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In the Matter of the Appeal against the decision of the Disciplinary Commissioner to 
EHF dated 16th June 2020 in respect of proceedings brought under the Regulations 
and Code Of Conduct of Eurohockey Federation Discom 309 between: 
 

Eurohockey Federation (“EHF”) 
 

-and- 
 

Turkish Federation 
Gaziantep Polisgücü SK 

Behdad Beiranvand 
Yaghoub Bahrami 

 (“Appellants”) 
 
 

Appeal Tribunal Decision 
 
 

1. Decision Of Disciplinary Commissioner which was Appealed 
 
Player/Club/Country: 
Behdad Beiranvand, Yaghoub Bahrami, Gaziantep Polisgücü SK (the “Club”), Turkish 
Federation (the “Federation”) 
 
Competition: 
EuroHockey Indoor Club Trophy, Men Alanya, Turkey, 14 – 16 February 2020 
 
Breach Alleged: 
Breach of the Rules C.1 and C.2 (a) of EHF Code of Conduct; namely bringing the game of 
hockey into disrepute and improper, unfair and unacceptable conduct namely verbal/physical 
abuse or hostility towards any other participant, person or any other member of the public. 
 
Outcome: 
Charges proven against Players Behdad Beiranvand and Yaghoub Bahrami and the Club. 
 
Penalty: 
Behdad Beiranvand and Yaghoub Bahrami each suspended from playing in any EHF 
sanctioned Club matches (Indoors and Outdoors) until 30 June 2022. 
The Club is fined €2,500. 
 
Fine Payable By: 
The fine of €2,500 is payable by the Federation by no later than 31 July 2020. 
 
 

2. Appeal lodged against Decision Of Disciplinary Commissioner 
 
The Appeal was received on 23rd June 2020 and was lodged in time.  The Appeal was 
submitted by the Turkish Federation, the Club and the players as one conjoined document. 
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The Appeal was against the merits of the decision, which failing, against the amount of the 
fine and duration of the suspensions. 
 
This Appeal Tribunal (referred to as the “Tribunal”), was appointed by Wiert Doyer, 
Commissioner of the Appeals Panel of the European Hockey Federation on 30th June 2020 
comprising Martin F Monaghan (SCO) as Chairman, and Eric Abudarham (GIB) and Patrick 
Coppieters (BEL) as members. The Chairman and members of the Tribunal are unpaid 
volunteers. 
 
The Appellants did not object to the composition of the Appeals Tribunal. 
 

3. Preliminary matters and procedure: 
 

A. The Tribunal procedure is governed by the “European Hockey Federation 
Regulations for enforcement of Discipline and for Appeals”; and the “Rules of 
Procedure on Appeal to the Appeal Tribunal”. The Tribunal has the powers 
set out therein to determine the dispute between the parties. 

B. The seat of the Tribunal is Belgium.  
C. The parties to the Appeal are the Appellants: Turkish Federation (referred to 

as the “National Association”), Gaziantep Polisgücü SK (referred to as the 
“Club”), Behdad Beiranvand (referred to as “Mr Beiranvand ”), and Yaghoub 
Bahrami (referred to as “Mr Bahrami”). Neither Tim Ollerenshaw, the 
Disciplinary Commissioner to EHF (referred to as the “Commissioner”) nor 
the European Hockey Federation (referred to as the “EHF”) participated in the 
Appeal. 

D. Throughout this Appeal process, the Appellants were represented by Celal 
AKARÇAY. 

A. The parties bore their own expenses in the conduct of this Appeal. 
B. The Commissioner delivered the Appeal Bundle and the expanded 

reasoning document for the Decision of 16th June to the National Federation 
on 4th July 2020. 

C. The Tribunal issued two Orders for Directions to the parties involved 
regarding the conduct of the Appeal, the first on 7th July 2020 and the second 
on 13th July 2020, both of which are annexed to this decision. Aside from 
these Orders for Directions, no prior provisional or part decision has been 
made in this Appeal. 

D. In addition to the submissions within the undated Appeal received on 23rd 
June 2020, the Tribunal received written submissions on behalf of the 
Appellants on 13th July 2020 which also contained a supplementary statement 
from Mr Beiravand (referred to as “new evidence”). This new evidence was 
received and the reason for the delay accepted. 

E. Having intimated that the Tribunal would determine the Appeal on paper i.e. 
without oral submissions at a video conference, the Tribunal undertook to 
provide its decision prior to midnight CEST on Wednesday 22nd July 2020 
and thereafter addressed the Appeal on 13th July and 15th July 2020 by way 
of video conference meetings. 
 

