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MATCH INFORMATION 

(ENG) CHELSEA LONDON  
 

1:4 
 

ATLÉTICO MADRID (ESP) 

DATE 31 AUG 2012 VENUE Stade Louis II, Monaco, Monaco 

TIME 20:45 CET STAGE UEFA Super Cup Final 2012 

 

GOALS SCORED  
0-1, 0-2 and 0-3 Falcao (ATL, 6‘, 19‘, 45‘), 0-4 Miranda (ATL, 60‘), 1-4 Gary Cahill 
(CHE, 75’) 

 

SANCTIONS 

Yellow Card(s) 1 (1-0) Branislav Ivanović (CHE, 29’) 

2nd Yellow Card(s) - - 

Red Card(s) - - 

Penalty Kick(s) - - 

 

MATCH OFFICIALS 

Officials Name Origin Marks Difficulty 

Referee Damir Skomina SVN 8.3 Medium 

Assistant Referee 1 Primož Arhar SVN 7.8 Medium 

Assistant Referee 2 Matej Žunič SVN 8.7 Medium 

Additional Assistant Referee 1 Slavko Vinčić SVN 8.1 Medium 

Additional Assistant Referee 2 Matej Jug SVN 8.3 Medium 

Fourth Official Bojan Ul SVN 8.0 Low 

UEFA Delegate Rudolf Repka CZE 

UEFA Referee Observer Hugh Dallas SCO 

Blog Referee Observer Niclas E. GER 

 

EVALUATION SCALE 

Marks Classification of the marks*  

9,0 – 10,0 Excellent performance. 

8,5 – 8,9 
Very good fulfillment of the criteria’s majority and important decision(s) correctly 
taken. 

8,0 – 8,4 Good, expected level. 

7,8 – 7,9 Satisfactory performance with some areas for improvement. 

7,6 – 7,7 Acceptable performance with important areas for improvement. 

7,4 – 7,5 One crucial situation misvalued, otherwise in the area of 8,0 and above. 

7,2 – 7,3 One crucial situation misvalued, otherwise in the area of 7,6 – 7,9. 

7,1 More than one crucial situation misvalued, otherwise in the area of 8,0 and above. 

7,0 More than one crucial situation misvalued, otherwise in the area of 7,6 – 7,9. 

6,5 – 6,9 
Below expected level, inconsistent application of the laws [, defective control as 
well as an insufficient tactical approach], (a) crucial situation(s) misvalued and 
therefore a disappointing performance with significant points for improvement.** 
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6,0 – 6,4 Unacceptable performance. 

* The degree of difficulty must be integrated into the mark. 
** The criteria in square brackets [ ] only refers to the referee, not to the (additional) assistant referees. 
*** Expected level does not necessarily mean that there are no areas for improvement. 
**** The standard mark for additional assistant referees and fourth officials, who have to cope with a 
normal/expected level of challenges, is 8,0. For every other official, the standard mark is 8,2/8,3. 
 

Explanation for the Degree of Difficulty that is integrated in the marks and is to be considered 
separately for every match official. 

Low Nearly no challenging situations for the official. 

Medium Normal match for the respective official with a few challenging situations. 

High Difficult match for the respective official with difficult and important situations to solve. 

 
 

Description of the match 

This year’s edition of UEFA Super Cup was again – but for the last time, too – played at Monaco’s 
Stade Louis II featuring a crowd of approximately 14.000 supporters, which means a new negative 
record since this competition’s implementation. 
Lucky UEFA Champions League winners Chelsea London have significantly been defeated by Atlético 
Madrid, UEFA Europa League winners and now having won four titles within two years. Colombia’s 
Falcao set standards very early in the match scoring thrice before the half-time break. Chelsea never 
showed passion and the will to win this trophy, leading to an easy-going evening for the Spaniards. 
Under the eyes of Prince Albert II of Monaco, clinking bubbly glasses with UEFA president Michel 
Platini, who continued being captured by TV cameras nearly falling asleep or picking his teeth, and 
furthermore the referee committee leaders Pierluigi Collina and Hugh Dallas, Slovenian official Damir 
Skomina had the honour to oversee this clash. Assisted by a crowd of five other officials comprising 
Primož Arhar, Matej Žunič (ARs), Slavko Vinčić, Matej Jug (AARs) and Bojan Ul (fourth official).  
It was never an unfair duel, also indicated by the small amount of yellow cards. There were two or 
three important calls to make so that, combined with the fact that it was a final, the match difficulty is to 
be set to “medium” for the referee. 
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REFEREE 

 

1) Application and Interpretation of the Laws of the Game, Disciplinary Control and (technical) 
Management of the game. The assessment should be reinforced by listing exemplary situations 
with minutes for key elements and by mentioning and evaluating every personal punishment 
issued by the referee as well as other important decisions. 
 

