


 
                                                                                                                                                                           

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

"Champions keep playing until they 
get it right.” 

 
 
 
 

                                            – Billie Jean King 
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"He'll be remembered as a man of the world who spoke his 

mind and wasn't afraid to take a chance and went out of his 

way to be a kind, benevolent individual that really changed 

the world."  

           

                                                                                          -Bob Gunnell 
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 #1 CLAIMS OF SPORTS SPECTATOR 

INJURIES WITH SPECIAL 

REFERENCE TO PRIOR ASSUMPTION 

OF RISK  

KAMALJEET SINGH 
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INTRODUCTION 

 Sports have played an important role 

in all the societies which may be in the 

form of competitions, physical 

activities or play.  According to the 

World Health Organization regular 

participation in sports leads to 

physical, social and mental benefits. It 

increases physical activity levels, 

fostering social connections, promotes 

healthy attitude and behaviours, 

improves communication, education 

and social mobilization. It also reduces 

the risk of diseases and prevents from 

diabetes, cancer, osteoporosis, 

infections etc. The right to access and 

participation in sports and playing has 

been recognized under number of 

International Conventions. As per 

Article 1 of the revised International 

Charter of Physical Education, 

Physical Activity and Sport 2015, 

Every human being has a 

fundamental right to physical 

education, physical activity and sport 



                                                                                  

without discrimination on the basis of 

ethnicity, gender, sexual orientation, 

language, political or other opinion, 

national or social origin, property or 

any other basis.  

In 2003 for the first time the United 

Nations Inter-Agency Task Force on 

Sports for Development and Peace 

defined the term “Sports” which 

includes all forms of physical activity 

that contribute to physical fitness, 

mental well being an social interaction, 

such as play, recreation, organized or 

competitive sports and indigenous 

sports and games. Now a time every 

sport involves physical competition 

and physical denomination by one 

person or team over another which 

may be in the form of running faster, 

jumping higher, throwing faster, 

bowling faster or hitting a ball with 

better timing. Gentle sports are never 

without risk. Many sports give rise to 

serious dangers to participants. When 

participants are attending a sport as a 

spectator many interesting things can 

happened as the injury may occur 

while watching the match or it may 

result due to the conduct of the third 

party or employee or another spectator 

too.    

ASSUMPTION OF RISK 

The assumption of risk is not new to 

spectators as it is prevailing since from 

the time of Ulpian (Roman digest). It is 

written in the digest that, if a person 

are throwing javelins by way of sport 

and a slave is killed the aquilian action 

lies but if when others are throwing 

javelins in a field a slave crosses it, the 

aquilian action fails because he ought 

not to have made his way at an 

inopportune time across the field used 

for javelin throwing. It shows that 

since roman period the people who are 

coming in the form of spectators are 

aware that there can be no recovery of 

damages and no action will lie where a 

person was having voluntarily 

assumption of risk.   

Generally when the claims come in the 

form of spectator injury the courts 

applies the doctrine of volenti non fit 

injuria. The doctrine states that when 

a person consents to the infliction of 

some harm himself, he has no remedy 

for that. In case the person voluntarily 

agrees to suffer some harm he is not 

allowed to complain for that and his 

consent serves as a good defense 

against him. Here it is to be noted that 

consent may be in express or implied 

form. This doctrine has great relevancy 



                                                                                  

with spectator injuries too as it is 

believed that spectator who purchases 

the ticket watch any sport event which 

may include cricket, base ball, hockey, 

car racing etc carries the risk at his 

own cost. He is presumed to know all 

the pro and cons of the game and risk 

involved in that. The spectator has to 

apply his own judgment that what can 

be risk to him. In an English case 

where the photographer was standing 

on the surface was injured by the 

speedy horse where change of motion 

was not easy, despite of having 

knowledge and experience of horses, it 

was held that there was no liability on 

the part of the rider or the organizers. 

In Hall v Brooklands Auto Racing 

Club the plaintiff was a spectator at a 

motor car racing behind held at 

Brooklands on a track owned by the 

defendant company. During the race, 

there was a collision between two cars, 

one of which was thrown among the 

spectators, thereby injuring the 

plaintiff. It was held that the plaintiff 

impliedly took the risk of such injury, 

the danger being inherent in the sport 

which any speculator could forsee, the 

defendant was not liable.  

Where a spectator was watching 

practicing match from the nearest 

point to home plate with having prior 

knowledge that balls are thrown and 

batted cannot claim damages from the 

owner of the venue. Sometimes for the 

sake of amusement the spectators 

select their own seat where proprietor 

or owners cannot be held responsible 

for their own act, but where the 

accident is such of nature which could 

not been anticipated and was not 

foreseeable imposes the liability.     

The Basketball Facility Liability Act 

1992 provides the “limited liability 

of the owner” where the owner or 

operator of a basketball facility shall 

not be liable for any injury to the 

person or property of any person as a 

result of that person being hit by a ball 

or bat unless the person is situated 

behind a screen, backstop or similar 

device is defective because of the 

negligence of the owner or operator of 

the baseball facility or where the injury 

is caused by the willful and wanton 

conduct in connection with the game 

of baseball, of the owner or operator or 

any baseball player, coach or manager 

employed by the owner or operator. 

Similarly sometimes the owners of the 

premises are released from the liability 

by showing the “liability release 

from.” This liability release form is in 

the form of declaration which is 

accepted by the participants as well as 



                                                                                  

spectators that they have knowledge of 

all such risk and assumes full 

responsibility of their participation.  

Recently in India, the Supreme Court 

in the case of Animal Welfare 

Board of India v A.Nagaraja and 

others have banned the ancient 

sports of bull wrestling (Jallikattu) in 

the States of Tamil Nadu and 

Maharashtra as violation of Prevention 

of Cruelty to Animals Act 1960 which 

cause pain and suffering to spectators 

too. Jallikattu is dangerous not only to 

bulls but also to the humans. Many 

participants and spectators sustain 

serious injuries at jaillikattu event. A 

report produced before Supreme Court 

bench proves that almost 56 spectators 

were injured in the three jallikattu 

events. Spectators are so cruel to bulls 

that some time they tried to perform 

Jallikattu on the streets. These 

spectators use to hit the bull with fist 

and sticks. The Supreme Court has 

ultimately struck this event which is 

not meant for the well being of animal 

but for the pleasure and enjoyment of 

human beings, particularly the 

organizers and spectators. This kind of 

sport involves a risk to the lives of the 

participants and the spectators as the 

bulls may under the torture and pain 

suffered by them may run into the 

spectators and injure them. It is so 

strange that the State of Tamil Nadu 

has enacted Tamil Nadu Regulation of 

Jallikattu Act 2009 where the 

responsibility of the organizers 

provides for double barricade area in 

order to avoid injuries to the 

spectators and by standers and not 

that of animal.  

DUTY OF OWNER TOWARDS INVITEE (SPECTATORS) 

In general terms the occupier of the 

premises means a person who has 

physical possession of the premises or 

who are responsible for or have control 

over the conditions of the premises. It 

is a basic rule of tortuous liability that 

occupier has to take reasonable care to 

prevent any damage to the invitee 

from any unusual danger on his 

premises, which he knew or ought to 

have known. In every sports, the owner 

of the venue has primary duty of due 

care towards his or her invitee. It is the 

duty of the owner to see its 

premises/venue is reasonably safe. He 

should warn with all the dangers which 

could occur while playing the games. 

The owner of the venue must see that 

protective nets or glass ceiling is 

installed behind the goals. He must 

provide protective seats which should 



                                                                                  

be surrounded with proper shed and 

non breakable glasses.    

In United States, specifically in 

Colorado the legislature has framed 

Colorado Baseball Spectator Safety Act 

1993, where under Section 6(a) of the 

act every owner of the stadium where 

a professional baseball games are 

played shall post and maintain signs 

which contain the warning notice 

specified in paragraph; (b) Such signs 

shall be placed in conspicuous place at 

the entrance outside the stadium and 

the stadium facilities where tickets to 

professional baseball games are sold. 

The warning notice specified in the 

above paragraph shall appear on the 

sign in black letters with each letter to 

be minimum of one inch in height. 

Under the act if the owner of the 

stadium has ‘specifically mentioned 

the risk’ which may be struck by a ball 

or bat in such case the spectator will 

have no right to recover for such an 

injury. Position in Canada is also 

similar as of United States where the 

Occupier Liability Act 1990 puts a duty 

on the part of the occupier of the 

premises to take reasonable care for 

the safety of persons and property 

entering the premises.  Under the act 

the duty is imposed on the occupier of 

the premises to see that persons are 

reasonably safe and secure.   

The owner of the premises can be held 

liable only when the spectator proofs 

that injuries sustained is due to the 

failure of reasonable care towards 

spectators. The onus of the proof 

always lies in the hands of the injured 

spectator to prove that the defendant is 

the occupier of the property or venue 

where the incident has occurred; that 

he has breached the duty of reasonable 

care owed to him; that due to failure of 

performing the reasonable duty the 

person has sustained injuries and 

damages. Where no notice of danger 

was provided by the owner from the 

“flying pucks” the owner was held 

liable. Similarly the negligent 

construction of ropes where the 

deceased was standing attracts the 

liability of the owner. The claims of 

sports spectator injuries may also arise 

where the participants conduct is 

deliberately indented to injure 

someone whose presence is known. In 

an another case where a number of 

cricket balls ground into the gardens of 

neighboring houses the court made a 

fair balance between the rights of the 

plaintiff to have quiet enjoyment of 

their house and garden without 

exposure to cricket balls.       



                                                                                  

CONCLUSION 

The spectator injuries can be avoided 

only when due care has been taken by 

the owner and spectator itself. 

Similarly the owner should ensure that 

higher standard of care is guaranteed 

to the spectators.   It should be seen 

that all proper risk was warned to the 

invitee which may include announcing 

the warnings verbally or through 

posters or through signs etc. The role 

of courts also play a major role here, 

where it has to be seen that whether or 

not the plaintiff was having knowledge 

or ought to have known assumption of 

risk associated with the concern sport 

or the premises where it was held.
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#2 WINDS OF CHANGE: SAMBA 

SAMOURA APPOINTED AS FIRST 

FEMALE SECRETARY GENERAL OF 

FIFA 

GAURAV MISRA 

Image Courtesy: fifa.watch 

 

No sooner than Gianni Infantiono was 

appointed as the President of FIFA, his 

first and foremost agenda, in his words 

, was to work tirelessly to bring 

football back to FIFA and FIFA back to 

football. Appointment of Senegalese 

National Fatma Samba Diouf Samoura 

as FIFA’s first female secretary is just a 

glimpse of Infantino’s commitment to 

restore FIFA’s glory. She succeeds 

former Secretary General Jerome 

Valcke who was banned from football 

related activities for a period of 12 

years. Samoura, 54 , has previously 

worked for the United Nations for 21 

years and is a well known figure there. 

“ She has a proven ability to build and 

lead teams, and improve the way 



                                                                                  

organizations perform. Importantly 

for FIFA , she also understands that 

transparency and accountability are 

at the heart of any well run and 

responsible organization” , said 

Infantino. FIFA Congress also passed a 

resolution which gives the FIFA 

council power to fire the heads of its 

independent committees at any time. 

Along with her appointment the FIFA 

congress also voted to accept Kosovo 

and Gibraltar as the organization’s 

210th and 211th Member. FIFA council 

also agreed to end Indonesia’s one year 

suspension from International football 

which was imposed for the 

Government’s interference in the 

country’s football federation. The 

congress voted to continue Kuwait’s 

and Benin’s suspension. 

 This FIFA congress was the first since 

FIFA passed reforms aimed at 

avoidance of repetition of corruption 

and scandals which has seen 42 soccer 

officials and entities being indicted in 

the United States. Samoura’s 

appointment was suggested by 

Infantino himself and was approved by 

the FIFA Council. She began her  

United Nations Career with World 

Food Programme in Rome in the Year 

1995 and has served as a 

representative or director in six 

African Countries . Her appointment is 

seen as a fresh start for an 

organization which has been marred 

by allegations of corruption under the 

previous President Sepp Blatter , who 

had previously led  FIFA since 1998 

and was suspended from football 

related activities for a period of 6 years 

for breaching football ethics 

guidelines. FIFA is being widely 

praised for her appointment at the 

second most powerful post of the 

organization. It took more than 100 

years for FIFA  to put a single female  

or non-European on its executive. 

Although Infantino was criticized in 

some corners for appointing someone 

without any sporting experience for 

such a senior role though this might be 

just a rant for FIFA getting freed from 

patriarchal shackles. Her appointment 

is indeed historic and should be 

welcomed as a move which will break 

the sexist and patriarchal image of the 

Organization. FIFA has always been 

regarded as ‘ Old Boys Club’ and its 

previous head , Blatter is infamous for 

his highly sexist remarks now and 

then. In 2004 , Blatter suggested that 

female players should wear tighter 

shorts to make the game more 

appealing to male visitors. He even 

failed to recognize Alex Morgan at the 

FIFA World Player of the year event in 



                                                                                  

2012 , where she was honoured as one 

of the world’s top  three players. These 

things apart , there is a huge pay gap 

between the male professional football 

player and his female counterpart. 

FIFA has been also blamed from time 

to time to deliberately excluding 

women from senior positions. Last 

year, out of 27 members of FIFA 

executive committee, only three were 

women and none of them were either 

vice president or on higher posts, 

instead they were members or 

members for special tasks. In 2014, 84 

women soccer players from 13 

countries filed a gender discrimination 

complaint with Ontario Human Rights 

Tribunal against FIFA and Canadian 

Soccer association after FIFA 

announced that the 2015 world cup 

would be played on artificial turf 

instead of natural grass. Turf greatly 

increases the risk of injuring players 

because of increased friction and 

decreased shock absorption including 

career ending injuries. After pressure 

from various soccer organizations 

which are sponsored by FIFA , they 

ultimately ended up dropping the 

lawsuit. No male soccer competition is 

played on artificial turf. Samoura has a 

huge responsibility and an uphill task 

to revolutionize the organization. The 

role of Secretary General is a majorly 

an administrative function. She will be 

responsible for implementing the 

council decisions as well as running 

FIFA’s finances, international 

relations, organization of world cups 

and other competitions. Her 

experience in diplomatic relations 

would be very important in her first 

and foremost task, to persuade Qatar 

to improve the working conditions of  

the migrant workers working there for 

2022 World Cup. Her biggest struggle 

would be to understand the delicate 

political dynamics of the sporting 

world and knowhow of the procedural 

framework regarding football.  She is 

unaware of the technicalities of the 

sport but given her work experience 

and her work in the field of 

international relations, expectations 

are high upon her to perform. She has 

taken upon the challenge delegated 

upon her by Infantino and said, “This 

role is a perfect fit for my skills and 

experience, strategic, high-impact 

team building in international settings   

which I will use to help grow the game 

of football all over the world. I also 

look forward to bringing my 

experience in governance and 

compliance to bear on the important 

reform work that is already underway 

at FIFA. FIFA is taking a fresh 

approach to its work and I am eager to 



                                                                                  

play a role in making that approach as 

effective and lasting as possible.” 

