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MATCH INFORMATION 

(RUS) SPARTAK MOSKVA  2:1  FENERBAHÇE (TUR) 

DATE 21 AUG 2012 VENUE Luzhniki Stadion, Moscow, Russia 

TIME 18:00 CET STAGE UEFA Champions League Play-Off, 1st Leg 

 

GOALS SCORED  1-0 Emmanuel Emenike (59‘), 1-1 Dirk Kuyt (65‘), 2-1 Dmitri Kombarov (69‘) 

 

SANCTIONS 

Yellow Card(s) 4 (2-2) 
Egemen Korkmaz (FEN, 19’), Demy de Zeeuw (SPA, 74’), Diniyar 
Bilyaletdinov (SPA, 76’), Dirk Kuyt (FEN, 90+3) 

2nd Yellow Card(s) - - 

Red Card(s) - - 

Penalty Kick(s) - - 

 

MATCH OFFICIALS 

Officials Name Origin Marks Difficulty 

Referee Martin Atkinson ENG 7,2 Medium 

Assistant Referee 1 Peter Kirkup ENG 8,2 Medium 

Assistant Referee 2 Stuart Burt ENG 8,3 Medium 

Additional Assistant Referee 1 Michael Oliver ENG 8,0 Low 

Additional Assistant Referee 2 Michael Jones ENG 8,2 Medium 

Fourth Official Stephen Child ENG 8,0 Low 

UEFA Delegate Rudolf Zavrl  SVN 

UEFA Referee Observer Andreas Schluchter SUI 

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.** 

6,0 – 6,4 Unacceptable performance. 
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* 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 

The match was played at Moscow’s Luzhniki Stadion, actually gathering seats for more than 70.000 
supporters, but only 31.600 found there way to the earliest match of this UEFA Champions League 
season. It was not the most intense match, neither it had the highest pace. Spartak, as the home side, 
attempted a lot to score the first goal already in the first half, but only in the 59 th minute they managed 
to break through Fenerbahçe’s defensive luck. Kuyt equalized to the surprise of the Russians, who 
however found the right answer only a few minutes later. For the officials, it was a match of low to 
medium difficulty. Although there were some challenges for the referee and the assistant referees, 
they were still at a normal level. Martin Atkinson of England was in charge of that clash and in the 44 th 
minute, he had to deal with a crucial situation, when Spartak appealed for a penalty kick, which he did 
not award. On the whole, the match was played on a fair level, with some smaller exceptions. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

REFEREE 
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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 

Martin Atkinson generally showed an acceptable performance. He unveiled an expected level in the 
area of applying the advantage rule, the technical management of the game and the general 
knowledge of the Laws of the Game. Nevertheless, there are significant point for improvement and 
furthermore, he misevaluated the crucial situation he had to deal with. His disciplinary control was 
overall decent, but he missed one really necessary booking and missed another one due to the fact 
that he missed the entire foul (kind of aftereffect), so that this is neglectable. 
At the very beginning of the game, he correctly decided NO penalty to Fenerbahçe (9’), probably he 
got support by his first additional assistant referee. The defender solely and clearly played the ball, it 
was therefore easy to detect. In the 19th minute, he cautioned Turkish defender Korkmaz for unsporting 
behaviour (tactical foul) combined with a bodycheck. A good decision. In the first half’s last minute, the 
ball entered the box and Korkmaz embraced the striker’s body for a while, leading to excessive 
holding. Atkinson ignored it and did not award a penalty to Spartak, based on the first impression and 
on several replays, it definitely should have been a whistle. Crucial error. (45’). 
Later on, he issued two yellow cards for fouls in the midfield, both went correct (74’, 76’). In the 
meantime, he had however missed a remarkable situation. Kuyt was in a cursorial duel with the last 
Russian defender, about 30 metres away from goal. A long pass was played into the direction of the 
box, both players wanted to get it, Kuyt fell due to pulling. He probably fell too easily, but nonetheless, 
it was a foul. The ball was not under control by Kuyt, so that it was no matter of DOGSO, but still a 
missed foul by (A)AR2. Atkinson was too far away, which was not his fault, so he could not judge it at 
all and had to rely on his assistants (62’).  In the 64th minute, he missed a necessary yellow card for a 
high leg/studs-up foul.  
Apart from that, there were some sensible advantages and a few smaller mistakes, but no matters of 
moment. 
 

Minute Description of the situation 

9 NO penalty to FEN, correct decision, the defender played the ball 

19 YC to Korkmaz for unsporting behaviour (tactical foul), close to AR2, correct decision 

45 

NO penalty to SPA, wrong decision and a crucial error. Korkmaz held his opponent for 
more than a second and pulled him down, embracing his whole body. AAR2 could not 
see it, as his area of vicinity was hidden by Korkmaz, but Atkinson himself should have 
seen it, awarded a penalty, dismissed Korkmaz with a 2nd yellow or, if he had the 
interpretation that it was not enough for a penalty, at least signalizing that he has seen 
the situation at all 

62 
missed an important foul on Kuyt, nearly DOGSO, but would have still required only a 
yellow card 

64 
missed yellow card to a Turkish player for a studs-up foul combined with high leg 
(dangerous play) 

90+3 
YC to Kuyt for a foul. The Dutchman came too late, touched his opponent’s heel, so 
that the call was adequate 

 
 

2) Physical Condition  
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+ 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: Medium 

 

Minute Description of the situation 

45, 62 

He did not show awareness in both mentioned situations. The fact that he did not use 
gestures to clarify that he has seen both situations at all, underlines that. One could 
have rather got the idea that he did not see it than that he simply had another 
interpretation of both scenes. 

full time 
Medium movement, positioning and stamina. Not the best physical condition, but not 
the worst either. Sometimes slightly too far away in decisive moments. 

 
 

3.1) 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)) 
 

Comments 

Atkinson generally behaved clever on the pitch, attempting to impede unnecessary stoppages of the 
game whenever it was possible including a sensible application of the advantage rule. The match 
benefitted from that lenient approach. However, a real personality on the pitch was not visible. He did 
not look for conversations with the players, was quite retiring on the pitch. He rather administrated the 
match than really refereeing it with man-management. In addition, he should explain his decisions (NO 
call and calls like yellows) more to the players and must encounter protests more decisively (Kuyt in 3’ 
and 38’). He was quite far away from the players he cautioned, to improve this, he should walk to the 
players (not let them come to yourself), issue the yellow card more determined and if necessary, 
explain the decision.  
Atkinson showed respect to the players and, with the exception of Kuyt, was mostly respected by them 
as well. 

 

3.2) 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 



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

Referee Observation Report   Season 2012/13   
 

 

text (minutes then in brackets)) 
 

Comments 

Despite the visible weaknesses in the fashion how he managed the match, the general match control 
was on an expected level. The players mostly respected each other, so that there was hardly any 
conflict between them. In the end, the decisions were more challenging than keeping the match under 
full control. Assuring match control in this specific match was therefore a minimum requirement. 

 
 

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

Comments 

His (additional) assistant referees helped with the detection of some situations, including the correctly 
non given penalty to Fenerbahçe, the correct yellow card to Korkmaz and, as it is normal, some throw-
in decisions. He did not get support in the 62th minute, where both assistant referee 2 and additional 
assistant referee 2 should have reported the foul. 

 
 

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

Comments 

On the whole, one crucial error in a match of medium difficulty, otherwise an acceptable performance 
with important areas for improvement. 
 

Positive points 

1. Match Control 

2. Impeding unnecessary stoppages by advantages 

3. 
General detection of infringements and knowledge of the Laws of 
the Game 

 

Areas for improvement 

1. 
Defective awareness in two important situations, one of them was 
crucial 

2. 
Lack of personality on the pitch and significant point for 
improvement with regard to the manner of refereeing a match 
(restrictive approach, no conversations…) 

3. Disciplinary Management of special sorts of fouls (stud-up fouls..) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ASSISTANT REFEREE 1 
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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 
Good movement and positioning on the side-line, always following the guidelines the 
Laws of the Game set concerning flag technique and movement. Professional and 
concentrated appearance. 

 
 

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 

Kirkup had to deal with two offside situations, one leading to a goal. Expected level performance apart 
from that. 

Minute Description of the situation 

28 
Moussa Sow is adjudged to be in an offside position, no replay, but seemed to be 
correct 

59 NO offside in the 1-0 goal, correct decision  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ASSISTANT REFEREE 2 
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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 
He also showed a movement on a very high level, a display of concentration, 
professionalism and general alertness.  

 
 

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 

Only  
Minute Description of the situation 

19 showed awareness and correctly advised the referee to book Korkmaz 

60 correctly raises the flag for offside of Moussa Sow, tight decision 

62 
missed the foul on Kuyt, not his responsibility, but appeared on the last defender’s line, 
he had a free area of vicinity 

65 NO offside in the equalizing goal, correct 

88 Kuyt is in an offside position, correct flag 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT REFEREE 1 
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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 
Focused body language, seemed to be concentrated all the time and proved alertness 
in minute 9. 

 
 

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 issued a consistent message to the referee in the 9th minute of play when he correctly advised him 
that Spartak’s defender clearly and solely played the ball in a duel against Fenerbahçe’s Kuyt.  
Good monitoring of the ceremonial crowds within the box at corner-kicks. 

Minute Description of the situation 

9 NO penalty to Fenerbahçe, correct decision, but not difficult to detect either. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT REFEREE 2  
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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 
Jones showed a generally concentrated performance, always appeared focused in 
corner-kick and free-kick crowds and showed an expectedly adequate positioning on 
the byline. He showed one lack of concentration. 

 
 

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 did not assist the referee in the crucial situation in the 45th minute, where a penalty kick would have 
been the right decision. He could not see it from his position so that he is not at fault. However, he 
indicated a small lack of concentration in the 62nd minute when he missed the significant foul on Kuyt, 
although it happened 30 metres away. Could have advised Atkinson, but it is no complete mistake. 

Minute Description of the situation 

45 not able to assist the referee in the penalty situation 

62 missed the foul on Kuyt 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

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

Comments 

Stephen Child showed a correct execution of all the necessary and normal procedures like 
substitutions and additional times. He had no problem with both benches, which behaved in a good 
manner. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Reported by: Niclas E 
 

22 AUG 2012, GER  