Comments 

The knowledge as well as the interpretation of the Laws of the Game have been pretty good 
throughout the whole match. Although there were not too many situations where the technical 
management of the game could be assessed, there was no visible lack. Since some smaller mistakes 
and his foul detection have depended on the referee’s tactical approach, there cannot be always a 
judgment in favour of the referee or against him. The only thing one can surely say is that the match 
benefitted from his lenient line (even though it resulted in the average amount of 31 fouls), but also that 
one missed foul was a) a mistake and b) led to a yellow card after heavy protests by Ivanović, who was 
fouled.  
Besides, two crucial situations must be highlighted. In the 4th minute of play, Atlético’s Koke entered 
the box after a shot against the bar by Falcao, wanted to round Chelsea’s defender David Luiz and 
tumbled. Replays indicated that there has been a slight touch. Luiz executed kind of bullet movement, 
as he wanted to clear the ball, but Koke was quicker. Koke’s left leg was touched, which then deviated 
and came more or less angular to the ground. Consequently, he tumbled as he lost balance on the 
ground. It is a very difficult decision to say whether it was a penalty or not. Both the referee and the 
first additional assistant referee did not make a significant gesture, Skomina was perhaps not sure 
about this scene, probably because his area of vicinity was limited. I do not call it a crucial mistake due 
to the doubts one must have, but at least this was a first tough situation for the officials. (4’) 
The second one happened only five minutes later, when Ramires (Chelsea) entered the box from the 
right side and was closely surrounded by two defender’s. There was again a slight touch, he fell, but 
this time, there is no doubt about the correctness of the decision made by Skomina and specially Matej 
Jug, who was positioned approximately five metres away. No penalizable act, correct decision. 
Prior to the excellently scored 0-2, there was a pass executed with the midfield player’s breast, it was 
not the hand, correct decision, too. 
The second half was less intense, he however made a small change in his line, he became slightly 
more pedantic and whistled smaller duels earlier. However, there was unfortunately no significant 
situation where an assessment would have been possible. 
 

Minute Description of the situation 

4 

NO penalty to Atlético, difficult situation. Koke is touched by David Luiz, probably being 
the cause of a loss of balance, that led to trumbling. No reaction visible, Skomina did 
not make any gesture, stood a bit still for some moments and then continued running. 
A crucial situation, but no crucial mistake to my mind. A penalty could have been 
accepted as well, his decision to not award this penalty can be beared and fits to his 
style throughout the whole match. Directly after this neglected penalty, there was some 
trouble in front of the box, he let the game flow in all these situations, which was 
correct. 

9 
NO penalty to Chelsea. Ramires entered the box, looked for a contact with two 
defenders, found it and immediately fell. Correct decision upon consultation with 
(A)AR2. 

18 NO handball prior to 0-2, correct decision and easy to see (an expected level-call..) 
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20 

first hard foul of the match, when Ramires did not backtrack and fully hit his opponent 
Mario Suárez with the sliding tackle, who needed some time to recover from this 
challenge. Skomina only admonished Ramires, which was still acceptable. A yellow 
card was at least possible. 

28 

After many correctly non given fouls/free-kicks, he missed a clear one. Occurring a few 
metres away from AR2, Diego Godín carted his leg out to stop Ivanović. That was 
actually a tactical foul, the ball was not played. Skomina again let the play go on, 
Ivanović heavily protested into the direction of AR2, who obviously contacted Skomina 
via wire who rightfully booked him at the next stoppage. Correct yellow card, but still 
unlucky as Ivanović was generally not that wrong with his (exaggerated) complaint. 

90 
Two minutes of added time are surely below the normal standard of three minutes and 
probably have to be awarded at any rate, in fact, additional time was not sensible in 
this match. 