 
4. Issues for the Tribunal: 

 
A. As narrated within the Appeal Bundle, the basis on which the Mr Beiranvand and Mr 

Bahrami are held responsible for their actions is set out in the following extracts from 
Part B of EHF Code of Conduct: 

 
Part B of EHF Code of Conduct 
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All Participants are bound by the Code of Conduct at all times and shall 
continue to be bound by, and required to comply with, the Code of Conduct 
until they have not participated in an International Club Event during the 
Applicability Period, which is defined as being 3 months after the last 
International Club Event that a Participant has taken part in. 

 
All participants are responsible for their own behaviour and conduct, and as 
such, are accountable. They must abide by the EHF Statutes, the Rules of 
Hockey, EHF Tournament Regulations, FIH Anti-Doping Policy, and the rules 
and directives of the Code of Conduct as set out below. 

 
All Participants are automatically bound by and required to comply with all of 
the provisions of the Code of Conduct. Accordingly, by their participation in a 
Match or an International Club Event, such Participant shall be deemed to have 
agreed that it is their personal responsibility to familiarise themselves with all 
of the requirements of the Code of Conduct. 
 
The Tribunal is to determine: 
firstly, whether the events giving rise to this Appeal fall within the jurisdiction of the 
EHF Code of Conduct; and 
secondly, where there is jurisdiction, whether the decision is justified, fair and 
reasonable having taken into account all of the circumstances before the Tribunal? 

 
 

B. As narrated within the Appeal Bundle the basis on which the Club is held responsible 
for its members’/players’ actions is set out in 4.1 and 4.2 of Regulations for 
Enforcement of Discipline and for Appeals (“EHF Regulations”) and in the foregoing 
extracts from Part B of Code of Conduct for Club Teams Participating in EHF Cub 
Competitions (“EHF Code of Conduct”): 

 
4.1 of EHF Regulations: 
Member Associations and their clubs are responsible for the conduct of their 
players, officials, members, supporters and any other persons exercising a 
function at a match or event on behalf of the association or club. 
 
4.2 of EHF Regulations 
Host associations and their clubs are responsible for order and security both 
inside and outside the venue, before, during and after a match. They are liable 
for incidents of any kind, and may be rendered subject to disciplinary 
measures and directives. 

 
The Tribunal is to determine: 
firstly, whether the events giving rise to this Appeal fall within the jurisdiction of the 
EHF Code of Conduct; 
secondly, where there is jurisdiction, whether the Club is responsible for its own 
conduct and that of its players including that of Mr Beiranvand and Mr Bahrami; and 
thirdly, where there is jurisdiction, whether the decision is justified, fair and 
reasonable having taken into account all of the circumstances before the Tribunal? 

 
 

C. As narrated within the Appeal Bundle, the basis on which the National Association 
is held responsible for its members’/players’ actions is set out in 4.1 and 4.2 of 
Regulations for Enforcement of Discipline and for Appeals (“EHF Regulations”) and 
in the following extracts from Part B of Code of Conduct for Club Teams Participating 
in EHF Cub Competitions (“EHF Code of Conduct”): 
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4.1 of EHF Regulations: 
Member Associations and their clubs are responsible for the conduct of their 
players, officials, members, supporters and any other persons exercising a 
function at a match or event on behalf of the association or club. 
 
4.2 of EHF Regulations 
Host associations and their clubs are responsible for order and security both 
inside and outside the venue, before, during and after a match. They are liable 
for incidents of any kind, and may be rendered subject to disciplinary 
measures and directives. 

 
Part B of EHF Code of Conduct 
The National Association of each participating team is responsible for 
informing and educating Participants about the Code of Conduct. National 
Associations shall share liability with Participants should breaches of the Code 
of Conduct occur. 

 
The Tribunal is to determine: 
firstly, whether the events giving rise to this Appeal fall within the jurisdiction of the 
EHF Code of Conduct; 
secondly, where there is jurisdiction, whether the National Association is 
responsible for the conduct of the Club, and that of its players including that of Mr 
Beiranvand and Mr Bahrami;  
thirdly, where there is jurisdiction, whether the decision is justified, fair and 
reasonable having taken into account all of the circumstances before the Tribunal; 
and 
fourthly, is the National Association responsible for payment of the fine imposed on 
the Club? 

