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“It’s not whether you get knocked 

down; it’s whether you get up.” 

 

                                                                                      

                                                                                     – Vince Lombardi 
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INTERNATIONAL DAY OF SPORTS FOR 

DEVLOPEMENT AND PEACE 

On the occasion of the International Day of Sports for Development and 

Peace (IDSDP), celebrated on 6 April, the IOC highlighted three 

outstanding projects in India/Pakistan, Rwanda and Brazil that perfectly 

illustrate how sport unites people and promotes a culture of peace, 

builds trust and self-confidence, and establishes bridges between groups 

in conflict. Every day, everywhere around the world, sport is used as a 

tool to improve education, improve health, promote social inclusion, 

promote gender equality and foster peace. For the International Day of 

Sport for the Development and Peace, United Nations Secretary-General 

Ban Ki-moon wrote a message in which he urged “governments, 

organisations, businesses, and all actors in society to harness the values 

and power of sport to support the achievement of the Sustainable 

Development Goals. By working – and playing – together, we can create 

the future we want.” 
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#1 ADDING ZING TO THE SPORTS: THE 

MASCOTS            

  GURJOT SINGH KHURANA 

 

Image courtesy:foxsports.com 

What are Mascots? 

According to Cambridge Advanced 

Learner’s Dictionary, mascot is defined 

as a person, animal or objects that are 

believed to bring good luck, or one that 

represents an organization. A mascot is 

a representative figure, a symbol and a 

communication tool for some 

organization. Mascots help the team 

and fans to feel a sense of 

belongingness. They perform during 

games, appear at community 

functions, maintain their larger than 

life mascot costume, and much more. 

Mascots jump through hoops, throw 

goodies to crowds, play with other 

mascots and keep the audience 

engaged. They keep the fun in the 

games even when there is no action on 

the ground. Mascots are usually very 

fit and active, because they have to 
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move around ground, jump and act 

silly in order to make their appearance 

admirable. 

Origin:- 

The word ‘mascot’ is derived from the 

Provencal and appeared in French 

dictionaries at the end of 19th century. 

It caught on following the triumphant 

performance of Mrs. Grizier-

Montbazon in an operetta called La 

Mascotte, set to music Admond 

Audron in 1880. The singer’s success 

prompted jewellers to produce a 

bracelet charm representing the artist 

in the costume pertaining to her role. 

The jewel was an immediate success. 

The mascot, which in its Provencal 

forms, was thought to bring good or 

bad luck, thus joined the category of 

lucky charms. The first unofficial 

mascot in Olympics named ‘Schuss’ 

was born at Grenoble Olympic Games 

in 1968. A little man on skis, halfway 

between an object and a person, was a 

first manifestation of mascots which 

would not stop. In summer games in 

Munich, 1972 the first official Olympic 

Mascot was created. Since then, 

mascots have become most popular 

and memorable ambassadors of 

Olympic and Paralympics games. 

Relevance:- 

In Olympics, the mascot has the job of 

giving concrete form to the Olympic 

spirit, spreading the values highlighted 

at each edition of the Games, 

promoting history and culture of the 

host city and giving the event a festive 

atmosphere. All game mascots have 

been examples of ingenuity, 

imagination and artistic creativity. 

They contribute to the efforts made to 

offer a warm welcome to the athletes 

and visitors from around the world 

and lend an element of humour and 

joy to the Olympic experience. Mascots 

help with fan loyalty, merchandise 

sales and team spirit. 

A few famous mascots from the past:- 

1.Youppi from Montreal 

Canadiens: He made his debut in 

1979, as a giant creature covered in 

orange fur and is 1 of 3 mascots to have 

a suit in Basketball Hall of Fame. He 

was the first mascot to be thrown out 

of a major league baseball game in 

1989 after he danced around and 

banged on the roof of L.A. Dodgers 

dugout. 
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2.Rocky from Denver Nuggets: He 

joined in1990, and became instant hit 

with the fans , This mountain lion’s 

salary is estimated to be in six figure 

range among the highest for NBA 

mascots. Considered as lucky charm, 

his tradition of attempting a 

backwards half-court shot in the 

second half is considered a predictor of 

whether the team will win or lose the 

game. 

3.Wild Wing from Anaheim 

Ducks: The only NHL mascot to spin 

off from a movie-Disney’s the mighty 

ducks- Wild Wing skated onto the ice 

in mid-1990’s.Resembling Donald 

Duck, this bird once spent a long 

period of time airborne when a cable 

lowering him into the arena stuck and 

he had to be rescued. Wild Wing had to 

open 1995 season by jumping off a 

trampoline and over a wall of fire. But 

when his skate got stuck in trampoline, 

he didn’t make it over the wall and 

became a flamed duck in one of the 

most famous mascot injuries ever. 

4.San Diego Chicken from San 

Diego Padres: He is the granddaddy 

of professional sports mascots. He was 

named by Sporting News as one of the 

top 100 most powerful people in sports 

for the 20th century. He began with a 

one-week stint handing out Easter 

Eggs at the San Diego zoo before 

blossoming into the most recognisable 

mascot of all time and performing all 

over the world. He is the first to taunt 

an opposing team, first to use popular 

music in game, first to be included in 

the baseball card. He set the standard 

for future mascots. 

How to protect Intellectual property in mascot? 

1.Trademark of name/logo: Name 

and logo can be protected by 

registering as trademark. This is called 

a device mark or figurative mark. If the 

name of the mascot is depicted in 

special font of several bright colours or 

drawing of the mascot is used in logo, 

this is device mark. If a company’s 

name is also printed on the mascot, it 

can also be registered as a trademark. 

2.Copyright (in artistic works): 

Provided the person designing and 

creating mascot has assigned all 

intellectual property in the agreement, 

the owner will have copyright 

ownership of the text that may be 

documented if there is a story or 

unique message behind the mascot. 

3.Design Rights: It will prevent 2-D 

and 3-D shapes of mascot itself and the 
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outside appearance is protected given 

the fact that its appearance should be 

new and it should have its own 

characteristics, So, it is better to 

register and design. 

 

Recently announced mascots in Olympics 2016 

The mascots of the upcoming Olympic 

Games are Vinicius and Tom. Vinicius 

is a mixture of all Brazilian animals 

whose mission is to spread joy 

throughout the world and to spread 

friendship between people all over the 

world at this super sports event. 

Vinicius has superpower as being a 

mixture of all animals, it can run, 

jump, has a lot of strength and can 

imitate the voice of any animal. Tom is 

a Paralympics Games mascot which is 

a magical creature, fusion of all plants 

in the Brazilian forests. With his 

special powers, he can pull out craziest 

objects out of his head of leaves as he 

knows all the secrets of nature. 

 

Conclusion 

While going to any game is about 

having good time watching 

professional athletes performing great 

plays, being entertained by team’s 

mascot’s antics play a big role in the 

experience. They have the potential 

and the freedom to transform a boring 

or slow phase of the game into 

entertaining and enjoyable for 

audience and also add an extra flavour 

to the game. 
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#2 CLASH OF CLANS : THE SPANISH DUEL 

PARITOSH SHRIVASTAV  &  SHIVAM NARAIN

 

 

 Image courtesy:googleusercontent.com 

 

Barcelona decided to withdraw the 

match and not play the second half 

when a voice thundered in their 

dressing room "SHUT UP ! Obey my 

order. Go get back on the field. Play 

and Lose!", which were the words of a 

colonel supporting Real Madrid, to a 

dejected and demotivated Barcelona 

team who were losing the game 8-0 at 

half time of the 1943 Copa del 

Generalísimo semi-finals. Coins and 

glass bottles were thrown at them 

during the match. They were 

humiliated by the Real Madrid fans, 

the manager was threatened when he 

rose to treat an injured player, Benito 

García (one of Barcelona's forwards) 

was given a red card for a normal 

tackle and their goal keeper was 

continuously distracted throughout the 

game. The result was that Barcelona 

suffered a defeat with the astronomical 

score 11-1. This incident turned out to 

be the genesis of the rivalry between 

Real Madrid C.F. and F.C. Barcelona 

which exists till date. Before this 
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incident there was no such intense 

clash between the two. Barcelona was 

considered to be the team  fighting for 

Catalan independence whereas Real 

Madrid was considered to be 

supporting Spanish nationalism. 

Barcelona is considered to be the 

"rebellious" club, or the opposite pole 

to Real Madrid's "conservatism". 

However these political differences 

were never staged and propagated on 

the field before this occasion. This 

event not only broadened these 

ideological differences but also 

tarnished the sportsmen spirit and the 

sacrosanct essence of the game.  

The next couple of events, which 

aggrandized the antagonism between 

the two sides, involved the 

controversial transfers of the 

Argentinian legend Alfredo Di Stéfano 

and the Portuguese winger Luis Figo. 

In early 1950s, Di Stéfano used to to 

play for a Columbian club   Deportivo 

Los Millonarios and came to limelight 

when both the clubs tried to sign him. 

The controversy arose when both the 

clubs claimed to be having the 

registration of the player. In order to 

solve this predicament, FIFA 

representative Muñoz Calero 

intervened, and it was decided that 

both the clubs would have to share the 

player for the forthcoming alternate 

season making him the only player in 

history to have been shared like this by 

two major European clubs.  

In 2000, Real Madrid presidential 

candidate Florentino Pérez offered 

Luis Figo a sum of USD 2.4 million, 

just to sign a contract binding him to 

play for Real Madrid, in case he was 

elected the club President. And in case 

the player broke the deal, he would 

have to pay a compensation sum of 

USD 30 million. While Figo publically 

denied having nothing to do with it, his 

agent had already finalized the deal. 

That year, Pérez won the elections and 

became the club President for Real 

Madrid, and the only way for 

Barcelona to avoid the transfer of Figo 

to Madrid, was to pay the penalty 

clause, set at USD 30 million, to sign 

their own player. Three weeks later, 

Figo was handed his Real Madrid shirt 

by Di Stéfano. Both these incidents 

exacerbated and intensified the 

relations between the two clubs.  

During the last three decades, the El 

Clásico rivalry has been further 

elevated by the Spanish tradition of 

"Pasillo", where one team gives a guard 

of honor to the other team once the 

former clinches the La Liga title before 

the El Clásico takes place. This has 
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occurred on three occasions, namely in 

1988 when Madrid won, then three 

years later when Barcelona secured the 

trophy and the last Pasillo was given 

by Barcelona when Madrid emerged 

victorious in the league, in 2008. The 

beauty of the game lies in the show of 

skills and tactics by both the teams in 

any given match, and even though the 

El Clásico rivalry is considered one of 

the most ferocious rivalries in the 

world, there have been rare occasions 

where the fans of both the teams have 

set aside their own hatred for the 

opposition club and showed respect for 

the exemplary performance which the 

opposition side has shown. The few 

players of both sides who had the 

brightest of fortunes to have received 

such a feat are Barcelona stars Diego 

Maradona who became the first, 

Ronaldinho and Andrés Iniesta who 

became the second and the third 

Barcelona players respectively, 

whereas Real Madrid player Laurie 

Cunningham became the first Real 

Madrid player to have received a 

standing ovation from the rival fans. 

Such show of respect only goes to show 

as to how the rivalry was de-intensified 

by the fans and the media to show 

support and appreciation for the 

quality and the beauty of the game put 

on display by the rival team. 

In today's era, a match between these 

two is not just a match but the weight 

of the names of these two teams, the 

amount of pressure that they carry on 

their shoulders, the seriousness, the 

intensity that this match brings up, the 

rivalry, the competition, the wins, the 

losses, the ties, the slide tackles, the 

dives, the red cards, the penalties, the 

skill show, the individual inspirational 

goals, everything that comes to mind 

when these two teams are brought 

under the light of discussion, are what 

the term 'El Clásico' (The Classic) 

stands for. The name El Clásico  is 

given to this match because of the 

legendary status of the teams and the 

quality of football that is displayed 

during the game.  

In the later half of the 20th century, 

numerous talents in the world of 

football have been aggregated by both 

these teams. Some of the greatest 

players in the history of this beautiful 

game have played for these teams, 

some have even played for both these 

teams, which has also resulted in the 

rivalry between individual star players 

of both these teams. The fans, the 

media and the press also prove to be 

significant factors in promoting this 

rivalry beyond what is considered 

'healthy competition'. Some of the 
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greats of the yesteryears like Zinedine 

Zidane, Ronaldinho, Alfredo Di 

Stefano, Diego Maradona, Ferenc 

Puskas and Johan Cruyff have graced 

the Clásico  with their presence over 

the years. But in the recent years, the 

rivalry between Crisitano Ronaldo and 

Lionel Messi has sort of encapsulated 

the rivalry between Real Madrid and 

Barcelona to some extent. The latest 

trend that has been picked up by the 

media is the clash between the 

attacking trio of both these teams, 

Lionel Messi, Suarez and Neymar 

(MSN) for F.C. Barcelona versus Bale, 

Benzema and Cristiano Ronaldo (BBC) 

for Real Madrid C.F.  

We can only hope that this traditional 

rivarly continues to entertain us while 

preserving and protecting the sanctity 

and the essence of the game.  
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#3 PAYNE TAKES THE MELBOURNE CUP : 

ENDING STEREOTYPES? 

TEJASWINI RANJAN 

Image courtesy:sbs.com.au 

Michelle Payne, riding New-Zealand 

bred Prince of Penzance, became the 

first female jockey to win first place in 

the Melbourne Cup in the race’s 155-

year history. The horse had been 

considered an outsider at the outset, 

with odds of 100-1, but it stormed to 

victory on the home straight to beat 

second placed Max Dynamite by three-

quarters of a length. The first female 

jockey to ride in the cup was New 

Zealander Maree Lyndon on Argonaut 

Style.  It is considered harder for 

female jockeys to find work in the 

metropolitan areas, but the country 

areas had a wealth of talented women 

in the saddle. The Melbourne Cup 

result has got people to stop and look, 

more women can make such 

accomplishments. 

GENDER DISCRIMINATION 

Gender discrimination against female 

jockeys is evident in Victorian racing. 

Trainers and their owners on major 

race days exclusively choose from a 

rigid hierarchy of male riders.  Such 

prejudices are bolstered by over-

emphasising rider strength in close 

finishes, with scant attention to 

attributes all elite athletes possess: 

rigorous pursuit of gym muscle 

building, stamina, obsessive 

determination to succeed, 
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competitiveness, extra-smart tactical 

nous, expert-assisted race analysis, 

split-second decision-making under 

extreme pressure, and empathetic 

relationships with horses and their 

human carers – qualities not confined 

to champion male jockeys. Finally, the 

lack of equal riding opportunities 

causes big pay discrepancies. 

Comparing 30-year-old Payne with 

leading rider Mark Zahra, 33, in the 

first three months of the racing year, 

Payne earned about $35,000 from 

prize money (excluding fees per ride), 

while Zahra earned $120,000. It's a 

similar story for young gun riders 

Jackie Beriman, 20, and Chris 

Parnham, 18, the former earning 

$13,000 and the latter $40,000 over 

the same period. These stark pay 

contrasts desperately need remedy.   

The treatment of women in horse 

racing has been disgraceful. In almost 

every other equestrian sport, women 

and men compete against one another 

on an equal playing field, and in the 

same competitions. Racing is vastly 

different. Australian Wilhelmina Smith 

was born in 1886 and grew up wanting 

to be a jockey. However, the 

authorities had firm restrictions, and 

women were not permitted to ride. To 

overcome this limitation, Wilhelmina 

dressed as a man and called herself 

Bill, competing incognito for decades. 

Only when she died in 1975 was her 

secret revealed.For almost a century 

women were banned from racing 

despite their natural lighter weight 

being an advantage. In New Zealand, 

Linda Jones of Cambridge was a 

trailblazer. She was the first woman to 

apply for an apprentice jockey’s 

licence, in September 1976. It was 

refused because she was “too old, 

married and not strong enough”. Jones 

appealed and won. She enjoyed 65 

winning rides in her career and 

achieved a stunning number of firsts. 

Only four women have ridden the 

Melbourne Cup, Payne rode previously 

in 2009, but despite this some big 

fishes objected to her presence. 

Women have had a 25 per cent success 

rate of winning the race now! Victorian 

and NSW racing authorities should 

change owner and trainer cultures 

need to change their attitude towards 

the female professionals. They must be 

treated like male jockeys and not as 

residues.  Increased female patronage 

at flagging carnival crowds might also 

follow if positive steps are taken in this 

regard. 
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#4 INDIAN PREMIER LEAGUE 2016 : NEW 

CODE OF CONDUCT AND SANCTIONS 

TEJASWINI RANJAN AND GAURAV MISRA 

Image courtesy:sportskeeda.com 

CODE OF CONDUCT OFFENCES 

The conduct described in Articles 2.1 – 2.5, if committed by a Player or Team Official, 

shall amount to an offence by such Player or Team Official under the Code of 

Conduct. 

Level 1 Offences: 

 Breach of the IPL Clothing 

Regulations, save for breaches 

relating to a ‘Commercial Logo’ 

or a ‘Player’s Bat Logo’ as those 

terms are defined therein.  

There shall be no requirement 

that the Umpire must first 

provide a warning to the 

offending person to remove or 

cover up a prohibited logo 

before a breach of this Article 

can be established. 

 Abuse of cricket equipment or 

clothing, ground equipment or 

fixtures and fittings during a 

Match includes: (a) excessive, 

obvious disappointment with an 

Umpire’s decision; (b) an 

obvious delay in resuming play 

or leaving the wicket; (c) 

shaking the head; (d) pointing 

or looking at any part of the bat 

when given out lbw; (e) pointing 

to the pad or rubbing the 
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shoulder when caught behind; 

(f) snatching the cap from the 

Umpire; (g) requesting a 

referral to the TV Umpire and 

(h) arguing or entering into a 

prolonged discussion with the 

Umpire about his decision. 

 Using language or a gesture that 

is obscene, offensive or 

insulting during a Match 

includes: (a) excessively audible 

or repetitious swearing; and (b) 

obscene gestures which are not 

directed at another person, such 

as swearing in frustration at 

one’s own poor play or fortune. 

In addition, this offence is not 

intended to penalise trivial 

behaviour.  

 Excessive appealing during a 

Match shall include: (a) 

repeated appealing of the same 

decision/appeal; (b) repeated 

appealing of different 

decisions/appeals when the 

bowler/fielder knows the batter 

is not out with the intention of 

placing the Umpire under 

pressure; or (c) celebrating a 

dismissal before the decision 

has been given. It is not 

intended to prevent loud or 

enthusiastic appealing.  

 Any posting by a Player or Team 

Official of comments on a social 

media platform (including, 

without limitation, Facebook, 

Twitter, YouTube, Google+, 

Pinterest and LinkedIn) shall be 

deemed to be ‘public’ for the 

purposes of this offence. 

Consequently a Player or Team 

Official may breach Article 2.1.7 

where they criticize or make an 

inappropriate comment in 

relation to an incident occurring 

in a Match or any Player, Team 

Official or Team participating in 

any Match in any posting they 

make on a social media 

platform.  

 

Level 2 Offences: 

 Showing serious dissent at an 

Umpire’s decision during a 

Match will be classified as 

‘serious’ when the conduct 

contains an element of anger or 

abuse which is directed at the 

Umpire or the Umpire’s 

decision or where there is 

excessive delay in resuming play 

or leaving the wicket or where 
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there is persistent re-reference 

to the incident over time. It 

shall not be a defence to any 

charge brought under this 

Article to show that the Umpire 

might have, or in fact did, get 

any decision wrong.  

 Serious public criticism of, or 

inappropriate comment in 

relation to an incident occurring 

in a Match or any Player, Team 

Official, Umpires or Match 

Referee or Team participating 

in any Match, irrespective of 

when such criticism or 

inappropriate comment is 

made. 

 Inappropriate and deliberate 

physical contact between 

Players in the course of play 

during a Match. Charging or 

advancing towards the Umpire 

in an aggressive manner when 

appealing during a Match. 

Deliberate and malicious 

distraction or obstruction on 

the field of play during a Match. 

 Throwing a ball (or any other 

item of cricket equipment such 

as a water bottle) at or near a 

Player, Team Official, Umpire, 

Match Referee or any other 

third person in an inappropriate 

and/or dangerous manner 

during a Match. 

 Using language or gesture(s) 

that is seriously obscene, 

seriously offensive or of a 

seriously insulting nature to 

another Player, Team Official, 

Umpire, Match Referee or any 

other third person during a 

Match.  

