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After a hoard of controversial refereeing decisions in the 2010 football World
Cup, the question on everyone's lips is “Does football need technology?”

>_ma=-d=ﬁ§0<ﬂ.zﬂaoo nthe
firt knodkout round of the tournament, were
the Sp of the iceberg in 2n ever-increasing
I=t of examples of poor oficiating dedsors
in the 2010 World Cup. The group stages
werz itnred with dubiows sendings of, and
Howard Webb's cegmon.making dils were
caled nto question in the final. Oid Spain's
toumament wirring god orginate from a
wrongly awarded goal-lick?

For most readers the bigpest controwversy of
the Ward Cup cane in the 33th minute of
the crucal dash betwesn cid rivaks, England
ad Gesmanty. Frank Lampard's shot 2 goal
hit the cross bar, bounced down aver the
Ine into the pod, and then badk up onto

the bar. The rebound traectary of the bal
saw it fly imto the hands of the Gesran
poddizeper. Whikt everyone with the boary
of 2 t=levizan replay could dearly see the
vakdiy of the god, the Uruguayan nesman
dlowad the game to continue. At ths oudal
stage of the game, Larnpard’s goal would
have seen England equalize, and the course
of hizory coud have been danged forever
Natwitheanding the fac: that England's
cuality of play hacrit been up to scratch prior
to Larmpard's eforts, there is every possibiity
that peychalogically, the equaliser may have
been the cataly=t behind 2 s=cond-ha¥
rEsurgance.
Arhough many critics wil hibel the
technology debate = ‘making excuses’

for England’s poor performance at the
campetition, the mpustices afected ather
tearrs too. Caros Tevez was awarded 2 god
aganst Mexico having scored in an cbvicus
offsce position. Despte vehement protests
from the Meicn tmam, the oficals, having
consuted with cne anather made the
dedson to dlaw the o to stand.

The =sues that perhaps make the stuation af
the more niunating for specators and fare
dikz, = the epadaton that the referee must
realze that 2 wrong decsion has been made.
S0 what are the obstades to the introdudticn
of technology, and why = foothall so far

behind ather sports in embracng the histonically they have daimed thae thery

reviable! could newer condane the rtroducton of
FIFA, (Fédératice Intarmabonale de Football new deveiopments that would k=c to the
Aszocation), the workd goveming body, a«ﬁio\auo&a.ag&naﬂ.—zn

are notonows obstades to the introduction nwpagg%ﬁﬂﬂ’
of tachrology imo the game. Hitoriclly, no...ua_..n.ﬁgﬁﬁ.ﬁ.dtnaﬁaﬁ_»w
they hawe contirualy vetoed ary phins to of ofidating, and work to stamp out the
ntroduce the type of aids we now accept contempt shown by the players towards the
R-.nnm.._vsuuq rughy, cricket and tenn. referee and insmen Mwomen. However, it
In March 2010, foliowing presentations remans to be seen whether the standards
nd_.:_._!}n.\.&l_ trjectony technology) o.oqgﬂﬂngo«.ﬁp Infac,
anc Cairos {microchip techrology), arming 1t 00wid be argusd that s the World Cup
denursions on the mesits of usng wdeo progre=sad, the sandarcs and resulting
replays Jed FIFA %o announce the door was corzaquences, deterorted. Ferhaps
‘dased’ on the tnchnology in foothball debate. referecs will become more aedble 1 they
FIFAs main argurmene = based around the e mpeied by Secroia
aszartion that the smplicty and unweraity Gaal line technology = not the sohtion to

of the game is instrumenta in its appeal every oficatg problem n footbal, but it
However, they may need reminding 15 perhaps the start. Further isoues such as
that watching a match in the Corfiersnce enfording the ofside nie, eradiating dierg
South League is 2 far cry fom spadating from the game and the acourte dentification
at a Crampicns Leagus fodure. For 2 start, iaﬂggﬂnuﬁﬂc&%
there ars 5x ofidals for 3 Campions in order that football bacomes 2 Tevel playing

League fiture. Drawing the short straw for P for competitoes.

referasing games in the lower leagues leacs Foothal has been acosed of laggng behind
10 2 ittle more vanabiiity over numbers and ather ports n embracrg tnchrology = a
qualfications of those in darge of games. vﬂmﬁ&aagdﬁgnag_
Additionally, FFA propase that the is the mos popular port in the world, and
ntroduction of any aspect of tachnclogy will 00 of the rdhest, with perhaps the most
harmper the dynamism of foothal, breaking ~ Peed for foolproof support for its lreay

t up and havirg an acherse st on plrpng Parassed officals. Who inows? Chance

ary advantages 25 part of the ratural course g!&nﬁ&ﬁ«ﬂﬂgn;&.ﬂl
of 2 match. However, thers are many ggﬂdgﬂnﬁuuﬁg
opticrs maishie to courter-act urnecessary O TEISMESS parenting may bacome a thing of
stoppages. i tachnology was employsd, thepast. B

perhaps ¢ could be monitored by a 'Sth
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mistakes by maeption. The game coukd then -

b siopped whie the sination & apprised by | Oive-Maria 2 0 kearae i
exception. Bort rychalogy o the Uriversy
HFA have demorstratnd their encurng -_r‘_hr‘iﬂ—r
support for the “human’ aspect of the game. W d?lljru
They beleve it & part of = appeal and

ifly accept that mistakes will be made by
referses and insgmentwomen alce. Frall,
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