 
 

5. Documentation considered: 
 
The following documents were submitted to the Tribunal and to which the Tribunal has had 
regard in reaching its decision: 

A.  the Appeal Bundle; 
B. the expanded decision document; 
C. the undated written submissions from the Appellants received by email dated 

13th July 2020 and the new evidence contained within these submissions. 
 
 
 

6. The facts as determined by the Commissioner: 

The facts have been determined by the Commissioner and the Tribunal agrees with his 
findings of fact. 

 
 
 

7. The combined written submissions of the Appellants 
 

A. The Tribunal is grateful to the Appellants for the helpful approach adopted in 
this difficult matter. 
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B. It was not disputed that the Tribunal decision should be based upon the EHF 
Code of Conduct and EHF Regulations referred to article 4 of this Tribunal 
Decision using the powers referred to in article 3.A. of this Tribunal Decision. 

C. The parties did not refer the Tribunal to any case authorities. 
D. From the written submissions prepared, the Tribunal is to determine: 
 
(i) whether the EHF Commissioner had jurisdiction over the events giving rise 

  to this Appeal;  
 
and if jurisdiction were established; 
 
(ii) whether the Commissioner’s decision on the merits was justified, fair and 

reasonable; and  
(iii) whether the Commissioner’s decision on the penalties imposed was justified 

fair and reasonable; 
 

 and regardless of whether jurisdiction were established; 
 
(iv) who, if anyone, was to be responsible for the Costs of dealing with the Appeal 

as provided for in article 7.1 of the European Hockey Federation Regulations 
for enforcement of Discipline and for Appeals? 

 
E. From the written submissions prepared, it was also narrated that: 

 
(i) racist declarations were submitted to the Commissioner in the course of 

the investigation; and 
(ii) the interchange  between player “K” and the wife of Mr Beiranvand - which 

appears to have given rise to the violent behaviour referred to in these 
disciplinary proceedings - should result in a separate disciplinary proceeding 
against player “K”.  

 
 

8. The determination: 
 

New evidence - a supplementary statement from Mr. Beiravand - was produced in 
the submissions from the Appellants.  The Tribunal received this new evidence and 
accepted the reason why it was not produced at an earlier stage. This new evidence 
was that the witness - referred to herein as “X” - used to be in a relationship with Mr 
Beiranvand which was ended by Mr Beiranvand, that “X” wanted to take “revenge” 
on  Mr Beiranvand and the Club, and that the Tribunal should not rely upon the 
testimony of “X” as a result. This information was withheld from the Commissioner 
for personal reasons - Mr Beiranvand did not wish to mention his former relationship 
with “X” and did so now “reluctantly”.   The Tribunal decided to determine this 
submission without directing the Commissioner to investigate the veracity of the 
new evidence with respect to  “X".  It was determined that even if the Tribunal had 
decided to reject the testimony of “X” as unreliable, the charge was still established 
by consistent, reliable and neutral testimony from the other witnesses present. As a 
result, there was nothing to be gained from such a direction to investigate and the 
Tribunal makes no determination on the reliability of “X” as part of this Appeal. 

 
It was submitted that Mr Bahrami had no connection with the incident.  The Tribunal 
finds no reason to overturn the conclusions of the Commissioner that Mr Bahrami 
was involved.  Mr Bahrami admits that he held parts of a broken bottle during the 
incident which, combined with the consistent testimony of other neutral witnesses 
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referring to the actions of Mr Bahrami, is sufficient to support the Commissioner’s 
determination. 

 
Mr Beiranvand admitted having assaulted player “K” by slapping him, though his 
subsequent involvement in the incident is denied. This admission, combined with the 
consistent testimony of other neutral witnesses referring to the actions of Mr 
Beiranvand, is sufficient to support the Commissioner’s determination. 

 
The Tribunal finds that members of the Club were involved in the incident as 
determined by the Commissioner and were readily identifiable as members of the 
Club having participated in the EuroHockey Indoor Club Trophy.  
 
On the basis of article 4.1 of EHF Regulations, the Club is responsible for the actions 
of its players, and can be sanctioned and the Tribunal finds that the fine of 
€2,500.00 imposed upon the Club is justified, fair and reasonable.   

 
The Tribunal finds that the suspensions imposed upon Mr Bahrami and Mr Beiranv 
are justified, fair and reasonable. The Tribunal finds no basis to treat the players 
differently. Both players were involved. Whether this involvement was at the same 
time or separately has no bearing on the penalty imposed by the Commissioner. 