Infantino earlier hinted upon 

appointment of a female and later 

hints were given as to appointment of 

an African. He has delivered upon both 

of them and now the ball is supposedly 

in Samba’s court. She also has a task to 

build the bridges between the 

downtrodden African Nations and the 

European elite as well to lay the 

foundations of female administrators 

in sports. If she stumbles, things might 

go back to what they were previously 

and FIFA in its defence would argue 

that a proper opportunity was indeed 

provided. It is time to deliver and to 

save the reputation of the organization 

which is tainted to an extent that it is 

difficult to bring back a sense of belief 

and confidence. 

 



                                                                                  

#3 UEFA EURO 2016 RULES AND 

REGULATIONS 

TEJASWINI RANJAN 
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                                                           EURO HISTORY 

The UEFA European Championship is 

one of the world's biggest sporting 

events, although the competition's 

genesis was more difficult than might 

be expected. Championships for 

national associations had already 

begun in other continents by the time 

the idea of a European competition for 

national teams began to reach fruition 

in the 1950s. At the time that UEFA 

was born, in 1954, the impetus for a 

European championship was coming 

from the distinguished French sports 

newspaper L'Equipe, which proposed a 

competition with home-and-away 

matches to be played in midweek in 

the evening. Adding to the French 

drive for such a tournament was Henri 

Delaunay, first UEFA General 

Secretary and former French national 

association general secretary. In 1927, 

Delaunay had already submitted a 



                                                                                  

proposal to FIFA, in conjunction with 

the great Austrian official Hugo Meisl, 

for the creation of a European cup, to 

run concurrently with the World Cup, 

which would involve a qualifying 

competition every two years. Delaunay 

wrote after UEFA's inaugural Basel 

assembly in 1954 that the idea was for 

a competition open to all of the 

European associations. A three-

member committee, he said, had been 

entrusted with examining this difficult 

problem. Delaunay insisted that this 

competition should not lead to an 

infinite number of matches. Nor 

should it harm the World Cup, and 

participants should not always be 

forced to meet the same opponents in 

the same group. Following Delaunay's 

death in 1955, his son Pierre joined the 

French journalists in the drive towards 

initiating the European Nations' Cup. 

Pierre Delaunay was subsequently 

appointed secretary of the European 

Nations' Cup Organising Committee, 

and was therefore able to observe at 

close quarters the blossoming of the 

competition that his father had 

wanted. After agreement had been 

reached that the championship would 

be founded, the new competition was 

named the Henri Delaunay Cup in 

recognition of his outstanding services 

in the cause of European football. The 

inaugural tournament was entered by 

around half of UEFA's member 

associations, 17 in total, and one more 

than the minimum required. The 

Republic of Ireland were eliminated by 

Czechoslovakia in a qualifying play-off 

(the two teams met after the drawing 

of lots). The first championship match 

proper was held on 28 September 1958 

in Moscow's Central Stadium – the 

USSR beating Hungary 3-1, with the 

home side's Anatoli Ilyin scoring the 

first goal after four minutes – and the 

inaugural competition took place over 

22 months between 1958 and 1960.  

 

EURO 2016 

Contested every four years, the UEFA 

European Championship has been 

showcasing the continent's top talent 

since its inception as the UEFA 

European Nations Cup in 1960. It 

consists of a qualifying competition, 

play-offs and a final tournament. 

QUALIFYING  

The qualifying round, featuring a 

record field of 53 nations, is made up 



                                                                                  

of nine groups of five or six teams, who 

contest home and away fixtures. The 

nine group winners, the nine group 

runners-up and the best third-placed 

side will qualify directly for the final 

tournament. The eight remaining 

third-placed teams will contest play-

offs to determine the last four 

qualifiers for the finals. 

For the first time, qualifying takes 

place under the new 'Week of Football' 

concept, which sees games played from 

Thursday to Tuesday. Kick-off times 

will be set mainly at 18.00CET and 

20.45CET on Saturdays and Sundays 

and 20.45CET for Thursdays, Fridays, 

Mondays and Tuesdays. On double-

header match weeks, teams will play 

on Thursday/Sunday, Friday/Monday 

or Saturday/Tuesday. Each day of the 

'Week of Football' will have eight to 

ten matches. 

For the first time, 24 sides will contest 

the UEFA European Championship. 

The inaugural final tournament in 

France in 1960 was a four-team affair, 

expanding to eight in 1980 and 

doubling in size again in 1996 to 16. 

As hosts, France qualify automatically 

for a tournament that takes place 

between 10 June and 10 July 2016. 

They will be joined by 23 qualifiers and 

the teams will be drawn into groups of 

four, with the six group winners, six 

group runners-up and the four best 

third-placed teams advancing to the 

round of 16 when it becomes a 

knockout competition. 

REGULATIONS 

The UEFA European Football 

Championship regukations 2014–16 

competition were approved by the 

UEFA Executive Committee in Bilbao, 

Spain in December 2013. The 

regulations were initially drawn up by 

the UEFA Administration before being 

submitted to the UEFA National Team 

Competitions Committee. They were 

then forwarded upon that committee's 

approval to the UEFA Executive 

Committee for ratification. 

 

RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE 

ASSOCIATIONS  

The associations are responsible for 

the behaviour of their players, officials, 

members, supporters and any person 

carrying out a function at a match on 

their behalf.  The host association is 

responsible for order and security 

before, during and after the match. 

The host association may be called to 

account for incidents of any kind and 

may be disciplined.  Matches must be 



                                                                                  

played in a stadium within the 

territory of the host association. 

Exceptionally, matches may be played 

in the territory of another UEFA 

member association, if so decided by 

the UEFA administration, for instance 

for reasons of safety or as a result of a 

disciplinary measure.  Minimum 

medical requirements concerning the 

provision of facilities, equipment and 

personnel by the host association are 

set out in the UEFA Medical 

Regulations. For the avoidance of 

doubt, the host association has sole 

responsibility for the provision and 

operation of any facilities and 

equipment required in the 

abovementioned regulations. The 

French Football Federation (FFF) has 

been designated by the UEFA 

Executive Committee as the host 

association of the final tournament. 

6.06 The UEFA administration 

informs the associations participating 

in the final tournament about any 

further guidelines, directives or 

decisions related to the final 

tournament and provides them with all 

relevant documents in due time.  

ANTI-DOPING  

Doping is forbidden and is a 

punishable offence. In case of anti-

doping rule violations, UEFA will 

instigate disciplinary proceedings 

against the perpetrators and take the 

appropriate disciplinary measures in 

accordance with the UEFA 

Disciplinary Regulations and UEFA 

Anti-Doping Regulations. This may 

include the imposition of provisional 

measures. UEFA may test any player at 

any time.  

INSURANCE  

All persons involved in the competition 

are responsible for their own insurance 

cover. Unless otherwise communicated 

in writing by UEFA, associations are 

responsible for and undertake to 

conclude all necessary and adequate 

insurance cover for their delegations, 

including players and officials, at their 

own expense.  The host association has 

sole responsibility for appropriate 

insurance cover of all sites used for the 

competition, including stadium, 

facilities and official zones. If the host 

association is not the owner of the 

stadium used, it must ensure that the 

stadium owner and/or tenant in 

question provide a fully 

comprehensive insurance cover, 

including third-party liability and 

property damage. If appropriate 

insurance policies are not provided by 

the stadium owner and/or tenant in 

due time, the host association is 



                                                                                  

required to conclude the necessary 

additional insurance cover at its own 

cost, failing which it may be concluded 

by UEFA at the host association’s 

expense.   All insurances must cover 

the full period of the competition, 

including the preparation and the 

post-competition phase. Claims for 

damages against UEFA are expressly 

excluded and anyone involved must 

hold UEFA harmless from any and all 

claims for liability arising in relation to 

the competition. In any case, UEFA 

may request anyone involved to 

provide, free of charge, written 

releases of liability  and/or hold 

harmless notes, and/or confirmation 

and/or copies of the policies concerned 

in one of UEFA’s official languages.  

The host association must perform an 

assessment of the risks involved in 

organizing and staging matches and 

conclude – with reputable insurers and 

at its own cost – all necessary 

insurance to cover such risks, 

including third-party liability and 

spectator accident coverage. The host 

association is responsible for ensuring 

that UEFA is included into the policies 

as a co-insured party. The third-party 

liability policy must include an 

appropriate guaranteed sum for 

damage/injury for all occurrences (not 

excluding bad weather, force majeure 

and terrorism) to persons, objects, 

property, and for pure financial 

economic losses, and it must 

correspond to the specific 

circumstances of the associations 

concerned. The host association of the 

final tournament must perform an 

assessment of the risks involved in 

organizing and staging the final 

tournament and conclude at its own 

expense adequate insurance cover 

(including cancellation) for all of its 

risks arising from preparing, 

organizing and staging the final 

tournament. UEFA insures its own 

area of responsibility in accordance 

with the present regulations. 

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 

RIGHTS 

UEFA is the exclusive owner of all 

intellectual property rights of the 

competition, including any current or 

future rights in all audio and visual 

(with or without audio) material of the 

competition, UEFA’s names, logos, 

brands, music, medals, plaques and 

trophies. Any use of the 

aforementioned rights requires the 

prior written approval of UEFA, and 

must comply with any conditions 

imposed by UEFA. All rights to the 

fixture list and match schedule, as well 

as any data and statistics collected by 



                                                                                  

UEFA (including databases in which 

such data is stored) in relation to the 

matches of and players’ participation 

in the competition are the sole and 

exclusive property of UEFA. No tickets 

or accreditation may be used by 

anyone in order to gain access to a 

venue for the purposes of collecting or 

gathering such data, and such 

activities are expressly prohibited. The 

foregoing prohibition does not apply to 

the participating associations, subject 

to any and all such data collected being 

used solely for the purposes of 

instructing their team, players and 

officials and expressly excluding any 

other exploitation or use whatsoever. 

UEFA DISCIPLINARY 

REGULATIONS 

The provisions of the UEFA 

Disciplinary Regulations apply for all 

disciplinary offences committed by 

associations, officials, members or 

other individuals exercising a function 

at a match on behalf of an association, 

unless the present regulations stipulate 

otherwise.  

YELLOW AND RED CARDS  

As a rule, a player who is sent off the 

field of play is suspended for the next 

match in the competition. In case of 

serious offences, the UEFA Control 

and Disciplinary Body is entitled to 

augment this punishment, including 

by extending it to other competitions. 

In case of repeated cautions:  

a. in the qualifying competition, a 

player is suspended for the next 

competition match after three 

cautions in three different 

matches, as well as after the 

fifth and any subsequent 

caution;  

b. in the final tournament, a player 

is suspended for the next 

competition match after two 

cautions in two different 

matches, as well as after the 

fourth caution.  

Cautions and pending yellow-card 

suspensions expire on completion of 

the qualifying competition. They are 

not carried forward to the final 

tournament. Single cautions from 

matches in the final tournament expire 

on completion of the quarter-finals. 

They are not carried forward to the 

semi-finals. Cautions and pending 

yellow-card suspensions from the final 

tournament expire at the end of the 

competition.  

PROTESTS AND APPEALS  

Protests and declarations of the 

intention to appeal against a decision 



                                                                                  

by the UEFA Control and Disciplinary 

Body must be lodged in accordance 

with the relevant provisions of the 

UEFA Disciplinary Regulations, with 

the exception of the following 

deadlines being applicable to the final 

tournament: a. a protest must reach 

the UEFA Control and Disciplinary 

Body within 12 hours of the end of the 

match in question; b. a declaration of 

the intention to appeal against the 

decision by the UEFA Control and 

Disciplinary Body must be lodged 

within 24 hours of notification of the 

relevant decision with grounds. 

RESPONSIBILITIES 

REGARDING MEDIA MATTERS  

Each participating association must 

appoint a dedicated English-speaking 

press officer for the whole competition 

to coordinate media matters with 

UEFA and the media in accordance 

with UEFA’s rules and regulations. The 

press officer assists UEFA in compiling 

editorial features and statistics to help 

promote the competition on UEFA’s 

official media platforms. The 

association’s press officer must attend 

all media activities and ensure that the 

team meets all its media obligations in 

connection with each match. Teams 

must also cooperate to the fullest 

extent possible with access and 

interview requests from UEFA media 

platforms before and during the 

competition. 

COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR 

SPORT (CAS)  

In case of litigation resulting from or 

in relation to these regulations, the 

provisions regarding the Court of 

Arbitration for Sport (CAS) laid down 

in the UEFA Statutes apply. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE REGULATIONS 

At its meetings on 21 January and 3 

May 2016, the UEFA Executive 

Committee approved the following 

three amendments to the Regulations 

of the UEFA European Football 

Championship 2014-16, which also 

govern the final tournament (UEFA 

EURO 2016). The modification of the 

regulations is due to the fact that the 

number of finalists has increased from 

16 to 24 teams making it more difficult 

to find suitable European opponents 

for the pre-EURO preparation 

matches.  

Chapter III: Match Scheduling – 

Article 21: Friendly matches 

Modified paragraph 21.05 In the 

month preceding the final tournament, 



                                                                                  

each participating team, including 

France, is allowed to play a maximum 

of two friendly matches against other 

participating teams, provided that the 

teams are not in the same final 

tournament group. Goal-line 

technology. 

 Following the decision to use goal-line 

technology at UEFA EURO 2016, a 

new paragraph has been added to the 

competition regulations in line with 

requirements set by the Laws of the 

Game.  

Chapter V: Match Organization – 

Article 35: Match equipment New 

paragraph  

35.05 Goal-line technology (GLT) 

is used in accordance with the IFAB 

Laws of the Game and the FIFA 

Quality Programme for GLT Testing 

Manual in all UEFA EURO 2016 final 

tournament matches for the purpose of 

verifying whether a goal has been 

scored to support the referee’s 

decision. That decision remains under 

the sole discretion of the referee and is 

final. A failure of the GLT system may 

in no way prejudice the decision of the 

referee. If necessary, for example in 

case of a system failure, matches will 

take place or continue without the use 

of GLT. 

PROCEDURE IN CASE OF 

SEVERE INJURY TO PLAYERS  

A new article has been added to 

regulate the intervention of the referee 

and team doctors in case of a severe 

head injury or suspicion thereof.  

Chapter VIII: Refereeing – new 

Article 46bis: Procedure in case of 

severe injury to players New 

paragraphs 46bis(1) and 46bis(2) In 

the event of a suspected concussion the 

referee stops the game to allow the 

injured player to be assessed by the 

team doctor, in accordance with Law 5 

of the IFAB Laws of the Game. In 

principle this should take no more 

than three minutes, unless a serious 

incident requires the player to be 

treated on the field of play or 

immobilized on the field for immediate 

transfer to hospital (e.g. spinal injury). 

Any player suffering a head injury that 

requires assessment for potential 

concussion will only be allowed to 

continue playing after the assessment, 

on specific confirmation by the team 

doctor to the referee of the player's 

fitness to do so.  

