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MATCH FACTS  
Group A, Matchday 1 
08 June 2012 – 18:00 CET • National Stadium Warsaw • Warsaw  

POLAND 

 

1:1 

 

GREECE 

GOALS 
1-0 R. LEWANDOWSKI (POL, 17’) 
1-1  D. SALPINGIDIS (GRE, 51’) 
 
YELLOW CARDS 
S. PAPASTATHOPOULOS (GRE, 35’); J. HOLEBAS (GRE, 45’+2’); G. KARAGOUNIS (GRE, 
54’) 
 
SENDING OFFS 
2ND YC: S. PAPASTATHOPOULOS (GRE 44’)  
STRAIGHT RED CARD: W. SZCZESNY (POL, 68’) 
 
MATCH OFFICIALS 

Function Full Name Origin  Final Mark 

Referee Carlos Velasco Carballo 
 

ESP 72,1 

Assistant Referee 1 Roberto Alonso Fernández 
 

ESP 75,0 

Assistant Referee 2 Juan Yuste Jiménez 
 

ESP 91,0 

Additional Assistant Referee 1 David Fernández Borbalán 
 

ESP 80,0 

Additional Assistant Referee 2 Carlos Clos Gómez 
 

ESP 80,0 

Fourth Official Gianluca Rocchi 
 

ITA 70,0 

Reserve Assistant Referee Renato Faverani 
 

ITA 75,0 

UEFA Delegate Geir Thorsteinsson 
 

ISL 

UEFA Referee Observer Pierluigi Collina 
 

ITA 

Blog Referee Observer(s) 
Maicon O.  
Carlos S. 

 

 

BRA 
 

COL 

 

Remarks concerning the final marks 
The final marks that have been awarded by the Blog Referee Observer(s) for every official are 
aimed at expressing a general assessment on the respective official’s performance.  
They comply with certain and different evaluation scales that are exposed and explained in the 
Referee Observation Checklist (a separate document). 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

World of Football Refereeing - Ref Marks 
Referee Observation Report 
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The Referee 
 
I. MATCH 

 Background 

First match of this UEFA EURO 2012, played in a full stadium. Generally, the first match 
unfolds the instructions the referee committee has issued, and normally, we can see what 
kind of criteria will be used in the tournament. The match was not a common opener 
match; it had some situations in which the referee team was tested, but some of them 
were produced by themselves and their criteria. The match was also intense and with a 
big amount of fouls at the beginning, at the end of the first half and at the end of the 
second half. The pitch was in perfect condition, there were more Polish fans as expected, 
there was a superb environment and the fans behaved properly. The organization was as 
good as expected. Furthermore, Velasco could have used another color of his kit, 
because sometimes one could be confused with the blue of the Greek players, but that is 
only a small issue moreover it is not his fault, since that is determined in the pre-match-
meeting. 

 

 Parameter Mark 1: Degree of Difficulty and Importance 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 88,0 

 

 
II. CONTROL 

 Comment 

He had some problems with control at the end of the first half when he sent the Greek 
player off; he tried to calm the players down by talking with them without using his cards 
for this purpose, at the end he was able to calm the players down only by talking. The 
second half was easy and, in this parameter, without any problems. 

 

 Exemplary situations that strengthen the general impression 

Minute Situation and Assessment 

43´ 
Too many protests after the sending off of PAPASTATHOPOULOS and a 
previous possible YC not given to a polish player. 