 
Whilst the following submissions received from the Appellants were found to be 
irrelevant to the disciplinary procedure before it, nevertheless the Tribunal 
considered it appropriate to address them: 
(i) insofar as the submission that racist declarations were submitted to the 

Commissioner in the course of the investigation, whilst some of the 
language used was inflammatory, we find no evidence whatsoever to support 
any submission that this was racist; and 

(i) insofar as the submission that the interchange between player “K” and the 
wife of Mr Beiranvand - which appears to have given rise to the violent 
behaviour referred to in these disciplinary proceedings - should result in a 
separate disciplinary proceeding against player “K”, the Tribunal agrees with 
the conclusion of the Commissioner that there was insufficient evidence to 
support separate disciplinary proceedings against player “K”. 

 
 

9. The decision: 
 

11.1 Having taken into account all of the circumstances before the Tribunal, it is the 
unanimous determination of this Tribunal that: 
 
firstly, insofar as the merits of the Commissioner’s decision that he had jurisdiction, the 
Tribunal determines:  

a. it was within the Commissioner’s jurisdiction to investigate and issue a 
decision arising from the events occurring on the evening of 16th February 
2020 in Alanya, Turkey; and 

b. the Commissioner exercised his discretion to do so fairly and reasonably 
and in accordance with the EHF Code of Conduct; 

  
 
secondly, insofar as the merits of the Commissioner’s decision to impose a penalty are 
concerned, the Tribunal determines: 

a.  it was based on the results of an investigation which was conducted fairly and 
reasonably with all parties having had the opportunity to contribute to the 
process and produce any relevant information; and 
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b.  it was based on the correct standard of proof i.e. on the balance of 
probabilities; 

 
thirdly, insofar as the merits of the penalties imposed by the Commissioner are concerned, 
the Tribunal determines: 

a. the penalty imposed on the Club was justified, fair and reasonable based on 
the information before him and was within his powers; 

b.  the penalty imposed on the player Mr Beiranvand was within his powers and 
was justified, fair and reasonable based on the information before him; and 

c. the penalty imposed on the player Mr Bahrami was within his powers and 
was justified, fair and reasonable based on the information before him; 

 
fourthly, insofar as the fine imposed on the Club is concerned, this is the responsibility of the 
National Association and is enforceable against the National Association; 
 
fifthly, insofar as the Appeal fee paid by the Appellants is concerned, this is to be retained by 
the EHF; 
 
sixthly, insofar as the Appeal expenses are concerned, there is no order for expenses; and 
 
seventhly, insofar as publication of this decision is concerned, this decision should be 
published. 
 
 
This award is made by this Tribunal at Belgium on 17th July 2020 and takes effect on 
this date and is signed electronically by the Appeals Panel Members on this date. 
 
17th July 2020                      Signed:  Martin F Monaghan (SCO) Chairman 

Eric Abudarham (GIB)  
Patrick Coppieters (BEL) 
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Annexe 1 referred to herein: 
 

 
In the Matter of the Appeal against the decision of the Disciplinary Commissioner to 
EHF dated 16th June 2020 in respect of proceedings brought under the Regulations 
and Code Of Conduct of Eurohockey Federation Discom 309 between: 
 

Eurohockey Federation (“EHF”) 
 

-and- 
 

Turkish Federation 
Gaziantep Polisgücü SK 

Behdad Beiranvand 
Yaghoub Bahrami 

 (“Appellants”) 
 

ORDER FOR DIRECTIONS 
 
Following a preliminary review of the Appeal Bundle and the expanded reasoning document 
for the Decision of 16th June 2020 prepared by Tim Ollerenshaw, Disciplinary Commissioner 
to EHF dated 29th June 2020 
 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
 
 
1. The Appellants deliver additional written submissions to the Chairmen of the Appeal 
Tribunal no later than 12 noon CEST on Monday 13th July 2020.  These additional 
submissions are to supplement the undated appeal letter received by EHF on or about 23rd 
June 2020 within the Appeal Bundle and are to address any issues arising from the 
expanded reasoning document dated 29th June 2020 from Tim Ollerenshaw, Disciplinary 
Commissioner to EHF; 
 
2. The Appellants give the Appeal Tribunal notice no later than 12 noon CEST on Monday 
13th July 2020 of whether the Appellants wish to present oral submissions by way of video 
conference to the Appeals Tribunal to supplement the written submissions required in terms 
of paragraph 1; 
 
3. The Appellants: delivers any new evidence (i.e. evidence which was not before the 

Disciplinary Commissioner to EHF at the time of the original decision) to the Chairmen of the 

Appeal Tribunal no later than 12 noon CEST on Monday 13th July 2020; and provide the 

reason/s why this new evidence was not reasonably available for production to the 

Disciplinary Commissioner at the time of the original decision. If received, the Appeal 

Tribunal shall determine whether to permit consideration of this new evidence and shall 

issue a further Order for Directions addressing this determination no later than 12 noon 

CEST on Tuesday 14th July 2020. 