2. Definition of fair play conduct 

in Article 18 (Equality of points – 

final tournament)  



                                                                                  

Further to UEFA circular letter 

8/2015, Annex C has been abrogated 

and replaced by the UEFA Fair Play 

Regulations. Consequently, the 

reference to “fair play conduct” in 

Articles 18.01g and 18.03d has been 

rephrased as follows: Average 

disciplinary points based only on 

yellow and red cards received (red card 

= 3 points, yellow card = 1 point, 

expulsion for two yellow cards in one 

match = 3 points);  

Article 24 (Match abandoned): 

fewer than seven players In accordance 

with Law 3 of the Laws of the Game 

and based on the standard clause 

included in all the latest UEFA 

competition regulations, the following 

rule applies: If there are fewer than 

seven players on either of the teams, 

the match is abandoned. In this case, 

the UEFA Control, Ethics and 

Disciplinary Body decides on the 

consequences.  

Article 53 (Badges): removal of 

restrictions on UEFA badges  

Following the model established for 

the UEFA club competitions, UEFA 

has established the following basis for 

national associations participating in 

UEFA EURO 2016 to commercialise 

the official UEFA badges on their 

official replica shirts. 

  The UEFA EURO 2016 competition 

badge and the UEFA Respect badge 

are available for commercialization by 

all participating national associations.  

 Spain may use the title-holder badge 

instead of the regular UEFA EURO 

2016 competition badge.  

Such badges may be affixed to and sold 

on official replica shirts exclusively via 

the following distribution channels:  

 The national association itself or a 

party appointed by the national 

association to perform such marketing 

or merchandising functions (including 

operating the national association’s 

official online or bricks and mortar 

stores);  

 Adidas or any party appointed by 

Adidas to perform its merchandising 

functions;  

 The official UEFA EURO 2016 online 

store operator. The above UEFA EURO 

2016 badges are supplied by Sporting 

iD, the official licensee. 



                                                                                  

#4 BRINGING ‘UDTA PUNJAB’ DOWN 

TO THE GROUND 

GURJOT SINGH KHURANA 

 

Source: Indiatimes 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Punjab, the land of plenty that boasted 

of its warriors, preachers, martyrs full 

of vibrancy and cheer has been 

reduced to a drug route. The Silk Route 

of drugs which is known as Golden 

Crescent contains land routes of Iran, 

Afghanistan and Pakistan collectively. 

Drugs not only enter India through the 

Golden Crescent but also Golden 

Triangle which contains Myanmar, 

Laos and Thailand. Other piercing 

routes like Indo-Nepal and Indo-

Bhutan also exist and not to forget 

India’s coastline from where entry of 

drugs can’t be denied.

 

STATISTICAL EVIDENCE 



                                                                                  

According to a documentary named 

‘glut’, made by BBC, 73.5% of entire 

youth population in Punjab is addicted 

to drugs. The Punjab Opioid 

Dependence Survey, which was 

conducted between February and April 

2015, found that 2, 30,000 people in 

the State were drug users. That 

translates to 836 drug users per 1, 

00,000 people when all India number 

is 250 per 100,000 according to 

Ministry of Social Justice and 

Empowerment. According to crimes 

related to drugs in Punjab, annually 

between 2015 and 2014 are 7524 

instances which are second only to 

Uttar Pradesh that is India’s most 

populated state which makes Punjab 

the highest as per population. In this 

nation where on one hand smart cities 

are being built, just 2 kilometres from 

the holy city of Amritsar, there is 

Maqboolpura which is known as 

village of widows. These trades can’t 

flourish without the support from 

political patronage and authorities 

becoming hands in gloves to save the 

benefiters from the trade as the state 

here as well as the centre has 

witnessed change of power between 

two major political parties. Christina 

Albertine from UNODC stressed on the 

need of supportive networks to 

surmount this crisis. 

Image courtesy:AFB 

NEGATIVE IMPACTS OF DRUGS 

1. Immediate and long-lasting 

effects on body and well-being. 

2. Physical injuries can increase as 

chance of getting hurt from 

accidents or falling increases. 



                                                                                  

3. Damage of internal organs like 

liver, brain, lungs, throat, 

kidney etc. 

4. Under the influence of drugs, 

one is likely to have unsafe and 

unprotected sex which can lead 

to unwanted pregnancy and 

spread of STD’s like HIV/AIDS. 

5. Infection through needles can 

put one at risk of getting 

diseases like Hepatitis C, 

Hepatitis B as well as HIV. 

6. Addiction or not being able to 

operate without drugs 

7. Depression, stress, mental 

illness, financial pressures and 

losing meaningful relationships. 

 

MEASURES TO BUILD SPORTS AS A SUBSTITUTE TO CURB 

ADDICTION 

1. Building Sports infrastructure:-  

Many children in India don’t get 

a chance to participate in sports 

due to lack of infrastructure or 

even open spaces. Recent 

example of Dipa Karmakar who 

is first Indian gymnast to 

qualify for Olympics and has 

performed the Prudonova, one 

of the most difficult vaults in 

female gymnastics which only 5 

ladies have performed till date 

has expressed the lack of 

infrastructure in India. She has 

practiced in the water of 

monsoon rains, rats and 

cockroaches. 

2. Nurturing young spirit:-  

By substituting the time of 

youth which is wasted on 

injecting needles with practice 

on turfs and grounds and 

protecting their passion by 

imparting requisite training, 

coaches and equipment and 

arranging seminars, contests 

and competitions at local level 

in order to encourage them can 

have a substantial impact and 

protect their from negative 

influence of songs with cheap 

and lewd lyrics. 

3. Building memoirs and 

sculptures of accomplished 

sports personalities:- 

Accomplished sportspersons of 

local areas who have achieved 

something should be connected 

with the youth in order to 

provide them guidance in 

developing themselves with 

knowledge of experts. Having 

some leaders who lead by 

example would be of great 



                                                                                  

benefit as children who have 

seen their elders wasting away 

their lives in drugs are more 

likely to follow their footsteps. 

4. Financial support and 

assistance:-  

Vijay Shekhar Sharma, CEO of 

Paytm, billion dollar Indian 

startup, while delivering a talk 

to youth remarked that in any 

successful venture it’s necessary 

to first build continuous cash 

flow and this is a question of 

building a generation of 

responsible youth and leaders in 

sports world. Hence, financial 

support and assistance from 

Government for sportsmen and 

people related to sports industry 

becomes a necessity. 

 

CONCLUSION 

In order to keep youth away 

from drug abuse and a dull 

lifestyle, it is necessary to plant 

the seeds of dreams of 

becoming sportsmen right from 

the time when they are young. 

And becoming an accomplished 

sportsman is only possible when 

one has a fit, healthy and a drug 

free body as a priority and that’s 

the only way to bring ‘Udta 

Punjab’ down to the ground.

. 



                                                                                  

#5 INTERNATIONAL FOOTBALL 
ASSOCIATION BOARD : LAWS OF THE 

GAME 
 

Image Courtesy: 1.bp.blogspot.com 

DOGSO  : CHANGES IN LAW 12 

The 130th AGM of The IFAB in Cardiff 

on 5 March 2016 approved a major 

revision of the Laws of Game to take 

effect from 1 June 2016. One 

important change is that the 

disciplinary sanction for some ‘denial 

of an obvious goal-scoring opportunity’ 

(DOGSO) offences committed in the 

penalty area will now be a caution 

(yellow card) and not a sending-off 

(red card). The main reason for the 

change is that a penalty kick is a very 

good opportunity to score a goal so it 

‘restores’ the goal-scoring opportunity 

that was ‘lost’ by the DOGSO offence. 

Therefore, the punishment of the 

player should not be as severe/strong 

as the punishment for a DOGSO 

committed outside the penalty area 

where the red card is deserved as a free 

kick is not as good a scoring 

opportunity as a penalty. 

Change of Law 12  

As a result, Law 12 has been changed 

so that for DOGSO offences in the 

http://www.theifab.com/
http://www.theifab.com/
http://www.theifab.com/


                                                                                  

penalty area where the offender is 

penalised for an offence which was an 

attempt to play the ball or challenge 

the opponent for the ball, the offender 

will be cautioned (yellow card) not sent 

off (red card). However, The IFAB 

does not want to encourage unfair play 

so for DOGSO offences inside the 

penalty area which are not an attempt 

to play the ball or challenge the 

opponent for the ball, the offending 

player will still be sent off (red card). 

CHANGE OF LAW 12 - 

SUMMARY  

 The change in the DOGSO 

wording in Law 12 does not 

mean that every DOGSO offence 

in the penalty area is sanctioned 

with a caution (yellow card).  

 The reduction from sending-off 

(red card) to caution (yellow 

card) is only for DOGSO 

offences in the penalty area 

which are an attempt to play the 

ball or challenge an opponent 

for the ball.  

 Where there is clearly no 

attempt to play the ball or 

challenge an opponent for the 

ball, (especially holding, 

pulling, pushing and handball) 

the sanction remains a sending-

off (red card).  

 All DOGSO offences outside the 

penalty area are sanctioned with 

a sendingoff (red card) - there is 

no change in the Law for these 

offences 

 

‘New’ DOGSO wording 

 “Where a player denies the opposing 

team a goal or an obvious goal-scoring 

opportunity by a deliberate handball 

offence the player is sent off wherever 

the offence occurs.  

Where a player commits an offence 

against an opponent within their own 

penalty area which denies an opponent 

an obvious goal-scoring opportunity 

and the referee awards a penalty kick, 

the offending player is cautioned 

unless:  

• The offence is holding, pulling or 

pushing or,  

• The offending player does not 

attempt to play the ball or there is no 

possibility for the player making the 

challenge to play the ball or,  

• The offence is one which is 

punishable by a red card wherever it 

occurs on the field of play (e.g. serious 

foul play, violent conduct etc.)  



                                                                                  

In all the above circumstances the 

player is sent off.”  

Handball  

"Where a player denies the opposing 

team a goal or an obvious goal-scoring 

opportunity by a deliberate handball 

offence the player is sent off wherever 

the offence occurs." For all handball 

DOGSO offences there is no change. 

Deliberate handling the ball is not part 

of a ‘normal’ attempt to challenge an 

opponent for the ball so for all DOGSO 

handball offences (inside and outside 

the penalty area) the player will be sent 

off (red card). 

Some DOGSO offences in penalty 

area are YC  

Further explanation: “Where a player 

commits an offence against an 

opponent within their own penalty 

area which denies an opponent an 

obvious goal-scoring opportunity and 

the referee awards a penalty kick, the 

offending player is cautioned (…)”  

This statement emphasises that for 

DOGSO offences in the penalty area, 

the offending player is cautioned 

(yellow card) not sent off (red card), 

unless the offence falls into one of the 

DOGSO offences which remains a red 

card. Referees should apply the 

philosophy of the Law change - if the 

player unsuccessfully attempts to play 

the ball or challenge the opponent for 

the ball and a penalty kick is awarded, 

the correct sanction is a caution 

(yellow card).  

The player’s movement towards the 

ball/opponent is a good indication of 

whether or not the player was 

attempting to play the ball or challenge 

the opponent for the ball. 

HOLDING, PULLING AND 

PUSHING  

Further explanation: “Where a player 

commits an offence against an 

opponent within their own penalty 

area which denies an opponent an 

obvious goal-scoring opportunity and 

the referee awards a penalty kick, the 

offending player is cautioned unless:  

The offence is holding, pulling or 

pushing”  

An offence where the offending player 

is penalised for holding, pulling or 

pushing will still be sanctioned with a 

sending-off (red card) as these offences 

are not part of a fair challenge of an 

opponent for the ball. 

No attempt or possibility to play 

the ball  

Further explanation: “Where a player 

commits an offence against an 



                                                                                  

opponent within their own penalty 

area which denies an opponent an 

obvious goal-scoring opportunity and 

the referee awards a penalty kick, the 

offending player is cautioned unless:  

• The offending player does not 

attempt to play the ball or there is no 

possibility for the player making the 

challenge to play the ball. 

” Where the offending player is 

penalised by the referee for an offence 

where:  

• it was clear that the player did not 

attempt to play the ball or  

• it was clear that the player did not 

have the chance/possibility to play the 

ball the offender will be sanctioned 

with a sending-off (red card). 

 Other sending-off offences 

 Further explanation: “Where a player 

commits an offence against an 

opponent within their own penalty 

area which denies an opponent an 

obvious goal-scoring opportunity and 

the referee awards a penalty kick, the 

offending player is cautioned unless:  

• The offence is one which is 

punishable by a red card wherever it 

occurs on the field of play (e.g. serious 

foul play, violent conduct etc.)”  

This is a reminder that offences such 

as serious foul play, violent conduct 

etc.. must be sanctioned with a 

sending-off (red card) as they are not 

affected by the change in the DOGSO 

wording. 

 

DOGSO offences outside the 

penalty area  

Further explanation: There is no 

change for DOGSO offences which are 

committed outside the penalty area. 

All DOGSO offences outside the 

penalty area are sanctioned with a 

sending-off (red card). 



                                                                                  

#6 BCCI RULES ON CONFLICT OF 
INTEREST 

Image Courtesy:ibnlive.in 
 

ADMINISTRATOR – Present Office Bearers of BCCI, present Presidents and Hon. 

Secretaries of Affiliated Units, members of the Standing or Special Committees of the 

Board. Any Member of the Managing Committee of the Affiliated Units of the BCCI. 

Near relative shall mean and include father, mother, husband, wife, son, daughter in 

law, daughter, son in law brother or sister.

1. (A) ADMINISTRATOR - Conflict with the BCCI 

 

A. An Administrator or his near 

relative, shall not have any commercial 

interest in any activities/tournaments 

of the BCCI including Indian Premier 

League. 

 

B. An Administrator or his near 

relative shall not be on the pay roll of 

an IPL Franchise. 

 

C. Any Administrator or their near 

relatives should not be associated with 

any Company/ Organization that has 

entered into a Commercial Agreement 



                                                                                  

with the BCCI. Association shall not 

mean any near relative who is workig 

as a regular employee of the 

Company/Organisation. 

However , this will not apply to small 

holding of shares in a public limited 

company. 

 

D. An Administrator shall not draw 

any financial benefits from the BCCI 

except as per the TA and DA rules for 

BCCI, ICC, ACC meetings or meetings 

with Foreign Boards,and any 

retirement benefit he/she may be 

entitled for as a former 

Cricketer/Umpire or any other 

capacity or such other expenses that 

may be incurred in carrying out 

his/her duties. 

 

E. An Administrator or his near 

relative shall not be associated with a 

Player Management Company or a 

Player Agent in any form either 

Honorary or Paid. 

 

1. (B) ADMINISTRATOR – Conflict with the Affiliated Unit 

 

A. Administrator of an affiliated unit 

or his near relative shall not have any 

commercial interest in any activities / 

tournaments of the affiliated unit. 