 
 

2) Physical Condition  
 

 

+ o - Aspect 

  X 
Adequate Positioning (also at set pieces), always close to play,  
no interference with it 

  X 
Adequate Movement, diagonal system, decreases the distance 
to play in crucial situations and enters the penalty area if 
necessary 

 X  Anticipation of situations and awareness 

 X  Physical Condition and stamina in general 

 
Please strengthen your assessment on the referee’s physical condition by listing meaningful 
situations in the grid below, which is mandatory in case of an awarded “-“ (negative point). 
 
Summarizing assessment (very good, good, medium, poor) of the referee’s physical condition: Good 

 

Minute Description of the situation 

full time 
The physical condition itself (stamina, running potential, fitness…) was without any 
doubt good. But related to other aspects, there are important areas for improvement 
here: 

4 and 9 

Two crucial situations and Skomina was surely not positioned very well. That is his 
typical style, being positioned very far away from the situations, forming kind of flexible 
triangle with the rest of the team. In the fourth minute, his positioning did not really 
allow a secure judgment of the possible penalty. He should have been positioned more 
centrally on the field, perhaps in the area of the penalty-area-semicircle.  
In the 9th minute, Matej Jug was surely responsible for that call which happened in the 
right upper area of the penalty area. Skomina did not even enter the box, was 
positioned a few metres way from the penalty area line left from the semicircle. In 
many situations, including these crucial calls, being positioned 25-30 metres away from 
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play was no rarity, but the rule.  
Although this is certainly a device for the high level of reliance/trust he has in his 
teammates, he should definitely decrease the distance to such scenes. 

13 

As part of a free-kick approximately 35 metres away from goal, Skomina yelled at 
Atlético players to increase the distance of their wall to the free-kick position to 9.15 
metres. Skomina himself stayed positioned very far away from that and made gestures 
to achieve that. Not the best way of doing that stuff, in addition, when he then allowed 
the execution of the free-kick by a whistle, the wall again moved to seven metres and 
Skomina did not recognize it.  

full time 

His movement was a mixture of walking and small sprints. When he recognized he was 
a bit too far away from play, he made a brief sprint and then walked again. It was on a 
decent level, but due to the fact he did not decrease the distance to important 
situations, this parameter is assessed with a “-“, too. 

 
 

3) Personality, Tactical Approach (referring to the referee’s style of gaining authority and 
control, the degree of mutual respect between players and referee and the referee’s general 
appearance and manner of leading the match on the pitch. Exemplary situations that might 
bolster the observer’s assessment can be integrated into the coherent text (minutes then in 
brackets)) and… 
Match Control (referring to the level of control accomplished by the referee. Exemplary 
situations that might bolster the observer’s assessment can be integrated into the coherent 
text (minutes then in brackets)) 
 

Comments 

The referee certainly had a personality on the pitch he sometimes applied to achieve certain things. 
After a free-kick awarded with two seconds delay, he reacted to protests by Chelsea’s Torres by 
looking for a conversation. However, he was very strict in it, waving his three upper fingers in front of 
the players breast leading to the impression that he was not at the same level like the players. (30’) 
Nonetheless, his authority was never questioned, except these protests by Ivanović (28’), so that his 
level of control was very high, also bolstered by the match itself and its result.  
His tactical approach was visible from minute 1 to 90. He attempted to let the game flow as often as 
possible, the match surely benefitted from it. Skomina was not far away from exaggerating it with this 
leniency though, but he managed a small change after the half-time break,when he did not completely 
give up this approach, but became a bit more strict and pedantic. The advantage rule was only one 
part of this style which also worked well.  

 
 

4) Co-operation with (additional) assistant referees and fourth official. 
 

Comments 

As already mentioned in the part related to his positioning, his trust in the rest of the crew must have 
been immense. He more or less completely relied on his additional assistant referees in crucial 
situations appearing within the box, not being totally unable to make decision on his own, but still being 
a bit absent in important scenes. His (A)ARs supported him with many decisions, specially AR2 
signaled plenty of fouls and advised him via wire to book the only player of the evening due to 
complaints into his own direction. Therefore, a significantly high level of co-operation. 

 
 



© Árbitro Internacional, RefMarks, World of Football Refereeing   UEFA CHAMPIONS LEAGUE  

Referee Observation Report   Season 2012/13   
 

 

5) Summary, general comments on the referee’s performance and areas for improvement 
 

Comments 

With regard to the final mark, the crucial situations of course play a decisive role. Both situations can 
be assessed as correct decisions, although not all the doubts can be vanished in minute 4. Due to his 
general management of the match, his consistent and pleasantly lenient line impeding many 
stoppages and allowing many spectacular counterattacks on both sides, this performance is evaluated 
as “expected level”. 
This does however not mean there is no area for improvement: He must improve his positioning to be 
able to make crucial decisions on his own. 
 