45´+2´ 
Another big amount of protests after the YC to HOLEBAS, he had lost the 
control by his own calls, but gained it back with authority 

 

 Parameter Mark 2: Control 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 70,0 
 
 

III. DECISIONS 

 Application of the Laws of the Game – Comment (advice: always refer to aspects 
like card management, infringement detection, the application of the advantage 
rule, holding in the penalty area after set pieces, simulation and lay extra ordinary 
high emphasis on match influencing or even decisive decisions) 

Velasco had an overall good performance with a big mistake, which is 
PAPASTATHOPOULOS’ sending-off. The other big calls where well solved like the red 
card to SZCZESNY and the penalty kick awarded to Greece. There card management 
can be improved. His application of the advantage was well given during the match. In 
addition one should say he did not gave correctly a penalty kick for Greece at the end of 
the first half in a tense moment of the match, there was the help by his first additional 
assistant referee. 
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 Important Decisions ((non)given cards should be mentioned, other important 
decisions in the opinion of the observer)  

Minute Situation and Assessment 

1’  Handball by Polish player well seen, good cooperation with the first AR 

11´ 
Foul not taken from the point as it should be, Velasco was already far from 
the action 

14´ 
A player is on the ground, but Velasco does not stop the game, he waits until 
the players stop it by themselves (that happens more than once during the 
game) 

27´ 
There is no foul on a Greek player, it´s minor, but there were 6 eyes to detect 
it 

34´ 

First YC to PAPASTATHOPOULOS, there is a foul, but never an action 
for YC. The defender does not touch the face or with bad intention the 
Polish man, it could be maybe a location problem, but it seems to be the 
case that the Polish player impressed him. 

39´ 
Velasco, far away from the action, does not give a foul for pushing and then 
for handball, nor of both was given 

42´ 
Foul which could have been punished with a YC to a Polish man, Velasco did 
not issue it 

43´ 
2nd YC for PAPASTATHOPOULOS, we are convinced that there is not 
even foul, the Polish falls down before there is even a contact with the 
defender of the Greek team  

45´+2´ No penalty to Greece, well seen, there is no deliberate handball  

45´+2´ YC to Holebas for heavy complaints, correct 

53´ YC to a Greek player well shown after a handball which was deliberate 

59´ 
No foul committed, but Velasco whistles, again it´s not a crucial call, but it was 
near to the AR and Velasco 

67´ 
Penalty to the Greek eam and red card to Poland’s goalkeeper 
SZCZESNY after a professional foul, when the Greek was going to 
score. Excellent onside call by the AR2 in that action.  

73´ Goal scored by Greece, but it´s cancelled because a clear offside 

78´ 
Polish striker asks for a penalty which does not exist, well done by Velasco 
and the AAR 1 which was close to the action 

 

 Parameter Mark 3: Decisions 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 65,0 
 
 

IV. STYLE 

 Physical and Technical Aspects 

Criteria +  
Expected 

level 
- 

Always close to the play, follows play at all times, and 
does not interfere with play 

 X  

Flexible Diagonal System X   

Able to anticipate the action X   

Enters the penalty area when necessary  X  

Appropiate, efficient and economic Positioning also at 
set pieces 

 X  

Physical Condition in general X   

Adequate behaviour in dealing with injuries (awareness 
of serious injuries, possible advantages applied,  

card-timing etc.) 

 X  
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Comment 

  No rigid diagonal during the match, he does small trajectories with a great speed, but sometimes 
he stays in the middle of the action. He was lenient and relaxed during the game, he did not stop 
the game when the players were on the ground, he waited until the players stopped the game by 
themselves. 

Minute Situation and Assessment 

  

 

 Parameter Mark 4.1: Physical and Technical Aspects 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 83,0 

 
 

 Tactical Approach 

Criteria +  
Expected 

level 
- 

The referee has a certain tactical approach, which is 
moving in the measures the Laws of the Game define, 

which is understood and consistent 
 X  

The referee’s tactical approach is active, he is able to 
predict situations and to avoid conflicts by that 

 X  

Personality and authority on the pitch  X  

Adequate communication  X  

Shows determination and courage in his decisions and 
has also tools to gain authority (adequate and clear 

gestures, using his whistle as kind of language)   
 X  

Shows respect X   

Comment 

  He lost the control and authority in the middle of the first half, then he was able to gain it again in 
the second one by only talking with the players and doing some gestures. The rest was on the 
expected level. 