IT IS ALSO ORDERED that: 
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The Appeal Tribunal shall determine this Appeal using the papers within the Appeal Bundle 
and the expanded reasoning document, any written submissions from the Appellants, and 
any oral submissions and/or any new evidence if permitted by the Appeal Tribunal as 
provided herein. 
 
Where the Appellants deliver no additional written submissions, the Appeal Tribunal shall 

determine this Appeal without a video conference and shall issue a further Order for 

Directions no later than 12 noon CEST on Tuesday 14th July 2020 addressing: this 

determination; and the date by which its decision shall be issued. 

Where the Appellants deliver additional written submissions but do not request oral 

submissions by way of video conference, the Appeals Tribunal shall determine the Appeal 

on paper i.e. without a video conference and shall issue a further Order for Directions no 

later than 12 noon CEST on Tuesday 14th July 2020 addressing this determination and the 

date by which its decision shall be issued 

Where the Appellants deliver additional written submissions and give notice that the 

Appellants wish to present oral submissions by way of video conference to the Appeals 

Tribunal, the Appeals Tribunal shall consider the additional written submissions and 

determine whether: to permit oral submissions at a video conference; or decline the request 

to present additional oral submissions. Where a request for oral submissions is declined, the 

Appeals Tribunal shall issue a further Order for Directions addressing this determination no 

later than 12 noon CEST on Tuesday 14th July 2020 and thereafter shall determine the 

Appeal on paper i.e. without a video conference. Where a request for oral submissions is 

permitted, the Appeal Tribunal shall issue a further Order for Directions addressing this 

determination no later than 12 noon CEST on Tuesday 14th July 2020 and thereafter shall 

determine the Appeal at a video conference, the date for which is notionally assigned below. 

Only if the Appeal Tribunal permits a request from the Appellants to submit oral submissions 
by way of video conference to supplement the Appellants’ written submissions required in 
terms of paragraph 1, shall a video conference take place on Wednesday 15th July 2020 at 
19.00 CEST to hear those submissions, after which the Appeal Panel shall have five 
Working Days in which to make and issue its written decision which shall be in writing i.e. 
prior to midnight on Wednesday 22nd July 2020. 
 
Martin F Monaghan 
Chairman of the Appeals Tribunal 
7th July 2020 
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Annexe 2 referred to herein: 
 

Second Appeal Order for directions 
 

 
In the Matter of the Appeal against the decision of the Disciplinary Commissioner to 
EHF dated 16th June 2020 in respect of proceedings brought under the Regulations 
and Code Of Conduct of Eurohockey Federation Discom 309 between: 
 

Eurohockey Federation (“EHF”) 
 

-and- 
 

Turkish Federation 
Gaziantep Polisgücü SK 

Behdad Beiranvand 
Yaghoub Bahrami 

 (“Appellants”) 
 

ORDER FOR DIRECTIONS 
 
Following the expiry of the time limit of 12 noon CEST on Monday 13th July 2020 referred to 
within the Order for Directions dated 7th July 2020, the Appeal Tribunal noted that written 
submissions and new evidence were received from the Appellants by email dated 13th July 
2020. 
 
Having considered the response from the Appellants, 
 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
 

1. The new evidence comprising a supplementary statement from Behdad 
Beiranvand is received and the reason for late submission thereof is accepted 
where this is referred to hereafter as “the new evidence”. 

2. The Appeal Tribunal shall determine the Appeal on paper i.e. there will not be 
oral submissions at a video conference.  The Appeal Tribunal deliberations shall 
be undertaken in private and accordingly need not be disclosed to the parties.  

3. The Appeal Tribunal shall determine this Appeal using the papers within the 
Appeal Bundle, the expanded decision document, the new evidence, and the 
written submissions from the Appellants. 

4. The Appeals Tribunal shall issue its written decision prior to midnight CEST on 
Wednesday 22nd July 2020 unless there are exceptional circumstances in which 
case a further order for direction shall be issued. 

 
 
Martin F Monaghan 
Chairman of the Appeals Tribunal 
13th July 2020 