 
 

Positive points 

1. 
Consistent Line, complete leniency allowing a high pace match 
without unnecessary stoppages, no excessive usage of the whistle 
combined with a good application of the advantage rule 

2. Physical Condition 

3. 
Knowledge of the Laws of the Game and their interpretation (foul 
detection) 

 4. 
Co-operation with the rest of the referee team and smooth decision 
taking upon consultation with them 

 

Areas for improvement 

1. 
Positioning. Be able to make crucial situations on your own by 
decreasing distance to play and sometimes entering the box. 

2. 
Improve the atmosphere of interactions with players, be more on 
one level with them without forfeiting authority. A smile every now 
and then would not harm. 
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ASSISTANT REFEREE 1 

 
 

1) Physical and Technical Aspects  
 
 

 

+ o - Aspect 

 X  Adequate Positioning and Movement  

 X  Physical Condition and Stamina 

  X Flag Technique in compliance with FIFA instructions 

 X  
Alertness and reaction to situations in his area of vicinity, good 
cooperation with referee 

 X  Dealing with offside situations (“wait-and-see-technique”…) 

 
You can strengthen your assessment on the assistant referee’s physical and technical aspects by 
listing meaningful situations in the grid below, which is mandatory in case of an awarded “-“ 
(negative point). 
 

Minute Description of the situation 

full time 

Generally speaking, he made a very alert and concentrated impression. His general 
manner of detecting offside positions was expected level. Only one clear mistake 
happened, which is listed in the following grid. 
His flag technique was, as always, not corresponding to the instructions the Laws of 
the Game set (flag was not visible for the referee in sprints, mostly in the wrong 
hand…). 

 
 

2) Comments on the Application and Interpretation of the Laws of the Game (specially Law 11), 
every offside / critical NO offside situation as well as other meaningful situations are to be 
listed in the grid below. 
 

Comments 

There were plenty of correct offside and NO offside calls, but also one obvious offside error where he 
did not raise the flag which could have led to a goal (ball hit the post in the immediate aftermath of this 
scene). 

Minute Description of the situation 

15 Falcao is flagged for offside. A tight call, but correctly seen. 

19 
NO offside prior to 0-2, correct decision, was definitely level. A decision of medium 
difficulty. 

35 
A mistake that could have been serious in its aftermath. A through ball on Arda Turan, 
who was clearly offside (0,5 metres, no contrary movements, actually easy to see). 
But, probably Arhar did not raise his flag as he was unable to see it: another Atlético 
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player was between Arda and Arhar, perhaps distracting and limiting his area of 
vicinity. Nonetheless, it could have become a crucial mistake, Atlético nearly scored 
(Falcao hit the post). 

35 wrong free-kick close to the corner flag 

39 Adrian López is correctly flagged for offside 
 
 
 
 

ASSISTANT REFEREE 2 

1 

 

1) Physical and Technical Aspects  

 
 

+ o - Aspect 

 X  Adequate Positioning and Movement  

 X  Physical Condition and Stamina 

 X  Flag Technique in compliance with FIFA instructions 

X   
Alertness and reaction to situations in his area of vicinity, good 
cooperation with referee 

X   Dealing with offside situations (“wait-and-see-technique”…) 

 
You can strengthen your assessment on the assistant referee’s physical and technical aspects by 
listing meaningful situations in the grid below, which is mandatory in case of an awarded “-“ 
(negative point). 
 

Minute Description of the situation 

6 
Signaled a foul on Ramires by excessively waving his flag several times, although the 
foul was of low intensity and seriousness. A bit exaggerated hence. 

13 
Signaled a foul, again with excessive flag waving, this time absolutely correct, an 
Atlético player kicked his opponent on his shoe, Skomina did not detect it, nearly 
continued sprinting for the next counterattack but AR2 saw it correctly. 

