Umpire’s Corner Issue 7 (August)

Umpires Should Control but not Unduly Interfere

Observations on  Euro 2004

The European Football tournament seems a long time ago but there are one or two lessons to be drawn from it.  Firstly, a quote from Graham Poll on the eve of the England v Portugal match that he was delighted that “the officials barely rated a mention” supports the idea that umpires should control, but not unduly interfere with the game.  The subsequent criticism of Meier by a zenophobic press and later vindication by a panel of experts is an example of the pressures which referees/umpires work under.  On a more specific note, I was struck by a remark made by a commentator referring to the Italian referee Pierluigi Collini, who is arguably regarded as the World’s finest football referee.  He said “The players respect him, they never dispute him.”  Finally, some may have seen a short clip from a film shown to all the referees to illustrate various fouls and points of play.  This particular clip with voice-over, showed an incident in which an offside player off the ball was trying to get onside.  This is the type of film we intend to produce to supplement the illustrations which now form an appendix to the Rules.
Fouls Must Be Blown

Enough of football and on to polo.  We are well into the Gold Cup as I write and so far there have been few incidents to note.  It was reassuring to hear from a top player after a match in which his team had been penalised 19 times.  “Yes, they were fouls and the umpires were right to blow them”.  Indeed the umpires must blow the fouls as they see them not only to keep the game within the bounds of safety but also to punish play which contravenes the Rules and disadvantages the other side.

Recurring Fouls

There will always be certain fouls which recur in every match and it is for these that an umpire must particularly watch.  A player takes the ball on his nearside and switches across to take the second shot on his off-side.  If an opponent is following in close proximity, then the striker, unbeknown to him, will probably foul.  Another foul which is becoming increasingly prevalent is the smothering of the ball by a player coming up from behind.  This does not give the striker a chance, regardless of where his stick might be.  Also we have all seen a player blocking with his pony the forward, legitimate progress of an opponent with the ball.  This slows down the game and must be blown as a foul.

Rights of the Referee

We have been debating the rights of the referee who sees an incident off the ball, for example the striking of one player by another, which is not seen by the umpires who are 

following the play.  There is provision in the Rules for the referee to contact the umpires at the end of each chukka but this may be too late.  Summary punishment is much preferable to a long drawn out enquiry.  We would not encourage the referee to march onto the ground during play but he can, if available, contact the umpires through radio or the commentator at a break in play.  He can inform them of any dangerous or abusive play he may have seen and it is then up to the umpires to take whatever action they deem appropriate.  At the very least they will be on the alert for a further occurrence.

Ending a Tied Game

Finally, in a recent match in which the additional 30 seconds in the last chukka were being played because the scores were drawn, the ball was trodden in.  The umpires blew the whistle and both sides left the ground to come on for an extra chukka.  This was, of course, wrong as Rule 16d does not include this eventuality and thus play should have restarted to play out the remainder of the 30 seconds.  Incidentally it seems strange that we end the chukka if ‘the ball goes out of play or hits the boards’.  It would be logical to play out the seconds remaining as the object of the 30 second extension is to get a result and thus avoid going into extra time.  A penalty is taken during this period so why not a throw-in?

