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MATCH INFORMATION 

(GER) HANNOVER 96  5:1  SLASK WROCLAW (POL) 

DATE 30  AUG 2012 VENUE AWD Arena, Hannover, Germany 

TIME 20:45  CET STAGE UEFA Europa League Play-Off, 2nd Leg 

 

GOALS SCORED  
0-1 Przemyslaw Kazmierczak (SLA, 10’), 1-1 Mohammed Abdellaoue (HAN, 22’, 
pen.), 2-1 Szabolcs Huszti (HAN, 35’), 3-1 Artur Sobiech (HAN, 68’), 4-1 Artur 
Sobiech (HAN, 85’), 5-1 Szabolcs Huszti (HAN, 88’) 

 

SANCTIONS 

Yellow Card(s) 4 (1-3) 
Marían Kelemen (SLA, GK, 39’), Tadeusz Socha (SLA, 44‘), Manuel 
Schmiedebach (HAN, 56‘), Marcin Kowalczyk (SLA, 68‘) 

2nd Yellow Card(s) - - 

Red Card(s) 1 (0-1) Tomasz Jodlowiec (SLA, 21’, DOGSO) 

Penalty Kick(s) 1 (1-0) Mohammed Abdellaoue (HAN, 22’, converted) 

 

MATCH OFFICIALS 

Officials Name Origin Marks Difficulty 

Referee Sergei Karasev RUS 9.0 Medium 

Assistant Referee 1 Anton Averianov RUS 8.2 Medium 

Assistant Referee 2 Tikhon Kalugin RUS 8.3 Medium 

Fourth Official Vladimir Kazmenko RUS 8.0 Low 

UEFA Delegate Sergio Di Cesare ITA 

            UEFA Referee Observer Marc Batta FRA 

             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 

This encounter between Hannover 96 of Germany and Slask Wroclaw of Poland was the second leg of 
this year’s UEFA Europa League Play-Offs. The first leg played at Wroclaw’s EURO 2012 stadium was 
quite intense and full of tactical mistakes so that many goals (3-5 for Hannover) were possible. The 
same happened in this 2nd leg, as Hannover managed to convert their leading position into a 5-1 win, 
consequently winning 10-4 on aggregate, for sure the highest result on aggregate in these EL Play-
Offs except PSV-Zeta. Although Hannover were better from the first minute, Slask managed a 
surprising leadership after a corner-kick. In the 22nd minute though, Hannover came back and 
converted a penalty kick and later benefitted from an opponent’s sending-off included in this situation.  
Russian referee talent Sergei Karasev took charge of this match, assisted by Anton Averianov and 
Tikhon Kalugin as assistant referees and Vladimir Kazmenko as fourth official. According to Russia’s 
referee chief Roberto Rosetti (Italy), Karasev could become the best Russian referee of the last years 
in future. The match was a big test for him, as UEFA Referee Committee vice officer Marc Batta 
(France) observed him. 
There were many tough challenges for the officials, specially for Karasev himself. Three crucial 
decisions had to be made along with one important other decision that led to a goal, so that the 
difficulty may be set to “medium” (almost high). 
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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 

Sergei Karasev’s knowledge and application of the Laws of the Game have been both very good. This 
was proven already before the kick-off: teams and officials came out three minutes too late, according 
to the TV commentary, that was due to wrong socks of two Slask players. Karasev, respectively one of 
his assistants had allegedly recognized that. 
After the 3-1, a kick-off was executed wrongly and had to be repeated. Karasev’s technical 
management of the game was good displayed by this example, too. 
His general foul detection was at a very high level, impeding too pedantic whistles and allowing the 
players physical duels to a certain extent. 
One has to touch on three crucial decisions, two of them occurred in the same situation. In the 21st 
minute, there was a confusing scene: the goalkeeper still managed to keep the first shot, but then, the 
goal was empty, only a few defenders were between Schlaudraff who got the rebound shot, one of 
them, Slask’s Jodlowiec fouled Schlaudraff approximately five or six metres in front of the goalline. 
Karasev had previously entered the box and was hence able to make the correct decision: penalty to 
Hannover. He was very determined in his decision and did not hesitate to send Jodlowiec off with a 
straight red card. Replays created split impressions. The card was surely given due to DOGSO. 
However, Schlaudraff tried to round Jodlowiec, but failed to carry the ball in an adequate fashion so 
that he was unable to reach the ball; when the foul happened, the ball nearly crossed the goalline. This 
obvious goal scoring opportunity hence no longer existed, but the defender could not be aware of 
Schlaudraff’s defective technique in this scene. His aim was to protect his goal, to preclude Schlaudraff 
from potentially scoring the goal. Therefore, I still subscribe this red card, but a yellow card would have 
been, to my mind, no mistake either. Altogether, two crucial decisions correctly taken in this situation. 
The next crucial call happened in the 50th minute of play, when again Schlaudraff entered the box and 
fell. This time, the Polish defender clearly touched the ball, it was a fantastic tackle and the German 
striker did not demand a penalty either. Correct decision by Karasev.  
In the 87th minute, an excellently applied advantage allowed Hannover to score the fifth goal. It was of 
course more or less meaningless, but it again showed the high level of alertness and feeling for the 
game this young Russian has got. 
Disciplinary Management was good, listed below.  
 