 

B. Any Administrator in an affiliated 

unit or their near relatives should not 

be associated with any 

Company/Organization that has 

entered into a Commercial Agreement 

with that Affiliated Unit. However this 

shall not apply to any near relative 

working as a regular employee with the 

Company/Organisation. 

 

C. An Administrator in an affiliated 

unit shall not draw any financial 

benefits except as per the TA and DA 

rules for attending metings of the 

Association or BCCI or any other 

official meetings, any retirement 

benefits he/she may be entitled for as a 

former cricketer/umpire or any other 

capacity or such expenses that may be 

incurred in the carrying out of his/her 

duties. 

 

D. An Administrator in an affiliated 

unit or his/her near relative shall not 

be associated with a Player Agent or a 

Player Management Company in any 

form either Honorary or Paid.

 

2. CRICKETERS – RETIRED 



                                                                                  

 

A. Cricketers on the payroll of the BCCI or 

holding contracts with BCCI shall not be 

on any BCCI Committees including the 

IPL GC. 

 

B. Cricketers considered for appointment 

as a Match Refree, Coach of Indian teams 

or a National Selector should have retired 

from all forms of cricket. 

 

C. Cricketers appointed as Coaches of 

Indian Teams or National Selectors shall 

not be associated with any private 

coaching academies during their tenure. 

 

D. Cricketers appointed as the Coaches of 

Indian Teams or National Selectors shall 

not be associated in any form with a 

Player Management Company or a Player 

Agent either Honorary or Paid. 

 

E. Cricketers appointed as the Coaches of 

the Indian Teams or National Selectors 

shall not have any contract with Print or 

Electronic media during their tenure. They 

cannot write columns. 

 

F. Cricketers on the Managing Committee 

of an Affiliated Unit of BCCI shall not be 

considered for appointment as a National 

Selector.

 

3. CRICKETERS – CURRENT 

 

A. Current Cricketers shall declare the 

name and details of his/her Player 

Agent or the Player Management 

Company. 

 

B. Current Cricketers shall not have 

any business interest in a Player 

Management Company. 

 

C. Current Cricketers shall not have 

any conflict arising with the BCCI 

sponsors including the apparel 

sponsor. 

 

D. Current Cricketers shall not accept 

any Controlling position in any 

Commercial Organization having a 

contract with the BCCI or its State 

Unit. 

 

4. BCCI STAFF 

 

A. Staff employed by the BCCI shall not be 

on the Managing Committee of an 

Affiliated Unit of BCCI. 

 



                                                                                  

B. Staff employed by 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. 

 

C. Staff employed with the BCCI shall not 

associated with any media either print or 

electronic including writing columns 

during their tenure with BCCI. 

D. Staff employed with the BCCI or their 

near relative shall not be associated with 

any Player Agent or a Player Management 

Company in any form. 

 

E. Staff employed with BCCI or their near 

relatives shall not be associated with any 

organization working for the Board. 

 

F. Staff employed or contracted with the 

BCCI shall not handle any matter in any 

Department/Division / Field in the BCCI 

if he or his close partners or an 

Organisation/ Company/Partnership that 

he or his near relatives is/ are part of or 

engaged in activities of a nature that may 

derive advantage on account of his 

operations/activities in BCCI.

 

5. CONFLICT OF INTEREST RELATING TO TEAM MANAGEMENT AND 

SELECTION MATTERS 

 

A. No member of the selection committee 

including the Convenor and the invitees 

I.e the Coach or Captain, or their near 

relatives shall have any financial interest 

or business association with any player 

considered for selection to any team 

selected for and on behalf of BCCI. 

 

B. No Member of the Team Management 

of any Team of the BCCI or their near 

relatives shall have any financial interest 

or business association with any member 

who is a part of the Squad selected for a 

team he is a part of. 

 

C. No player who is a part of a Team 

selected by the BCCI or his near relatives 

shall have any business association with, 

or financial interest in any venture with 

either an Affiliated Unit, another player 

who is a part of the Team, Team 

Management or any Administrator. 

 

APPOINTMENT OF OMBUDSMAN 

 

At every AGM , the Board shall appoint an 

Ombudsman to decide issues relating to 

Conflict of Interest. His tenure will be for 

one year, renewable at the next AGM. 

Every complaint regarding Conflict of 

Interest shall be decided by the 

Ombudsman appointed by the Board 

within a period of 30 days from the receipt 

of the complaint. The decision of the 

Ombudsman will be final and binding.



                                                                                  

#7 UEFA EURO 2016 SCHEDULE  

Image Courtesy:uefa.com 

UEFA EURO 2016 will see the new Laws of the Game decided by the International 

Football Association Board (IFAB) given their first major exposure since they came 

into force on 1 June. The laws have been redrafted primarily to improve structure 

and phraseology , but there are also changes to the actual laws themselves, based on 

common sense. Those changes include: the ball can be moved in any direction from 

the kick-off rather than only moving forward; and a player who is injured by a 

challenge punished by a yellow/red card can now have a quick assessment/treatment 

on the field, rather than having to leave the field, which previously gave the offending 

team a numerical advantage. 

UEFA EURO 2016 will also see the commencement of a two-year trial of the 

amended so-called 'triple punishment' rule, which previously involved dismissal, a 

penalty and a suspension for the denial of an obvious goal-scoring opportunity 

within the penalty area. Under the revision, referees will give a yellow card, and not a 

red card, if a goalkeeper or defender in the penalty area genuinely and honestly tries 

to challenge for the ball and commits a foul. 

UEFA EURO 2016 will also mark the first time that goal-line technology (GLT) will 

be used for a full UEFA tournament. The main task of the AARs is not to control the 



                                                                                  

goal line and decide whether a ball has crossed it; rather, they are responsible for 

monitoring everything that is happening in the penalty area overall, aiding the main 

referee in making important decisions in the box. Now, with GLT focused on the 

goal-line, the additional assistants can focus exclusively on the control of other 

incidents in the penalty area – the most crucial area of the pitch. 

Group stage 

Friday, June 10 

France vs. Romania -- Saint-Denis  

Saturday, June 11 

Albania vs. Switzerland -- Lens  

Wales vs. Slovakia -- Bordeaux  

England vs. Russia -- Marseille  

Sunday, June 12 

Turkey vs. Croatia -- Paris  

Poland vs. Northern Ireland -- Nice  

Germany vs. Ukraine -- Lille  

Monday, June 13 

Spain vs. Czech Rep -- Toulouse  

Rep of Ireland vs. Sweden -- Saint-Denis 

Belgium vs. Italy -- Lyon  

Tuesday, June 14 

Austria vs. Hungary -- Bordeaux  

Portugal vs. Iceland -- Saint-Etienne  

Wednesday, June 15 

Russia vs. Slovakia -- Lille  

Romania vs. Switzerland -- Paris  

France vs. Albania -- Marseille  



                                                                                  

Thursday, June 16 

England vs. Wales -- Lens  

Ukraine vs. Northern Ireland -- Lyon 

Germany vs. Poland -- Saint-Denis  

Friday, June 17 

Italy vs. Sweden -- Toulouse  

Czech Rep vs. Croatia -- Saint-Etienne  

Spain vs. Turkey -- Nice  

Saturday, June 18 

Belgium vs. Rep of Ireland -- Bordeaux  

Iceland vs. Hungary -- Marseille  

Portugal vs. Austria -- Paris  

Sunday, June 19 

Switzerland vs. France -- Lille  

Romania vs. Albania -- Lyon  

Monday, June 20 

Slovakia vs. England -- Saint-Etienne  

Russia vs. Wales -- Toulouse  

Tuesday, June 21 

Northern Ireland vs. Germany -- Paris  

Ukraine vs. Poland -- Marseille  

Croatia vs. Spain -- Bordeaux  

Czech Rep vs. Turkey -- Lens  

Wednesday, June 22 

Hungary vs. Portugal -- Lyon  

Iceland vs. Austria -- Saint-Denis 

Italy vs. Rep of Ireland -- Lille  

Sweden vs. Belgium -- Nice  



                                                                                  

Round of 16 

Saturday, June 25 

RA vs. RC -- Saint-Etienne  

WB vs. 3A/C/D -- Paris  

WD vs. 3B/E/F -- Lens  

Sunday, June 26 

WA vs. 3C/D/E -- Lyon  

WC vs. 3A/B/F -- Lille  

WF vs. RE -- Toulouse  

Monday, June 27 

WE vs. RD -- Saint-Denis  

RB vs. RF -- Nice  

Quarterfinals 

Thursday, June 30 

W37 vs. W39 -- Marseille  

Friday, July 1 

W38 vs. W42 -- Lille  

Saturday, July 2 

W41 vs. W43 -- Bordeaux  

Sunday, July 3 

W40 vs. W44 -- Saint-Denis  

 

 



                                                                                  

Semifinals 

Wednesday, July 6 

W45 vs. W46 -- Lyon  

Thursday, July 7 

W47 vs. W48 -- Marseille  

Final 

Sunday, July 10 

W49 vs. W50 -

Saint-Denis 

. 



                                                                                  

#8 MONTHLY SPORTS CALENDER 

Image courtesy:designswan.com 

June 

14-18: Horse Racing - Royal Ascot 

16-19: Golf - US Open, Oakmont CC, Pennsylvania 

17-19: Formula 1 - Azerbaijan Grand Prix, Baku 

18: Rugby Union - Australia v England, New Zealand v Wales, South Africa v 

Ireland, Japan v Scotland 

18-26: Hockey - Women's Champions Trophy, London 

21, 24, 26, 29 and 2 July: Cricket - England v Sri Lanka one-day internationals 



                                                                                  

24-26: Athletics, British Athletics Championships & Olympic Trials, 

Birmingham 

25: Rugby Union - Australia v England, New Zealand v Wales, South Africa v 

Ireland, Japan v Scotland 

25: Boxing- Anthony Joshua v Dominic Breazeale (IBF world heavyweight title 

fight), London 

27-10 July: Tennis - Wimbledon 

July 

1-3: Formula 1 - Austrian Grand Prix, Spielberg 

2-24: Cycling - Tour de France 

5: England v Sri Lanka Twenty20, Southampton 

9: Boxing - Tyson Fury v Wladimir Klitschko (WBA Super and WBO 

heavyweight titles), Manchester 

6-10: Athletics - European Athletics Championships, Amsterdam 

8-10: Formula 1 - British Grand Prix, Silverstone 

10: Football - Euro 2016 final, Paris 

14-17: Golf - Open Championship, Troon 

14-18: Cricket - England v Pakistan, first Test, Lord's 

 

 



                                                                                  

#9 COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR 

SPORTS RULES FOR THE UEFA EURO 

2016: FINAL ROUND 

 

Image Courtesy:khelnama.com 

The purpose of the present Rules is to 

provide, in the interests of the athletes 

and of sport, for the resolution by 

arbitration of any disputes covered by 

Articles 61 and 62 of the UEFA 

Statutes, insofar as they arise during 

the final round of the UEFA European 

Football Championship 2016 ("EURO 

2016 Final Round"). The present 

Rules have been adopted by the ICAS 

in Lausanne on 18 April 2016, on the 

basis of Articles 61 and 62 of the 

UEFA Statutes and Articles S6, 

paragraphs 1, 8 and 10, S8 and S23 of 

the Code of Sports-related Arbitration. 

They form an integral part of the Code 

of Sports-related Arbitration. The 

present Rules may be amended by the 

ICAS pursuant to Article S8 of the 

Code of Sports-related Arbitration.  



                                                                                  

Ad hoc Division  

For the period of the EURO 2016 Final 

Round, the International Council of 

Arbitration for Sport (ICAS) shall 

establish an ad hoc Division of the CAS 

(hereinafter the “ad hoc Division”), the 

function of which is to provide for the 

resolution by arbitration of the 

disputes covered by means of Panels 

set up in accordance with the present 

Rules. The ad hoc Division consists of 

arbitrators appearing on a special list, 

a President and a Court Office.  

Special List of Arbitrators  

The ICAS, acting through its Board, 

shall draw up the special list of 

arbitrators referred to in Article 2. This 

special list consists only of arbitrators 

who appear on the CAS general list of 

arbitrators. The special list of 

arbitrators shall be published before 

the opening of the EURO 2016 Final 

Round. It may be subsequently 

modified by the ICAS Board.  

Presidency 

 The ICAS Board shall elect the 

President of the ad hoc Division from 

among the members of the ICAS. The 

President shall perform the functions 

conferred upon him or her by the 

present Rules and all other functions 

relevant to the proper operation of the 

ad hoc Division. The President of the 

ad hoc Division must be independent 

of the parties.  

Court Office 

 The CAS Court Office is established in 

Lausanne, Switzerland. Such office is 

placed under the authority of the CAS 

Secretary General.  

Language of Arbitration 

The arbitration shall be conducted in 

English or French as determined by 

the President of the ad hoc Division.  

Seat of Arbitration and Law 

Governing the Arbitration  

The seat of the ad hoc Division and of 

each Panel is in Lausanne, 

Switzerland. However, the ad hoc 

Division and each Panel may carry out 

all the actions which fall within their 

mission or in every other place they 

deem appropriate. The arbitration is 

governed by Chapter 12 of the Swiss 

Act on private International Law.  

Representation and Assistance 

 The parties may be represented or 

assisted by persons of their choice 

insofar as circumstances permit, 

particularly with regard to the time 

limit set for the award. The names, 

addresses, telephone and facsimile 



                                                                                  

numbers of the persons representing 

the parties and details of any other 

written forms of electronic 

communication by which they may be 

reached shall appear in the application 

referred to in article 10 or be 

submitted at the start of the hearing. 

Notifications and 

Communications 

a) All notifications and 

communications from the ad hoc 

Division (Panel, Presidency or 

Court Office) shall be given as 

follows : - to the claimant : by 

delivery to the address appearing 

in the request or at the electronic 

mail address specified in the 

request or, in the absence of all of 

the above, by deposit at the Court 

Office. - to the respondent : by 

delivery or electronic mail to his or 

her office or place of residence 

during the EURO 2016 Final 

Round. The ad hoc Division may 

also give notifications and 

communications by telephone and 

confirm them subsequently in 

writing, or by electronic mail. 

 In the absence of written 

confirmation, the communication is 

nevertheless valid if the addressee had 

actual knowledge of it. 

b) Notifications and communications 

from the parties shall be delivered 

or emailed to the Court Office. 

Article 10 Application Any 

individual and legal entity wishing 

to bring before the ad hoc Division 

of the CAS a dispute within the 

meaning of the present Rules shall 

deliver or fax a written application 

to the Court Office.  

The application shall include: - a copy 

of the decision being challenged, 

where applicable ; - a brief statement 

of the facts and legal arguments on 

which the application is based ; - the 

claimant’s request for relief ; - where 

applicable, an application for a stay of 

the effects of the decision being 

challenged or for any other 

preliminary relief of an extremely 

urgent nature ; - any appropriate 

comments on the basis for CAS 

jurisdiction; - the claimant’s address 

and, where applicable, the facsimile 

numbers and electronic mail address 

which the claimant can be reached for 

the purposes of the proceedings and, 

where applicable, the same 

information for the person 

representing the claimant. The 

application shall be written in English 

or French. If the National Federations 



                                                                                  

concerned are not parties to the 

proceedings and do not receive a copy 

of the application in that capacity, this 

application shall be communicated to 

them for information purposes.  

