOTBALL SUPPORTERS’ ASSOCIATION

FSA and PGMOL VAR Working Group - Summary Notes
11th January 2022 (online)
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Notes

HR discussed last night’'s match (FA Cup - MUFC v AVFC) - if a decision couldn’t
be made quickly we had previously been told it would go with the on-field
decision. But it took three and a half minutes to make a decision last night. What
was the process?

AGW - Clearly the focus is to minimise any delay to the game whilst also arriving
at the best outcome. In this specific situation three elements were considered in
the goal check: 1. Ramsey and Buendia were potentially in an offside position; 2.
Possible accidental handball by Ings; 3. Did Watkins touch/play the ball before
Ings scored, for a possible offside? The VAR looked at the full attacking phase and
then checked #2 as its objective. Review of the footage confirmed Ings hadn't
handled the ball. VAR also considered #1 which was a subjective interpretation of
offside -Ramsey is clearly in an offside position - so the question is whether his
action impacts the ability of an opponent to play or challenge for the ball? On
balance it was deemed he had. #2 was checked as if Ings had accidentally
handled the ball that would be factual and typically quick to determine. Like all
situations it is reviewed from both a process and principles perspective with a
view to learning what went well and opportunities for what could be enhanced.
We recognise the process could be quicker in the future based on the learning
around it, particularly when dealing with multiple situations in one “goal” and
which is reviewed first. There is also an educational point for analysts / pundits, as



when an offside situation involves a subjective judgement such as impacting the
ability of the opponent or clearly obstructing the line of vision (typically the
goalkeeper) the referee will go to the pitch side monitor to review the footage.

SM - | have about 30 incidents logged since our last meeting but there isn't time
to go through them all but they can be categorised the feedback from supporters
I've received into three elements: 1. Communication in stadiums - there is a
feeling that we are arriving at two types of game in one match - one for those in
the stadium and one for TV; 2. Inconsistencies - why are some incidents upgraded
from yellow to red and others aren’t even when they seem to be identical
incidents? 3. Why no post-match briefing on key incidents? During the game
speed/accuracy of decision making is most important but afterwards a briefing
would be useful. Many pundits don't seem to understand the rules either.

General discussion around spate of “last man” incidents and differing decisions
ranging from no action to yellow to red card. How does VAR then come in if the
ref doesn't see an infringement?

AGW - runs through the decision-making process which determines the range of
punishments, and criteria for Denial of a Goalscoring Opportunity (DOGSO). Is it a
foul? Does it look like a “non-football” / holding offence? Is the attacker heading
towards goal? Will relevant defenders have an impact? Is the attacker likely to
gain possession of the ball? In keeping with the higher threshold for intervention,
we only want to intervene when there is a clear and obvious error made by the
referee on the pitch. VAR is not intended to “re-referee” every single incident its
use is for when there is evidence of a clear and obvious error. Sometimes similar
incidents do crop up over the course of a weekend and as part of continuously
calibrating we have seen occasions where some decisions were a consequence of
learning from a previous incident that weekend.

TS - supports SM point that communication in stadiums could be improved e.g.
incident at Turf Moor where VAR was consulted and sided with the ref's decision.
The crowd were not informed.

ND asks whether football is too lenient on non-violent but deliberate and cynical
fouls?

AGW - for a red card various factors (direction of movement, control of ball, is it a
foul in first place) have to align for it to be a goalscoring opportunity. We do
sometimes see there has clearly been no attempt to play the ball, however unless
the challenge is serious foul play or the action violent conduct, then a red card for
a cynical or tactical foul is not possible. A tactical foul and fouls that clearly
prevent a promising attack are yellow card offences.

General discussion on numerous, recent high-profile incidents.



AGW explains that with the Cresswell incident - whilst no foul was given on-field
this does not make it a clear and obvious error. The VAR reviews the footage with
the question of is there a clear and obvious error, and although a yellow card
would have been a better starting point on-field for the nature of the tackle, VAR
did not intervene because there wasn't a clear and obvious error in not giving a
red card. Re: Kane incident AGW has empathy with the referee for the real-time
judgement of a yellow card given the view of on the pitch. When you take a
holistic view of the challenge and consider the intensity factoring in the speed
and force from the momentum, a red card is considered the better outcome.
There is understanding why the intervention made later in the match with
Robertson resulting in a red card was widely debated in terms of consistency.

SM - asks if further education is available for pundits who call for VAR to be used
incorrectly?

AGW - Education is an important part of developing empathy and understanding
across the game - this is key to a culture where there is value and respect.
Everyone is accountable for their actions, and it's reasonable to disagree with an
interpretation or outcome, and ask questions about the process; however it's not
acceptable in AGW's view to question the integrity of people making decisions,
many of which are subjective. Empathy and understanding for a judgement
made by those on the pitch creates a more positive platform for discussion,
education and development.

SM - re: stories on FIFA and potential in-stadia communication developments -
please keep the FSA updated. Fans are conscious we don't want to slow the
game down which is why my preference is for increased post-game briefings
from match officials / representatives.

ND - what is the refs workload at present?

AGW - there are 22 Select Group 1 referees and 28 assistants, and one dedicated
VAR. The 22 referees are all qualified to act as VAR. Covid, similar to the
experience of the wider game, and society has introduced a challenge, and
necessitated a number of changes over the festive period; however we are
mindful of the workload. We work to manage the appointments and other
activities to best support preparation for performance. For example, a referee
may act as VAR in London on Saturday and then referee on Sunday at
Southampton. Lee Mason had been appointed as the ‘first’ specialist VAR official -
under current FIFA requirements the VAR official must be former top level
referees.

TS asks about rotation of officials and whether there is any guidance around that?



AGW - We have a set of appointment principles, and appointments take into
account many factors, we endeavour to choose the best refereeing team to
deliver a successful performance. Within Select Group 1there are teams of match
officials who work regularly together, for example you will often see Anthony
Taylor working with Gary Beswick and Adam Nunn. We are also mindful of the
frequency to which match officials are appointed to particular teams, and the
perception this can create, and endeavour to strike the best balance in this
respect. We also take into account international refereeing appointments in
UEFA and FIFA competitions to ensure rest and recovery is built into the
appointments profile of match officials.

Meeting ends