28 
Missed a foul under his nose, suffering from heavy complaints in its aftermath and 
advised Skomina via wire to book Ivanović at the next stoppage (became clear by his 
hand directly going to his microphone) 

58 NO offside decision of small importance, contrary movements, well seen 

60 Signalized a foul by Torres, free-kick is leading to the 0-4. Correct decision. 

69 
Dangerous free-kick taken by Koke as bouncer, Petr Cech scarcely can keep the ball 
and was influenced by another striker in his area of vicinity who was however onside. 
Correct decision by AR2 to let the flag down. 

71 Correct offside decision: Ramires gets the ball but is positioned five metres in offside. 

83 
Excellent NO offside decision. One Atlético striker was clearly offside, the ball could 
have reached him, too, but with a good wait-and-see-technique, AR2 detected that the 
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upper striker was level and therefore allowed the promising attack. Correct, even 
though it enraged Chelsea’s Mikel.. 

 
 

2) Comments on the Application and Interpretation of the Laws of the Game (specially Law 11), 
every offside / critical NO offside situation as well as other meaningful situations are to be 
listed in the grid below. 
 

Comments 

Very good performance, got everything right with regard to offsides. He did not have to deal with other 
infringements than that, therefore his performance is “only” expected level. A promising assistant 
referee. 

Minute Description of the situation 

47 tight NO offside position, correct flag-down 

53 Difficult offside position (see above), correct decision 

56 Correct offside position, but very easy to see and therefore no challenge 

65 offside position far away from AR2, correct 

80 NO offside, contrary movements, but still a clear decision and expected level 
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ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT REFEREE 1 

 
 

1) Physical and Technical Aspects  
 

 

+ o - Aspect 

X   
Adequate Positioning and Movement based on a good Physical 
Condition 

 X  
Alertness and reaction to situations in his area of vicinity, good 
cooperation with referee (specially at set pieces like corner-kick 
or free-kick) 

 
You can strengthen your assessment on the additional assistant referee’s physical and technical 
aspects by listing meaningful situations in the grid below, which is mandatory in case of an 
awarded “-“ (negative point). 
 

Minute Description of the situation 

full time 
The first additional assistant referee had a high frequency of movements, movement 
changes and therefore seemed very alert to make a good decision. Positioning and the 
level of concentration were therefore very high. 

 
 

2) Comments on the Application and Interpretation of the Laws of the Game, meaningful 
decisions are to be listed in the grid below. 
 

Comments  

He was probably involved in the first crucial situation (4’). His area of vicinity was a bit distracted, so 
that it is not 100% clear whether the decision to let the game flow came from him, but perhaps, it did. 
Correct decisions apart from that (corner-kick-troubles, shots, body insets in air duels…). 

Minute Description of the situation 

4 
Potential involvement in the NO penalty scene, if he was, it was no wrong call (see in 
Skomina’s grid..) 
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 ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT REFEREE 2  
 

 

1) Physical and Technical Aspects  

 
 

+ o - Aspect 

X   
Adequate Positioning and Movement based on a good Physical 
Condition 

X   
Alertness and reaction to situations in his area of vicinity, good 
cooperation with referee (specially at set pieces like corner-kick 
or free-kick) 

 
You can strengthen your assessment on the additional assistant referee’s physical and technical 
aspects by listing meaningful situations in the grid below, which is mandatory in case of an 
awarded “-“ (negative point). 
 

Minute Description of the situation 

full time 

The first additional assistant referee had a high frequency of movements, movement 
changes and therefore seemed very alert to make correct decisions. Contrary to many 
other additional assistant referees from other nations, both Slovenian additional 
assistants are very concentrated and not that passive like the others (also visible at 
EURO 2012..).  

 
 

2) Comments on the Application and Interpretation of the Laws of the Game, meaningful 
decisions are to be listed in the grid below. 
 

Comments 

Crucial situation in the 9th minute where he made the only correct decision: NO penalty. Ramires was 
touched, yes, was even touched by two defenders, but contact was inevitable, no intentional foul and 
furthermore, the Brazilian striker looked way too much for a contact and fell to easily.  
Good decisions apart from that (corner-kicks etc.). 

Minute Description of the situation 

9 NO penalty to Chelsea, correct. 
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FOURTH OFFICIAL 
 

Reference to execution of technical procedures, important aspects and potential involvements  
 

Comments 

Bojan Ul was not very much challenged, both benches did not produce bigger conflicts, at least this 
was not visible. He correctly advised Skomina that he had not controlled Oscar’s studs before his half-
time substitution.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Reported by: Niclas E 
 

01 SEP 2012, GER  