 Any action(s) likely to alter the 

condition of the ball which were 

not specifically permitted under 

Law 42.3(a) may be regarded as 

‘unfair’. The following actions 

shall not be permitted (this list 

of actions is not exhaustive but 

included for illustrative 

purposes): (a) deliberately 

throwing the ball into the 

ground for the purpose of 

roughening it up; (b) applying 

any artificial substance to the 

ball; and applying any non-

artificial substance for any 

purpose other than to polish the 

ball; (c) lifting or otherwise 

interfering with any of the 

seams of the ball; (d) scratching 

the surface of the ball with 

finger or thumb nails or any 

implement.  

 Article 2.2.10 is intended to 

prevent the manipulation of 
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Matches for inappropriate 

strategic or tactical reasons 

(such as when a team 

deliberately loses a Match in 

order to affect the standings of 

other teams in the League). It 

might also apply to the 

inappropriate manipulation of a 

net run rate or otherwise.  The 

Team Captain of any Team 

guilty of such conduct shall be 

held responsible (and subject to 

sanction) for any offence found 

to have been committed under 

this Article. 

 Where the facts of the alleged 

incident are not adequately or 

clearly covered by any of the 

above offences, conduct that 

either: (a) is contrary to the 

spirit of the game; or (b) brings 

the game into disrepute.  

 

Level 3 Offences: 

 Intimidation of an Umpire or 

Match Referee whether by 

language or conduct (including 

gestures) during a Match. 

 Threat of assault on another 

Player, Team Official or any 

other person (including a 

spectator) during a Match. 

Level 4 Offences: 

 Threat of assault on an Umpire 

or Match Referee during a 

Match. 

 Physical assault of another 

Player, Team Official, Umpire, 

Match Referee or any other 

person (including a spectator) 

during a Match. 

 Any act of violence on the field 

of play during a Match. 

 

 

 

 Failure by a fielding Team 

participating in a Match to meet 

the Minimum Over Rate 

requirements contained in 

Appendix 2 constitutes an 

offence under this Code of 

Conduct by the relevant Team 

Captain and each of the Players 

in that fielding Team. 
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LEVEL 

OF 

OFFENCE 

  

RANGE OF 

PERMISSIBLE 

SANCTIONS 

(FIRST OFFENCE) 

  

  

RANGE OF 

PERMISSIBLE 

SANCTIONS 

(ONE OTHER 

OFFENCE 

IN THE 

PREVIOUS 

SANCTION 

PERIOD) 

  

  

RANGE OF 

PERMISSIBLE 

SANCTIONS 

(TWO OTHER 

OFFENCES 

IN THE 

PREVIOUS 

SANCTION 

PERIOD) 

  

  

RANGE OF 

PERMISSIBLE 

SANCTIONS 

(THREE OR 

MORE OTHER 

OFFENCES 

IN THE 

PREVIOUS 

SANCTION 

PERIOD) 

  

  

Level 1 

Warning/reprimand 

and/or the 

imposition of a fine 

of up to 50% of the 

applicable Match 

Fee. 

  

The imposition 

of a fine of 

between 50-

100% of the 

applicable 

Match Fee 

and/or a 

suspension of 

up to two (2) 

Matches. 

The imposition 

of a suspension 

of between two 

(2) and eight 

(8) Matches. 

The imposition 

of a suspension 

of between eight 

(8) Matches and 

a suspension of 

one (1) year. 

  

Level 2 

The imposition of a 

fine of between 50-

100% of applicable 

Match Fee and/or a 

suspension of up to 

two (2) Matches. 

  

The imposition 

of a suspension 

of between two 

(2) and eight (8) 

Matches. 

The imposition 

of a suspension 

of between 

eight (8) 

Matches and a 

suspension of 

one (1) year. 

The imposition 

of a suspension 

of between one 

(1) and five (5) 

years. 

  

Level 3 

The imposition of a 

suspension of 

between four (4) 

and eight (8) 

Matches. 

The imposition 

of a suspension 

of between eight 

(8) Matches and 

a suspension of 

one (1) year. 

The imposition 

of a suspension 

of between one 

(1) year and a 

lifetime. 

n/a 

  

Level 4 

The imposition of a 

suspension of 

between eight (8) 

Matches and a 

lifetime. 

  

The imposition 

of a suspension 

of between one 

(1) year and a 

lifetime. 

n/a n/a 
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#5 BACK TO OLD FORMAT : THE FORMULA 

ONE STORY 

TEJASWINI RANJAN 

Image courtesy:formula1.com 

Formula One has reverted to the 2015 

qualifying format after a two-race 

experiment with ‘progressive 

elimination’ this season was widely 

lambasted as a fiasco by teams and 

fans. The new 2016 format, which saw 

drivers eliminated every 90 seconds 

through three sessions of qualifying, 

came in for criticism in Melbourne. 

The format led to an empty track for 

the last four minutes of the top-eight 

shootout as teams saved their tyres 

rather than do another lap. The 

‘elimination’ format used in Australia 

and Bahrain this year saw cars steadily 

eliminated one by one and was meant 

to finish in a top-two shoot-out. But 

both rounds of qualifying at 

Melbourne and Sakhir saw the track 

empty of action in the closing stages.  

How the 2016 qualifying format 

worked: 

The new elimination system retained 

the idea of three separate qualifying 
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segments to decide the grid, albeit 

under a changed format: 

Q1 

- 16 minutes 

- After 7 minutes, slowest driver 

eliminated 

- Slowest driver eliminated every 1 

minute 30 seconds thereafter until the 

chequered flag 

- 7 drivers eliminated, 15 progress to 

Q2 

Q2 

- 15 minutes 

- After 6 minutes, slowest driver 

eliminated 

- Slowest driver eliminated every 1 

minute 30 seconds thereafter until the 

chequered flag 

- 7 drivers eliminated, 8 progress to Q3 

Q3 

- 14 minutes 

- Ater 5 minutes, slowest driver 

eliminated 

- Slowest driver eliminated every 1 

minute 30 seconds thereafter until the 

chequered flag 

- 2 drivers left in final 1 minute 30 

seconds 

In each session, the final elimination 

occurs at the chequered flag, rather 

than when the time is up.  

PREVIOUS FORMATS : 

 The two-session format, 1950-

1996 : It was then common to 

decide the grid order by 

drawing lots before the world 

championship began in 1950; 

post then pole position was 

awarded to the quickest driver 

in practice/qualifying.   

 The one-hour shootout, 1996-

2002 : In order to ensure that 

every Saturday session had the 

potential to be a thriller, the 

rules were tweaked ahead of the 

1996 season with the grid to be 

decided by a single one-hour 

session in which drivers had a 

maximum of 12 laps to set the 

best time they could.  This 

‘made-for-TV’ approach lasted 

until the end of 2002 before the 

rules were tinkered again, this 

time because the teams, anxious 

to take advantage of the best 

track conditions, would often 

spend long periods in the garage 

waiting for others to ‘clean up’ 

the racing line. 
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 One-lap qualifying, 2003 : It 

was seen as the perfect way to 

ensure track action, as well as a 

means to ensure smaller teams 

got more television exposure. 

 On the Friday of each race 

weekend, the drivers took to the 

track one at a time in 

championship order, 

completing a single flying lap 

before returning to the pits.  

The following day the process 

would be repeated again to 

decide the final grid order, this 

time with the slowest driver 

from Friday going first, and the 

fastest driver last - theoretically 

on the cleanest track.  The 

problem with this system of 

course was that at least one 

driver would almost always be 

disadvantaged by the running 

order, either by virtue of track 

conditions or changeable 

weather.  

 Saturdays only, 2004 : Both 

one-lap sessions were held on 

Saturday from the start of the 

2004 season, with the running 

order in the first session now 

determined by the classification 

at the previous race.  As before 

the slowest driver in the first 

session would lead off 

proceedings in the second, but 

with the two segments now so 

close together, the system was 

ripe for manipulation - 

especially when the weather 

forecast was unsettled.  

 Aggregated qualifying, 2005 : It 

was decided that the grid would 

be decided by aggregating the 

times from two single-lap 

qualifying runs - one on 

Saturday afternoon on low fuel 

and one on Sunday morning 

when the cars would have to be 

fuelled for the race. These 

changes proved to be massively 

unpopular with the teams and 

fans alike, especially as 

Saturday’s sessions now lacked 

any real drama - and the new 

format was dropped just six 

races into the season in favour 

of a simpler system. For the 

remaining 13 races of the 

season, each driver would set a 

single flying lap on race fuel on 

Saturday afternoon, with the 

order determined by finishing 

position in the previous race.  

 2006-2007 : F1 went back to its 

roots with multi-lap qualifying 

in 2006, albeit with an exciting 

new twist. A new three-part 

qualifying system was drawn 
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up, with the slowest drivers 

being progressively eliminated 

from each segment until 10 are 

left to fight it out for pole 

position. This exciting knockout 

system proved an instant hit - 

largely because of the potential 

for upsets or surprises - but in 

its original form it wasn’t 

without its flaws.  

 2008-2009 : For 2008 the 

three-part system was tweaked 

so that the teams could no 

longer add fuel after Q3, 

thereby eliminating the 

ungratifying ‘fuel burning’ 

phase. However, critics argued 

that the final part of qualifying 

was now as much about who 

was carrying the most fuel as it 

was about who would get pole 

position.  

 The current format :  A ban on 

refuelling in 2010 meant that 

drivers would run on low fuel 

throughout qualifying, 

effectively bring back the low-

fuel shootouts that had been so 

popular in the past.m In this 

guise qualifying - comprising 

three sessions and a final 10-

driver fight for pole - went 

unchanged for six seasons.  

The agreement for restoring the rules 

followed in 2015 has come into force 

from the Chinese Grand Prix in 

Shanghai April 17onwards. Jean Todt, 

president of the FIA, and Bernie 

Ecclestone, commercial rights holder 

representative, accepted, in the 

interests of the Championship, to 

submit a proposal to the F1 

Commission and World Motor Sport 

Council to revert to the qualifying 

format in force in 2015. 
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#6 FIXTURES THIS MONTH 

Image Courtesy: http:cdn1.theweek.co.uk 

April 

16-May 2: Snooker - World Championship 

22-24: Rugby Union - European Champions Cup semi-finals 

23-24: Football - FA Cup semi-finals, Wembley 

24: Athletics - London Marathon 

26-27: Football - Champions League semi-finals (first leg) 

28: Football - Europa League semi-finals (first leg) 

29-1 May: Formula 1 - Russian Grand Prix, Sochi 

29-1 May: Cycling - Tour de Yorkshire 

May 

3-4: Football - Champions League semi-finals (second leg) 
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4-8: Equestrian - Badminton Horse Trials 

5: Football - Europa League semi-finals (second leg) 

6-8: Rowing - European Championships, Brandenburg, Germany 

6-29: Cycling - Giro d'Italia 

7: Boxing - Amir Khan v Saul Alvarez (WBC world middleweight title fight), Las 

Vegas, USA 

7-8: Football League season ends 

8-12: Invictus Games, Orlando, Florida 

9-22: European Aquatics Championships, London 

12-20: Football League play-off semi-finals 

13-15: Formula 1 - Spanish Grand Prix, Barcelona 

14: Rugby Union - European Champions Cup Final, Lyon 

15: Football - Premier League season end
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#7 BCCI CASE COMPENDIUM 

 

Image courtesy:rediff.com 

VIJAY DAHIYA’s ACADEMY CASE

It was alleged that former Indian 

cricketer Mr Vijay Dahiya, who was the 

coach for the Delhi Ranji team in the 

season 2015-16, also runs an academy 

called the Vijay Dahiya Academy from 

the grounds of St. Stephens' College, 

University of Delhi, leading to a case of 

conflict of interest. The applicant also 

alleged that there was a case of conflict 

of interest due to Mr Dahiya’s role as 

assistant coach for the Kolkata Knight 

Riders, and his participation in the 

selection process there. Further, the 

application alleged that Mr Dahiya 

owns a company called “Safe Hands", 

which deals with cricketing equipment 

and cricketing gear, leading to further 

conflict of interest.   In his response of 

7 January 2016, Mr Dahiya denied all 

the allegations. He claimed that he did 

not run the Vijay Dahiya Academy 

from the grounds of St. Stephens' 

College, and by extension, also had not 

lent the grounds to DDCA for BCCI 

matches, as had been alleged by Mr 

Azad. He said that the selection of 

players for Delhi teams was made by 

those designated as selectors, and his 

role was limited and never extended 

beyond being the coach in the team for 

selected players. He finally affirmed 

that he did not own or hold any 

position whatsoever in the company 

called “Safe Hands Sports 
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Management”, as alleged by the 

applicant. In his reply to Mr Dahiya 

dated 13 January 2016, the applicant 

provided copies of the agreement 

between St. Stephens’ College and the 

Vijay Dahiya Academy, signed by Mr 

Dahiya’s near relatives (his 

father/brother). The applicant also 

claimed that Mr Dahiya sat in the 

selection meetings of players in the 

Delhi team. Finally, he claimed that Mr 

Dahiya’s near relatives ran/owned the 

company “Safe Hands Sports 

Management”, which led to a clear 

situation of conflict of interest.  

To address several issues raised in this 

matter, the Ombudsman held a 

hearing on 31 January 2016 in New 

Delhi, at which Mr Dahiya alone was 

present, while Mr Azad was absent. 

The hearing raised several questions 

regarding the interpretation of the 

rules of conflict of interest drafted by 

the BCCI.  

Certain clarifications were sought from 

the BCCI in the matter, whose 

responses were received on 24 

February 2016, as follows:   

i) The BCCI clarified that its 

Hon. Secretary wrote to all 

the affiliated units soon after 

the rules of Conflict of 

Interest were approved in 

the Annual General Meeting 

of the BCCI held on 9 

November 2015. It said that 

all the affiliated units are 

expected to implement the 

rules of conflict of interest in 

the same way as the BCCI 

implemented it; and 

voluntary actions had 

already been taken by some 

associations based on these 

rules.  

ii) The BCCI also clarified that 

Rules 2(C) and 2(D) would 

be attracted when a private 

coaching academy or a 

player management 

company or a player agent is 

run/owned by a retired 

cricketer himself, when that 

retired cricketer has been 

appointed as a coach or a 

selector.  

iii) The BCCI also said that a 

cricketer himself (current or 

retired) who is appointed as 

a coach or selector could not 

run a private coaching 

academy during the term of 

his appointment.  

iv) The BCCI further said that if 

the appointment of a retired 

cricketer (as a coach or a 
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selector) is on an annual 

basis or long-term basis, he 

could not accept any 

position with an IPL team, 

as it would be conflicted. 

However, if the appointment 

of the retired cricketer is 

only for the season, and he is 

not contracted with the 

BCCI/Affiliated unit and the 

IPL at the same time, the 

BCCI has permitted the 

same.  

Although not directly applicable to 

the present case, the Ombudsman 

also notes a clarification received 

from the BCCI in response to 

similar queries regarding the 

participation of current cricketers 

in coaching academies.  

The BCCI was of the view that there 

would be no conflict of interest if a 

current cricketer mentored young 

cricketers in an academy run by a 

near relative, provided that the 

academy did not advertise that the 

current cricketer would be 

mentoring the students at the 

academy (for that would mean that 

they were using the cricketer’s 

name to attract students to join 

their academy). The Ombudsman 

has reviewed all the submissions of 

various parties, and concludes that 

the Vijay Dahiya Academy, 

operating from the grounds of St 

Stephens’ College, is apparently run 

by Mr Dahiya’s near relatives, and 

not Mr Dahiya himself. However, 

since the academy is named after 

Mr Dahiya, and it is run by his near 

relatives, and there are 

advertisements for the academy in 

Mr Dahiya’s name, it appears that 

the retired cricketer is closely 

associated with the academy. While 

nothing can be done if a name has 

already been adopted by a cricket 

academy, hereafter, if such an 

academy is named after a cricketer, 

and is run by a near relative of that 

cricketer, it may be presumed that 

it is run by that cricketer.  

In the light of the circumstances in 

the present case, the Ombudsman 

recommends that Mr Dahiya 

should provide an undertaking to 

the affiliated unit or the BCCI 

(whichever entity engages him) 

that his name will not appear in 

advertisements, in any form (print 

or electronic) as a coach of the 

Vijay Dahiya Academy. However, 

as clarified by the BCCI 3 in 

connection with the association of 

current cricketers with academies, 
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Mr Dahiya should not be prevented 

from mentoring students at the 

academy, provided this is not 

advertised as such. The 

Ombudsman recommends that 

such an association may be 

permitted only in the case of 

coaching academies, and not in the 

case of player management or 

cricketing gear/equipment/apparel 

companies.  

Regarding the selection of players 

for the Delhi team, it is clear that a 

coach has a role to play in the 

selection of the players of the team. 

Therefore, the Ombudsman 

recommends that, on a case-by-

case basis, if any student mentored 

by Mr Dahiya, or a student from 

the Vijay Dahiya Academy, comes 

up for selection in such a team, Mr 

Dahiya should recuse himself from 

the selection process for that 

player.  The Ombudsman also 

recommends that Mr Dahiya 

should provide a clear undertaking 

that he is not, and will not be, 

associated in any way with the 

company “Safe Hands Sports 

Management”, so long as he is a 

coach or selector of a team, under 

the terms of the rules pertaining to 

the conflict of interest.  

Further, with reference to BCCI’s 

views in the matter, it is clear that 

no person can hold a simultaneous 

contract as coach for an affiliated 

unit as well as for an IPL team. 

However, if the appointment of the 

retired cricketer is only for the 

season, and he is not contracted 

with the BCCI/Affiliated unit and 

the IPL at the same time, such an 

arrangement would not be in 

violation of the conflict of interest 

rules. Finally, the Ombudsman 

noted that as per Mr Dahiya’s 

submissions, coaches, trainers, 

managers and other staff of the 

BCCI’s affiliated units, and in 

particular the DDCA, are not being 

paid regularly. Mr Dahiya claims 

that payments have not been made 

or have been excessively delayed 

for the past 4-5 years. This is a 

deplorable state of affairs, and the 

BCCI must look into it urgently. 

Huge amounts are paid by the 

BCCI to affiliated units, and they 

must be directed to appropriately 

compensate their coaches and 

other staff. Failing such regular 

payment/compensation, those 

appointed as coaches, trainers and 

managers would be compelled to 

look for other opportunities.  
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RN BABA SELECTION IN TEAM CONTROVERSY 

The application makes allegations of 

conflict of interest against Dr RN Baba, 

who is presently Hon. Secretary of 

Thiruvallur District Cricket 

Association, as well as the patron of 

the Kanchipuram District Cricket 

Association; and both associations 

come under the Tamil Nadu Cricket 

Association. The applicant, in a further 

email dated 14 February 2016, claimed 

that Dr Baba’s two sons were given 

preference in selections at various 

levels of cricket in India, i.e., under-14, 

u-16, u-19, u-23 and the Ranji level. Dr 

Baba’s reply was received on 27 

February 2016, and Mr Srinivason’s 

response to the same was received on 6 

March 2016. Dr Baba mentions that 

his two sons represent the state of 

Tamil Nadu through Chennai city and 

not through either Thiruvallur or 

Kanchipuram Districts. Mr 

Srinivason’s allegation that their 

earlier selection was for the combined 

districts team is not relevant to the 

matter at hand. The emails contained 

several other allegations and counter-

allegations, all of which, according to 

the Ombudsman, were not relevant to 

the application. The Ombudsman was 

of the view that the application is 

without merit, and no case of violation 

of any rule pertaining to conflict of 

interest has been made out against Dr 

Baba. The application was accordingly 

disposed of. 

 

RAHUL SANGHVI MULTIPLE CONTRACTS CASE 

It was alleged that former Indian 

cricketer Mr Rahul Sanghvi is 

associated with the IPL team, Mumbai 

Indians, and is also a Ranji and under-

23 selector in the DDCA as well, 

leading to conflict of interest. In his 

response dated 6 January 2016, Mr 

Sanghvi said that he was asked by 

DDCA to be one of the three-member 

panel of selectors for the Delhi Ranji 

Trophy and Under-23 teams around 

mid September, 2015. He said that his 

appointment (which he accepted) was 

on a nomination basis, and he had not 

applied for appointment to be a 

selector. He clarified that he was not 

drawing any remuneration/salary from 

the DDCA for this role. This 
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appointment was for the 2015-16 

season starting from September 2015 

till the end of the First Class season in 

March 2016. He also clarified that he 

has been employed with the IPL team, 

Mumbai Indians, as a professional in 

an administrative capacity as its Team 

Manager since its inception in 2008. 