Time limit for the filing of the 

application  

The application shall be delivered or 

sent by electronic mail to the Court 

Office within the time limit set by art. 

62 of the UEFA Statutes and provided 

that all internal legal remedies at 

UEFA have been previously 

exhausted.  

Formation of the Panel  

Upon receipt of the application, the 

President of the ad hoc Division 

constitutes a Panel composed of three 

arbitrators appearing on the special 

list described in article 2 of the Rules 

(the “Panel”) and appoints the 

President thereof. In the event that it 

appears appropriate under the 

circumstances, the President of the ad 

hoc Division may, in his or her 

discretion, appoint a sole arbitrator. If 

an application is registered which is 

related to an arbitration already 

pending before the ad hoc Division, 

the President of the ad hoc Division 

may assign the second dispute to the 

Panel appointed to decide the first 

dispute. In order to decide upon such 

assignment, the President of the ad 

hoc Division shall take into account all 

the circumstances, including the 

relation between the two cases and the 

progress already made in the first 

case. The Court Office shall convey the 

application to the Panel.  

Independence and Qualifications 

of the Arbitrators  

All arbitrators must have a legal 

training and possess recognized 

competence with regard to sport. They 

must be independent of the parties 

and disclose immediately any 

circumstance likely to compromise 

their independence. All arbitrators 

must be available for the ad hoc 

Division during the EURO 2016 Final 

Round. The President of the ad hoc 

Division is subject to the same 

obligations. No arbitrator of the CAS 

ad hoc Division may act as counsel for 

a party or other interested person 

before this Division.  

Challenge, Disqualification and 

Removal of Arbitrators  

An arbitrator must disqualify him- or 

herself spontaneously or, failing that, 

may be challenged by a party if 

circumstances give rise to legitimate 

doubts as to his or her independence. 



                                                                                  

The President of the ad hoc Division is 

competent to take cognizance of any 

challenge requested by a party. She/he 

shall decide upon the challenge 

immediately after giving the parties 

and the arbitrator concerned the 

opportunity to be heard, insofar as 

circumstances permit. Any challenge 

must be brought as soon as the reason 

for the challenge becomes known. Any 

arbitrator may be removed by the 

President of the ad hoc Division if 

she/he or she is prevented from 

carrying out the assignment or fails to 

perform her/his duties in accordance 

with the present Rules. If an arbitrator 

disqualifies her- or himself 

spontaneously or if the President of 

the ad hoc Division accepts a 

challenge by a party or removes an 

arbitrator, the President of the ad hoc 

Division shall immediately appoint an 

arbitrator to fill the vacancy.  

Stay of Decision Challenged and 

Preliminary Relief of Extreme 

Urgency 

 In case of extreme urgency, the 

President of the ad hoc Division or the 

Panel, where already formed, may rule 

on an application for a stay of the 

effects of the challenged decision or 

for any other preliminary relief 

without hearing the respondent first. 

The decision granting such relief 

ceases to be effective when the Panel 

gives a decision within the meaning of 

article 21 of the present Rules. When 

deciding whether to award any 

preliminary relief, the President of the 

ad hoc Division or the Panel shall 

consider whether the relief is 

necessary to protect the applicant 

from irreparable harm, the likelihood 

of success on the merits of the claim, 

and whether the interests of the 

applicant outweigh those of the 

opponent or of other participants in 

the EURO 2016 Final Round.  

Procedure before the Panel  

a) Defence of lack of jurisdiction: Any 

defence of lack of jurisdiction of the 

Panel must be raised at the start of the 

proceedings or, at the latest, at the 

start of the hearing.  

b) Procedure : The Panel organizes the 

procedure as it considers appropriate 

while taking into account the specific 

needs and circumstances of the case, 

the interests of the parties, in 

particular their right to be heard, and 

the particular constraints of speed and 

efficiency specific to the present ad 

hoc procedure. The Panel shall have 

full control over the evidentiary 

proceedings. 



                                                                                  

 c) Hearing:  Except where it considers 

another form of procedure more 

appropriate, the Panel shall summon 

the parties to a hearing on very short 

notice immediately upon receipt of the 

application. It shall append a copy of 

the application to the summons to 

appear addressed to the respondent. 

At the hearing, the Panel shall hear 

the parties and take all appropriate 

action with respect to evidence. The 

parties shall introduce at the hearing 

all the evidence they intend to adduce 

and produce the witnesses, who shall 

be heard immediately. If it considers 

itself to be sufficiently well informed, 

the Panel may decide not to hold a 

hearing and to render an award 

immediately.  

d) Other evidentiary measures: If a 

party requests an opportunity to 

introduce additional evidence which, 

for legitimate reasons, it was not able 

to produce at the hearing, the Panel 

may permit such introduction to the 

extent necessary to the resolution of 

the dispute. The Panel may at any 

time take any appropriate action with 

respect to evidence. In particular, it 

may appoint an expert and order the 

production of documents, information 

or any other evidence. It may also, in 

its discretion, decide whether to admit 

or exclude evidence offered by the 

parties and assess the weight of 

evidence. The Panel shall inform the 

parties accordingly. 

 e) Failure to appear: If any party fails 

to appear at the hearing or to comply 

with injunctions, summonses or other 

communications issued by the Panel, 

the Panel may nevertheless proceed.  

The Panel’s Power to Review  

The Panel shall have full power to 

establish the facts on which the 

application is based. The Panel shall 

rule on the dispute pursuant to the 

applicable UEFA regulations and, 

additionally, Swiss law.  

Time limit  

The Panel shall give a decision within 

48 hours of the lodging of the 

application. Exceptionally, this time 

limit may be extended by the 

President of the ad hoc Division if 

circumstances so require.  

Decision-making, Form and 

Communication of the Decision  

Decisions are taken by a majority or, 

in the absence of a majority, by the 

President of the Panel. It shall be 

written, dated and signed by the 

President of the Panel and, in 

principle, brief reasons will be stated. 



                                                                                  

Before the award is signed, it shall be 

reviewed by the President of the ad 

hoc Division, who may make 

amendments of form and, without 

affecting the Panel’s freedom of 

decision may also draw the latter’s 

attention to points of substance. It 

shall be communicated to the parties 

immediately. The Panel may decide to 

communicate the holding of the 

award, prior to the reasons. The award 

shall be final from such 

communication. If the National 

Federations concerned are not parties 

to the proceedings and do not receive 

a copy of the award in that capacity, 

this award shall be communicated to 

them for information purposes.  

Enforceability and Scope of the 

Decision  

a) Choice of final award or referral: 

Taking into account all the 

circumstances of the case, including 

the claimant’s request for relief, the 

nature and complexity of the dispute, 

the urgency of its resolution, the 

extent of the evidence required and of 

the legal issues to be resolved, the 

parties’ right to be heard and the state 

of the record at the end of the ad hoc 

arbitration proceedings, the Panel 

may either make a final award or refer 

the dispute to arbitration by the CAS 

in accordance with the Code of Sports-

related Arbitration. The Panel may 

also make an award on part of the 

dispute and refer the unresolved part 

of the dispute to regular CAS 

procedure.  

b) Preliminary relief in case of 

referral: If it refers the dispute to 

regular CAS procedure, the Panel may, 

even where the parties have made no 

application to that effect, grant 

preliminary relief which will remain in 

effect until the arbitrators decide 

otherwise in the regular CAS 

procedure. 

c) Referral: If the Panel refers the 

dispute to regular CAS procedure, the 

following provisions shall apply:  

i) The Panel may set a time limit for 

the claimant to bring the case before 

the CAS according to Articles R38 and 

R48 of the Code of Sports-related 

Arbitration or provide for referral of 

its own motion (“ex officio referral”). 

In either case, the time limits laid 

down by the statutes or regulations of 

the bodies the decision of which is 

being challenged or by Article R49 of 

the Code of Sports-related Arbitration 

do not apply.  

ii) Depending on the nature of the 

case, the CAS Court Office shall assign 



                                                                                  

the arbitration to the Ordinary 

Arbitration Division or to the Appeals 

Arbitration Division. 

 iii) The Panel formed during the 

EURO 2016 Final Round remains 

assigned to the resolution of the 

dispute for purposes of regular CAS 

procedure and, by submitting to the 

present Rules, the parties waive any 

provision to the contrary in the Code 

of Sports-related Arbitration or in 

their agreement concerning the 

number of arbitrators and the way in 

which the Panel is formed.  

iv) In the event of ex officio referral, 

the CAS Court Office shall take any 

appropriate action which may 

facilitate the initiation of the regular 

CAS procedure, having special regard 

to the present provision.  

Enforceability; no Remedies  

The decision is enforceable 

immediately. It shall be final and 

binding upon the parties subject to 

recourse available in certain 

circumstances pursuant to Swiss Law 

within 30 days from the notification of 

the original decision. It may not be 

challenged by way of an action for 

setting aside to the extent that the 

parties have no domicile, habitual 

residence, or business establishment 

in Switzerland and that they have 

expressly excluded all setting aside 

proceedings in the arbitration 

agreement or in a subsequent 

agreement, in particular at the outset 

of the arbitration.  

Costs of the Proceedings  

(a) Subject to item f) below, each party 

shall pay for the costs of its own legal 

representation, experts, witnesses and 

interpreters.  

(b) If the Panel appoints an expert or 

an interpreter, or orders the 

examination of a witness or an expert, 

such costs shall be included in the 

arbitration costs. 

(c) At the end of the proceedings, the 

Panel shall determine the final 

amount of the arbitration costs, which 

shall include: - the administrative 

costs of the CAS calculated in 

accordance with the CAS scale, - the 

costs and fees of the arbitrators, - the 

costs of witnesses, experts and 

interpreters incurred by the parties.  

(d) The final amount of the arbitration 

costs may either be included in the 

arbitral award or communicated 

separately to the parties.  

(e) In the arbitral award, the Panel 

shall determine which party shall bear 



                                                                                  

the arbitration costs or how they shall 

be allocated to each of the parties. 

However, proceedings regarding 

appeals against decisions issued by 

UEFA in disciplinary matters shall be 

free of charge. In such case, the costs 

and fees of the arbitrators, 11 

calculated in accordance with the CAS 

fee scale, together with the costs of 

CAS are to be borne by CAS.  

(f) In all cases, the Panel has 

discretion to grant the prevailing party 

a contribution towards its legal fees 

and other expenses incurred in 

connection with the proceedings and, 

in particular, the costs of witnesses 

and interpreters. When granting such 

contribution, the Panel shall take into 

account the complexity and the 

outcome of the proceedings, as well as 

the conduct and financial resources of 

the parties. 

Miscellaneous Provisions  

The French and English texts are 

authentic. In the event of any 

discrepancy, the English text shall 

prevail.  

 



                                                                                  

#10 CASE LAW ALERT 

Image Courtesy: libguides.law.ttu.edu 

Niksa Dobud v. Fédération Internationale de Natation 

(FINA) 

ARBITRAL AWARD delivered by the COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR 

SPORT 

 

The appeal was brought by the Athlete 

Mr Niksa Dobud (hereinafter the 

“Appellant’’) against the decision of the 

FINA Doping Panel dated 15 July 2015 

(hereinafter the “Decision”), which 

sanctioned the Appellant for the failure 

to submit to the doping test with a four 

year period of ineligibility, the 

disqualification of the results obtained 

after 21 March 2015, the date of the 

attempt to test him and the forfeit of 

any medals, points and prizes achieved 

from that date.  

 



                                                                                  

THE PARTIES 

The Appellant is an international water 

polo player from Dubrovnik, Croatia. 

He was a member of the Croatian 

national team, which won the Olympic 

Gold medal at the 2012 London 

Olympic Games. He has won bronze 

medals in the FINA World 

Championships in Rome 2009, 

Shanghai 2011 and Barcelona 2013 and 

a gold medal at the 2010 European 

Water Polo Championships in Zagreb. 

He is included in the FINA Registered 

Testing Pool.  

 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

This section of the award sets out a 

brief summary of the main facts and 

allegations based on the parties’ 

written submissions, the CAS file and 

the content of the hearing that took 

place in Lausanne on 9 December 

2015. Additional facts and allegations 

found in the parties’ submissions, 

pleadings and evidence may be set out, 

where relevant, in other parts of this 

award. While the Panel has considered 

all the facts, allegations, legal 

arguments and evidence submitted by 

the parties in the present proceedings, 

it refers in its Award only to the 

submissions and evidence it considers 

necessary to explain its reasoning. 

Since the outcome of the case is based 

on the credibility of the parties’ 

testimony, only the undisputed facts 

will be presented in this section of the 

Award.  

The disputed facts will be mentioned 

as such or examined in a further part 

of the Award. On 20 March 2015, the 

Appellant attended the FINA 

preliminary round VIII match in the 

Water Polo World League with his 

Croatian national team against the 

Montenegro national team in Budva, 

Montenegro, which the Croatian team 

won 12 to 11. It was the last game of a 

series of matches in the World League, 

during which the Appellant was away 

from his home in Dubrovnik for about 

5 to 6 days.  

After the match, at 19:10 pm the 

Appellant was notified that he had 

been selected to submit an in-

competition doping sample. When he 

arrived at 19:40 pm at the Doping 

Control Station he realised that he 

would not be able to provide a urine 

sample right away. Accordingly, since 



                                                                                  

the team bus was planned to leave 

Budva between 19:30 pm and 20:00 

pm he had to stay behind in Budva. 

The team bus left without him at 20.00 

pm. 

The Appellant telephoned his wife, A., 

to inform her that he would stay in 

Budva for a doping test and not return 

with the team that night but come back 

to his hometown Dubrovnik (Croatia) 

only the next morning. At 20:30 pm 

the Appellant finally provided the 

necessary urine sample. In the 

subsequent weeks, it came to be 

known that the sample provided at the 

event was tested negative. After the 

test, the Athlete met with friends for 

dinner and drinks. On 21 March 2015 

after his celebratory night out the 

Appellant arrived by taxi at […], 

Croatia (hereinafter “the Address’’) by 

taxi, between 5:30 am and 6:00 am.  

The Appellant had filled in in his 

whereabouts for the entire month of 

March 2015 according to Article DC 

5.4.3 FINA FINA Doping Control 

Rules, Edition of 29 November 2014 

(hereinafter “FINA DCR”) that he 

would be available for testing at the 

Address between 7:00 am and 8:00 

am. The Appellant’s flat is located at 

the Address. The house number […] 

consists of four flats and business 

units. The flat of the Appellant is 

located on the first floor above the 

business units and underneath two 

other apartments. Next to Appellant’s 

flat, occupied by him and his family, is 

a holiday apartment, which the 

Appellant is permitted by the landlord 

to use outside the tourist season. The 

Appellant’s flat can be identified 

through the name on the post box. 

 On 21 March 2015, the Doping Control 

Officer, B. (hereinafter the “DCO”) 

arrived at the Address with his 

assistant, X. (hereinafter the “assistant 

DCO”) with a view to testing the 

Appellant and rang at the door at 6.44 

am. The first person to open the door 

was the Appellant’s wife. After the 

DCO explained the purpose of his visit 

she went back indoors. Shortly after 

the first encounter of the Appellant’s 

wife with the DCO a male individual 

came to the door. Whether that 

individual was the Appellant or his 

brother in law, C., the brother of his 

wife is the issue central to this appeal. 

 The circumstances of these encounters 

and precisely what transpired 

thereafter are a matter of dispute 

between the parties. It is, however, 

common ground that the DCO and his 

assistant DCO stayed in front of the 

Address until 9:00 am ringing and 



                                                                                  

knocking at the door and seeking to 

gain entrance to administer the test 

and that during this time the DCO was 

in telephone and email contact with 

Mr Brian Castledine, Network 

Manager, and Ms Jasmina Glad-

Schreven, Operations Manager, of the 

company International Doping Tests & 

Management (hereinafter “IDTM”), for 

which the DCO and his assistant were 

providing their services. Around 8:00 

am the Appellant’s wife went again to 

the door and told the DCO that the 

Appellant was not at home and that 

the only other persons inside the flat 

were her brother and his wife, D. She 

did not allow the DCO to enter in the 

apartment. 

Around 9:00 am the Appellant’s wife 

opened the door again and told the 

DCO and his assistant DCO that unless 

they left she would call the police and 

her lawyer. Because of this threat, the 

DCO was advised by telephone by Mr 

Casteldine to cease to try to carry out a 

test collection. Later that afternoon the 

Appellant contacted his national 

federation and discussed the situation 

with Mr Renato Zivkovic, Secretary 

General of the Croatian Water Polo 

Federation (hereinafter the “CWPF”). 

On 8 April 2015 the Appellant sent an 

email to the CWPF purporting to 

explain why he had missed the test.  

 

JURISDICTION 

The jurisdiction of the CAS derives 

from Article R47 of the CAS Code, 

Article C 26 of the FINA Constitution 

from 25 July 2015 and Articles DC 13.2 

and 13.2.1 FINA DCR. 

 

 Article R47 of the Code provides as follows:  

“An appeal against the decision of a 

federation, association or sports-

related body may be filed with the CAS 

insofar as the statutes or regulations of 

the said body so provide or as the 

parties have concluded a specific 

arbitration agreement and insofar as 

the Appellant has exhausted the legal 

remedies available to him prior to the 

appeal, in accordance with the statutes 

or regulations of the said sports-

related body.”  



                                                                                  

Article C 26 (Arbitration) of the FINA 

Constitution states that “[d]isputes 

between FINA and any of its Members 

or members of Members, individual 

members of Members or between 

Members of FINA that are not resolved 

by a FINA Bureau decision may be 

referred for arbitration by either of the 

involved parties to the Court of 

Arbitration for Sports (CAS), 

Lausanne. Any decision made by the 

Arbitration Court shall be final and 

binding on the parties concerned.“  

Article DC 13.2 FINA DCR provides 

that “[a] decision that an anti-doping 

rule violation was committed, a 

decision imposing Consequences […] 

of an anti-doping rule […] may be 

appealed exclusively as provided in 

this DC 13.2 – 13.7.”  

Article DC 13.2.1 states that“[i]n cases 

arising from participation in an 

International Competition or in cases 

involving International-Level Athletes, 

the decision may be appealed 

exclusively to CAS in accordance with 

the provisions applicable before such 

court. 

“ The Respondent did not raise any 

jurisdictional objection and both 

Parties confirmed the jurisdiction of 

the CAS by signing the Order of 

Procedure. It follows that the CAS has 

jurisdiction to decide on the present 

dispute. ADMISSIBILITY Article R49 

of the Code provides as follows: In the 

absence of a time limit set in the 

statutes or regulations of the 

federation, association or sports-

related body concerned, or of a 

previous agreement, the time limit for 

appeal shall be twenty-one days from 

the receipt of the decision appealed 

against. After having consulted the 

parties, the Division President may 

refuse to entertain an appeal if it is 

manifestly late.  

Article DC 13.7.1 FINA DCR provides 

that “[t]he deadline to file an appeal to 

CAS shall be twenty-one (21) days 

from the date of receipt of the decision 

by the appealing party. […].” The 

Decision was issued on 15 July 2015. 

The Appeal was filed on 3 August 2015. 

It follows that the appeal is admissible. 

The Appeal brief was sent on 24 

August 2015 and was within the 

extended deadline of three additional 

days and therefore also filed in due 

time.  

 

 



                                                                                  

SCOPE OF THE PANEL’S REVIEW 

As regards the Panel’s scope of review, 

Article R57 of the CAS Code so 

provides: “The Panel has full power to 

review the facts and the law. It may 

issue a new decision which replaces 

the decision challenged or annul the 

decision and refer the case back to the 

previous instance […].” Article DC 

13.1.1 FINA DCR provides as follows:  

“The scope of review on appeal 

includes all issues relevant to the 

matter and is expressly not limited to 

the issues or scope of review before the 

initial decision maker.” Article DC 

13.1.2 FINA DCR states that: “In 

making its decision, CAS need not give 

deference to the discretion exercised 

by the body whose decision is being 

appealed.” At the hearing the parties 

did not dispute that the Panel had 

jurisdiction to undertake a de novo 

determination of the decision under 

appeal from the FINA Doping Panel.  

APPLICABLE LAW 

Article R58 of the Code provides 

as follows: 

 The Panel shall decide the dispute 

according to the applicable regulations 

and the rules of law chosen by the 

parties or, in the absence of such a 

choice, according to the law of the 

country in which the federation, 

association or sports-related body 

which has issued the challenged 

decision is domiciled or according to 

the rules of law, the application of 

which the Panel deems appropriate. In 

the latter case, the Panel shall give 

reasons for its decision.  

According to Article DC 13.2.1 

DCR, “[…] the decisions may be 

appealed exclusively to CAS in 

accordance with the provisions 

applicable before such court”. 

Therefore, the applicable law under 

which the Panel will decide the present 

dispute is to be found in the FINA DCR 

and, subsidiarily, Swiss law.  

 

RELEVANT FINA DOPING REGULATIONS 

The following provisions of the FINA DCR, based on the World Anti-

doping Code (hereinafter “WADC”) are material to this appeal: 



                                                                                  

 Article DC 2.3 (Evading, 

Refusing or Failing to Submit to 

Sample Collection) provides: 

“Evading Sample collection, or 

without compelling 

justification, refusing or failing 

to submit to Sample collection 

after notification as authorized 

in these Anti-Doping Rules or 

other applicable anti-doping 

rules.”  

 Article DC 2.4 (“Whereabouts 

Failures”) provides: “Any 

combination of three missed 

tests and/or filing failures, as 

defined in the International 

Standard for Testing and 

Investigations, within a twelve-

month period by an Athlete in a 

Registered Testing Pool.”  

 Article DC 3.1 (“Burdens and 

Standards of Proof”) provides: 

“FINA and its Member-

Federations shall have the 

burden of establishing that an 

antidoping rule violation has 

occurred. The standard of proof 

shall be whether FINA or the 

Member Federation has 

established an anti-doping rule 

violation to the comfortable 

satisfaction of the hearing panel 

bearing in mind the seriousness 

of the allegation which is made. 

This standard of proof in all 

cases is greater than a mere 

balance of probability but less 

than proof beyond a reasonable 

doubt. Where these Anti-

Doping Rules place the burden 

of proof upon the Athlete or 

other Person alleged to have 

committed an antidoping rule 

violation to rebut a 

presumption or establish 

specified facts or circumstances, 

the standard of proof shall be by 

a balance of probability”.  

 Article DC 10.2 (“Ineligibility 

for Presence, Use or Attempted 

Use, or Possession of a 

Prohibited Substance or 

prohibited Method”) provides: 

“[…] DC 10.2.3 As used in DC 

10.2 and 10.3, the term 

“intentional” is meant to 

identify those Athletes who 

cheat. The term therefore 

requires that the Athlete or 

other Person engaged in 

conduct which he or she knew 

constituted an anti-doping rule 

violation or knew that there was 

a significant risk that the 

conduct might constitute or 

result in an anti-doping rule 

violation and manifestly 

disregarded that risk. […].”  



                                                                                  

 Article DC 10.3 (“Ineligibility 

for other Anti-Doping Rule 

Violations”) provides: “The 

period Ineligibility for anti-

doping rule violations other 

than as provided in DC 10.2 

shall be as follows, unless DC 

10.5 or 10.6 are applicable: DC 

10.3.1 For violations for DC 2.3 

or DC 2.5, the Ineligibility 

period shall be four years 

unless, in the case of failing to 

submit to Sample collection the 

Athlete can establish that the 

commission of anti-doping rule 

violation was not intentional (as 

defined in DC 10.2.3), in which 

case the period of Ineligibility 

shall be two years. 

The Court of Arbitration for 

Sport ruled that:  

1. The appeal filed on 3 August 

2015 by Mr Niksa Dobud against 

the decision rendered by the 

FINA Doping Panel on 15 July 

2015 is dismissed.  

2. The decision rendered by the 

FINA Doping Panel on 15 July 

2015 is confirmed.  

3. The present arbitration 

procedure shall be free, except 

for the CAS Court Office fee of 

CHF 1,000 (one thousand Swiss 

francs), which has already been 

paid by Mr Niksa Dobud and is 

retained by the CAS 

 4. All other motions or prayers 

for relief are dismissed. 

 



                                                                                  

#11 BCCI : DECISIONS BY 

OMBUDSMAN 

Image Courtesy:imgci.com 

Mr S Varatharajan Chromepet Cricket Club 

Order 1. This application, numbered as 

Application No. 26 of 2016, received by 

the Ombudsman on 30 April 2016, 

pertains to the Kancheepuram District 

Cricket Association (KDCA) and the 

Tamil Nadu Cricket Association 

(TNCA).  However, since the 

Application contained averments with 

respect to the intrnal management of 

the cricket associations and did not 

specifically detail instances of conflict 

of interest, the Ombudsman sent them 

a letter on 12 April 2016 requesting for 

clarification on these issues. In the 

meanwhile, the TNCA sent its reply on 

12 April 2016 and the KDCA sent its 

reply on 13 April 2016.  Thereafter, the 

Applicant sent the Ombudsman seven 

emails on 17 April 2016, with seven 

different allegations, listed below: 

a. The constitution of the selection 

committee of KDCA  



                                                                                  

b. The minutes of a KDCA Annual 

General Body Meeting dated 28 July 

2013 and the elections of the office 

bearers 

 c. The conversion of various 

institutional/company recreational 

club teams into private clubs and 

request for de-affiliation 

d. Failure of KDCA to fulfill all its 

stipulated objectives  

e. The administration of KDCA; f. The 

territorial jurisdiction of KDCA  

g. The creation of a trust and its 

functioning 

The Ombudsman is of the view that 

this is not a fit case for taking any 

action since the Application is 

concerned with the internal 

management of the cricket 

associations, which is not within the 

domain of the Ombudsman. The 

Applicants have failed to list any 

specific instances of conflict of 

interest. Hence, 2the applications are 

disposed of as being dismissed. 

 

Mr Ahamed Fazil Case 

 

Order 1. This application, numbered as 

Application No. 30 of 2016, received 

by the Ombudsman on 10 April 2016, 

pertains to Mr. M.S. Dhoni.  

According to the Application, Mr. 

Dhoni, has been made the global brand 

ambassador for the active lifestyle 

brand “Seven”, launched by RS Seven 

Lifestyle (Private) of the Rhiti Sports 

Group. The Applicant believes that Mr. 

Dhoni’s association with the company, 

which manufactures sports and 

apparel equipment among other 

products, is a possible violation of Rule 

3(C) of the BCCI Rules on Conflict on  

 

Interest since Seven would be in 

official competition with Nike, the 

official apparel sponsor of the BCCI.  

The BCCI, in its response received on 

15 April 2016, stated that there was no 

conflict of interest in the present case 

and that the complaint may be rejected 

on two grounds. First, Rule 3(C) 

pertains to the enforcement of 

confidential contractual obligations 

between the current cricketers, the 

BCCI, and the official sponsor. Thus, 

only the BCCI or the official sponsor 

can maintain a complaint under Rule 

3(C), and not a third party. Second, the 

BCCI further stated that Rule 3(C) is 



                                                                                  

meant to protect the rights granted by 

BCCI to the official sponsor, Nike. It 

thus requires that while playing on the 

field, current cricketers do not endorse 

another brand.  The Ombudsman is of 

the view that this is not a fit case for 

taking any action. Rule 3(C) of the 

BCCI Rules on Conflict on Interest 

clearly stipulates that current 

cricketers shall not have any conflict 

with the BCCI sponsors, including the 

apparel sponsor. In the present case, 

there is no complaint against the 

Respondent, Mr. M.S. Dhoni, from the 

BCCI or the official sponsor, Nike. 

Hence, even assuming the complaint 

were maintainable, there is no bar 

against Mr. Dhoni from serving as the 

global brand ambassador or Seven. 

 

Mr Ashok Kuma Madhya Pradesh Cricket Association 

 

Order 1. This application, numbered as 

Application No. 21 of 2016, received by 

the Ombudsman on 02 March 2016, 

pertains to Mr. Amay Khurasiya and 

the Madhya Pradesh Cricket 

Association (MPCA).  

The Application was first received by 

the Ombudsman on 15 February 2016, 

pursuant to which certain 

clarifications were sought from the 

Applicant. Thereafter, a fresh 

application was received on 02 March 

2016. According to the application, Mr. 

Khurasiya has been associated with the 

MPCA as Chief Coach since 2008, 

whilst simultaneously working as an 

Officer with the Central Excise and 

Customs Department. It was further 

stated that Mr. Khurasiya has started 

his own cricket academy in Indore. 

The applicant raised the question of 

whether Mr. Khurasiya, as a full time 

government official can also take a 

salary of almost Rs. 25 lacs per annum 

from the MPCA; and whether as chief 

coach, he can be allowed to establish 

his own academy.  Thereafter, the 

Ombudsman received replies from the 

Hon. Secretary of the MPCA on 22 

March 2016, who also forwarded Mr. 

Khurasiya’s reply dated 18 March 

2016. Mr. Khurasiya stated that the 

Amay Khurasiya Cricket Academy had 

ceased to exist with effect from 06 

February 2016 and that his only 

monetary gain from the academy was 

the lease rent of Rs. 8,000 per month 

received from Mr. Ankit Parashar. He 



                                                                                  

stated that he was extending his 

voluntary services as a mentor for the 

academy out of love and affection. The 

Applicant then submitted a rejoinder 

on 05 April 2016 with several 

annexures, including a Facebook Post 

of the Amay Khurasiya Cricket 

Academy dated 27 March 2016.  In 

light of the aforesaid responses, the 

Ombudsman on 12 April 2016 sought 

the following clarifications from the 

MPCA and Mr. Khurasiya:  

a. Whether Mr. Khurasiya has taken 

permission from the Central Excise 

and Customs Department to hold this 

coaching position with the MPCA, 

given that a government servant is not 

supposed to hold any outside office 

without requisite permission from the 

government?  

b. Whether Mr. Khurasiya is presently 

involved in the Amay Khurasiya 

Cricket Academy or in any other 

cricket academy, and if so, in what 

role?  

c. Whether MPCA intend to renew 

their contract with Mr. Khurasiya, or 

appoint him as a coach or selector or in 

any other similar position, in the next 

season?  

