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Decision 
 

Agent B is reprimanded and ordered to pay a fine of £1,300. 
No order as to costs. 

 
Reasons 

 
1. Agent B was charged with two breaches of Regulation 7 of the ECB 
Players’ Agents Registration Regulations (the ‘Agent Regulations’) 
namely that – 
 
There was only a verbal agreement in place in respect of an agreement 
with Player C and three other players in contravention of Regulation 
7.1 and 
 
The agreement had no specific duration in contravention of Regulation 
7.2(i) 
 
Agent B admitted both charges at the earliest opportunity. 
 
2. Agent B is a players’ agent with many years’ experience. Player C 
informed ECB that he did not have a written contract with Agent B, only 
a verbal agreement, the terms of which were not specified beyond the 
amount of commission and an agreement that Agent B would act as 
his agent. There was no specified term.  
 
3. When the allegation of this breach of the Agents’ Regulations was 
first put to Agent B, he said that he only engaged with clients using the 
PCA standard form agreement. It was some months later that he 
accepted that there was no written agreement with player C nor with 
three other players, whom he identified. We accept that the delay was 



due to Covid travel restrictions which meant Agent B could not access 
his office where his files were kept. 
 
4. While we accept that those four players whom he represented were 
content with the verbal agreements, Agent B was familiar with the 
Agents’ Regulations requiring written agreements and should have 
insisted on these with each player. Not to do so was a serious error, 
especially for an experienced agent. 
 
5. When the charges were put to Agent B, he promptly admitted them 
and apologised for his mistake.  He also advised ECB of the three other 
players with whom he had only verbal contracts, for which he deserves 
credit. 
 
6. Sanctions in the previous cases put before us were of little or no 
assistance, save as to amounts of a fine, as the factual bases were 
different. 
 
7. We were impressed by the three references submitted on behalf of 
Agent B, most particularly by that of X, a senior officer of the PCA. 
 
8. We are satisfied that a reprimand is appropriate in this case, as an 
agent with Agent B’s experience should know and apply the 
regulations in his dealings with players. A reprimand stands on his 
record as a warning as to his future actions as an agent. 
 
9. It is also appropriate to add a fine in the sum of £1,300, which 
emphasises the seriousness of his failures to comply with the relevant 
Regulations. 
 
10. Having considered submissions on the topic, we make no order as 
to costs. Agent B’s letter of the 24 June 2021 amounts to no more than 
early admissions to what are serious charges. 