He stated that his responsibility was of 

an administrative nature, and he was 

not involved in coaching or selection. 

The applicant Mr Azad replied on 13 

January 2016, reiterating his original 

allegations, to which Mr Sanghvi, by 

email dated 30 January 2016, stood by 

his original submissions. An oral 

hearing was called to address their 

issues in person, but neither Mr Azad 

nor Mr Sanghvi were present at the 

hearing held on 31 January 2016. An 

email clarification was sought from the 

BCCI as to whether a retired cricketer 

who was a part of the management of 

an IPL team could also be a coach or 

selector or part of the management of 

a team of an affiliated unit. In its 

response dated 24 February 2016, the 

BCCI said that if the appointment of 

the cricketer was on an annual or long-

term basis he could not accept any 

position with an IPL team, as it would 

be conflicted. However if the 

appointment of the cricketer was only 

for the season, and he was not 

contracted with the BCCI or an 

affiliated unit and the IPL team at the 

same time, the BCCI has permitted the 

same, at least for the time being.  

In the present case, the Ombudsman 

noted that Mr Sanghvi appears to have 

a long-term appointment with the IPL 

team, Mumbai Indians. In 2 the 

circumstances, and in view of the 

BCCI’s response, Mr Sanghvi’s 

simultaneous role as selector for 

DDCA (an affiliated unit) would be in 

violation of the conflict of interest 

rules. However, the season for the 

DDCA is nearly over (scheduled to end 

in March 2016, as claimed by Mr 

Sanghvi), and it didn’t not make 

practical sense to conclude the 

contract at this stage. In future, 

however, it is recommended that 

where a retired cricketer already has 

an annual or long-term contract 

already in place, with an IPL team or 

an affiliated unit or the BCCI, a second 

contract with any of the other entities 

may not be entered into, in keeping 

with the views expressed by the BCCI.

 

KP KAJARIA’s : MISCONDUCT AT NCC 
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NCC is a full time member of the BCCI 

with voting rights. The application has 

been filed by Mr PL Jhawar, a life 

member of the NCC, along with certain 

other life members of the NCC, 

alleging that Mr KP Kajaria, then 

Secretary and Director of NCC, was 

guilty of misconduct as an 

administrator. The allegations against 

Mr Kajaria include failing to conduct 

elections or Annual General Meetings 

(AGMs) properly or following due 

process; false filings before the 

Registrar of Companies for the NCC; 

failing to update the NCC membership 

list; and mismanagement in the 

distribution of tickets. Further 

representations were received, on 8 

December and 11 December 2015. The 

application claimed that under the 

BCCI’s Memorandum of Association 

(MoA), the BCCI has powers to act in 

the present case, including under Rule 

32 of the MoA dealing with 

“misconduct and procedure to deal 

with”. According to BCCI’s response in 

this regard, received on 12 December 

2015, under the constitution of the 

Board, the Ombudsman cannot 

entertain a complaint pertaining to the 

management and administration of a 

Member of the Board addressed 

directly to the Ombudsman. According 

to the BCCI, the procedure under Rule 

32 (IV) states that only after a 

complaint is received or suo motu 

action is taken by BCCI relating to an 

act of indiscipline or misconduct, can 

the Hon. Secretary in consultation 

with the President issue a Show Cause 

notice calling for an explanation. 

Thereafter, if no cause or insufficient 

cause is shown, the Hon. Secretary 

would refer it to the Ombudsman. The 

Ombudsman may then conduct an 

enquiry and submit a report to the 

President, which would be placed 

before the General Body for a final 

decision. Thus, according to the BCCI, 

the Ombudsman assumes jurisdiction 

only upon referral by the Hon. 

Secretary. Further, the BCCI states 

that the Board has no authority, either 

under the MoA or rules, to enter into 

the internal disputes of any Member 

Association, and that remedy lies in 

courts to resolve such disputes. In its 

response received on 19 January 2016, 

the NCC contended that the 

Ombudsman did not have any 

authority to entertain complaints that 

relate to or arise out of the “internal 

affairs” of a Member Association. The 

NCC also stated that there had been no 

default on its part, on account of any of 

the allegations made in the 

application, including regarding the 

regular maintenance of the Register of 
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Members, holding Annual General 

Meetings, and filing of the Audited 

Accounts and Annual Returns. The 

applicant, in his rejoinder to the NCC, 

dated 3 February 2016, refuted the 

claims of the NCC, pointing out in 

particular that the average amount 

spent on cricket in the last 11 years by 

NCC was less than Rs 3000 per year. 

The applicant also sought a personal 

hearing on the matter. The 

Ombudsman called for a hearing of all 

parties, including the applicant, the 

NCC and the BCCI, to be held on 15 

February 2016, to decide on the 

question of its jurisdiction in the 

matter. The NCC, in response to the 

call for the hearing, reiterated its 

earlier stand, stating that the 

Ombudsman had no jurisdiction to 

entertain any issue that pertains to an 

internal management or affairs of an 

Affiliated Unit of BCCI. All parties 

were present, through counsel (BCCI 

and NCC) and authorized 

representatives (applicant), at the 

hearing held on 15 February 2016 in 

New Delhi, where the Ombudsman 

sought clarifications about the role of 

the BCCI in the functioning of 

affiliated units. The BCCI counsel said 

that there was no exercise of 

supervisory jurisdiction, and there was 

a disciplinary committee that would 

take action, provided that the issue at 

hand related to the functioning of the 

BCCI and not to internal affairs of the 

affiliated unit.  At the hearing, the 

Ombudsman asked whether any 

corrective steps could be taken 

regarding the functioning of an 

affiliated unit. The BCCI counsel said 

that if there was a collapse of 

management in an affiliated unit, the 

BCCI would constitute a committee to 

address the issue. The Ombudsman, 

while acknowledging that it could not 

usurp the BCCI's powers with regard to 

jurisdiction over affiliated units, also 

stated that it was also not possible for 

the Ombudsman to turn a blind eye to 

matters where numerous complaints 

had been filed with the BCCI in respect 

of certain affiliated units, but where no 

action had been taken. In this regard, 

the Ombudsman proposed that where 

it appears some allegations pertaining 

to affiliated units must be looked into, 

the Ombudsman may recommend that 

the BCCI take corrective steps (or ask 

the affiliated unit to do so).  On the 

issue of jurisdiction, the representative 

of the applicant said that the 

Ombudsman has certain powers to 

look into issues of misconduct under 

the amended Rule 32(IV) of the Rules 

and Regulations of the BCCI. The BCCI 

counsel pointed out that the amended 
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rule was still in draft form, and was 

awaiting formal amendment before the 

Registrar of 3 Societies. The 

Ombudsman sought a copy of the draft 

amended rule for reference, and was 

provided the same subsequently. The 

representative of the applicant 

expressed concerns that the BCCI was 

not likely to take action even if the 

Ombudsman re-sent the matter in 

question for consideration to the BCCI. 

He stated that his main complaint was 

against the managing committee of the 

National Cricket Club (NCC), including 

Mr Kajaria, which has been controlling 

the NCC for over four decades without 

any change and apparently also 

without contributing to the cause of 

cricket. The NCC counsel said that the 

office bearers of the NCC had changed 

since the application was made, 

although the names of the office 

bearers were not as yet in the public 

domain. As the objective of the 

establishment of the Ombudsman, as 

well as other reforms being undertaken 

by the BCCI, is to bring transparency 

in the world of Indian cricket, and 

especially in the working of its various 

affiliated units. The Ombudsman, 

therefore, asked the NCC to make 

available on its website the names and 

contact details of the office bearers of 

the NCC, as well as of the entire 

member list of the NCC. The NCC 

counsel additionally raised concerns 

about the locus of the applicant, as well 

as the representative present at the 

hearing, which he requested the 

Ombudsman to consider. The 

Ombudsman requested the 

representative to place his letter of 

authority on record. The Ombudsman 

sought certain other clarifications from 

the BCCI, pertaining to the jurisdiction 

of the Ombudsman in matters of 

misconduct and indiscipline. The 

Ombudsman also recommended that, 

as part of the many reforms that the 

BCCI has been undertaking over the 

past several months, the BCCI may 

also direct every affiliated unit to make 

public, among other things, by way of 

information provided on its website, 

its memorandum of association; its 

articles of association; complete list of 

members; names and contact details of 

office bearers/administrators. This 

should also include information about 

any relevant court disputes pertaining 

to any members that may be pending 

at the time. In its response received on 

24 February 2016, the BCCI stated that 

the procedure regarding the 

complaints of misconduct and 

indiscipline against Administrators of 

BCCI or Affiliated Units is defined in 

the rules, as already clarified 
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previously in this matter (discussed 

above). The BCCI clarified that the 

Ombudsman may not take suo motu 

cognisance of such issues. In case such 

complaints are received directly by the 

Ombudsman, they may be forwarded 

to the BCCI for necessary action. The 

BCCI also stated that it was following 

up with the affiliated units to take 

steps to ensure transparency in their 

governance, which includes putting up 

information on the website as 

suggested by the Ombudsman. The 

BCCI assured the Ombudsman that it 

would follow up on this and ensure 

compliance of this recommendation. 

The Ombudsman regretfully notes that 

according to the applicant in this 

matter, this publication of information 

on the website has not as yet been 

carried out by the NCC. The 

Ombudsman recommends that the 

BCCI should follow up with the NCC 

and all other affiliated units in this 

regard immediately. The BCCI may 

also ensure that affiliated units publish 

the minutes of their AGMs on their 

website, to ensure full transparency 

and accountability. In case there is 

non-compliance by any entity, the 

BCCI may even consider stopping the 

release of funds to such entities. The 

Ombudsman notes that as per the 

submissions of the NCC, the club has 

had a new round of elections, where a 

new management team has been 

constituted, and Mr Kajaria is no 

longer the club Secretary. The central 

allegation in the application, however, 

is that of non-transparency, and a long 

history of non-utilisation of funds for 

the game of cricket by the NCC. It is 

evident from the record that the NCC 

has been spending only a paltry sum 

annually on the game of cricket, which 

is particularly disturbing. This is a 

serious issue, which the BCCI should 

immediately look into. The 

Ombudsman was concerned that other 

affiliated units may also not be 

utilising funds properly or not at all, 

for the game of cricket. The 

Ombudsman recommended that the 

BCCI should call for reports from all 

affiliated units for the last ten years, 

regarding the utilisation of funds given 

by the BCCI to such units, and call for 

explanations, where necessary. If 

explanations are not found 

satisfactory, the Ombudsman 

recommends that the BCCI may 

consider taking appropriate action 

against the defaulting units. Towards 

this, the BCCI may consider laying 

down a regular reporting mechanism, 

obliging all affiliated units to make 

such reports at frequent, preferably at 

least once a year, intervals.  In this 
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matter, in view of the foregoing 

discussion, the Ombudsman decided 

to not entertain this application any 

further. As discussed with the BCCI 

over various communications, the 

present application was forwarded to 

them for consideration and 

appropriate action, in the light of the 

recommendations made by the 

Ombudsman here, and this application 

was accordingly disposed of. 

RAKESH PAREKH “JUDGE IN HIS OWN CAUSE” 

Mr Rakesh Parikh attended the Annual 

General Meeting (AGM) of the BCCI 

held on 9 November 2015, 

representing the Baroda Cricket 

Association (BCA). He was an office 

bearer of the Association at the time. 

One item on the Agenda of the BCCI 

meeting was the appointment of 

Junior National Selectors that 

constitute the Junior National 

Committee. According to the 

applicant, Mr Parikh was a part of the 

General Body of the BCCI that 

appointed him (Mr Parikh) as the 

Junior National Selector from West 

Zone. The applicant alleged that Mr 

Parikh, being a judge in his own cause, 

was clearly conflicted when he was 

appointed. Mr Parikh, in his reply 

received on 23 February 2016, stated 

that admitted to have attended the 

BCCI AGM held on 9 November 2015 

in Mumbai as a nominee of the BCA. 

He submitted documents which 

showed the BCA had nominated him to 

attend all BCCI working committee / 

AGM meetings as a representative of 

the association. An opportunity was 

provided to the applicant, Mr Gunde, 

to submit a rejoinder, but none was 

received. The Ombudsman sought 

clarifications subsequently from both 

BCCI and Mr Parikh. The Ombudsman 

was concerned that Mr Parikh’s 

attendance at the BCCI meeting, where 

he approved an agenda item 

consequent to which he was appointed 

as a national junior selector, was 

possibly contrary to the rules of 

conflict of interest, 1A and 1D drafted 

by the BCCI.   According to the BCCI, 

in its response dated 19 March 2016, 

Mr Parikh was among the 33 members 

besides the Office Bearers of the BCCI 

who attended the AGM. The process of 

appointing selectors was detailed in 

the response. As per thus process, the 

list of National Selectors is finalised by 

the Hon. President of BCCI along with 

the Hon. Secretary of BCCI. This list 

was announced at the AGM under the 

agenda item pertaining to the 
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appointment of standing committees, 

including selection committees. The 

Chairman of the meeting, i.e., the 

BCCI President sought approval of the 

house for appointment of national 

selectors, which included Mr Parikh, 

and the house unanimously approved 

the same. The BCCI added that if Mr 

Parikh had known about his 

impending appointment, he would not 

have 2 attended the AGM as a 

representative of the BCA, as the BCCI 

rules provide that members of national 

selection committee cannot be office 

bearers of the state units of the BCCI. 

The BCCI also pointed out that the 

rules of conflict of interest were 

approved for the first time at the 

November 2015 AGM, after necessary 

amendments in the Rules and 

Regulations of the BCCI. The BCCI 

said that subsequently, Mr Parikh met 

the Hon. President and Hon. Secretary 

of the BCCI, to inform them of his 

acceptance of the appointment as a 

Junior National Selector, and that he 

would resign as Vice President of the 

BCA. Mr Parikh later informed the 

Hon. Secretary confirming his 

resignation as the Vice President of the 

BCA. The BCCI later clarified that Mr 

Parikh was no longer entitled to attend 

BCCI meetings or working group 

meetings as a BCA nominee.  Mr 

Parikh, in his response received on 22 

March 2016, provided the 

Ombudsman with copies of the notice 

for the AGM as issued, under which 

agenda item 8(b) pertained to the 

appointment of senior / junior men 

and women’s selectors (5 members in 

each category). He also referred to the 

process followed by the BCCI for 

identifying selectors: the BCCI office 

bearers select the individuals BCCI 

without consultation with any of the 

affiliated units, and the Hon. President 

and Hon. Secretary prepare a panel of 

names, which list is shared with all 

members of the AGM only at the time 

of the AGM being held. Mr. Parikh 

clarified that right up until the AGM, 

neither the BCA nor Mr. Parikh 

himself knew who had been selected as 

selectors by the BCCI. As a result, Mr. 

Parikh came to know about his 

selection for the first time at the AGM. 

He also stated that he never took part 

in any deliberations on his 

appointment as selector, or took part 

in any working committee in relation 

to the same. He further clarified that 

immediately on being informed of his 

appointment as selector by the BCCI, 

he resigned as an administrator of the 

BCA on the same day, which 

resignation was accepted by the BCA 

that day itself. The Ombudsman was of 
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the view that this is not a fit case for 

taking any action. The process of 

appointing selectors clearly indicates 

that there was no way that Mr Parikh 

could have had advance notice of his 

impending appointment as selector, 

and indeed, he did not appear to know 

of the same. Further, immediately 

upon appointment, Mr Parikh resigned 

from his role as administrator at the 

BCA. It was also relevant to note that 

the conflict of interest rules themselves 

came into being at the same AGM 

where Mr Parikh was appointed. Even 

so, and regarding the general principle 

of conflict of interest regarding being a 

judge in his own cause, it appears that 

there is no cause for complaint. The 

application was accordingly dismissed.

 

BANGAR’S ROLE IN CONFLICT 

Mr Bangar’s role as head coach of the 

IPL team, Kings Eleven is in conflict 

with him holding charge of the role as 

the batting coach of the Indian 

national men’s team. The Ombudsman 

sought a clarification from the BCCI 

office bearers, in response to which the 

BCCI stated that Mr Bangar's 

appointment as the Assistant Coach 

with the Indian Team is only till the 

end of the ICC World T20, as are the 

contracts of Mr Ravi Shastri, and the 

other Assistant Coaches, Mr B. Arun 

and Mr R. Sridhar. In this case, it was 

also relevant to take into consideration 

earlier clarifications received from the 

BCCI in other similar matters, as to 

whether a retired cricketer who was a 

part of the management of an IPL 

team could also be a coach or selector 

or part of the management of a team of 

the BCCI or of an affiliated unit. In this 

regard, the BCCI has said that if the 

appointment of the cricketer was on an 

annual or long-term basis, he could 

not accept any position with an IPL 

team, as it would be conflicted.  

However, if the appointment of the 

cricketer was only for the season, and 

he was not contracted with the BCCI or 

an affiliated unit and the IPL team at 

the same time, the BCCI has permitted 

the same, at least for the time being.  
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CHEPAUK STADIUM’s CONTROVERSY 

Mr Ashwanth alleged that the BCCI 

office bearers deliberately omitted the 

Chepauk stadium at Chennai as a 

venue for the event. He further alleges 

that this omission, and the allotment 

of venue to certain other stadia in the 

country is tantamount to a conflict of 

interest on the part of the office 

bearers. The Ombudsman was of the 

view that this application does not 

pertain to a question of conflict of 

interest, contrary to what was alleged 

by the applicant, and thus, didn’t not 

fall within its jurisdiction. It remained 

the BCCI’s prerogative to decide upon 

the venues it wishes to recommend to 

the ICC for international events being 

held in the country, and any objections 

should be addressed to the board 

directly. In any case, it was too late to 

raise such queries regarding the 

holding of such an event, as the public 

was already aware of the venues 

selected for hosting the tournament 

several weeks in advance. The 

application is accordingly disposed of. 

SHIRKE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT CONTROVERSY 

Mr Gunde alleged that Mr Shah, while 

being employed by the BCCI, is also an 

independent director in the company, 

BG Shirke Construction Technology 

Pvt Ltd. (“Shirke Construction”). 

Further, the applicant alleged that 

Shirke Construction has been given a 

contract by the Mumbai Cricket 

Association (an affiliate unit of the 

BCCI) for running the Bandra-Kurla 

club on a Build-Operate-Transfer 

(BOT) basis. In his response dated 9 

February 2016, Mr Shah confirmed 

that he was employed with the BCCI 

since November 2011, in its Treasury 

Department, and that since April 2015, 

he was working in the office of the 

Honorary Secretary. He added that he 

became an independent director in 

Shirke Construction in September 

2014, and that he was not involved in 

the day-to-day operations of the 

company. He claimed that he held 4 

paid-up equity shares in the equity 

capital of the company, amounting to 

0.00000011756% of the total issued 

and paid-up equity capital. Mr Shah 

then stated that M/s Shirke 

Infrastructure, a group concern of 

Shirke Construction, had entered into 

an arrangement with the Mumbai 

Cricket Association’s recreation centre 

at the Bandra-Kurla complex in 

Mumbai on a BOT basis. He stated 
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that he had no connection/association 

with M/s Shirke Infrastructure, and 

that neither Shirke Construction, nor 

its group concern, M/s Shirke 

Infrastructure, had any commercial 

arrangement with the BCCI. He also 

said that his directorship in Shirke 

Construction had no connection or 

conflict with his role as a BCCI 

employee.  In his reply dated 16 

February 2016, Mr Gunde reiterated 

his original allegations, claiming that 

while a commercial contract was 

worked by a subsidiary company, the 

interest of an independent director in 

the welfare of the parent company 

becomes evident. Certain clarifications 

were sought from Mr Shah. 

