
The offence for which the free-ball was awarded seems to have 
been by the AUS No.5 and occurred here. Some way behind 
where the free-ball was taken from, but the AUS team were 
probably happy enough, not having given away a penalty corner.

The first KOR player was tackled by the AUS player on the hash-line 
and the ball rebounded to the AUS No.5 

The umpire penalises the offence, the AUS players can be seen 
to have heard the whistle, they have reacted to it ..

but they do not respond to it as they should have. This is not the 
usual ‘quickly taken free’ situation. The KOR player was more than 
4m from the ball when the penalty was awarded and would have 
run to the ball when the whistle was heard. She covered twice 
the distance in the same time that the AUS No.5. did, while 
retreating to comply with the 5m requirement - so the AUS player
did not made a genuine attempt to be 5m from the ball as the free
was taken. I think that in these situations defenders ought to be 
place changing; the player circled could advance to challenge for 
the ball and be replaced by the retreating No.5 - who obviously
could have moved much more quickly than she did.
 

Putting the arm/s up while in front of an opponent in possession of
the ball is similar to a player calling “Mine” when an aerial ball is 
falling and an opponent is very close. It has no significance. 

Just because a player is not making a tackle attempt does not 
mean they are not interfering or influencing the play of a close 
opponent  

The AUS No.5, has at no time been 5m from the ball and in that 
position is blocking a pass or movement option to the KOR 
player’s right - she is influencing her play. 

The expanded use of the undefinable term ‘influencing play’ has 
opened a Pandora’s Box of difficulties for umpires. There was no 
need for anyone to invent a requirement that the taker of a 
self-pass be allowed to run the ball 5m without influence from 
opponents if they were not 5m away when it was taken.