Thereafter, on 21 April 2016, the Hon. 

Secretary, MPCA responded clarifying 

that the MPCA is yet to take a decision 

on whether Mr. Khurasiya’s contract 

for appointment as a coach will be 

renewed. They further stated that the 

decision to nominate Mr. Khurasiya as 

a selector can only be taken before the 

end of August 2016, when the term of 

the present Managing Committee 

expires. However, the MPCA clarified 

that in case of Mr. Khurasiya is 

appointed as coach/selector, it will be 

in accordance with the BCCI Rules of 

Conflict of Interest.  

 Mr. Khurasiya replied to the 

Ombudsman’s clarifications on 24 

April 2016 averring that he had 

tendered his resignation at the Central 

Excise and Customs Department, and 

had applied for, and got, VRS w.e.f. 5 

March 2016. Moreover, he submitted 

that the Department had consented to 

his working for MPCA vide letter dated 

20.12.2011. In respect of the Facebook 

post, he clarified that the Facebook 

account was operated by Mr. Ankit 

Parashar, who told him that he had 

inadvertently uploaded the content on 

the Facebook page on 27 March 2016. 

Mr. Khurasiya stated that the 

Facebook account is now closed and 

that he had decided not to take any 

action against Mr. Parashar.  



                                                                                  

The Applicant filed a rejoinder on 04 

May 2016. The Ombudsman takes on 

record the MPCA’s stand and its 

undertaking that they will abide by the 

BCCI Rules on Conflict of Interest in 

case they decide to appoint Mr. 

Khurasiya as a Coach or Selector in the 

future.  With respect to Mr. 

Khurasiya’s employment, it appears 

that he has ceased to be an employee 

of the Central Excise and Customs 

Department. However, it is clarified 

that in case Mr. Khurasiya continues in 

government service and with the 

MPCA, then an NOC will be necessary. 

The Ombudsman is of the view that 

the procedure for obtaining an NOC 

from the government department/PSU 

should be followed in all cases where 

the person/cricketer is to be appointed 

in any official capacity such as a coach 

or selector, given that a government 

servant is not supposed to hold any 

outside office without requisite 

permission from the government.  

On the issue of the Amay Khurasiya 

Cricket Academy, the Ombudsman 

finds Mr. Khurasiya’s submission that 

Mr. Ankit Parashar inadvertently 

posted on the Amay Khurasiya Cricket 

Academy’s Facebook page difficult to 

expect, and hence, a clarification is 

necessary. The Ombudsman therefore 

issues the following directions in case 

Mr. Khurasiya’s contract with the 

MPCA is renewed as a 

coach/selector/any other official 

position:  

a. Mr. Khurasiya must give an 

undertaking to the MPCA that he is 

not, and shall not, run/ associate 

himself with any cricket academy. 

 b. Such an undertaking must be 

placed on the website of the MPCA. 

 c. Mr. Khurasiya must post on his 

personal Facebook account that he is 

not associated with the Amay 

Khurasiya Cricket Academy in any 

way. At the sake of repetition, the 

Ombudsman reiterates the terms of 

Rule 2(C) of the BCCI Rules on 

Conflict of Interest that it must be 

ensured that any cricketer who is a 

coach or a selector shall not be 

associated with any private coaching 

academy during his tenure. This 

application is disposed of on the above 

terms. 



                                                                                  

#12 ANTI DOPING UPDATES FROM 
WADA 

Image Courtesy:hindustantimes.com 

WADA statement regarding Maria Sharapova case 

WADA acknowledges the decision 

issued today by the International 

Tennis Federation’s (ITF) Independent 

Tribunal which found that Maria 

Sharapova committed an Anti-Doping 

Rule Violation 2(ADRV) for the use of 

banned substance Meldonium, and 

that, as a consequence, a period of 

ineligibility of two (2) years has been 

imposed, commencing on 26 January 

2016.As with all decisions made by 

Anti-Doping Organizations, WADA 

will review the decision, including its 

reasoning, and will subsequently 

decide whether or not to use its 

independent right of appeal to the 

Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS).

 



                                                                                  

WADA suspends the accreditation of the Madrid 
Laboratory 

WADA has suspended the 

accreditation of the Laboratorio de 

Control de Dopaje (Laboratory) in 

Madrid, Spain. The decision, taken by 

WADA’s President, is a direct result of 

the WADA Foundation Board’s 19 

March decision to declare the Spanish 

Anti-Doping Agency (AEPSAD) non-

compliant.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 4.4 

of the International Standard for 

Laboratories (ISL), in order for a 

laboratory to maintain its accreditation 

status, the NADO of the country of the 

laboratory must be Code compliant, as 

determined by WADA. However, 

following a revision to ISL 

rules effective 2 June 2016, WADA 

may decide not to suspend a 

laboratory’s accreditation in a case of 

non-compliance of that country’s 

NADO if, in the year before the 

declaration of non-compliance, at least 

60% of samples analyzed by that 

laboratory were provided by Anti-

Doping Organizations other than the 

NADO of the country’s laboratory. In 

light of the fact that, between 19 March 

2015 and 19 March 2016, 69% of the 

samples analyzed by the Laboratory 

were received from AEPSAD, the 

above-mentioned exception provided 

for in the ISL does not apply and the 

Laboratory’s accreditation must be 

suspended until AEPSAD is declared 

compliant. 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. It is also important to note that, 

in light of the above, Spain’s other 

laboratory in Barcelona (Fundació 

Institut Mar D'Investigacions 

Mèdiques - IMIM) has maintained its 

accreditation.  

 

WADA Statement regarding Re-testing of 2008 Beijing 
Olympic Samples 



                                                                                  

The World-Anti-Doping Agency 

acknowledges the International 

Olympic Committee (IOC)’s 

announcement of 17 May concerning 

their retesting of 454 doping samples 

from the Beijing Olympic Games in 

2008. The World Anti-Doping Code 

(Code) makes it possible to open a 

disciplinary proceeding within ten 

years from the date an anti-doping rule 

violation occurred (ADRV). This 

reflects WADA’s, and the anti-doping 

community’s, belief that retesting as 

science advances is a powerful means 

for advancing clean sport.  We also 

believe that retrospective testing 

serves as a strong deterrent to those 

who may consider cheating. These 

particular re-tests followed work with 

WADA and the International 

Federations.  They were focused on 

athletes who could potentially start at 

the Olympic Games Rio 2016. As a 

result, up to 31 athletes from six sports 

could be banned from competing at 

the Olympic Games in Rio. On 17 May, 

the IOC’s Executive Board agreed to 

initiate proceedings immediately with 

the 12 NOCs concerned. They further 

stated that all athletes infringing anti-

doping rules will be banned from 

competing at the Olympic Games Rio 

2016.

Remarks concerning the Sochi Investigation made by 

Athlete Committee Chair, Beckie Scott, to the PASO 

Athlete Forum 

On 25 May 2016, Athlete Committee 

Chair, Beckie Scott addressed the Pan 

American Sports Organization (PASO) 

Athlete Forum in Miami, Florida.  

Within her speech, Ms. Scott made the 

following remarks concerning 

the Sochi Investigation, which the IOC 

Athletes’ Commission and the WADA 

Athlete Committee: 

As a follow-up to WADA’s Foundation 

Board meeting held on 12 May, and in 

light of the recent allegations by Dr. 

Grigory Rodchenkov regarding 

Russian doping, the WADA Athlete 

Committee and the IOC Athletes’ 

Commission jointly submitted a letter 

to the WADA and the IOC.  The letter 

outlined a number of our concerns 

and what we believed were 

appropriate next steps.  As the 

representatives of clean athletes, we 

felt it crucial that there be a degree of 

independence, swiftness, 



                                                                                  

transparency, and cooperation 

incorporated into the investigation. 

Like many in the athlete community, 

we were deeply troubled by Dr. 

Grigory Rodchenkov’s allegations in 

the NY Times relating to the Sochi 

Olympics and Russian doping. If 

proved true, these demonstrate an 

organized and sophisticated attempt 

to deceive and corrupt the very system 

designed to guarantee clean sport. We 

are pleased that WADA has now 

initiated the Sochi Investigation into 

Dr. Rodchenkov’s allegations, and are 

encouraged to see the investigation 

given a broad mandate, including the 

Paralympics. We appreciate 

the appointment of Richard 

McLaren and the independence he will 

bring to the investigation. Claudia 

Bokel (IOC Athletes’ Commission 

Chair) and I (as Chair of  the WADA 

Athlete Committee) have so far taken 

part in the investigation and we look 

forward to continued, and 

appropriate engagement. 

Statement regarding Reanalysis of 2012 London 

Olympic Samples 

The World Anti-Doping Agency 

(WADA) acknowledges the 

International Olympic Committee 

(IOC)’s announcement today that 

“reanalysis of the ‘A’ samples from 23 

athletes, in five sports and from six 

National Olympic Committees (NOCs) 

who competed at the Olympic Games 

in London 2012, has returned Adverse 

Analytical Findings (AAFs)”. The 

World Anti-Doping Code (Code) 

makes it possible to open a disciplinary 

proceeding within ten years from the 

date an Anti-Doping Rule Violation 

(ADRV) occurred. This reflects 

WADA’s, and the anti-doping 

community’s, belief that retesting as 

science advances is a powerful means 

for advancing clean sport.  "Under the 

revised Code, if athletes choose to 

cheat, they can’t rest easy until ten 

years is up,” said David Howman, 

Director General. “We believe that 

retrospective analysis serves as a 

strong deterrent to those who may 

consider cheating,” he continued. This 

reanalysis, less than four years after 

the London Games, has proven 

effective. It followed collaborative 

work done to identify samples by the 

IOC, WADA and the International 

Federations. They were focused on 

athletes who could potentially start at 

the Olympic Games in Rio 2016.



                                                                                  

#13 OLYMPIC ROUND UP 
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Olympic Channel Reaches Landmark 
Agreements With International Sports 

Federations 

Olympic Channel Services (OCS) 

announced that it has to date reached 

cooperation agreements with 27 

International Sports Federations (IFs) 

to collaborate on content for the 

Olympic Channel, marking another 

significant step on progress toward 

launch. 

The creation of an Olympic Channel 

was one of the key recommendations 

of Olympic Agenda 2020, aiming to 

provide a new way to engage young 

people and core fans in the Olympic 

Movement, while also promoting the 

Olympic values on a consistent basis. 

The Channel will broadcast live sports 

events, news and athlete stories, as 

well as historical Olympic footage and 

official films from the IOC’s archives. 

There will also be a focus on 

educational and youth-oriented 

programming, sustainability, sports 

science and nutrition, and promoting a 

healthy and active lifestyle. 

The Olympic Channel Services team 

now consists of more than  60 full time 

employees, representing 20 different 

nationalities. The Olympic Channel 

team is composed of experienced 

broadcast professionals and innovative 



                                                                                  

content-producers working out of two 

main bases of operation. The 

commercial and distribution 

departments are located at the IOC 

headquarters in Lausanne, 

Switzerland, and the technical and 

production units operate out of 

Madrid, Spain. The facility to house 

the Olympic Channel in Madrid is now 

complete and the OCS production 

team has begun working with leading 

production companies from around 

the world. The Olympic Channel 

collaborations aim to complement the 

International Federations’ current 

broadcast and distribution 

arrangements. The Olympic Channel 

team is currently working with the IFs 

to create innovative partnerships, 

including live event coverage, 

highlights, magazine shows, news 

coverage and original programming. 

The IFs with whom OCS has concluded 

agreements include: 

 Badminton World Federation (BWF) 

 International Basketball Federation 

(FIBA) 

 International Bobsleigh & Skeleton 

Federation (IBSF) 

 International Boxing Association 

(AIBA) 

 International Canoe Federation (ICF) 

 International Federation for 

Equestrian Sports (FEI) 

 International Fencing Federation 

(FIE) 

 International Golf Federation (IGF) 

 International Gymnastic Federation 

(FIG) 

 International Hockey Federation (FIH) 

 International Ice Hockey Federation 

(IIHF) 

 International Judo Federation (IJF) 

 International Modern Pentathlon 

Union (UIPM) 

 International Shooting Sport 

Federation (ISSF) 

 International Ski Federation (FIS) 

 International Swimming Federation 

(FINA) 

 International Table Tennis Federation 

(ITTF) 

 International Tennis Federation (ITF) 

 International Triathlon Union (ITU) 

 International Weightlifting Federation 

(IWF) 

 United World Wrestling (UWW) 

 World Archery Federation (WA) 

 World Curling Federation (WCF) 

 World Rowing Federation (FISA) 

 World Rugby (WR) 

 World Sailing (WS) 

 World Taekwondo Federation (WTF) 

In addition to on-going discussions 

with other IFs, the Olympic Channel 



                                                                                  

Services team is working to build and 

strengthen collaborations, including 

with athletes, National Olympic 

Committees, Rights-Holding 

Broadcasters (RHBs), Worldwide TOP 

Partners, Organising Committees for 

the Olympic Games, candidate cities, 

recognised sports organisations, as 

well as with major digital and social 

media platforms. 

 

Ioc Executive Board To Propose Eight New 
Members To Session In Rio De Janeiro 

 

 

The list is the result of the first 

targeted recruitment process for IOC 

Membership as outlined in Olympic 

Agenda 2020, the IOC’s strategic 

roadmap for the future of the Olympic 

Movement. A new set of criteria was 

applied by the IOC Members Election 

Commission, chaired by HRH the 

Princess Royal, which proposed the list 

of candidates to the EB. The 

Commission devised a procedure 

aimed at targeting new members with 

skills and experience needed by the 

IOC. The new approach includes 

integrity checks by the IOC Ethics 

Commission. The proposed 

candidatures represent a cross-section 

of expertise from the worlds of sport, 

culture, medicine, sociology, business, 

law and management. Gender equality 

is guaranteed with four women and 

four men on the list. 