Minute Situation and Assessment 

  

 

 Parameter Mark 4.2: Tactical Approach 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 75,0 

 

 Summary of both sections (if necessary, give the minutes) 

Positive Points 1. Good communication with his team and the players 

 2. Physical Condition   

 3. Good displacement in the field 

 

Points for improvement 1. 
Showing more awareness for injuries and the approval of 
medical treatment 

 2. 
In some moments he needs to focus more on the game, 
and in the actions without being thus relaxed. 

 

 Comment on the cooperation within the referee team 

The team worked as one solid team, Velasco had a good communication with the other 
refs and they helped him when he was far away from the action. They worked well as a 
team, also with the 4th official. The additional assistant referees helped them with the 
penalty kick(s) situations. 
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 Parameter Mark 4: Style (factorized (50%) sum of both partial sections) 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 79,0 

 
 
 

FACTORIZED SUM (FINAL MARK) – REFEREE  

Parameter Percentage Mark  

MATCH DIFFICULTY / IMPORTANCE 10 % 88 

CONTROL 20 % 70 

DECISIONS 40 %  64 

STYLE  30 %  79 

 Final mark 72,1 
 
 
 

Assistant Referee 1 
 
I. MATCH 

 Comment 

He was less challenged than the other AR. He did good calls during the match and had 
not big mistakes. Overall a good work with some little details to improve. 

 

 Parameter Mark 1: Degree of Difficulty (only aspects concerning the AR1) 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 70,0 

 
II. DECISIONS 

 Application of the Laws of the Game – Comment  

His offside detection was excellent, but he had some problems detecting fouls around his 
area. 

 

 Overview 

Criteria +  
Expected 

level 
- 

(Non-)Offside detection (evaluated independently (!) 
from the difficulty of the (non-)offside situations) 

 X  

Quality of other decisions with regard to the  

application of the Laws of the Game 
 X  

 

 Important Decisions (of course heavy attention to be paid on (non-)offside 
decisions)  

Minute Situation and Assessment 

  

 

 Parameter Mark 2: Decisions 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 75,0 

 
III. STYLE 

 Physical and Technical Aspects 

Criteria +  
Expected 

level 
- 

Physical Condition  X  

Positioning and movement  X  
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Adequate alertness, mental awareness and 
concentration (e.g. decisions on situations happening 

in his area of vicinity) 
 X  

Holds and moves his flag in accordance with the  

Laws of the Game 
 X  

 

 Parameter Mark 3: Style 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 80,0 

 
 

FACTORIZED SUM (FINAL MARK) – AR1 

Parameter Percentage Mark  

MATCH DIFFICULTY  20 % 70,0 

DECISIONS 60 % 75,0 

STYLE 20 % 80,0 

 Final mark 75,0 
 
 
 

Assistant Referee 2 
 
I. MATCH 

 Comment 

Had much work, with a couple of difficult and crucial situations, everything well seen, as 
his partner, he could improve his foul detection to get a superb performance.  

 

 Parameter Mark 1: Degree of Difficulty (only aspects concerning the AR2) 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 90,0 

 
II. DECISIONS 

 Application of the Laws of the Game – Comment  

Superb onside/offside calls during the match, he had difficult situations well solved, only 
two mistakes in his foul detection.  

 

 Overview 

Criteria +  
Expected 

level 
- 

(Non-)Offside detection (evaluated independently (!) 
from the difficulty of the (non-)offside situations) 

X   

Quality of other decisions with regard to the  

application of the Laws of the Game 
X   

 

 Important Decisions (of course heavy attention to be paid on (non-)offside 
decisions)  

Minute Situation and Assessment 

67´ Excellent onside call in the penalty situation, it was really difficult to see 

73´ Goal cancelled of Greece because of an offside well seen. 

 

 Parameter Mark 2: Decisions 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 95,0 
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III. STYLE 

 Physical and Technical Aspects 

Criteria +  
Expected 

level 
- 

Physical Condition X   

Positioning and movement  X  

Adequate alertness, mental awareness and 
concentration (e.g. decisions on situations happening 

in his area of vicinity) 
X   

Holds and moves his flag in accordance with the  

Laws of the Game 
 X  

 

 Parameter Mark 3: Style 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 80,0 

 
 

FACTORIZED SUM (FINAL MARK) – AR2 

Parameter Percentage Mark  

MATCH DIFFICULTY  20 % 90,0 

DECISIONS 60 % 95,0 

STYLE 20 % 80,0 

 Final mark 91,0 
 
 

 

Additional Assistant Referee 1 
 
I. MATCH 

 Comment 

Good game, without many situations, the ones he had were ok solved. 

 

 Parameter Mark 1: Degree of Difficulty (only aspects concerning the AAR1)  

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 80,0 

 
II. DECISIONS 

 Application of the Laws of the Game, Involvement – Comment  

He saw good the fouls in front of him, there is only one mistake, good help in the handball 
situation, cooperated good with Velasco, helped him with the wall when it was near to 
him. 

 

 Overview 

Criteria +  
Expected 

level 
- 

Important decisions in the penalty area (e.g. fouls like 
holding after set pieces, goal-decisions etc.) 

 X  

Quality of other decisions with regard to the  

application of the Laws of the Game 
 X  

 

 Important Decisions 

Minute Situation and Assessment 

27´ Bad seen foul, but he helped Velasco with the wall before the free kick 

46´ No deliberated Handball, therefore no penalty well seen 
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 Parameter Mark 2: Decisions 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 80,0 

 
III. STYLE 

 Physical and Technical Aspects 

Criteria +  
Expected 

level 
- 

Positioning and movement  X  

Active involvement, adequate alertness, mental 
awareness and concentration (e.g. decisions on 

situations happening in his area of vicinity) 
 X  

 

 Parameter Mark 3: Style 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 80,0 

 
 

FACTORIZED SUM (FINAL MARK) – AAR1 

Parameter Percentage Mark  

MATCH DIFFICULTY  20 % 80,0 

DECISIONS 60 % 80,0 

STYLE 20 % 80,0 

 Final mark 80,0 
 
 
 

Additional Assistant Referee 2 
 
I. MATCH 

 Comment 

No big challenge, helped Velasco quite well 

 

 Parameter Mark 1: Degree of Difficulty (only aspects concerning the AAR2)  

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 80,0 

 
II. DECISIONS 

 Application of the Laws of the Game, Involvement – Comment  

Good involvement during the game, no big challenge 

 

 Overview 

Criteria +  
Expected 

level 
- 

Important decisions in the penalty area (e.g. fouls like 
holding after set pieces, goal-decisions etc.) 

 X  

Quality of other decisions with regard to the  

application of the Laws of the Game 
 X  

 

 Important Decisions 

Minute Situation and Assessment 

68´ 
Penalty gave to Greece correct, and the goalkeeper stays in the line during 
the penalty.  
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 Parameter Mark 2: Decisions 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 80,0 

 
III. STYLE 

 Physical and Technical Aspects 

Criteria +  
Expected 

level 
- 

Positioning and movement  X  

Active involvement, adequate alertness, mental 
awareness and concentration (e.g. decisions on 

situations happening in his area of vicinity) 
 X  

 

 Parameter Mark 3: Style 

AWARDED MARK FOR THIS PARAMETER 80,0 

 
 

FACTORIZED SUM (FINAL MARK) – AAR2 

Parameter Percentage Mark  

MATCH DIFFICULTY  20 % 80,0 

DECISIONS 60 % 80,0 

STYLE 20 % 80,0 

 Final mark 80,0 
 

 
 

Fourth Official 
 Comment  

No big problems, but dislike the way he put his arm to prevent the player come into the 
ground before the other comes out, telling them to wait could have been enough. He was 
strict with the changes, and always there. There was no issue with the technical bench. 

 

 Final mark 

FINAL MARK 70,0 

 
 
 

Reserve Assistant Referee 
 Comment  

Nothing to report, not seen during the match, we hope that the chair was comfortable for 
him ;) 

 

 Final mark 

FINAL MARK 75,0 

 
 