Minute Description of the situation 

21 
penalty to Hannover after Jodlowiec’ foul on Schlaudraff. Furthermore, red card to the 
offender for DOGSO. Doubtful is the wrong term, but the red card can be subject of 
debate. In my opinion all in all an acceptable call, two crucials therefore correct. 

35 
Yellow Card to Kelemen (SLA) for wasting time. Surprising call with regard to the 
standing on aggregate at this point of time, but in fact a good decision. 

44 
Yellow Card to Socha (SLA) for unfairly stopping a promising counterattack of the 
German side. Correct. 

50 
NO penalty to Hannover, great and fair sliding tackle by the Polish defender, correct 
decision. 

56 After a foul of too high intensity and probably also tactical manner, correct yellow card 
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to Hannover’s Schmiedebach. 

68 
Yellow Card to Kowalczyk (SLA) for impeding the quick execution of a free-kick. 
Correct and sensible call. 

87 
Excellent application of the advantage rule, which allowed Hannover to score the 5-1 in 
its aftermath. 

 
 

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 was overall good. He had problems to follow the match, was 
always close to play and the most important thing, he entered the box in the crucial 
situation in the 21st minute. That allowed him a determined and correct judgment of the 
foul. His anticipation of fouls, possible advantages etc. has been very good, too. 

 
 

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 

Sergei Karasev unfolded to be a lenient referee as far as the match as well as the Laws of the Game 
allowed it. He behaved friendly, calm but determined on the pitch and did not really allow doubts about 
his decisions. The gestures he used supported this impression. There was a high level of mutual 
respect between the players and him. The cards he issued were well-chosen and made his line 
consistent. Excellent advantage rule (specially in minutes 24 and 87).   
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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 
text (minutes then in brackets)) 
 

Comments 

The match control was very good. Despite some tougher moments in the game related to decisions he 
had to make, it was never unfair or brutal, the players behaved well and were – positively meant – 
inferior of Karasev’s high level of authority.  

 
 

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

Comments 

The cooperation with assistants was good, they supported the referee every now and then, but not that 
often as there were no real challenges the assistants had to cope with. Probably, Anton Averianov has 
reinforced Karasev’s decision in the 50th minute not to award a penalty to Hannover. 

 
 

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

Comments 

Overall, his performance touched on the term “excellent”. All the necessary and relevant aspects have 
been fulfilled on a very good/excellent level. Although the match revealed three crucial situations, there 
surely are more difficult matches. Therefore the final mark is 9.0. A very promising and already very 
complete Russian referee who must be pushed. 
 

 
 
 
 

Positive points 

1. 
Tactical Approach well chosen, he revealed a real feeling for the 
game  

2. 
General application / interpretation of the Laws of the Game 
comprising Disciplinary Management 

3. Match Control 

 4. Physical Aspects: Positioning, Movement and Stamina 

 5. Crucial decisions correctly taken. 

 6. 
Application of the advantage rule was very good throughout the 
whole match and resulted in a goal. 

 

Areas for improvement 1. 
Criticism on a high level, but: be ready to explain yellow cards to 
the players, apply more personality in these conversations. 
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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 
Nothing special to report. He fulfilled all the criteria on an expected level, positioning 
and movement were good as well. He once reported a scarce throw-in to the referee, 
which was correct. 

 
 

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 

Averianov had to deal with a few offside situations, which he – as long as replays allowed it – solved 
correctly. He perhaps advised Karasev to award no penalty to Hannover in 50’, which was correct.   

Minute Description of the situation 

7 Socha (Slask) is adjudged to be in an offside position.Correct decision. 

37 
Sobota (Slask) is stopped by an offside flag, no judgment possible due to a lack of 
replays. 

50 Potential involvement: NO penalty to Hannover was a correct call. 

90+1 
Sobiech (Hannover) is flagged for offside, again a lack of replays, it seemed to be 
correct but a final judgment is impossible. 
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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 

full time 
Correct flag technique, seemed to be concentrated but showed a huge mistake in the 
very beginning of the match. 

 
 

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 

Kalugin had to deal with more tight offside decisions than his teammate on the other sideline and apart 
from the first minute, where a huge error occurred, his performance was pretty good. The most 
important call, which was crucial, was the correctly disallowed goal of Hannover’s Stindl for a tight 
offside position. It would have been the goal of the whole qualifying rounds.  

Minute Description of the situation 

1 
Abdellaoue (Hannover) is flagged for offside. Confusing scene for the assistant 
referee, but in the end, the decision was wrong. 2 metres onside sound more 
dramatical than it was, but of course a huge error. 

27 
Stindl (Hannover) is adjudged to be in an offside position: he received a ball and 
converted it with a overhead kick. It was a goal, but Kalugin correctly recognized the 
tight offside position (approximately 20 cms). 

48 Mila (Slask) is flagged for offside, which was a correct call. 
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FOURTH OFFICIAL 
 

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

Comments 

Vladimir Kazmenko had no significant involvement in the match and executed technical procedures in 
a normal manner. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Reported by: Niclas E 
 

01 SEP 2012, GER  