Specifically, the Ombudsman brought 

Mr Shah’s notice to Rule 4B of the 

conflict of interest rules drafted by the 

BCCI, according to which "Staff 

employed by the BCCI shall not be 

associated in any form with any 

organization/company/institute/agenc

y that has Commercial Relations with 

the BCCI or Affiliated unit." In this 

context, the Ombudsman asked Mr 

Shah to clarify if M/s Shirke 

Infrastructure was a subsidiary of 

Shirke Construction, whether Shirke 

Construction held shares in M/s 

Shirke Infrastructure, and if so, what 

the shareholding was.  In his 

clarifications provided on 22 March 

2016, Mr Shah stated that M/s Shirke 

Infrastructure was a partnership firm 

and not a company, and that it was a 

group concern of Shirke Construction 

(which is one of the partners of M/s 

Shirke Infrastructure). Further, Shirke 

Construction’s profit sharing ratio in 

Shirke Infrastructure is 50%. Mr Shah 

added that he was not associated in 

any form with M/s Shirke 

Infrastructure.  As a non-executive 

independent director of Shirke 

Construction, Mr Shah said he was not 

involved in the day-to-day affairs of 

the company, and consequently, had 

no authority to take any decision on 

behalf of the BCCI in relation to 

release of funds to the MCA. Mr Shah 

said that BCCI remits funds to its full 

members including to the MCA on the 

basis of decisions taken from time to 

time in its general body meetings 

and/or working committee meetings 

(both of which he was not a member). 

He also said that he was not involved 

in the process of making any payments 

or releasing funds to the MCA. The 

Ombudsman was of the view that Mr 

Shah, on his own showing, is 

simultaneously an employee of the 

BCCI, and an independent director of 

Shirke Construction. In turn, Shirke 

Construction has a clear share in the 
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profits of M/s Shirke Infrastructure, 

which has further been granted a 

contract by the MCA, an affiliated unit 

of the BCCI. In these circumstances, 

Mr Shah’s dual role appeared to 

directly fall under Rule 4B of the 

conflict of interest rules, according to 

which “Staff employed with the BCCI 

shall not [be] associated in any form 

with any organization /company 

/institute /agency that has 

Commercial Relations with the BCCI 

or Affiliated unit.”  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Ombudsman believed Mr Shah 

may be given the option to resign from 

his role as independent director of 

Shirke Construction with immediate 

effect. If he failed to do so, his 

directorship would be in conflict with 

his employment with the BCCI.
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#8 IPL 2016 SCHEDULE 

Sat Apr 9D/N 1st T20 - Mumbai Indians vs Rising Pune 

SupergiantsRPS won by 9 wickets 

Sun Apr 10D/ 2nd T20 - Kolkata Knight Riders vs Delhi Daredevils 

Mon Apr 11D/N 3rd T20 - Kings XI Punjab vs Gujarat Lions 

Tue Apr 12D/N 4th T20 - Royal Challengers Bangalore vs Sunrisers 

Hyderabad 

Wed Apr 13D/N 5th T20 - Kolkata Knight Riders vs Mumbai Indians 

Thu Apr 14 6th T20 - Gujarat Lions vs Rising Pune Supergiants 

Fri Apr 15 7th T20 - Delhi Daredevils vs Kings XI Punjab 

Sat Apr 16D 8th T20 - Sunrisers Hyderabad vs Kolkata Knight 

Riders 

Sat Apr 16D 9th T20 - Mumbai Indians vs Gujarat Lions 

Sun Apr 17D 10th T20 - Kings XI Punjab vs Rising Pune Supergiants 

Sun Apr 17D 11th T20 - Royal Challengers Bangalore vs Delhi 

Daredevils 

Mon Apr 18D 12th T20 - Sunrisers Hyderabad vs Mumbai Indians 

Tue Apr 19D 13th T20 - Kings XI Punjab vs Kolkata Knight Riders 

Wed Apr 20D 14th T20 - Mumbai Indians vs Royal Challengers 

Bangalore 

Thu Apr 21D/ 15th T20 - Gujarat Lions vs Sunrisers Hyderabad 

Fri Apr 22D/ 16th T20 - Rising Pune Supergiants vs Royal 

Challengers Bangalore 

Sat Apr 23D/ 17th T20 - Delhi Daredevils vs Mumbai Indians 

Sat Apr 23D 18th T20 - Sunrisers Hyderabad vs Kings XI Punjab 

Sun Apr 24D 19th T20 - Gujarat Lions vs Royal Challengers 

Bangalore 

Sun Apr 24D 20th T20 - Rising Pune Supergiants vs Kolkata Knight 

Riders 

Mon Apr 25D 21st T20 - Kings XI Punjab vs Mumbai Indians 

Tue Apr 26D 22nd T20 - Sunrisers Hyderabad vs Rising Pune 

Supergiants 

http://livescore.cricket.com.pk/cricket/3025/mumbai-indians-vs-rising-pune-supergiants-09-Apr-2016/Scorecard.html


P a g e  | 43 

 

                                                                                  

Wed Apr 27D 23rd T20 - Delhi Daredevils vs Gujarat Lions 

Thu Apr 28D/ 24th T20 - Mumbai Indians vs Kolkata Knight Riders 

Fri Apr 29D/ 25th T20 - Rising Pune Supergiants vs Gujarat Lions 

Sat Apr 30D/ 26th T20 - Delhi Daredevils vs Kolkata Knight Riders 

Sat Apr 30D 27th T20 - Sunrisers Hyderabad vs Royal Challengers 

Bangalore 

Sun May 1D/ 28th T20 - Gujarat Lions vs Kings XI Punjab 

Sun May 1D 29th T20 - Rising Pune Supergiants vs Mumbai Indians 

Mon May 2DN 

 

30th T20 - Royal Challengers Bangalore vs Kolkata 

Knight Riders 

Tue May3D/N 31st T20 - Gujarat Lions vs Delhi Daredevils 

WedMay4D/N 

 

32nd T20 - Kolkata Knight Riders vs Kings XI Punjab 

Thu May 5D/N 

 

33rd T20 - Delhi Daredevils vs Rising Pune Supergiants 

Fri May 6D/N 

 

34th T20 - Sunrisers Hyderabad vs Gujarat Lions 

Sat May 7D/N 

 

35th T20 - Royal Challengers Bangalore vs Rising Pune 

Supergiants 

Sat May 7D/N 

 

36th T20 - Kings XI Punjab vs Delhi Daredevils 

Sun May 8D/N 

 

37th T20 - Mumbai Indians vs Sunrisers Hyderabad 

Sun May 8D/N 

 

38th T20 - Kolkata Knight Riders vs Gujarat Lions 

Mon May 9D/N 

 

39th T20 - Kings XI Punjab vs Royal Challengers 

Bangalore 

Tue May 10D/N 

 

40th T20 - Rising Pune Supergiants vs Sunrisers 

Hyderabad 

Wed May 

11D/N 

41st T20 - Royal Challengers Bangalore vs Mumbai 

Indians 

Thu May 12D/N 

 

42nd T20 - Sunrisers Hyderabad vs Delhi Daredevils 
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Fri May 13D/N 

 

43rd T20 - Mumbai Indians vs Kings XI Punjab 

Sat May 14D/N 

 

44th T20 - Royal Challengers Bangalore vs Gujarat 

Lions 

Sat May 14D/N 

 

45th T20 - Kolkata Knight Riders vs Rising Pune 

Supergiants 

Sun May 15D/N 

 

46th T20 - Mumbai Indians vs Delhi Daredevils 

Sun May 15D/N 

 

47th T20 - Kings XI Punjab vs Sunrisers Hyderabad 

Mon May 16 48th T20 - Kolkata Knight Riders vs Royal Challengers 

Bangalore 

Tue May 17D 49th T20 - Rising Pune Supergiants vs Delhi Daredevils 

Wed May 18 50th T20 - Royal Challengers Bangalore vs Kings XI 

Punjab 

Thu May 19D/N 

 

51st T20 - Gujarat Lions vs Kolkata Knight Riders 

Fri May 20D/ 52nd T20 - Delhi Daredevils vs Sunrisers Hyderabad 

Sat May 21D/N 

 

53rd T20 - Rising Pune Supergiants vs Kings XI Punjab 

Sat May 21D/N 54th T20 - Gujarat Lions vs Mumbai Indians 

 

Sun May 

22D/N 

55th T20 - Kolkata Knight Riders vs Sunrisers  

Sun May 

22D/N 

56th T20 - Delhi Daredevils vs Royal Challengers  

Tue May 24D/N Qualifier 1 - First placed team vs Second placed team 

Wed May 

25D/N 

Eliminator - Third placed team vs Fourth placed team 

Fri May 27D/N Qualifier 2 - Loser of Qualifier 1 vs Winner of 

Eliminator 

Sun May29D/N Final - Winner of Qualifier 1 vs Winner of Qualifier 2 
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#9 COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR SPORTS 

Image courtesy.www.tas-cas.org 

 

TWO WORLD RECORDS BY BRITISH SWIMMERS 

RECOGNISED BY THE COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR 

SPORT (CAS) 

The Court of Arbitration for Sport 

(CAS) has issued its decision in the 

arbitration procedure between British 

Swimming and swimmers Adam Peaty, 

Francesca Halsall, Jemma Lowe and 

Chris Walker Hebborn (the Athletes) 

and the Fédération Internationale de 

Natation (FINA): The time of 3:44.02 

set on 19 August 2014 by Adam Peaty, 

Francesca Halsall, Jemma Lowe and 

Chris Walker-Hebborn in the 4x100m 

Mixed Medley Relay swimming event 

at the 32nd European Swimming 

Championships is recognised to 

constitute the world record at the time 

it was set. The time of 26.62 set on 22 

August 2014 by Adam Peaty in the 

50m Breaststroke swimming event at 

the 32nd European Swimming 

Championships is recognised to 

constitute the world record at the time 

it was set. Following the events in 

question, the Athletes underwent 

doping controls which did not return 

any abnormalities. Testing for EPO 

was conducted only on a selection of 

the samples provided throughout the 

championships. That selection did not 

include the samples taken from the 

Athletes involved in this matter. 
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Following requests from British 

Swimming for the times to be formally 

recognised by FINA as world records, 

on 9 August 2015, the Honorary 

Secretary of FINA informed the 

Athletes that FINA would not approve 

them as world records because the 

swimmers had not been tested for EPO 

by the testing authority and therefore 

had not fulfilled all the requirements 

set out in the applicable regulations for 

a world record to be recognised. In 

their appeal to the CAS, the Appellants 

challenged this decision and requested 

that it be overturned. The CAS 

arbitration was conducted by a panel 

of arbitrators composed of Prof. Luigi 

Fumagalli of Milan, Italy (President), 

Mr Michele Bernasconi of Zurich, 

Switzerland, and Dr Dirk-Reiner 

Martens of Munich, Germany. 

RE-ANALYSIS OF SAMPLE COLLECTED IN 2005 – THE CAS 

ANNULS TATYANA ANDRIANOVA’S TWO-YEAR BAN: THE 

DISCIPLINARY CASE WAS TIME-BARRED 

The Court of Arbitration for Sport 

(CAS) has today issued an Arbitral 

Award in the arbitration between the 

Russian middle distance runner 

Tatyana Andrianova (the Athlete) and 

the All-Russia Athletic Federation 

(ARAF). The Athlete’s appeal is upheld 

and the decision taken by the ARAF 

Anti-Doping Commission (ARAF ADC) 

dated 2 October 2015 has been 

annulled. On 9 August 2005, Tatyana 

Andrianova competed at the IAAF 

World Championships in Helsinki and 

underwent an anti-doping control. The 

analysis did not detect the presence of 

any prohibited substance and the 

sample was transferred for long-term 

storage at the WADA-accredited 

laboratory in Lausanne. Almost ten 

years later, on 6 August 2015, the 

sample was re-analysed and found to 

contain metabolites of the substance 

stanozolol, a prohibited substance on 

the WADA 2005 Prohibited List. 

On 2 October 2015, the ARAF ADC 

found that the Athlete had committed 

an anti-doping rule violation and 

imposed a two-year period of 

ineligibility on her, concluding on 21 

September 2017. It also disqualified all 

results achieved between 9 August 

2005 and 8 August 2007. On 23 

November 2007, Ms Andrianova filed 

an appeal at the CAS seeking the 

annulment of the ARAF ADC decision. 

The arbitration was conducted by Prof. 

Dr. Ulrich Haas (Germany) as Sole 

Arbitrator. The Sole Arbitrator found 
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that the IAAF Anti-Doping Rules 

(ADR) in force between 9 August 2005 

and 31 December 2014 required the 

ARAF to bring any anti-doping rule 

violation charges against the Athlete 

within 8 years from the date of the 

sample collection (i.e. 9 August 2005). 

However, the Sole Arbitrator found 

that ARAF erroneously opened 

disciplinary proceedings against the 

Athlete in August 2015 – more than 8 

years after her sample collection – and 

that for this reason the appeal had to 

be upheld and the ARAF ADC decision 

annulled. As the 8-year statute of 

limitations had expired prior to 1 

January 2015, the 10-year statute of 

limitations provided under the new 

2015 ADR cannot apply. The Arbitral 

Award will be published on the CAS 

website in due course. 

 

THE COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR SPORT (CAS) 

UPHOLDS SIX APPEALS FILED BY THE IAAF AGAINST 

RUSSIAN ATHLETES 

The Court of Arbitration for Sport 

(CAS) has issued its decisions in the 

following arbitration procedures: 

 IAAF v. ARAF & Sergey Kirdyapkin & 

RUSADA 

 IAAF v. ARAF & Sergey Bakulin & 

RUSADA 

 IAAF v. ARAF & Olga Kaniskina & 

RUSADA 

 IAAF v. ARAF & Valeriy Borchin & 

RUSADA 

 IAAF v. ARAF & Vladimir Kanaikin & 

RUSADA 

 IAAF v. ARAF & Yuliya Zaripova & 

RUSADA 

The appeals concern one element of 

decisions issued by the disciplinary 

committee of the Russian Anti-doping 

Agency (“RUSADA”) in anti-doping 

cases brought against the athletes, 

based on irregularities observed in the 

athletes’ biological passports. The 

International Association of Athletics 

Federations (IAAF) claimed that 

RUSADA had incorrectly applied the 

applicable anti-doping rules adopted 
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by IAAF (the “IAAF ADR”) to 

implement the provisions of the World 

Anti-Doping Code with respect to the 

disqualification of competitive results 

(disqualification of results split in 

different periods). The IAAF 

challenged what it felt was a “selective” 

disqualification of results, submitting 

that all results achieved by the athletes 

from the date of their first abnormal 

sample to the date they accepted a 

provisional suspension should be 

disqualified. In each case, the appeal 

filed by the IAAF has been upheld and 

the decision issued by the Disciplinary 

Anti-Doping Committee of the Russian 

Anti-Doping Agency for each athlete 

has been modified, as follows: 

Sergey Kirdyapkin - All competitive 

results obtained by Mr Sergey 

Kirdyapkin from 20 August 2009 to 15 

October 2012 are disqualified. 

Sergey Bakulin- All competitive 

results obtained by Mr Sergey Bakulin 

from 25 February 2011 to 24 December 

2012 are disqualified. Olga Kaniskina 

All competitive results obtained by Ms 

Olga Kaniskina from 15 August 2009 

to 15 October 2012 are disqualified. 

Valeriy Borchin All competitive results 

obtained by Mr Valeriy Borkin from 14 

August 2009 to 15 October 2012 are 

disqualified. 

Vladimir Kanaikin- Mr Vladimir 

Kanaikin is declared ineligible for a 

period of 8 (eight) years starting on 17 

December 2012. All competitive results 

obtained by Mr Vladimir Kanaikin 

from 25 February 2011 to 17 December 

2012 are disqualified. 

Yuliya Zaripova-All competitive 

results obtained by Ms Yuliya Zaripova 

from 20 July 2011 to 25 July 2013 are 

disqualified. The above-mentioned 

disqualifications are ordered with all 

resulting consequences in accordance 

with Article 40.9 of the IAAF Anti-

Doping Rules.  With the exception of 

the case of Vladimir Kanaikin, where 

the life ban ordered by RUSADA is 

annulled and replaced by an 8-year 

ban, the remaining elements of the 

RUSADA Decisions, whereby the 

athletes were found guilty of an anti-

doping rule violation and were 

declared ineligible for a certain period 

of time, were not challenged and are 

therefore final.
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#10 ANTI DOPING UPDATES FROM WADA 
 

 
Image courtesy : filacrosse.com 

 

WADA INDEPENDENT COMPLIANCE REVIEW 
COMMITTEE: APRIL MEETING UPDATE 

As part of its enhanced compliance 

process under the 2015 World Anti-

Doping Code (Code), the World Anti-

Doping Agency (WADA) formed an 

independent Compliance Review 

Committee (CRC) tasked with 

providing independent advice, 

guidance and recommendations to 

WADA and its Foundation Board on 

compliance-related matters. The CRC 

makes its independent 

recommendations based on 

information received from WADA’s 

internal Compliance Task Force. The 

CRC met in Montreal on 5 April 2016, 

and dealt with a number of issues 

related to the implementation of 

WADA’s Code compliance monitoring 

program. The CRC endorsed new 

procedures related to: 

 The consequences of signatories to be 

declared non-compliant, and; 

 The “reinstatement” of signatories 

declared non-compliant that have 

addressed their outstanding issues. 

The CRC discussed a number of 

specific cases of non-compliance, and 

also reviewed other matters, including: 

 Compliance audit programs; 

 Compliance questionnaire; 

 Mandatory use of the Anti-Doping 

Administration & Management System 

(ADAMS); 

 Involvement of National Federations 

(NFs) in the implementation of anti-

doping programs; 

 Challenges in transporting samples 

and doping control equipment 

between countries, and the possibility 
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of Doping Control Officers (DCOs) 

operating in foreign countries. 

The compliance of the Anti-Doping 

Agency of Kenya (ADAK) was also 

discussed and the CRC concluded that 

the current situation was not in 

compliance with the 2015 Code, since 

the bill, policy and ADAK rules have 

not yet been formally adopted. The 

CRC decided that unless the bill, policy 

and ADAK rules are formally adopted 

by 2 May 2016, its recommendation to 

the WADA Foundation Board will be to 

declare the ADAK non-compliant. The 

CRC will issue its recommendations, 

and provide more details on its recent 

meeting discussions, at the 

forthcoming WADA Foundation Board 

meeting on 12 May. 

 

WADA STATEMENT ON MELDONIUM NOTICE ISSUED TO 
STAKEHOLDERS 

 WADA issued Notice to Stakeholders 

regarding meldonium 

 The Notice provides clarification 

regarding its inclusion on the 

Prohibited List; existing excretion 

studies and those underway; and, the 

results management and adjudication 

process 

 It reinforces the principle of strict 

liability for athletes under the World 

Anti-Doping Code; and, the 

assessment of fault under the Code 

that is the duty of the robust Results 

Management and Adjudication process 

World Anti-Doping Agency (WADA) 

issued a Notice regarding meldonium 

to its stakeholders that are primarily 

signatories to the World Anti-Doping 

Code (Code). The Notice provides 

clarification regarding its inclusion on 

the Prohibited List; existing excretion 

studies and those that are underway; 

as well as guidance regarding the 

Results Management and Adjudication 

process. There is no doubt that the 

principle of strict liability under the 

Code; as well as, the well established 

process for results management and 

adjudication prevail. 

Since meldonium was prohibited on 1 

January of this year, there have been 

172 positive samples for the substance, 

for athletes across numerous countries 

and sports. In keeping with the Code, 

an athlete remains wholly responsible 

for any prohibited substance found in 

their body.  In the event that a 

prohibited substance is detected, the 

onus in on the athlete to explain how 

the substance got into their body. 
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There is currently limited data 

available on excretion studies relating 

to meldonium; and, as such, several 

studies are currently being conducted 

involving WADA accredited 

laboratories, which WADA will share 

when available.  Until such time, the 

Notice provides guidance as to how 

organizations should manage 

meldonium cases within their 

respective jurisdictions, which may be 

to ‘pursue’ or ‘stay’ until further 

excretion research has been made 

available. 

 

WADA SUSPENDS THE ACCREDITATION OF THE LISBON 
LABORATORY 

WADA has suspended the 

accreditation of the Laboratório de 

Análises de Dopagem (LAD) in Lisbon, 

Portugal (Laboratory). The 

suspension, which takes effect 

immediately, prohibits the Laboratory 

from carrying out any WADA-related 

anti-doping activities including all 

analyses of urine and blood samples. 

Pursuant to Article 13.7 of the World 

Anti-Doping Code (Code), the 

Laboratory may appeal this decision to 

the Court of Arbitration for Sport 

within 21 days of receipt of notice. 

According to the International 

Standard for Laboratories (ISL), 

WADA is responsible for accrediting 

and re-accrediting anti-doping 

laboratories, thereby ensuring that 

they maintain the highest quality 

standards. 

This monitoring process is conducted 

in conjunction with ISO assessment by 

independent national accreditation 

bodies that are full members of the 

International Laboratory Accreditation 

Cooperation (ILAC). Whenever a 

laboratory does not meet ISL 

requirements, WADA may suspend the 

laboratory’s accreditation. A further 

decision regarding possible revocation 

of the Laboratory’s accreditation will 

be made by WADA’s Executive 

Committee. 

