‘:‘\ 8% 7f=c  ASSESSMENT SHEET FOR WSF REFEREES AND ‘f‘\ SO
WORLD SQUASH FEDERATION CANDIDATES WORLD SQUASH FEDERATION
CANDIDATE | COUNTRY ‘ ‘ REFEREE LEVEL ‘
PLAYER’S NAME: (A) vs. (B)
EVENT ROUND ‘ ‘ VENUE ‘
DATE ASSESSOR’S NAME
DECISION CODE DECISION CODE DECISION CODE
KEY TO INCORRECT DECISIONS
Uncertain, Play Let U Not Up NU Conduct Warning Ccw
Yes, Let YL Down D Conduct Stroke CS O Marginal Difference on Interference
No Let NL Good G Conduct Game CG / Incorrect Decision on Interference
Stroke S Out (o} Conduct Match CM X Totally Wrong Decision on Interference
A =ASSESSOR R =REFEREE
# R A | AB | Score COMMENTS # R A | AB | Score COMMENTS
1. 21.
2. 22.
3. 23.
4. 24,
5. 25.
6. 26.
7. 27.
8. 28.
9. 29.
10. 30.
11. 31.
12. 32.
13. 33.
14. 34,
15. 35.
16. 36.
17. 37.
18. 38.
19. 39.
20. 40.
SUMMARY OF DECISIONS
TOTAL # OF DECISIONS
TOTAL # OF DIFFERENCES
% DIFFERENCE
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CANDIDATE: DATE:
MATCH BETWEEN: (A) & (B)
# R A | AB | Score COMMENTS # R | A | AB | Score COMMENTS
41. 71.
42. 72.
43. 73.
44, 74.
45, 75.
46. 76.
47. 7.
48. 78.
49. 79.
50. 80.
51. 81.
52. 82.
53. 83.
54, 84
55. 85
56. 86.
57. 87.
58. 88.
59. 89.
60. 90.
61. 91.
62. 92.
63. 93.
64. 94.
65. 95.
66. 96.
67. 97.
68. 98.
69. 99.
70. 100.




RULES INTERPRETATION AND DECISION-MAKING

WSF STANDARD

PERFORMED
TOWR
STANDARD

PERFORMED
TOIR
STANDARD

IMPROVEMENT
NEEDED

NOT ABLE
TOBE
ASSESSED

Knows thoroughly all rules arising in a
match and applies them correctly

[

[

[

[

Almost all decisions on interference
correct (pass rate — WR-7%, IR-10%)
- %errorrate

- no totally wrong decisions

Almost all decisions on other areas
correct (pass rate — WR-7%, IR-10%)
- %errorrate

- no totally wrong decisions

Consistency in decision-making
(WR - Superior, IR — Good)

Almost all decisions on movement of the
players correct

- marginal (WR-1 or 2; IR-2 or 3)
- incorrect (WR- 1; IR-1 or 2)

- no totally wrong

(also apply to 6 - 8 below)
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Decisions on swing-interference correct
(WR —all, IR - almost all)

Decisions on players’ effort to play the
ball correct, including minimal effort
recognition (WR —all, IR - almost all)

Decisions on winning shots correct (WR
—all, IR - almost all)

Understanding of the context of the
match (WR - Excellent, IR — Good)

10.

Control of the match (IR — Good,
WR - Authoritative but not overbearing)

11.

Composure
(WR — Complete, IR — Good)

Do go g o

Do oo g
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12.

Communication with the players
(WR - Excellent, IR — Good)
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Refer to Guidelines for WSF Assessors, particularly Appendices 2 and 3, for further explanation of standards.

ASSESSOR’S COMMENTS (on specific competency elements):




DESCRIPTION OF MATCH

Match was: |:| Easier than the required standard |:| Met the required standard I:I Very difficult match

Match Result: Winner: Score: Match Length (in minutes)

REFEREE & ASSESSOR POSITIONING
Referee: |:| Excellent |:| Reasonable |:| Not Reasonable (comment below)

Assessor: |:| Excellent |:| Reasonable |:| Not Reasonable (comment below)

SUMMARY ASSESSMENT OF THIS MATCH
1.  Not passed on this match
2. Unsure of the candidate’s ability

3. Match was not valid for assessment

HIEpEn

4,  Passed on this match to International standard I:I to World standard

ASSESSOR’S SUMMARY (please refer to specific strengths and weaknesses of the candidate):

Candidate was receptive to feedback |:| Yes I:l No

FINAL COMMENTS (by Assessor):

Signed (Assessor): Date:

The Assessor has discussed with me my refereeing performance in this match.

Signed (Candidate): Date:




