AN APPEAL BOARD OF THE FOOTBALL ASSOCIATION
IN THE MATTER OF AN APPEAL
BETWEEN:
Bishop’s Stortford FC (Appellant)
-and-
The Southern Football League (Respondent)

DECISION OF THE FA APPEAL BOARD S NOVEMBER

1. The Appeal Board comprised:
Roger Burden (Chair)
Bob Purkiss
Glenn Moulton
Secretary: Conrad Gibbons
2. The Appeal was held online via Microsoft Teams as a Paper Hearing
3. These written reasons do not purport to refer to all points made in the course of the
Appeal, however, the fact that some points are not mentioned should not imply that

they were not considered. The Appeal Board carefully read and considered all the
submissions.

Background and First Instance Decision

4. The game between Stratford Town and the Appellant, played on 26 August 2025,
was abandoned by the Referee with 4 minutes of additional time remaining. The
abandonment was due to a serious injury to one of the Appellant’s players, resulting
in the need for an ambulance.

5. The Appellant was leading the match 2-1 at the time of the abandonment.

6. The Respondent decided that the match should be replayed.

The Appeal
7. The Appellant appealed on the grounds that:

- The Respondent came to a decision to which no reasonable such body could have
come.



The Appellant’s Written Submissions to the Appeal Board

8. The Appellant put forward 3 examples which, it suggested, were similar situations.
In its first example the match continued after the injured party had been collected
by ambulance. In the other two examples the scores stood as they were at the time
of the abandonment.

9. The Appellant submitted that there needs to be a consistent approach to abandoned
fixtures so that all participants are aware of the prescribed outcome.

The Respondent’s Response to the Appeal

10. The Respondent pointed out that the Appellant’s first example was one in which the
match was not abandoned and is, therefore, not comparable.

11. The second example was in a different competition, and the Respondent was
unaware of the circumstances.

12. The third example was in an FA Cup fixture in which the club losing 1-5 had asked
for the result to stand.

13. The Respondent stated that it acted in accordance with the rules, having sought the
views of all parties.

Papers of First Instance

14. The Appeal Board had access to the papers that were in front of the Respondent
when it made its decision. These included responses from both clubs and from the
Referee, who confirmed that there were 4 minutes of additional time remaining.

15. The response from the Appellant included the fact that it would incur a significant
cost for the away trip. The sum of £1100 had been spent on the original fixture. The
Appellant also stated that if any of its players are unable to travel for the Tuesday
evening fixture, it would mean playing with a weakened side.

16. A copy of the League Rules was included in the papers.

17. The Respondent also provided a copy of the minutes from its Board meeting in
which the decision was made to replay the match, having referred to League Rule
8.37. It noted that, at the time of the abandonment, the score was 1-2 with 4 minutes

remaining which, it considered, was enough time for further goals to be scored.

18. The Respondent’s Board unanimously agreed that the match was to be replayed on
cup-tie terms, with the away club being guaranteed to be paid its travel expenses.

The Appeal Board’s Deliberations

19. The Appeal Board first referred to Law 7.5 in the Laws of Football. This states:



“An abandoned match is replayed unless the competition rules or organisers decide
otherwise”.

20. We then referred to League Rule 8.37. This states:
“In the event that a match is abandoned for reasons over which neither club has
control the club playing at home shall retain the gate receipts for such uncompleted
match and the Board has the power to order that either (a) the original match
stands as a completed match, or (b) the match shall be replayed (and the terms
upon which the match is to be replayed).

21. It is clear that the Respondent had the authority to make the decision that it did
make.

22. The Appeal Board noted that two of the examples provided by the Appellant were
in different competitions with different circumstances, making comparisons very
difficult. In any case, it is not for the Appeal Board to attempt to get consistency
across competitions.

23. The reason behind the Respondent’s decision was that there was enough time
remaining (4 minutes) for further goals to be scored. This was obviously correct.

24. In ordering the match to be replayed, the Respondent had ensured that the Appellant
was guaranteed that its travel expenses for the replayed match would be met,
overcoming one of the Appellant’s concerns.

- The Appeal Board unanimously agreed that the Appeal fell well short of the
threshold needed to demonstrate that the Respondent came to a decision to which
no reasonable such body could have come.

The Appeal Board’s Decision

25. The Appeal Board unanimously dismissed the Appeal. The original decision and
orders stand as imposed.

26. The Appeal Fee is forfeited. After careful consideration, no order was made as to
costs.

27. The Appeal Board’s decision is final and binding on all parties.
Roger Burden (Chair)
Bob Purkiss

Glenn Moulton

7 November 2025.