 
 

WADA REVOKES ACCREDITATION OF MOSCOW 
LABORATORY 
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The World Anti-Doping Agency 

(WADA) has revoked the accreditation 

of the Moscow Antidoping Center in 

Russia (Laboratory) due to non-

compliance with the International 

Standard for Laboratories (ISL) and 

the related Technical Documents. The 

Laboratory was suspended by WADA 

on 10 November 2015 following a key 

recommendation in the WADA 

Independent Commission Report. 

Since that date, the Laboratory has 

been prohibited from carrying out any 

WADA-related anti-doping activities 

including all analyses of urine and 

blood samples. The revocation, which 

has been accepted by the Laboratory, 

will enter into force immediately and 

means that the Laboratory will 

continue to be prevented from carrying 

out the testing of doping control 

samples on behalf of WADA or any 

testing authority. The decision was 

taken by WADA’s Executive 

Committee following a thorough 

review of the status of the Laboratory 

by an independent WADA appointed 

Disciplinary Panel. 

 

 

 The decision made by WADA’s 

Executive Committee is a result of the 

Laboratory’s non-compliance with the 

International Standard for 

Laboratories (ISL). Pursuant to the 

ISL, WADA is responsible for 

accrediting and re-accrediting anti-

doping laboratories, thereby ensuring 

that they maintain the highest quality 

standards. This monitoring role is 

conducted in conjunction with ISO 

assessment by independent national 

accreditation bodies that are full 

members of the International 

Laboratory Accreditation Cooperation 

(ILAC). Whenever a laboratory does 

not meet ISL requirements, WADA 

may suspend the laboratory’s 

accreditation. WADA may revoke a 

laboratory’s accreditation for repeated 

failures to comply with the ISL and 

related Technical Documents. 
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#11 CASE LAW ALERT 

Image courtesy:pspk9.com 

ICC VS. SALMAN BUTT, MD. ASIF & MD. AMIR 

It was alleged that three Pakistani 

cricketers Salman Butt, the Captain, 

and Mohammad Asif and Mohammad 

Amir, the fast bowling opening pair, 

agreed for reward with Mazhar 

Majeed, a Pakistani businessman 

living in England, to perform certain 

corrupt actions in two particular Test 

matches played between Pakistan and 

England at the Oval and at Lords. In 

the case of the Lords’ Test it is further 

alleged that these actions : the 

deliberate bowling of no balls were 

actually carried out. The allegations 

led to the immediate suspension of the 

players  by the International Cricket 

Council (“ICC”) from all cricket related 

activities on 2nd September 2010. The 

charges against the Players were for 

breach of the following provisions of 

the ICC Anti-Corruption Code : 

i. ‘Fixing or contriving in any way or 

otherwise influencing improperly, or 

being a party to any effort to fix or 

contrive in any way or otherwise 

influence improperly, the result, 

progress, conduct or any other aspect 

of any International Match or ICC 

Event’ (Article 2.1.1 of the Code); 

and/or 

ii. ‘Seeking, accepting, offering or 

agreeing to accept any bribe or other 

Reward to fix or to contrive in any way 

or otherwise to influence improperly 

the result, progress, conduct or any 

other aspect of any International 
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Match or ICC Event’ (see Article 2.1.2 

of the Code); and/or 

iii. ‘Failing, for Reward, to perform to 

one’s abilities in an International 

Match’ (see Article 2.1.3 of the Code) 

(Messrs Asif and Amir only; not Mr 

Butt); and/or 

iv. ‘Soliciting, inducing, enticing, 

instructing, persuading, encouraging 

or facilitating any Player or Player 

Support Personnel to breach any of the 

foregoing provisions of this Article 2.1’ 

(Article 2.1.4 of the Code) (Mr Butt 

only); and/or 

v. ‘Disclosing Inside Information to 

any person (with or without Reward) 

before or during any International 

Match or ICC Event where the Player 

or Player Support Personnel might 

reasonably be expected to know that 

disclosure of such information in such 

circumstances could be used in 

relation to Betting.’ (Article 2.3.2 of the 

Code); and/or 

vi. ‘Soliciting, inducing, enticing, 

persuading, encouraging or facilitating 

any Player or Player Support 

Personnel to breach any of the 

foregoing 94 provisions of this Article 

2.3.” (Article 2.3.3 of the Code) (Mr 

Butt only); and/or 

vii. ‘Providing or receiving any gift, 

payment or other benefit (whether of a 

monetary value or otherwise) in 

circumstances that the Player or Player 

Support Personnel might reasonably 

have expected could bring him/her or 

the sport of cricket into disrepute.’ 

(Article 2.4.1 of the Code); and/or 

viii. ‘Failing to disclose to the ACSU 

(without undue delay) full details of 

any approaches or invitations received 

by the Player or Player Support 

Personnel to engage in conduct that 

would amount to a breach of the 

AntiCorruption Code.’ (Article 2.4.2 of 

the Code). 

THE CHARGES AGAINST THE PLAYERS 

a. The charges against the Players, 

which are stated in the alternative, are 

for breach of the following provisions 

of the ICC Anti-Corruption Code: 
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i. Article 2.1.1: Each of the Players is 

charged with ‘[f]ixing or contriving in 

any way or otherwise influencing 

improperly, or being a party to any 

effort to fix or contrive in any way or 

otherwise influence improperly, the 

result, progress, conduct or any other 

aspect of any International Match or 

ICC Event’, Mohammad Asif by being a 

party to the Oval Fix Agreement 

and/or the Lords Fix Agreement, 

Mohammad Amir by being a party to 

those agreements and/or the Lords Fix 

Agreement (Plan B), and Salman Butt 

by being party to those agreements 

and/or the Oval Fix Agreement (Plan 

B). 

ii. Article 2.1.2: Each of the Players is 

charged with ‘seeking, accepting, 

offering or agreeing to accept any bribe 

or other Reward to fix or to contrive in 

any way or otherwise to influence 

improperly the result, progress, 

conduct or any other aspect of any 

International Match or ICC Event’, on 

the same basis. 

iii. Article 2.1.3: Each of Mohammad 

Asif and Mohammad Amir is charged 

with ‘failing, for Reward, to perform to 

one’s abilities in an International 

Match’, Asif by bowling a delivery as a 

deliberate ‘no ball’ during the first day 

of the Lords Test, and Amir by bowling 

one delivery as a deliberate ‘no ball’ 

during the first day of the Lords Test 

and by bowling one delivery as a 

deliberate ‘no ball’ during the second 

day of the Lords Test. Salman Butt is 

not charged with any breach of Article 

2.1.3 because in the event he called off 

the maiden he was going to 

deliberately bat out as part of the Oval 

Fix Agreement (Plan B), and he did not 

himself bowl any of the deliberate ‘no 

balls’ 96 that were delivered as part of 

the Lords Fix Agreement/Lords Fix 

Agreement (Plan B). 

iv. Article 2.1.4: Instead Salman Butt is 

charged with ‘soliciting, inducing, 

enticing, instructing, persuading, 

encouraging or facilitating any Player 

or Player Support Personnel to breach 

any of the foregoing provisions of this 

Article 2.1’, in that, as the captain of 

the team and therefore the most senior 

player involved in the conspiracy, he 

solicited, induced, enticed, instructed, 

persuaded and/or facilitated Amir and 

Asif to agree to the Oval Fix 

Agreement, the Lords Fix Agreement, 

and the Lords Fix Agreement (Plan B), 

and/or he facilitated the performance 
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of the Lords Fix Agreement/Lords Fix 

Agreement (Plan B) by Amir and Asif 

by making sure they were bowling at 

the right time in each case. 

v. Article 2.2.3: Each of the Players is 

charged with ‘ensuring the occurrence 

of a particular incident at an 

International Match or ICC Event, 

which is to the Player or Player 

Support Personnel’s knowledge the 

subject of a Bet and for which he/she 

expects to receive or has received any 

Reward’, in that Mohammad Amir 

delivered two deliberate ‘no balls’ at 

the Lords Test, and Mohammad Asif 

delivered one deliberate ‘no ball’ at the 

Lords Test, and Salman Butt ensured 

that they did so, each knowing that MK 

and/or others were going to bet on 

those deliveries being ‘no balls’, and 

receiving or expecting to receive 

payment from MK and/or those others 

(via Majeed) for doing so. 

vi. Article 2.3.2: Each of the Players is 

charged with ‘[d]isclosing Inside 

Information to any person (with or 

without Reward) before or during any 

International Match or ICC Event 

where the Player or Player Support 

Personnel might reasonably be 

expected to know that disclosure of 

such information in such 

circumstances could be used in 

relation to Betting’, Salman Butt by 

being party to Majeed’s disclosure to 

MK that Butt would deliberately fail to 

score off a particular over in the Oval 

Text, 97 each Player by being party to 

Majeed’s disclosure to MK that 

Mohammad Amir and Mohammad 

Asif would deliberately bowl ‘no balls’ 

at specific times during the Lords Test, 

in each case on the specific 

understanding that that information 

was to be used for betting purposes. 

vii. Article 2.3.3: Salman Butt is 

charged with ‘soliciting, inducing, 

enticing, persuading, encouraging or 

facilitating any Player or Player 

Support Personnel to breach any of the 

foregoing provisions of this Article 

2.3’, in that, as the captain of the team 

and therefore the most senior player 

involved in the conspiracy, he 

solicited, induced, enticed, persuaded 

and/or encouraged Mohammad Amir 

and Mohammad Asif to make the 

foregoing disclosures of inside 

information. 

viii. Article 2.4.1: Each of the Players is 

charged with ‘[p]roviding or receiving 

any gift, payment or other benefit 
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(whether of a monetary value or 

otherwise) in circumstances that the 

Player or Player Support Personnel 

might reasonably have expected could 

bring him/her or the sport of cricket 

into disrepute’, in that each of them 

received cash and/or other benefits 

from Majeed in return for their 

respective parts in the Oval Fix 

Agreement, the Oval Fix Agreement 

(Plan B), the Lords Fix Agreement 

and/or the Lords Fix Agreement (Plan 

B), in circumstances that have clearly 

brought each of them and the sport of 

cricket into grave disrepute. 

ix. Article 2.4.2: Each of the Players is 

charged with ‘[f]ailing to disclose to 

the ACSU (without undue delay) full 

details of any approaches or invitations 

received by the Player or Player 

Support Personnel to engage in 

conduct that would amount to a breach 

of the Anti-Corruption Code’, in that 

none of them disclosed to the ACSU 

that Majeed had asked them to fix 

aspects of the Oval Test and/or the 

Lords Test. 

x. Article 2.4.3: Each of the Players is 

charged with ‘failing to disclose to the 

ACSU (without undue delay) full 

details of any incident, fact or matter 

98 that comes to the attention of a 

Player or Player Support Personnel 

that may evidence an offence under the 

Anti-Corruption Code by a third party, 

including (without limitation) 

approaches or invitations that have 

been received by any other party to 

engage in conduct that would amount 

to a breach of the Anti-Corruption 

Code’, in that none of them disclosed 

to the ACSU that Majeed had asked the 

other two Players to become involved 

in the fixing of aspects of the Oval Test 

and the Lords Test. 

Original Charges (as of 2 September 2010) 

1. Salman Butt 

1.1 The following charges are brought 

under Article 2.1 of the ICC Anti-

Corruption Code: 

(a) “Fixing or contriving in any way or 

otherwise influencing improperly, or 

being a party to any effort to fix or 

contrive in any way or otherwise 

influence improperly, the result, 

progress, conduct or any other aspect 
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of any International Match or ICC 

Event.” (See Article 2.1.1 of the Code); 

and/or 

(b) “Seeking, accepting, offering or 

agreeing to accept any bribe or other 

Reward to fix or to contrive in any way 

or otherwise to influence improperly 

the result, progress, conduct or any 

other aspect of any International 

Match or ICC Event.” (See Article 2.1.2 

of the Code); and/or 

(c) “Soliciting, inducing, enticing, 

instructing, persuading, encouraging 

or facilitating any Player or Player 

Support Personnel to breach any of the 

foregoing provisions of this Article 2.1” 

(See Article 2.1.4 of the Code). 

1.2 The following charges are brought 

under Article 2.3 of the ICC Anti-

Corruption Code: 

(a) “Disclosing Inside Information to 

any person (with or without Reward) 

before or during any International 

Match or ICC Event where the Player 

or Player Support Personnel might 

reasonably be expected to know that 

disclosure of such information in such 

circumstances could be used in 

relation to Betting.” (See Article 2.3.2 

of the Code); and/or (b) “Soliciting, 

inducing, enticing, persuading, 

encouraging or facilitating any Player 

or Player Support Personnel to breach 

any of the foregoing provisions of this 

Article 2.3.” (See Article 2.3.3 of the 

Code). 

1.3 The following charges are brought 

under Article 2.4 of the ICC Anti-

Corruption Code: 

(a) “Providing or receiving any gift, 

payment or other benefit (whether of a 

monetary value or otherwise) in 

circumstances that the Player or Player 

Support Personnel might reasonably 

have expected could bring him/her or 

the sport of cricket into disrepute.” 

(See Article 2.4.1 of the Code); and/or 

(b) “Failing to disclose to the ACSU 

(without undue delay) full details of 

any approaches or invitations received 

by the Player or Player Support 

Personnel to engage in conduct that 

would amount to a breach of the Anti-

Corruption Code.” (See Article 2.4.2 of 

the Code). 100 
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2. Mohammad Amir 

2.1 The following charges are brought 

under Article 2.1 of the ICC Anti-

Corruption Code: 

(a) “Fixing or contriving in any way or 

otherwise influencing improperly, or 

being a party to any effort to fix or 

contrive in any way or otherwise 

influence improperly, the result, 

progress, conduct or any other aspect 

of any International Match or ICC 

Event.” (See Article 2.1.1 of the Code); 

and/or 

(b) “Seeking, accepting, offering or 

agreeing to accept any bribe or other 

Reward to fix or to contrive in any way 

or otherwise to influence improperly 

the result, progress, conduct or any 

other aspect of any International 

Match or ICC Event.” (See Article 2.1.2 

of the Code); and/or 

(c) “Failing, for Reward, to perform to 

one’s abilities in an International 

Match” (See Article 2.1.3 of the Code). 

2.2 The following charge is brought 

under Article 2.3 of the ICC Anti-

Corruption Code: 

(a) “Disclosing Inside Information to 

any person (with or without Reward) 

before or during any International 

Match or ICC Event where the Player 

or Player Support Personnel might 

reasonably be expected to know that 

disclosure of such information in such 

circumstances could be used in 

relation to Betting.” (See Article 2.3.2 

of the Code). 

2.3 The following charges are brought 

under Article 2.4 of the ICC Anti-

Corruption Code: 

(a) “Providing or receiving any gift, 

payment or other benefit (whether of a 

monetary value or otherwise) in 

circumstances that the Player or Player 

Support Personnel might reasonably 

have expected could bring him/her or 

the sport of cricket into disrepute.” 

(See Article 2.4.1 of the Code); and/or 

(b) “Failing to disclose to the ACSU 

(without undue delay) full details of 

any approaches or invitations received 
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by the Player or Player Support 

Personnel to engage in conduct that 

would amount to a breach of the Anti-

Corruption Code.” (See Article 2.4.2 of 

the Code). 

3. Mohammad Asif 

3.1 The following charges are brought 

under Article 2.1 of the ICC Anti-

Corruption Code: 

(a) “Fixing or contriving in any way or 

otherwise influencing improperly, or 

being a party to any effort to fix or 

contrive in any way or otherwise 

influence improperly, the result, 

progress, conduct or any other aspect 

of any International Match or ICC 

Event.” (See Article 2.1.1 of the Code); 

and/or 

(b) “Seeking, accepting, offering or 

agreeing to accept any bribe or other 

Reward to fix or to contrive in any way 

or otherwise to influence improperly 

the result, progress, conduct or any 

other aspect of any International 

Match or ICC Event.” (See Article 2.1.2 

of the Code); and/or (c) “Failing, for 

Reward, to perform to one’s abilities in 

an International Match” (See Article 

2.1.3 of the Code). 

3.2 The following charge is brought 

under Article 2.3 of the ICC Anti-

Corruption Code: 

(a) “Disclosing Inside Information to 

any person (with or without Reward) 

before or during any International 

Match or ICC Event where the Player 

or Player Support Personnel might 

reasonably be expected to know that 

disclosure of such information in such 

circumstances could be used in 

relation to Betting.” (Article 2.3.2 of 

the Code). 

3.3 The following charges are brought 

under Article 2.4 of the ICC Anti-

Corruption Code: 

(a) “Providing or receiving any gift, 

payment or other benefit (whether of a 

monetary value or otherwise) in 

circumstances that the Player or Player 

Support Personnel might reasonably 

have expected could bring him/her or 

the sport of cricket into disrepute.” 

(Article 2.4.1 of the Code); and/or 
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(b) “Failing to disclose to the ACSU 

(without undue delay) full details of 

any approaches or invitations received 

by the Player or Player Support 

Personnel to engage in conduct that 

would amount to a breach of the Anti-

Corruption Code.” (Article 2.4.2 of the 

Code) 

SANCTIONS 

On Mr Butt, a sanction of ten years 

ineligibility, five years of which are 

suspended on condition that he 

commits no further breach of the code 

and that he participates under the 

auspices of the Pakistan Cricket Board 

in a programme of Anti-Corruption 

education. 

On Mr Asif, a sanction of seven years  

ineligibility two years of which are 

suspended on condition that he 

commits no further breach of the code 

and that he participates under the 

auspices of the Pakistan Cricket Board 

in a programme of Anti-Corruption 

education. On Mr Amir, a sanction of 

five years of ineligibility.
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#12 OLYMPICS ROUND UP 

Image courtesy:theguardian.co.uk 
 

IOC SIGNS SUSTAINABILITY AGREEMENT WITH INTERNATIONAL 
UNION FOR CONSERVATION OF NATURE 

 
The International Olympic Committee 

(IOC) signed a cooperation agreement 

today with the International Union for 

Conservation of Nature (IUCN) to 

support the Candidate Cities for the 

2024 Olympic Games on sustainability 

and conservation matters related to 

their candidatures.The agreement is in 

line with the reforms of Olympic 

Agenda 2020, the IOC’s strategic 

roadmap for the future of the Olympic 

Movement, which places great 

emphasis on incorporating 

sustainability in all aspects of the 

Olympic Games and encourages 

strategic partnerships with 

internationally recognised 

organisations to increase the impact of 

its programmes. Under the 

collaboration agreement, IUCN will 

assist the IOC in reviewing the 

environmental conditions, biodiversity 

conservation and restoration plans of 

the four Candidate Cities vying to host 

the Games in 2024: Los Angeles 

(United States), Rome (Italy), 

Budapest (Hungary), and Paris 

(France)*. The two organisations will 

also work together to support the 

integration of these topics into the 

IOC’s Sustainability and Legacy 

Strategic Framework. As the world’s 
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largest conservation organisation, 

IUCN can draw on the knowledge of 

over 15,000 experts. 

 

IOC SPORT AND ACTIVE SOCIETY COMMISSION OFFERING FOUR 
USD 20,000 DEVELOPMENT GRANTS 

 

The IOC Sport and Active Society 

Commission announced that it has 

four development grants worth USD 

20,000 each to award organisations 

that are running effective sport for all 

programmes in their communities. The 

development grants were created by 

the Commission to fulfil its mission to 

encourage people everywhere to 

participate in regular physical activity 

and to promote the health and social 

benefits of sport. It is also in keeping 

with the reforms of Olympic Agenda 

2020, the IOC’s strategic roadmap for 

the future of the Olympic Movement 

that was approved in December 2014. 

This year’s grants fall under three 

themes: sports legacy for the Olympic 

Games or other major events; 

community-wide promotion of 

physical activity; and the engagement 

of youth. To be considered for a grant, 

applicants should demonstrate that 

their project: 

– has a long-term and sustainable 

timeline; 

– uses sport or physical activity as a 

tool to improve social issues; 

– uses available public space and/or 

sport facilities and venues to promote 

participation in physical activity; 

– has concretely developed long-term 

partnerships; and 

– has a concrete 

monitoring/evaluation plan in place. 

Non-governmental organisations 

(NGOs), not for profit organisations, 

International and National 

Federations (including IOC-

Recognised International Federations) 

and National Olympic Committees 

(NOCs) are eligible to apply. The 

applicants will be shortlisted by a 

panel of judges from the IOC Sports, 

Olympic Games, Olympic Solidarity, 

and Public Affairs and Social 

Development Through Sport 

Departments. 
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IOC COMMISSIONS: 60 PER CENT INCREASE IN WOMEN 
MEMBERS IN LESS THAN THREE YEARS 

 

International Olympic Committee 

(IOC) President Thomas Bach 

announced additional changes to the 

IOC Commissions for 2016 that 

include female representation of more 

than 33 per cent, a historic high. The 

milestone is a direct result of the 

reforms in Olympic Agenda 2020, the 

IOC’s strategic roadmap for the future 

of the Olympic Movement, which was 

approved in December 2014. There is 

also further growth in the numbers of 

members from Africa and Oceania as 

well as the different stakeholders of the 

Olympic Movement. In total there are 

449 Commission Members in 2016, up 

from 430 in 2015, of whom 150 are 

now women. For the first time the 

percentage  are beyond 33 per cent 

women in the IOC Commissions. In 

less than three years we have increased 

women’s representation on the IOC’s 

Commissions by 60 per cent. The new 

make-up of the Commissions reflects 

the philosophy initiated by Olympic 

Agenda 2020 to strengthen the unity 

in diversity of the Olympic Movement 

and to encourage more inclusive 

decision-making. 

 

IOC AND GE TAKE OLYMPIC MEDICAL RECORD 
PLATFORM INTO THE CLOUDS 

 
At the Olympic Games Rio 2016, a 

cloud-based version of GE 

Healthcare’s Centricity Practice 

Solutions (CPS) will be used as the 

official storage platform for electronic 

medical records (EMR). According to 

Richard Budgett, Medical and 

Scientific Director at the IOC, being 

able to move all of these records into 

“the cloud” is a huge step forward. 

Competing at the Olympic Games is 

the pinnacle of any athlete’s sporting 

career. It is a goal that requires years 

and decades of training. So the 

prospect of being deprived of the 

opportunity due to illness or injury 

which could be prevented is 

unthinkable. Working with GE, our 

goal is to create a system that helps 

ensure that athletes can deliver their 

best performance when it matters 

most. The new platform will facilitate 
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the capture of much more detailed 

medical data about the athletes who 

visit the polyclinic and other medical 

stations during Games time, enabling 

much smoother handling of patients 

and their data as they are seen by 

different personnel in the medical 

services (initial consultation, 

specialist, imaging, etc.). Just as 

importantly, it will facilitate data 

analysis and subsequent research on 

prevention of injury and illness in 

sport. The system can be used to 

improve medical diagnostics for 

athletes, but also to generate detailed 

data that can be used by coaches to 

develop strategies for improving 

performance. The cloud-based system 

was successfully employed by Team 

USA at the Olympic Games London 

2012and the Olympic Winter Games 

Sochi 2014. Their experience 

impressed the IOC so much that it 

plans to use a specially built EMR 

platform at the Olympic Games Rio 

2016 to track records of everything 

from scans to medications to allergies. 

The technology will be available at all 

medical posts at Games venues, and at 

the central clinic in the Olympic 

Village. Olympic athletes typically have 

a number of healthcare specialists 

involved in their care at any given 

time. Now all that data will be 

available in a centralised repository for 

the first time, and the entire records 

for any athlete can be accessed at the 

touch of a smartphone button. 

Moreover, access to data is more 

secure than ever, with authorisation 

systems in place that discriminate 

between different user groups. Being 

able to tap into such huge reserves of 

data is also helping to reduce risk of 

future injuries by spotting trends and 

offering solutions. The system enables 

the collection of data on how and why 

injuries and illnesses occur, which is 

invaluable for reducing future 

occurrences. For example, EMR has 

been used by doctors to help reduce 

the incidence of anaemia among 

female athletes.The technology can 

help prevent injuries, and can play an 

equally vital role in helping the 

recovery of injured 

athletes. Worldwide TOP Partner GE is 

the exclusive provider of a wide range 

of innovative products and services 

that are integral to staging successful 

Olympic Games. GE works closely with 

host countries, cities and organising 

committees to provide infrastructure 

solutions for Olympic venues, 

including power, lighting, water 

treatment and transport. It also 

supplies local hospitals with diagnostic 

imaging equipment and healthcare 
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technology solutions like ultrasound, 

MRI and electronic medical record 

technologies to help doctors treat 

athletes. 

 

IOC AND GE TAKE OLYMPIC MEDICAL RECORD PLATFORM INTO 
THE CLOUDS 

 
At the Olympic Games Rio 2016, a 

cloud-based version of GE 

Healthcare’s Centricity Practice 

Solutions (CPS) will be used as the 

official storage platform for electronic 

medical records (EMR). According to 

Richard Budgett, Medical and 

Scientific Director at the IOC, being 

able to move all of these records into 

“the cloud” is a huge step forward. 

Competing at the Olympic Games is 

the pinnacle of any athlete’s sporting 

career. It is a goal that requires years 

and decades of training. So the 

prospect of being deprived of the 

opportunity due to illness or injury 

which could be prevented is 

unthinkable. Working with GE, our 

goal is to create a system that helps 

ensure that athletes can deliver their 

best performance when it matters 

most. The new platform will facilitate 

the capture of much more detailed 

medical data about the athletes who 

visit the polyclinic and other medical 

stations during Games time, enabling 

much smoother handling of patients 

and their data as they are seen by 

different personnel in the medical 

services (initial consultation, 

specialist, imaging, etc.). Just as 

importantly, it will facilitate data 

analysis and subsequent research on 

prevention of injury and illness in 

sport. The system can be used to 

improve medical diagnostics for 

athletes, but also to generate detailed 

data that can be used by coaches to 

develop strategies for improving 

performance. The cloud-based system 

was successfully employed by Team 

USA at the Olympic Games London 

2012and the Olympic Winter Games 

Sochi 2014. Their experience 

impressed the IOC so much that it 

plans to use a specially built EMR 

platform at the Olympic Games Rio 

2016 to track records of everything 

from scans to medications to allergies. 

The technology will be available at all 

medical posts at Games venues, and at 

the central clinic in the Olympic 

Village. Olympic athletes typically have 

a number of healthcare specialists 

involved in their care at any given 

time. Now all that data will be 
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available in a centralised repository for 

the first time, and the entire records 

for any athlete can be accessed at the 

touch of a smartphone button. 

Moreover, access to data is more 

secure than ever, with authorisation 

systems in place that discriminate 

between different user groups. Being 

able to tap into such huge reserves of 

data is also helping to reduce risk of 

future injuries by spotting trends and 

offering solutions. The system enables 

the collection of data on how and why 

injuries and illnesses occur, which is 

invaluable for reducing future 

occurrences. For example, EMR has 

been used by doctors to help reduce 

the incidence of anaemia among 

female athletes. The technology can 

help prevent injuries, and can play an 

equally vital role in helping the 

recovery of injured 

athletes. Worldwide TOP Partner GE is 

the exclusive provider of a wide range 

of innovative products and services 

that are integral to staging successful 

Olympic Games. GE works closely with 

host countries, cities and organising 

committees to provide infrastructure 

solutions for Olympic venues, 

including power, lighting, water 

treatment and transport. It also 

supplies local hospitals with diagnostic 

imaging equipment and healthcare 

technology solutions like ultrasound, 

MRI and electronic medical record 

technologies to help doctors treat 

athletes. 

IOC AND GE TAKE OLYMPIC MEDICAL RECORD PLATFORM INTO 
THE CLOUDS 

At the Olympic Games Rio 2016, a 

cloud-based version of GE 

Healthcare’s Centricity Practice 

Solutions (CPS) will be used as the 

official storage platform for electronic 

medical records (EMR). According to 

Richard Budgett, Medical and 

Scientific Director at the IOC, being 

able to move all of these records into 

“the cloud” is a huge step forward. 

Competing at the Olympic Games is 

the pinnacle of any athlete’s sporting 

career. It is a goal that requires years 

and decades of training. So the 

prospect of being deprived of the 

opportunity due to illness or injury 

which could be prevented is 

unthinkable. Working with GE, our 

goal is to create a system that helps 

ensure that athletes can deliver their 

best performance when it matters 

most. The new platform will facilitate 

the capture of much more detailed 

medical data about the athletes who 

visit the polyclinic and other medical 

stations during Games time, enabling 
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much smoother handling of patients 

and their data as they are seen by 

different personnel in the medical 

services (initial consultation, 

specialist, imaging, etc.). Just as 

importantly, it will facilitate data 

analysis and subsequent research on 

prevention of injury and illness in 

sport. The system can be used to 

improve medical diagnostics for 

athletes, but also to generate detailed 

data that can be used by coaches to 

develop strategies for improving 

performance. The cloud-based system 

was successfully employed by Team 

USA at the Olympic Games London 

2012and the Olympic Winter Games 

Sochi 2014. Their experience 

impressed the IOC so much that it 

plans to use a specially built EMR 

platform at the Olympic Games Rio 

2016 to track records of everything 

from scans to medications to allergies. 

The technology will be available at all 

medical posts at Games venues, and at 

the central clinic in the Olympic 

Village. Olympic athletes typically have 

a number of healthcare specialists 

involved in their care at any given 

time. Now all that data will be 

available in a centralised repository for 

the first time, and the entire records 

for any athlete can be accessed at the 

touch of a smartphone button. 

Moreover, access to data is more 

secure than ever, with authorisation 

systems in place that discriminate 

between different user groups. Being 

able to tap into such huge reserves of 

data is also helping to reduce risk of 

future injuries by spotting trends and 

offering solutions. The system enables 

the collection of data on how and why 

injuries and illnesses occur, which is 

invaluable for reducing future 

occurrences. For example, EMR has 

been used by doctors to help reduce 

the incidence of anaemia among 

female athletes. The technology can 

help prevent injuries, and can play an 

equally vital role in helping the 

recovery of injured 

athletes. Worldwide TOP Partner GE is 

the exclusive provider of a wide range 

of innovative products and services 

that are integral to staging successful 

Olympic Games. GE works closely with 

host countries, cities and organising 

committees to provide infrastructure 

solutions for Olympic venues, 

including power, lighting, water 

treatment and transport. It also 

supplies local hospitals with diagnostic 

imaging equipment and healthcare 

technology solutions like ultrasound, 

MRI and electronic medical record 

technologies to help doctors treat 

athletes. 
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 #13 OFF GROUND CLASSROOM  

Image courtesy:formulaspy.com 

Fédération Internationale de l’Automobile (FIA) Statute : IT, ICA & Anti-

doping 

The FIA is the governing body for world motor sport and the federation of the 

world’s leading motoring organizations. Founded in 1904, with headquarters in 

Paris, the Fédération Internationale de l’Automobile (FIA) is a non-profit making 

association. It brings together 237 national motoring and sporting organisations 

from 142 countries on five continents. Its member clubs represent millions of 

motorists and their families. The 2010 FIA General Assembly adopted a new judicial 

system which includes an International Tribunal (IT) and an International Court of 

Appeal (ICA) with updated rules and functions. This new judicial organisation came 

into effect as of 1 January 2011. The International Tribunal (IT) exercises the FIA 

disciplinary powers in the first instance (for cases not dealt with by the Stewards of 

the Meeting). Decisions taken by the IT can be appealed before the International 

Court of Appeal (ICA). The International Court of Appeal is the final appeal tribunal 
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for international motor sport. Established under the FIA Statutes and the FIA 

International Sporting Code it resolves disputes brought before it by any of National 

Sporting Authorities worldwide, or by the President of the FIA. It can also settle non-

sporting disputes brought by national motoring organizations affiliated to the FIA. In 

accordance with good governance principles, the International Court of Appeal (ICA) 

is an independent body with its own administration detached from the main 

structure of the FIA. 

Provisions in the FIA Statute:  

ARTICLE 25 – International Tribunal 

It may directly impose the sanctions provided for in the FIA Disciplinary and Judicial 

Rules on: 

 FIA Members; 

 officers, members, or licence‐holders of ASNs or officers, members, or 

licence‐holders of ACNs involved in motor sport; 

 officials, organisers, drivers, competitors and licence‐holders;   

 persons having access to premises hosting any event that is subject to FIA 

regulations and decisions; 

 any person who is subject to or who has agreed to be bound by the 

International Sporting Code, and other FIA regulations and decisions; 

 and in general, any person who benefits, in any manner whatsoever, from an 

authorisation or approval issued on behalf of or by the FIA, or who takes part 

in any manner whatsoever in a race, competition or other event organised, 

directly or indirectly, by the FIA or subject to FIA regulations and decisions; 
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 employees, representatives, agents and service providers of the persons listed 

above, irrespective of any liability of those who employ them or are 

represented by them, and of the possibility of prosecuting those persons or 

bodies. 

Nevertheless, Members of the FIA have an exclusive competence to decide whether 

or not to prosecute and to impose sanctions for offences and infringements referred 

to below on their employees, representatives, agents and service providers unless 

these persons, in another capacity, fall directly under jurisdiction of the International 

Tribunal according to Article 25 hereto,   

1) who have contravened FIA Statutes and Regulations, including the International 

Sporting Code but excluding the FIA Anti‐Doping Regulations, which come under the 

exclusive competence of the Anti‐ Doping Disciplinary Committee; or 

2) who have taken part in a competition or a Championship not entered on the FIA 

calendars or not governed by the FIA or its Members; or 

3) who have pursued an objective contrary or opposed to those of the FIA; or 

4) who, without lawful excuse: 

a. have refused or failed to apply a decision of the FIA; or   

b. by words, actions or writings have inflicted damage to the standing and/or 

reputation of, or loss to, the FIA, its bodies, its Members or its executive officers; or 

c. have failed to cooperate in an investigation. 

The International Tribunal is made up of 6 to 12 members. The prerogatives, 

composition and operating procedure of the International Tribunal are defined in the 

FIA Judicial and Disciplinary Rules approved by the General Assembly. 
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ARTICLE 26 – International Court of Appeal 

The International Court of Appeal shall be entrusted with judging definitively any 

dispute or conflict resulting from the application of the present Statutes, of the 

Statutes of the body governed by Swiss law, of the International Sporting Code, and 

more generally of the rules and regulations decreed by the FIA, with settling any 

dispute relating to FIA activities, and with hearing any litigation which may be 

submitted to it by the President of the FIA. The International Court of Appeal is 

made up of 12 to 24 members. The prerogatives, composition and operating 

procedure of the International Court of Appeal are defined in the Judicial and 

Disciplinary Rules approved by the General Assembly. 

ARTICLE 27 – Congress of the International Tribunal and International Court of 

Appeal 

The Congress of the International Tribunal and International Court of Appeal is 

made up of members of the International Tribunal and International Court of Appeal 

and has the following functions: 

 it elects from among its members for a three‐year term a President and a 

Vice‐President, who may be the Presidents of the International Tribunal and 

the International Court of Appeal; the names of the President and 

Vice‐President shall be made public; 

 it may suggest amendments to the FIA Judicial and Disciplinary Rules, to the 

FIA Statutes or to the Regulations; 

 it reviews the functioning of the International Tribunal and International 

Court of Appeal and submits a report to the General Assembly;   

 it examines any grounds for complaint against members of the International 

Tribunal and International Court of Appeal who may be accused of having 

failed to comply with their obligations. The functioning of the Congress of the 
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International Tribunal and International Court of Appeal is described in the 

Judicial and Disciplinary Rules approved by the General Assembly. 

ARTICLE 28 – Judicial General Secretariat   

The prerogatives, composition and operating procedure of the Judicial General 

Secretariat are defined in the Judicial and Disciplinary Rules approved by the 

General Assembly. 

ARTICLE 29 – Anti‐Doping Disciplinary Committee 

The Anti‐Doping Disciplinary Committee is invested with disciplinary power in the 

first instance over natural persons, organisations or other entities which have 

contravened the FIA Anti‐Doping Regulations, appended to the International 

Sporting Code. The Anti‐Doping Disciplinary Committee is made of 12 members. The 

prerogatives, composition and operating procedure of the Anti‐Doping Disciplinary 

Committee are defined in the FIA Anti‐Doping Regulations. 

ARTICLE 30 – Anti‐Doping Appeals 

The FIA acknowledges and accepts the World Anti‐ Doping Code as the basis for the 

fight against doping in Motor Sport.   Notwithstanding Articles 25 and 26 or the 

other provisions hereto, the Court of Arbitration for Sport is competent to settle 

definitively all appeals arising from the application of the FIA’s Anti‐Doping 

Regulations. 

COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR SPORTS: MEDIATION RULES

CAS mediation is a non binding and informal procedure, based on an agreement to 

mediate in which each party undertakes to attempt in good faith to negotiate with 

the other party with a view to settling a sports-related dispute. The parties are 

assisted in their negotiations by a CAS mediator.    
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In principle, CAS mediation is provided for the resolution of disputes submitted to 

the CAS ordinary arbitration procedure. Disputes related to disciplinary matters, 

such as doping issues, match-fixing and corruption, are excluded from CAS 

mediation. However, in certain cases, where the circumstances so require and the 

parties expressly agree, disputes related to other disciplinary matters may be 

submitted to CAS mediation. 

 A mediation agreement is one whereby the parties agree to submit to mediation a 

sports-related dispute which has arisen or which may arise between them. A 

mediation agreement may take the form of a mediation clause in a contract or 

separate agreement. 

 A party wishing to institute mediation proceedings shall address a request to that 

effect in writing to the CAS Court Office.The request shall contain: the identity of the 

parties and their representatives (name, address, email address, telephone and fax 

numbers), a copy of the mediation agreement and a brief description of the 

dispute. The parties shall pay their own mediation fees and expenses. 

 The CAS Court Office shall immediately inform the parties of the date on which the 

mediation commences, and shall fix the time limit by which the parties shall pay 

their share of the administrative costs pursuant to Article 14 and Appendix I of the 

Rules. 

 The ICAS draws up the list of mediators available to be appointed in CAS mediation 

procedures. The personalities the ICAS choose shall appear on the list of mediators 

for a four-year period, and are thereafter eligible for reselection.Unless the parties 

have jointly selected a mediator from the list of CAS mediators, he shall be chosen by 

the CAS President from the list of CAS mediators and appointed after consultation 

with the parties. 

Upon his appointment, the mediator shall establish the terms and timetable for 

submission by each party of a statement summarizing the dispute, including the 

following details: 
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 a brief description of the facts and points of law, including a list of the issues 

submitted to the mediator with a view to resolution; 

 a copy of the mediation agreement. 

Where the parties agree to submit an ordinary arbitration case to mediation, the 

mediator may consider the request for arbitration as one party’s summary of its 

dispute and may invite only the other party  to submit its summary of the dispute. 

Each party shall cooperate in good faith with the mediator and shall guarantee him 

the freedom to perform his mandate to advance the mediation as expeditiously as 

possible. The mediator may make any suggestions he deems appropriate in this 

regard. He may at any time communicate separately with the parties if he deems it 

necessary to do so. 

The mediator shall promote the settlement of the issues in dispute in any manner 

that he believes to be appropriate. To achieve this, he will: 

1. identify the issues in dispute; 

2. facilitate discussion of the issues by the parties; 

3. propose solutions. 

However, the mediator may not impose a solution of the dispute on either party. 

 The mediator, the parties, their representatives and advisers, and any other persons 

present during the meetings between the parties shall sign a confidentiality 

agreement and shall not disclose to any third party any information given to them 

during the mediation, unless required by law to do so.   Any information given by one 

party may be disclosed by the mediator to the other party only with the consent of 

the former. 

Unless required to do so by applicable law and in the absence of any agreement of 

the parties to the contrary, the parties shall not rely on, or introduce as evidence in 

any arbitral or judicial proceedings: 

 views expressed or suggestions made by a party with respect to a possible 

settlement of the dispute; 
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 admissions made by a party in the course of the mediation proceedings; 

 documents, notes or other information obtained during the mediation proceedings; 

 proposals made or views expressed by the mediator; or 

 the fact that a party had or had not indicated willingness to accept a proposal. 

Either party or the mediator may terminate the mediation at any time.The 

mediation shall be terminated: 

1. by the signing of a settlement by the parties; 

2. by a written declaration of the mediator to the effect that further efforts at 

mediation are no longer worthwhile; 

3. by a written declaration of a party or the parties to the effect that the mediation 

proceedings are terminated; or 

4. where one of the parties, or both, refuse(s) to pay its (their) share of the mediation 

costs within the time limit fixed pursuant to Article 14 of the Rules. 

 The settlement is drawn up by the mediator and signed by the parties and the 

mediator. Each party shall receive a copy thereof. In the event of any breach, a party 

may rely on such copy before an arbitral or judicial authority. A copy of the 

settlement is submitted for inclusion in the records of the CAS Court Office. 

 The parties may have recourse to arbitration when a dispute has not been resolved by 

mediation, provided that an arbitration agreement or clause exists between the 

parties. 

 In the event of failure to resolve a dispute by mediation, unless the parties agree in 

writing otherwise, the mediator shall not accept an appointment as an arbitrator in 

any arbitral proceedings concerning the parties involved in the same dispute. 
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#4 PLAWYERED MONTHLY ROUND UP 

Image courtesy:skysports.com 

SHIFT IPL 2016 MATCHES OUT OF MAHARASHTRA AFTER 
APRIL 30: BOMBAY HIGH COURT 

The Bombay High Court has asked the 

Board of Control for Cricket in India to 

shift all IPL 2016 matches out of 

drought-hit Maharashtra after April 

30. According to the IPL 2016 

schedule, 19 matches were scheduled 

in three venues – Mumbai, Pune and 

Nagpur — in the state. The BCCI will 

now have to reschedule 13 IPL 2016 

matches, including the final which was 

scheduled in Mumbai’s Wankhede 

Stadium on May 29. The opening 

match of the tournament was played at 

Mumbai’s Wankhede Stadium on April 

9. Defending champions Mumbai 

Indians treat the Wankhede Stadium 

as their ‘home’ ground while debutants 

Rising Pune Supergiants, led by MS 

Dhoni, will now have to play several 

games at an adopted ‘home’. Nagpur 

were scheduled to host three games as 

home ground for Kings XI Punjab. A 

Public Interest Litigation in Bombay 

High Court questioning the logic of 

hosting IPL games in drought-hit 

Maharashtra led to Wednesday’s 

verdict. The Maharashtra government 

had reiterated its stand that it was 

against the use of potable water during 

IPL matches, but also hinted at it 
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wouldn’t oppose the event if there was 

no misuse of water. 

BCCI secretary Anurag Thakur went to 

the extent of saying that the Board was 

ready to use treated sewage water and 

it had no intention of using potable 

water during the IPL matches. Teams 

like Kings XI Punjab and Pune had 

also complained of “logistical 

nightmare and financial problem” if 

matches were shifted out of 

Maharashtra. Now that that the court 

has given its decision, the IPL will be 

back to the drawing board to 

reschedule 13 games across Indian 

cities. 

FIFA JOINS OTHER STAKEHOLDERS IN CONCUSSION 
CONFERENCE 

 
Next October, FIFA will join some of 

the world’s top international sports 

organizations in Berlin, Germany for 

the Fifth International Consensus 

Conference on Concussion in Sport. 

Concussions are in the spotlight more 

than ever, and have become a 

predominant safety issue for athletes. 

For this reason, organizations like 

FIFA, the IIHF, the International 

Olympic Committee, World Rugby, 

and the International Federation for 

Equestrian Sports have taken a lead 

role in organizing this conference and 

developing it into the world’s most 

influential process for policy makers 

on concussions in sport. The purpose 

of the conference is twofold. The first 

objective is to present a summary of 

new evidence-based research that 

covers all aspects of concussions 

including definition, management, 

investigations, treatment, return to 

play protocol, prevention and 

knowledge transfer. An expert panel 

group, which includes FIFA Chief 

Medical Officer Prof. Jiri Dvorak and 

F-MARC member Dr Nina 

Feddermann, reviews the research 

presented at the Conference and 

develops the consensus from the 

information presented at the meeting. 

With the facts presented by the world’s 

experts and researchers in concussion 

in sport, the second objective is to 

reach an agreement amongst the 

conference participants in developing 

a Consensus Statement on Concussion 

in Sports: a protocol document for 

physicians and healthcare 

professionals involved in the care of 

injured athletes at the recreational, 

elite or professional level. Since its 

inception in 2001, the conference has 

become the main forum for concussion 

awareness and prevention. It led to the 
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publication of the first Sport 

Concussion Assessment Tool (SCAT) 

in 2005, which is in use by many 

sports leagues and federations today. 

The Consensus and the SCAT has 

formed the foundation by which the 

majority of sporting organisations 

have developed protocols with respect 

to concussions. The SCAT ranks as one 

of the most significant efforts by the 

sports medicine field to address 

concussion treatment and prevention. 

The most recent conferences (the last 

occurring in 2012 at the Home of FIFA 

in Zurich) have developed and 

adjusted the SCAT, currently in its 3rd 

version (SCAT3), in order to fit better 

the treatment and prevention needs of 

both pro athletes and children (Child 

SCAT3). A pocket concussion 

recognition tool (Pocket CRT) has also 

been developed for parents, coaches 

and others to help with concussion 

detection. 

The forthcoming Berlin Consensus will 

address a broad range of topics 

including concussion detection, 

evaluation and that would then be 

published in leading medical journals. 

The Fifth International Consensus 

Conference on Concussion in Sport 

(ICCCS) will run from 27-28 October, 

2016 in Berlin, Germany. 

 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION OF THE FOOTBALL 

FEDERATION OF KOSOVO 
The Football Federation of Kosovo 

(FFK) has confirmed its application for 

admission to FIFA on 15 March 2016. 

At the same time, the FFK 

acknowledged that it could only be 

admitted as a FIFA member if it is 

granted UEFA membership first. In 

order for FIFA to process and assess 

the FFK’s application, a bureau of the 

FIFA Associations Committee was set 

up in accordance with the relevant 

FIFA regulations. The FFK’s 

application is being processed by FIFA 

together with UEFA as the 

geographically responsible 

confederation. As part of the relevant 

procedures, the two organisations 

decided to conduct an inspection visit 

to Kosovo, which was carried out on 13 

and 14 April 2016 by representatives of 

the FIFA and UEFA administrations. 

The procedure for admission to FIFA 

is stipulated in art. 9 et seq. of the 

FIFA Statutes as well as in the 

Regulations Governing the Admission 

of Associations to FIFA. In accordance 

with the relevant provisions, if the FFK 

is admitted as a UEFA member, UEFA 
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will then have to submit a final report 

to the FIFA Associations Committee 

for discussion and recommendation. 

Subsequently, the FIFA Associations 

Committee will present its findings to 

the FIFA Executive Committee. 

Finally, the FIFA Executive Committee 

will submit the FFK’s application for 

admission, together with a 

recommendation that it be accepted or 

rejected, to the next FIFA Congress. 

The issue of admission of the FFK to 

UEFA has been put on the agenda of 

the upcoming UEFA Congress taking 

place in Budapest on 3 May 2016. If 

the FFK is admitted to UEFA on that 

occasion and provided that the FFK’s 

application for admission to FIFA is 

considered complete and valid 

according to the relevant regulations, 

the FFK’s application for admission to 

FIFA may be voted on at the FIFA 

Congress in Mexico City on 13 May 

2016. 

EQUATORIAL GUINEA EXPELLED FROM WOMEN’S 
OLYMPIC FOOTBALL TOURNAMENT 2020 

Equatorial Guinea will not compete in 

the preliminary competition of the 

Women’s Olympic Football 

Tournament 2020 following a decision 

taken by the FIFA Disciplinary 

Committee. The Disciplinary 

Committee held the Equatorial Guinea 

Football Association liable for the use 

of forged or falsified documents. More 

precisely, it found evidence of the use 

of two passports with different dates of 

birth for the player Camila Maria do 

Carmo Nobre de Oliveira, who 

participated in several matches of the 

preliminary competition of the 

Women’s Olympic Football 

Tournament 2016. Two birth 

certificates containing divergent 

information regarding the player’s 

parental filiation were also provided. 

In addition to the expulsion from the 

Women’s Olympic Football 

Tournament 2020, the Equatorial 

Guinea FA was sanctioned with a fine 

of CHF 40,000, a reprimand and a 

warning, on the basis of art. 61 par. 4 

of the FIFA Disciplinary Code (FDC). 

The player was sanctioned with a ten-

match suspension, to be served in the 

next matches of the representative 

team of Equatorial Guinea for which 

she would be eligible, as well as a fine 

of CHF 2,000, a reprimand and a 

warning, on the basis of art. 61 paras 1 

and 2 of the FDC. 
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ELIGIBILITY CHECKS FOR CONCACAF CANDIDATES 

COMPLETED 
A statement from Domenico Scala, 

Chairman of the FIFA Audit and 

Compliance Committee, in relation to 

eligibility checks of CONCACAF 

candidates: 

“In accordance with the relevant 

provisions of FIFA’s Statutes and 

Regulations, it is the task of the FIFA 

Audit and Compliance Committee to 

conduct the eligibility checks outlined 

in the FIFA Statutes and the FIFA 

Governance Regulations until such 

time as the Governance Committee is 

established.” 

“As such, the Audit and Compliance 

Committee has conducted eligibility 

checks with regard to several 

candidates for the office of 

CONCACAF president and FIFA vice-

president, respectively, as well as for 

candidates for the office of member of 

the FIFA Council (CONCACAF).” 

“The Audit and Compliance 

Committee has concluded that one 

candidate, Mr Gordon Derrick from 

Antigua & Barbuda, could not be 

admitted as a candidate for the office 

of CONCACAF President nor FIFA 

vice-president nor the FIFA Council. 

For privacy reasons we are not in a 

position to go into further details with 

regard to this decision. The person 

concerned has been informed.” 

JAMES TAYLOR FORCED TO RETIRE WITH HEART 
CONDITION 

James Taylor, the England middle-

order batsman, has been forced into 

retirement at the age of 26 with a 

serious heart condition, it was 

announced by the England and Wales 

Cricket Board (ECB) on Tuesday (April 

12). He had played seven Test and 27 

One-Day Internationals for England. 

Taylor missed Nottinghamshire’s pre-

season fixture against Cambridge MCC 

with what was thought to be a viral 

condition. But scans revealed he was 

suffering from a condition known as 

Arrhythmogenic Right Ventricular 

Arrhythmia (ARVC). Taylor will 

undergo an operation due to his 

condition in the coming days. The 

batsman tweeted that while his world 

was “upside down” at the moment, his 

spirits were still up. Recent months 

had witnessed some of Taylor’s best 

international performances. His seven 
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Tests did not yield a hundred, with his 

top score of 76 coming against 

Pakistan in Sharjah in November last 

year, a series in which he established 

himself as part of the England Test 

side. He was thereafter involved in 

England’s famous 2-1 win in South 

Africa, playing all four Tests of the 

series. He made 312 runs in his seven 

Tests, with 27 One-Day Internationals 

netting him 887 runs at an average of 

42.23 and a strike-rate of 80.12. In 

September, he also scored his lone ODI 

century, against Australia at Old 

Trafford. Taylor was prolific at the 

first-class level, piling up 9306 runs in 

139 matches at 46.06 with 20 

centuries. His List A record is also 

stellar, with 5365 runs in 136 matches 

at an average of 53.11 and a strike-rate 

of 84.14. 

INDIAN PREMIER LEAGUE: MAHARASHTRA STAND TO 
LOSE RS 100 CR IF MATCHES ARE SHIFTED, SAYS 

ANURAG THAKUR 
A day after Chief Minister Devendra 

Fadnavis said he is fine with the Indian 

Premier League moving out of the 

drought-affected Maharashtra, his 

party colleague and Board of Control 

for Cricket in India secretary Anurag 

Thakur on Saturday warned that doing 

so will result in a loss of Rs 100 Cr for 

the State.  Maharashtra gains Rs 100 

Cr from IPL and if the tournament 

goes out of the state, it will be a loss for 

the state. He said the figure is based on 

a study done by the Board of Cricket 

Control in India (BCCI) after the last 

edition of the Indian Premier League 

(IPL). Faced with criticism over huge 

quantity of water usage for pitches for 

IPL, Fadnavis had said “we do not have 

any problem, if IPL is shifted from 

Maharashtra this season. No potable 

water will be provided for IPL this 

year.” 

Thakur suggested the money earned 

from IPL can be better utilised by the 

Maharashtra Government for tackling 

drought and taking relief measures for 

the affected population. It can be noted 

that Maharashtra will be hosting 18 

matches, spread across Mumbai, Pune 

and Nagpur, during the this year’s 

season of the popular domestic T20 

tournament. He clarified the Cricket 

Board, too, is very concerned about the 

water crisis in the State and does not 

want to use potable water for 

maintaining the grounds. It is also 

mulling to adopt drought-hit villages 

along with the franchises, who have 

been asked to prepare a report on what 

else can be done on the drought-
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mitigation front, Thakur said. The 

franchises and BCCI will be presenting 

their side to the Bombay High Court 

on April 12 during hearing of a petition 

on shifting the IPL matches out of the 

State in the wake of water scarcity, he 

said. A city-based NGO has petitioned 

the Court challenging the use of over 

60 lakh litres of water to maintain 

pitches and sought shifting of IPL 

matches out of the State given the 

second successive drought it is 

experiencing. 

Thakur acknowledged the cash-rich 

tournament has always been dogged by 

“unwanted controversies” in its nine-

year history but stressed the league 

does a lot of good by helping “talent 

meet opportunity”. 

FORMULA ONE TO SHUN PROGRESSIVE ELIMINATION 
EXPERIMENT, TO BRING BACK 2015 QUALIFYING 

FORMAT 
Formula One is set to revert to the 

2015 qualifying format after a two-race 

experiment with ‘progressive 

elimination’ this season was widely 

lambasted as a fiasco by teams and 

fans. The agreement will come into 

force from the Chinese Grand Prix in 

Shanghai on April 17. “At the 

unanimous request of the teams in a 

letter received today, Jean Todt, 

president of the FIA, and Bernie 

Ecclestone, commercial rights holder 

representative, accepted, in the 

interests of the Championship, to 

submit a proposal to the F1 

Commission and World Motor Sport 

Council to revert to the qualifying 

format in force in 2015,” said an FIA 

statement. This proposal, if approved 

by the F1 governing bodies, will take 

effect as from the Chinese Grand Prix 

and will apply for the rest of the 

season. Jean Todt and Bernie 

Ecclestone welcomed the idea put 

forward by the teams to have a global 

assessment of the format of the 

weekend for 2017. Meanwhile, Red 

Bull wrote on Twitter: “When you hear 

about #F1 quali…” which was 

accompanied with a video of their 

Russian driver Daniil Kvyat pumping 

his fists. The ‘elimination’ format used 

in Australia and Bahrain this year saw 

cars steadily eliminated one by one 

and was meant to finish in a top-two 

shoot-out. But both rounds of 

qualifying at Melbourne and Sakhir 

saw the track empty of action in the 

closing stages, a miserable sight for 

fans as well as live television coverage. 

Now, the 2015 system of three 

qualifying rounds will return for the 
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rest of the season after 11 teams wrote 

to the sport’s powerbrokers insisting 

on a return to the format first used in 

2006. 

FERRARI TOP FORMULA ONE EARNER AHEAD OF 
CHAMPIONS MERCEDES 

Italian manufacturer Ferrari will 

receive more money than any other 

team in Formula One for 2015 despite 

finishing second in the championship 

to Mercedes, British magazine 

Autosport reported. The 2015 total 

payout was $965m and this will be 

distributed across 10 teams with 

Ferrari leading the way ahead of the 

reigning double world champions. 

Formula One Management (FOM) 

collates revenues from hosting fees, 

media rights, trackside sponsorship 

and hospitality with the teams 

receiving nine monthly payments with 

a final payment due in early 2017 when 

definitive revenues have been 

calculated. Ferrari will earn an 

estimated $192m – $33m more than 

last year – almost 20 percent of the 

total of which $105m was 

bonuses. Mercedes won 16 grands prix, 

including 13 one-twos, compared to 

Ferrari’s three wins but earned just 

17.7 percent of the total fund with 

$171m – $74m consisting of bonuses. 

Red Bull received $144m to the $87m 

earned by third-placed Williams, 

which finished ahead of it in the 2015 

constructors’ standings. Frank 

Williams’s team will receive less than 

half of Ferrari’s total despite finishing 

just one place adrift in the 

championship. McLaren, which 

finished ninth, receives a projected 

$82m, while fifth-placed Force India 

earned $67m, a situation which has 

lead to the team’s complaint to the EU 

Commission over unfair competition. 

Formula One commercial ringmaster 

Bernie Ecclestone admitted in Bahrain 

there had been “conversations” with 

the European Commission over 

complaints filed by Force India and 

Sauber, which placed eighth ahead of 

McLaren, yet receives just $54m. At 

$965m, the teams’ payouts are nine 

per cent up on last year’s total $883m 

despite there being the same number 

of rounds (19). FOM’s 2015 turnover is 

estimated at $1.9bn, with underlying 

revenues estimated at $1.4bn. F1 

Commercial revenues for 2015 (world 

championship rankings in brackets) 

1. Scuderia Ferrari, $192 million (2) 

2. Mercedes-AMG, $171m (1) 
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3. Red Bull Racing, $144m (4) 

4. Williams F1, $87m (3) 

5. McLaren-Honda, $82m (9) 

6. Force India, $67m (5) 

7. Renault (ex-Lotus), $64m (6) 

8. Scuderia Toro Rosso, $57m (7) 

9. Sauber F1, $54m (8) 

10. Manor Racing, $47m (10) 

 
CRICKET SOUTH AFRICA APPOINTS PANEL TO REVIEW 

POOR PERFORMANCE 
Cricket South Africa (CSA) has 

appointed a committee to conduct an 

independent review of the recent poor 

performance of all the Proteas national 

squads.  CSA independent director and 

chairperson of the Human Resources 

Committee, Dawn Mokhobo, will head 

the four-member panel. The other 

members of the panel are former 

Proteas player Adam Bacher, Francois 

Pienaar, a world-class international 

rugby player and the Springboks 

famous 1995 World Cup winning 

captain and Dr Ross Tucker, a 

renowned sports physiologist. 

 
SACHIN TENDULKAR IN FOR ‘SKILL INDIA’ CAMPAIGN 

Prime Minister’s Skill India Mission 

got a major boost with cricket icon 

Sachin Tendulkar endorsing the ‘I 

Support Skill India’ campaign of the 

Ministry of Skill Development and 

Entrepreneurship (MSDE). MSDE’s ‘I 

Support Skill India’ campaign is an 

endeavor to galvanise all stakeholders 

across states, organisations and 

industries to bring value and respect to 

skills and standardise the ecosystem to 

address human resource requirements 

across nationally and globally, a 

release said. Overall, the Ministry aims 

to raise the standard of living for many 

at the lower rung of the pyramid by 

ensuring better wages and dignity of 

labour. Elaborating on the relevance of 

skills and his association with Skill 

India, Tendulkar stated, “When I was 

approached for endorsing Skill India, I 

realised that it is an important 

component in one’s personal growth 

that needs to be valued and 

mastered. We are a young nation and 

we have the potential in us. We just 
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need to learn a skill that is driven by 

our passion and turn it into an 

opportunity for us. Skill India is a big 

opportunity extended to all. We should 

avail it to its best.” 

 

SEVERAL CLUBS SANCTIONED FOR BREACH OF THIRD-
PARTY INFLUENCE, THIRD-PARTY OWNERSHIP RULES 

FIFA’s Disciplinary Committee has 

imposed sanctions on several clubs for 

breaches relating to third-party 

influence and/or third-party 

ownership of players’ economic rights 

(TPO). The ban on third-party 

influence, which is set out in article 

18bis of the Regulations on the Status 

and Transfer of Players (the 

“Regulations”), has been in place since 

1 January 2008, while amendments to 

art. 18bis and the ban on TPO, covered 

by article 18ter, came into force on 1 

May 2015. 

The sanctions relate to the following 

cases: 

 Santos Futebol Clube of Brazil 

was sanctioned with a fine of 

CHF 75,000, a warning and a 

reprimand for breaching art. 

18bis (2008 edition), as well as 

annexe 3 of the Regulations. 

The club was found to be liable 

for entering into contracts that 

enabled third parties to 

influence the club’s 

independence in employment 

and transfer-related matters, 

failing to declare mandatory 

information in the International 

Transfer Matching System 

(ITMS) and failing to cooperate 

with an investigation conducted 

by FIFA TMS. 

 Sevilla FC of Spain was 

sanctioned with a fine of CHF 

55,000, a warning for breaching 

art. 18bis (2012 edition), as well 

as annexe 3 of the Regulations. 

The club was found to be liable 

for entering into contracts that 

enabled a third party to 

influence the club’s 

independence in employment 

and transfer-related matters 

and failing to enter mandatory 

information into ITMS. 

 Club K St Truidense VV of 

Belgium was sanctioned with a 

fine of CHF 60,000, a warning 

and a reprimand for breaching 

art. 18bis and art. 18ter par. 1 
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(2015 edition) of the 

Regulations. The club was 

found to be liable for entering 

into contracts that enabled a 

third party to influence the 

club’s independence in 

employment and transfer-

related matters and entering 

into an agreement that assigns 

rights to a third party in relation 

to the future transfer of a 

player. 

 Club FC Twente of the 

Netherlands was sanctioned 

with a fine of CHF 185,000, a 

warning and a reprimand for 

breaching art. 18bis (2012 

edition), art. 18ter par. 5 (2015 

edition) as well as annexe 3 of 

the Regulations. The club was 

found to be liable for entering 

into contracts that enabled a 

third party to influence the club 

in employment and transfer-

related matters, failing to 

upload a TPO agreement into 

the library in TMS, breaching 

confidentiality rules and failing 

to declare mandatory 

information in ITMS. 

FIFA EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE APPROVES KEY 
PRIORITIES TO RESTORE TRUST IN FIFA 

The implementation of the reforms, 

which were approved by an 

overwhelming majority three weeks 

ago at the Extraordinary FIFA 

Congress, was the main topic during 

the two-day FIFA Executive 

Committee meeting – the last of its 

kind and the first chaired by FIFA 

President Gianni Infantino. On 9 and 

10 May 2016, the new FIFA Council 

will convene for the first time ahead of 

the ordinary FIFA Congress in Mexico 

City.During the meeting, the President 

presented his road map for restoring 

trust in FIFA, which he initiated on his 

first day in office. Key elements 

include: optimising FIFA’s 

administration, enhancing and 

modernising football development 

efforts, renewing the focus on women’s 

football, and engaging with FIFA’s 

commercial partners. 

 Putting the reforms into effect  

A new recruitment policy for FIFA staff 

will be established with a focus on 

diversity and gender equality. In 

addition, exchange programmes with 
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member associations and 

confederations will be introduced to 

build upon FIFA’s knowledge transfer 

process. Furthermore, the deadline to 

elect the new additional Council 

members was set as 30 September 

2016 at the latest, in accordance with 

the FIFA Statutes and the Governance 

Regulations. 

Support for Request for Restitution 

The Executive Committee also 

expressed its support for the Request 

for Restitution made by FIFA on 

Wednesday to reclaim funds diverted 

from the football community from 

those defendants who have been 

convicted. 

 New financial targets set  

On day one of the meeting, the 

Executive Committee approved FIFA’s 

Financial and Governance Report 

2015. The report reflects the spirit of 

the reforms approved at the 

Extraordinary Congress in February by 

its greater transparency, particularly 

regarding the disclosure of the 

compensation of committee members 

and key management personnel. 

Furthermore, new financial targets 

have been set to meet FIFA’s adjusted 

priorities, especially for football 

development, while the organisation 

will continue to look at ways to further 

optimise its budget. 

FIFA Confederations Cup 2017 and 2018 FIFA World Cup 

Russia™ 

The Executive Committee ratified the 

assignment of kick-off times to the 

respective matches for the 2018 FIFA 

World Cup™ and the FIFA 

Confederations Cup. The Executive 

Committee also welcomed the progress 

made in the preparation for the two 

major football events in Russia. 

IFAB matters 
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Following the recent decision by The 

IFAB to allow experimentation with a 

fourth substitution in extra time, the 

FIFA Executive Committee agreed for 

such experiments to be conducted this 

year at the Olympic Football 

Tournaments, the FIFA U-20 

Women’s World Cup Papua New 

Guinea and the FIFA Club World Cup 

Japan. 

Medical equipment for Papua New Guinea 

With regards to the FIFA U-20 

Women’s World Cup Papua New 

Guinea 2016, the Executive Committee 

decided to provide the LOC with 

additional medical equipment which, 

after the competition, will be 

distributed to the regional football 

associations to help to improve the 

medical care of football players. 

Member association matters 

The Executive Committee also 

decided: 

· to send a letter to the Greek 

authorities signed jointly by FIFA and 

UEFA requesting that they reverse the 

decision to cancel the Greek Cup 

within two weeks since this decision 

appeared to be disproportionate. In 

case of non-compliance, the relevant 

FIFA bodies would consider sanctions; 

· to extend the mandate of the 

Normalisation Committee of the 

Football Association of Maldives 

(FAM) to 31 May 2016 and approve the 

appointment of two new members, Mr 

Bassam Adeel Jaleel and Ms 

Fathimath Nasma Niyaz. Failure to 

revise the statutes as approved by 

FIFA and the AFC and to hold 

elections accordingly within the new 

deadline would lead to the automatic 

suspension of the FAM; 

· to give the Puerto Rican Football 

Association a final deadline of 30 June 

2016 to adopt new statutes; 

· to give the Football Association of 

Zambia until 30 September 2016 to 

adopt its new statutes. 

Women’s international match calendar 
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· The international match calendar for 2017 was approved. 

Solidarity fund 

· FIFA will support the Dominica 

Football Association and the Fiji 

Football Association in reconstructing 

the footballing infrastructure that was 

severely damaged by tropical storms. 

FIFA REPORTS LOSS FOR 2015, BUT INCREASES MIDDLE-
TERM FINANCIAL OBJECTIVES 

The unprecedented events that 

occurred in 2015 have impacted upon 

FIFA’s financial results, however the 

organisation’s healthy reserves have 

allowed it to weather the storm. FIFA 

is confident that the reforms underway 

will help to restore trust with 

commercial partners and achieve the 

budget goals for the 2015-2018 cycle, 

which have been adjusted to reflect the 

priorities set by FIFA President Gianni 

Infantino. As detailed in FIFA’s 

Financial and Governance Report 

published for the first time since 2002, 

FIFA posted a negative result of USD 

122 million in 2015. In comparison to 

the first year of the previous cycle 

(2011-2014), revenue increased by 

USD 82 million to USD 1,152 million, 

mostly attributable to the steady sales 

of broadcasting rights for FIFA 

competitions. However, expenditure 

compared to 2011 also increased by 

USD 240 million to USD 1,274 million 

due to an increased budget for 

development expenses and higher 

competition costs, but also due to 

unforeseen costs such as legal fees and 

costs for extraordinary meetings. 

Despite this negative result in 2015, 

FIFA maintains a positive outlook for 

the future. “With the recently 

approved reforms, I believe that we 

have turned a corner and that FIFA is 

poised to emerge stronger than ever,” 

said President Infantino. “During my 

presidency, I pledge to make this 

happen and to lead FIFA into a 

brighter and more sustainable future 

so that we can all return our full focus 

to football. We saw in 2015 that FIFA’s 

competitions – such as the FIFA 

Women’s World Cup – remain an 

incredible opportunity for us to 

promote the game and to raise the 

funds we need to fulfil our core 

mission of football development.” The 

reforms approved at the Extraordinary 

Congress in February are already 
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partly reflected in the FIFA Financial 

and Governance Report, which 

provides greater transparency, 

particularly when it comes to the 

disclosure of the compensation of 

committee members and key 

management personnel. The principle 

of remuneration defined by the 

Compensation Sub-Committee as well 

as the compensation of the President, 

the Secretary General, the Executive 

Committee members and independent 

committee members are disclosed 

under section 7 of the Governance 

Report. Moreover, the revised budget 

for the 2015-2018 cycle has been 

approved by the FIFA Executive 

Committee and will be put forward for 

ratification to the FIFA Congress in 

Mexico City (12-13 May 2016). This 

revised budget has been compiled to 

invest even more funds into 

developing football around the world. 

As a consequence, the budget for 

football development for the 2015-

2018 period has been increased by 

USD 517 million from USD 900 

million to USD 1,417 million. Of this, 

USD 1,151 million is directed towards 

member associations (including 

support for less privileged 

associations), USD 240 million is for 

the confederations, and USD 26 

million will go to the regional 

associations. The financing for this 

additional investment will come from 

increased revenues as well as cost 

savings, so that, as in the past, the goal 

will be to achieve a surplus for the 

four-year cycle of USD 100 million. 

FIFA’s aim is to keep the reserves 

untouched at the end of the cycle, a 

sustainable strategy which has proven 

vital in managing unexpected events. 

The new revenue target for the 2015-

2018 period is therefore USD 5,656 

million, with the total investments 

amounting to USD 5,556 million. 

FIFA WELCOMES BRUSSELS COURT OF APPEAL 
RULING ON THIRD-PARTY OWNERSHIP 

The Brussels Court of Appeal has 

dismissed an appeal by Doyen Sports 

Investments, the Belgian second-

division club Seraing United and the 

Spanish Liga Nacional de Fútbol 

Profesional (LFP) against FIFA, UEFA, 

the Belgian FA and FIFPro seeking a 

temporary injunction to suspend the 

implementation of the worldwide ban 

on third-party ownership of players’ 

economic rights (TPO). A ban on TPO 

was decided by the FIFA Executive 

Committee in December 2014, the 

conditions of which are set out in 
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article 18ter of the Regulations on the 

Status and Transfer of Players (RSTP). 

In the decision, which was handed 

down on 10 March 2016, the Court of 

Appeal upheld the position of the 

Brussels first-instance tribunal in 

finding the appellants to have failed to 

prove their allegations that the ban 

contravened EU law. The Court of 

Appeal emphasised, inter alia, the 

opacity of TPO, the absence of control 

by governing bodies, the significance 

of this worldwide phenomenon and of 

the amounts of money involved, as 

well as the environment which is prone 

to corruption and other fraudulent 

practices. For these reasons, it held 

that a prima facie finding that the ban 

on TPO infringes EU competition law 

was impossible to make. 

FIFA WELCOMES BRUSSELS COURT OF APPEAL 
RULING ON THIRD-PARTY OWNERSHIP 

The Brussels Court of Appeal has 

dismissed an appeal by Doyen Sports 

Investments, the Belgian second-

division club Seraing United and the 

Spanish Liga Nacional de Fútbol 

Profesional (LFP) against FIFA, UEFA, 

the Belgian FA and FIFPro seeking a 

temporary injunction to suspend the 

implementation of the worldwide ban 

on third-party ownership of players’ 

economic rights (TPO). A ban on TPO 

was decided by the FIFA Executive 

Committee in December 2014, the 

conditions of which are set out in 

article 18ter of the Regulations on the 

Status and Transfer of Players (RSTP). 

In the decision, which was handed 

down on 10 March 2016, the Court of 

Appeal upheld the position of the 

Brussels first-instance tribunal in 

finding the appellants to have failed to 

prove their allegations that the ban 

contravened EU law. The Court of 

Appeal emphasised, inter alia, the 

opacity of TPO, the absence of control 

by governing bodies, the significance 

of this worldwide phenomenon and of 

the amounts of money involved, as 

well as the environment which is prone 

to corruption and other fraudulent 

practices. For these reasons, it held 

that a prima facie finding that the ban 

on TPO infringes EU competition law 

was impossible to make. 

FIFA EXTENDS MATCH-MANIPULATION SANCTION 
AGAINST CROATIAN PLAYER 

FIFA can today confirm the worldwide 

extension of the lifetime ban imposed 

on the Croatian player Saša Mus by the 

Disciplinary Committee of the Hong 
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Kong Football Association (HKFA) on 

29 June 2015 for manipulation of the 

First Division League match played on 

30 November 2013 between the clubs 

Happy Valley Athletic Association and 

Southern District Football Club. The 

chairman of the FIFA Disciplinary 

Committee has decided to extend the 

player’s lifetime ban from taking part 

in any kind of football-related activity 

in accordance with art. 78 par. 1(c) and 

art. 136ff of the FIFA Disciplinary 

Code. 

 

FIFA SEEKS MILLIONS FROM DEFENDANTS 
NAMED IN US INVESTIGATION 

 

In its capacity as a “victimised 

institution”, FIFA has submitted a 

Request for Restitution to the US 

Attorney’s Office and the US Probation 

Office for the Eastern District of New 

York, claiming damages from 41 

former FIFA officials and other 

football organisations, including 

Chuck Blazer, Jack Warner, Jeffrey 

Webb and others who have been 

indicted in the ongoing investigation 

by the US Department of Justice. “The 

convicted defendants abused the 

positions of trust they held at FIFA and 

other international football 

organisations and caused serious and 

lasting damage to FIFA, its member 

associations and the football 

community. The monies they pocketed 

belonged to global football and were 

meant for the development and 

promotion of the game. FIFA as the 

world governing body of football wants 

that money back and we are 

determined to get it no matter how 

long it takes,” said FIFA President 

Gianni Infantino. FIFA estimates that 

at a minimum tens of millions of 

dollars were diverted from the football 

community illegally through bribery, 

kickbacks and corrupt schemes carried 

out by the defendants. This amount is 

likely to increase as the investigation 

continues. The US government has 

already announced forfeiture amounts 

that should cover FIFA’s claims for 

damages. FIFA is seeking restitution 

for the money the defendants pocketed 

to enrich themselves, but also for the 

salaries, benefits and bonuses that 

were paid to them during their tenure 

at FIFA and other football 
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organisations. FIFA is also seeking 

money from the defendants for the 

damage their actions caused to FIFA’s 

brand and reputation, its intellectual 

property and its business 

relationships. “The defendants 

diverted this money not just from FIFA 

but from players, coaches and fans 

worldwide who benefit from the 

programmes that FIFA runs to develop 

and promote football. These dollars 

were meant to build football fields, not 

mansions and pools; to buy football 

kits, not jewellery and cars; and to 

fund youth player and coach 

development, not to underwrite lavish 

lifestyles for football and sports 

marketing executives. When FIFA 

recovers this money, it will be directed 

back to its original purpose: for the 

benefit and development of 

international football,” said Infantino. 

FIFA TMS, CBF ANNOUNCE DOMESTIC TRANSFER 
REGULATIONS COMPLIANCE INITIATIVE 

The project will see FIFA TMS’s 

Integrity and Compliance Department 

work closely with the CBF to develop 

compliance processes in accordance 

with the CBF’s national regulations on 

the registration and domestic transfer 

of players. FIFA TMS’s Integrity and 

Compliance Department monitors the 

international transfers of all 

professional players and ensures that 

FIFA’s Regulations on the Status and 

Transfer of Players are adhered to. It 

also closely monitors the international 

transfer of minors as well as the first 

registration of foreign minors. The new 

initiative, which was initiated by the 

CBF, underlines the association’s goal 

to enhance good governance within 

Brazil for the benefit of its clubs and 

players. It will see FIFA TMS’s 

Integrity and Compliance Department 

work with the CBF to improve national 

regulations and develop domestic 

compliance processes as well as share 

information on best practices. The 

initiative will commence this year. 

FIFA STATEMENT ON KUWAIT QUALIFIERS 
FIFA has informed the AFC, Kuwait 

Football Association, Laos Football 

Association and Korea Republic 

Football Association that, taking into 

account the suspension of the Kuwait 

FA, the Kuwait-Laos and Korea 

Republic-Kuwait 2018 FIFA World 

Cup™ qualifying matches, scheduled 

for 24 and 29 March 2016 respectively, 

cannot take place as things stand at the 

time of writing. 
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They were also informed that these 

matters are to be referred to the FIFA 

Disciplinary Committee for its 

consideration. Further information 

will follow in due time.

ITALIAN COURT WANTS SUSPENDED SENTENCE 
FOR CHELSEA COACH ANTONIO CONTE 

An Italian court on Tuesday called for new Chelsea coach Antonio 

Conte to receive a six-month 

suspended prison sentence over 

match-fixing allegations. The current 

Italy manager, who will take over 

Chelsea after Euro 2016, is accused of 

sporting fraud. 

The Calcioscommesse corruption 

probe says the former Juventus boss 

failed to expose an alleged rigged 

second division match in May 2011. 

The game involved Siena, which Conte 

managed at that time, and AlbinoLeffe. 

KUWAIT’S MATCHES AGAINST LAOS AND KOREA 
REPUBLIC FORFEITED 

FIFA confirmed the decisions of its 

Disciplinary Committee in relation to 

the unplayed 2018 FIFA World Cup 

Russia™ qualifying matches Kuwait-

Laos and Korea Republic-Kuwait. The 

Group G matches of the Asian zone 

qualifiers scheduled for 24 and 29 

March 2016 did not take place and the 

matter was subsequently referred to 

the FIFA Disciplinary Committee for 

its consideration. The Disciplinary 

Committee has decided that both of 

the matches should be forfeited, in 

accordance with art. 31 of the FIFA 

Disciplinary Code. Furthermore, the 

Kuwait Football Association has been 

ordered to pay a fine of CHF 15,000 

for each of the unplayed matches after 

being found liable for the violation of 

art. 6 par. 5 of the Regulations for the 

2018 FIFA World Cup Russia and art. 

56 of the FIFA Disciplinary Code. In 

both cases, the Kuwait Football 

Association was also issued with a 

warning and a reprimand. The 

decisions, notified to the relevant 

parties today, were reached after a 

thorough analysis of all relevant 

information pertaining to the cases, in 

particular the fact that the Kuwait 

Football Association has been 

suspended since 16 October 2015. 

Korea Republic were the only team 

from Group G to advance to Asia’s 

third qualifying round for the 

preliminary competition of the 2018 
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FIFA World Cup Russia with Lebanon 

falling short of finishing as one of the 

four best runners-up. 

INDEPENDENT WORKERS’ WELFARE MONITOR 
APPOINTED AS EDITION TWO OF SC STANDARDS TAKES 

EFFECT 
The Supreme Committee for Delivery 

& Legacy (SC) has appointed Impactt 

Ltd as an independent third party 

External Monitor to further bolster the 

auditing and inspections process of the 

SC Workers’ Welfare Standards (WW 

Standards), a set of enforceable 

principles and regulations which are 

incorporated into all contracts for the 

2022 FIFA World Cup Qatar™. The 

second edition of the WW Standards 

was published on March 1, and clearly 

sets out the SC’s requirements 

regarding the recruitment, 

employment, living and working 

conditions of everyone engaged on an 

SC project. Developed by the SC’s 

Workers’ Welfare Unit (WWU) in close 

consultation with stakeholders 

including contractors, FIFA and Non-

Governmental Organisations (NGOs), 

the new requirements update the 

original WW Standards, which were 

published in February 2014. These 

revised standards are now in the 

process of being further embedded 

throughout the supply chain in a series 

of workshops with contractors and 

sub-contractors. In addition to 

numerous visits by NGOs to SC 

projects, the WWU and senior SC 

management conducted a two-day trip 

to London in January 2016 to brief 

Amnesty International, Engineers 

Against Poverty, Building and Wood 

Workers’ International (BWI), 

Humanity United and the 

International Labour Organisation 

(ILO) on the updated standards, 

progress to date, and to get feedback 

from these organisations. 

IFAB MEETS COMPETITION ORGANISERS INTERESTED IN 
VIDEO EXPERIMENTS 

The leagues and associations that have 

expressed an interest in running 

experiments with video assistant 

referees (VARs) will be meeting with 

IFAB and FIFA officials today in 

London. The IFAB agreed at its recent 

Annual General Meeting for such 

experiments to be conducted over a 

minimum of two years in order to 

answer the question of whether the 

implementation of VARs would 

improve the game. Based on a detailed 
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implementation protocol, the 

experiments will be overseen by The 

IFAB with the support of FIFA’s 

Technology & Innovation Department. 

This will include a research study 

involving the participating competition 

organisers, technology providers and a 

selected independent institute or 

university, to focus not only on the 

refereeing outcomes but also the effect 

on the game itself including the 

impressions of the various 

stakeholders. The meeting will provide 

an opportunity for interested leagues 

and associations to find out more 

about the experiments and the 

requirements they would need to meet 

in order to take part, such as referee 

training, minimum technological 

requirements and project management 

factors. After the meeting, they will be 

given time to consider the information 

before deciding whether or not they 

would like to conduct the experiments, 

when and in which competition. It is 

expected that in May, The IFAB will be 

in a position to confirm in which 

competitions the experiments will take 

place. The IFAB is also working to 

finalise a schedule for the next 24 

months, which will include a pre-

testing phase with experiments done in 

a controlled environment, referee 

training sessions, workshops and on-

site preparation before “offline” and/or 

live experiments begin. 
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