 Sari Essayah:  

(Female, Finland, Olympian, 

racewalker, Chair of the Finnish 

Christian Democratic Party, individual 

member, 21.02.1967); 

 Ivo Ferriani: 

(Male, Italy, Olympian, bobsleigher, 

President of the International 

Bobsleigh and Skeleton Federation, 

member representing an International 

Federation, 13.05.1960); 

 Luis Moreno:  

(Male, Colombia, President of the 

Inter-American Development Bank, 

individual member, 03.05.1953); 

 Auvita Rapilla: 

(Female, Papua New Guinea, Secretary 

General of the Papua New Guinea 

Olympic Committee, ANOC and ONOC 

Executive Committee Member, 

individual member, 21.01.1971); 

https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2016/06/03/Biography-Sari-Miriam-ESSAYAH.pdf
https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2016/06/03/Biography-Ivo-FERRIANI.pdf
https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2016/06/03/Biography-Luis-Alberto-MORENO.pdf
https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2016/06/03/Biography-Auvita-RAPILLA.pdf


                                                                                  

 Anant Singh:  

(Male, South Africa, film producer, 

individual member, 29.05.1956); 

 Tricia Smith:  

(Female, Canada, Olympian, rower, 

President of the Canadian Olympic 

Committee, member representing an 

NOC, 14.04.1957); 

 Karl Stoss:  

(Male, Austria, Chairman of the 

Managing Board of Casinos Austria 

AG, President of the Austrian Olympic 

Committee, individual member, 

26.11.1956); and 

 Nita Ambani:  

(Female, India, Founder and Chair of 

the Reliance Foundation, individual 

member, 01.11.1962). 

The addition of eight new Members 

would bring the total number of 

Members to 99. The 129th IOC Session 

is scheduled to take place from 2 to 4 

and on 21 August 2016. More 

proposals are due for the IOC Session 

in Lima in 2017 after elections in 

certain International Summer Sports 

Federations and National Olympic 

Committees (NOCs) following the 

Olympic Games Rio 20216, in 

consultation with the respective 

stakeholders. 

Executive Board Wraps Up Day 2 Of Meetings 
With Reports From Organising Committees 

The organisers of the Olympic Games 

Rio 2016 gave an update on the 

current political situation in Brazil, 

and reported that all levels of 

government continue to express their 

full support for this summer’s Games. 

The Rio 2016 team also reported on 

venue construction and confirmed that 

a cycling training event would take 

place on the velodrome track on 25 

and 26 June. Security at the Games 

was also discussed, with the Brazilians 

underlining that a comprehensive plan 

was in place to ensure the safe hosting 

of the Games. The EB heard about the 

successful Olympic Torch Relay, which 

has been uniting the country around 

the Games as it heads towards the 

Opening Ceremony on 5 August. Ticket 

sales are also increasing positively. 

Organisers of the Olympic Games 

Tokyo 2020 expressed their gratitude 

for the support shown by the EB a day 

earlier for the proposal to add a 

package of five new sports (karate, 

skateboarding, sports climbing, surfing 

https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2016/06/03/Biography-Anant-SINGH.pdf
https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2016/06/03/Biography-Tricia-SMITH.pdf
https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2016/06/03/Biography-Karl-STOSS.pdf
https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2016/06/03/Biography-Nita-Mukesh-AMBANI.pdf


                                                                                  

and baseball/softball) to the 

programme of the Olympic Games 

Tokyo 2020. If approved at the 129th 

IOC Session in Rio de Janeiro in 

August, the change would be the most 

comprehensive evolution of the 

Olympic programme in modern 

history. The team from Tokyo 2020, 

which included President Yoshiro 

Mori, also presented the new emblem 

for the Games, which was unveiled by 

the organisers on 25 April. The EB 

learnt about the progress being made 

with Tokyo 2020’s Culture and 

Education programme, with a Tokyo 

2020 Cultural Olympiad to be 

launched after the conclusion of the 

Olympic Games Rio 2016. Several 

events will be held around Japan, 

including an education programme in 

all prefectures. The activities will 

culminate with a Tokyo 2020 carnival 

just ahead of the Games in 2020. New 

PyeongChang 2018 President Lee Hee-

beom greeted the EB Members for the 

first time after beginning his official 

duties on 16 May. Lee announced that 

all competition venues are on 

schedule, and that recent test events 

had been an overall success, based on 

the feedback received. A further 28 test 

events are scheduled to be held from 

October 2016 to April 2017. The IOC 

EB approved a request from the 

PyeongChang organisers for the 

official mascot for Olympic Games. A 

white tiger named “Soohorang” will 

represent the Olympic Winter Games. 

The tiger appears in Korean 

mythology, and is closely associated 

with the country’s culture and folklore. 

The EB received a positive report 

about the Olympic Winter Games 

Beijing 2022 from IOC Olympic Games 

Executive Director Christophe Dubi, 

following the first project review in 

March. Chair of the Evaluation 

Commission for the Games of XXXIII 

Olympiad in 2024 Frank 

Fredericks gave an update on Stage 1 

of the Candidature Process 2024, 

highlighting each city’s main 

opportunities and challenges in terms 

of their Games concepts and strategies. 

The four cities competing to host the 

Olympic Games 2024 are Los Angeles 

(USA), Rome (Italy), Budapest 

(Hungary) and Paris (France).* Chair 

Fredericks said the four cities have all 

embraced Olympic Agenda 2020, the 

IOC’s strategic roadmap for the future 

of the Olympic Movement, and are 

aligning their Games concepts with 

long-term development goals in their 

city and region. As expected, Olympic 

Agenda 2020 has led to very diverse 

projects with their own distinct 

opportunities and challenges, all with 



                                                                                  

sustainability at their core. No 

significant issues were flagged at this 

stage that would merit not supporting 

the advancement of a particular city to 

the next stage. As a result, the 

Executive Board confirmed that all 

four Candidate Cities 2024 will 

advance to Stage 2 of the Candidature 

Process. Fredericks, who is also 

Coordination Commission Chair for 

the 3rd Summer Youth Olympic 

Games Buenos Aires 2018, said that 

construction of the Olympic Village in 

Buenos Aires was progressing nicely, 

and a venue master plan was expected 

to be finalised in the coming days. He 

added that the local organisers had 

been doing an excellent job on the 

marketing front, with the brand 

already alive and well in the city. 

 

NOC RELATIONS 

To protect the rights of the athletes, 

the EB decided to exceptionally 

authorise qualified athletes from 

Kuwait to take part in the Olympic 

Games Rio 2016, should the National 

Olympic Committee (NOC) of Kuwait 

still be suspended at that time. The 

NOC of Kuwait has been suspended 

since 27 October 2015 to protect the 

Olympic Movement in Kuwait from 

undue government interference, 

leading to the suspension of many 

Kuwaiti National Sports Federations 

by their respective International 

Federations. Qualified Kuwaiti athletes 

would be allowed to compete at the 

Games only under the following 

conditions: 

 On an individual basis under the name 

Independent Olympic Athlete (IOA); 

 The IOC will appoint a responsible 

coordinator and liaison, as well as 

technical officials to support them; 

 No rights granted to the NOC will be 

conferred. 

Since the last EB meeting in March, 

there has been no positive 

development concerning the lifting of 

the suspension of the NOC of Kuwait. 

CHANGE OF NATIONALITIES 

The Executive Board approved the 

change in nationality for 13 athletes (in 

alphabetical order): 

1. Ms Julia BLEASDALE 

(Athletics), from Great Britain 

to Germany 

2. Ms Linda BOLDER (Judo), 

from Netherlands to Israel 



                                                                                  

3. Mr Kevin Alejandro CHAVEZ 

BANDA (Aquatics), from 

Mexico to Australia 

4. Mr Nikolaj DOBREV 

(Wrestling), from Bulgaria to 

Serbia 

5. Ms Zoe FLEISCHMANN 

(Rowing), from USA to 

Argentina 

6. Ms Vita HEINE (Cycling), from 

Latvia to Norway 

7. Ms Olga MASLIVETS (Sailing), 

from Ukraine to Russia 

8. Ms Sarah-Myriam MAZOUZ 

(Judo), from Canada to Gabon 

9. Mr Pedro PASCUAL (Sailing), 

from Spain to USA 

10. Mr Rostislav PEVTSOV 

(Triathlon), from Ukraine to 

Azerbaijan 

11. Ms Vera REBRIK (Athletics), 

from Ukraine to Russia 

12. Ms Esther STAM (Judo), from 

the Netherlands to Georgia 

13. Mr David Scott TORRENCE 

(Athletics), from USA to Peru 

THE OLYMPIC CHANNEL 

IOC Director of Television & 

Marketing Services Timo Lumme 

provided an update on the Olympic 

Channel. There are now over 60 people 

from over 20 nationalities working for 

the Olympic Channel in Madrid and 

Lausanne. The Olympic Channel team 

is composed of experienced broadcast 

professionals and innovative content-

producers working out of two main 

bases of operation. The technical and 

production unit operates out of 

Madrid, while the commercial and 

distribution department is located at 

the IOC headquarters in Lausanne. A 

decision on the exact launch date could 

be taken in the coming weeks. 

Rio 2016 Launches Official Song Of Olympic 
Torch Relay 

 
The song, “Life of a Traveller”, penned 

by Brazilian legend Luiz Gonzaga, has 

become the anthem of the Olympic 

Torch Relay for Rio 2016. Originally a 

tribute to the emotions of journeying 

over land, a Brazilian classic has been 

given a modern twist to become the 

official song of the Torch Relay. 

Drawing on Brazil’s varied musical 

heritage, a group of contemporary 

artists have revived the traditional 

song, from one of the country’s most 

important musicians of the 20th 

century, to feature the recognisable 

rhythms of samba, funk and forró, a 

genre popular in the north of Brazil. 



                                                                                  

The song begins with the distinctive 

accordion of Gonza before bringing in 

the voice and guitar of pop star 

Marcelo Jeneci. 

Reanalysis Reveals Banned Substances In 23 “A” 
Samples From London 2012 

 

 
The International Olympic Committee 

(Ioc) announced today that reanalysis 

of the “A” samples from 23 athletes in 

five sports and from six national 

Olympic committees (Nocs) who 

competed at the Olympic games 

London 2012 has returned adverse 

analytical findings (Aafs). 

In total, 265 selected doping samples 

from the Olympic Games London 2012 

were reanalysed, all based on 

intelligence-gathering that began in 

August 2015. The reanalysis 

programme is ongoing, with the 

possibility of more results in the 

coming weeks. Rio 2016 after the 

reanalysis of 454 samples from the 

Olympic Games Beijing 2008. In the 

meantime, one more sample from 

Beijing 2008 has shown abnormal 

parameters, which the IOC, with the 

respective International Federation 

(IF), will also follow up. “These 

reanalyses show, once again, our 

determination in the fight against 

doping,” said IOC President Thomas 

Bach. “We want to keep the dopers 

away from the Olympic Games in Rio 

de Janeiro. This is why we are acting 

swiftly now. I have already appointed a 

disciplinary commission, which has 

the full power to take all the decisions 

on behalf of the IOC.” The reanalysis of 

samples from Beijing 2008 and 

London 2012 was performed using the 

very latest scientific analysis methods. 

They are part of the IOC’s efforts to 

protect the clean athletes by keeping 

dopers away from the Olympic Games 

Rio 2016 and protecting the integrity 

of the competition. The reanalysis 

follows work with the World Anti-

Doping Agency (WADA) and the IFs, 

which started already in August 2015. 

It was mainly focused on athletes who 

could potentially participate in the 

Olympic Games Rio 2016. The 

athletes, NOCs and IFs concerned are 

already being informed, after which 

the proceedings against the athletes 

can begin. All athletes found to have 

infringed the anti-doping rules will be 

banned from competing at the 

Olympic Games Rio 2016.

http://www.olympic.org/news/the-ioc-takes-decisive-action-to-protect-the-clean-athletes-doped-athletes-from-beijing-london-and-sochi-all-targeted/249221


                                                                                  

Statement By The Ioc Executive Board 

The Executive Board of the IOC today 

gave its full support to the following 

actions: 

1. Pre-Olympic Testing 

Programme 

 

The budget for the pre-Olympic testing 

programme is now doubled.  The 

programme comes on top of the 

extensive programme already being 

carried out by International 

Federations and National Anti-Doping 

Organisations. Special focus will be put 

on countries where the testing 

programme is non-compliant – Kenya, 

Russia and Mexico. A special focus will 

also be put on those sports which 

WADA has declared most affected.    

2. The Re-Testing Programme 

 

The Disciplinary Commission has 

already been set up and is working, 

and International Federations are 

working for swift decisions including 

the suspension of all implicated 

athletes for the Olympic Games Rio 

2016. 

3. Meeting of Stakeholders 

 

An Olympic Stakeholder meeting in 

June will coordinate and harmonise 

the approach among IFs, which take 

the first decision of the eligibility of 

athletes with respect to qualification 

for and participation in the Olympic 

Games. The discussion will have to 

address the difficult decision between 

collective responsibility and individual 

justice. 

4. Extension of the Re-Testing 

Programme 

 

The re-analysis programme for the 

Olympic Games Beijing 2008 and 

London 2012 will be further extended. 

Together with WADA, we will target 

medallists from both Olympic Games 

for possible re-analysis. 

5. Olympic Summit in October 

 

An Olympic Summit will evaluate and 

review the entire doping programme 

and measures being taken for the 

Olympic Games Rio 2016. The IOC will 

continue to push for all testing 

independent from sports organisations 

and to harmonise national and 

international testing under the 

leadership of a new entity.  The IOC 



                                                                                  

will lead by example and establish such 

an independent process, working with 

WADA, to be in place for the Olympic 

Winter Games PyeongChang 2018. 

Ioc Executive Board Supports Tokyo 2020 
Package Of New Sports For Ioc Session 

The five sports — karate, 

skateboarding, sports climbing, surfing 

and baseball/softball — offer a key 

focus on youth, which is at the heart of 

the Games vision for Tokyo 2020. 

They represent a combination of well-

established and emerging sports with 

significant popularity in Japan and 

beyond. They include team sports and 

individual sports; indoor sports and 

outdoor sports; and ‘urban’ sports with 

a strong appeal to youth. The package 

of five sports will now be submitted to 

the IOC Session. These sports are 

considered on top of the athlete and 

event quota recommendations for 

Olympic sports outlined in Olympic 

Agenda 2020, and will not take places 

away from athletes in existing Olympic 

sports. Discussions on the event 

programme in the existing 28 Olympic 

sports for the Olympic Games Tokyo 

2020 are ongoing, and will be finalised 

by the IOC Executive Board in mid-

2017. The Organising Committee for 

the Olympic Games Tokyo 2020 

proposed the new sports in response to 

the new flexibility provided by 

Olympic Agenda 2020, the IOC’s 

strategic roadmap for the future of the 

Olympic Movement, to encourage 

innovation in the Olympic programme. 

Olympic Agenda 2020 gives host cities 

the option of suggesting new sports 

and events for inclusion in their 

edition of the Games. The host city 

selections are not binding on future 

Games hosts. The inclusion of the new 

sports would add 18 events and 474 

athletes to the Olympic programme in 

Tokyo, without impacting existing 

sports. The package promotes gender 

equality, with each of the five sports 

having equal numbers of teams for 

men and women, while also focusing 

on innovative and exciting sports for 

Japan and the wider international 

community.

 

 



                                                                                  

Meet “Soohorang,” The New Mascot For 
Pyeongchang 2018 

In selecting a tiger as mascot, the 

PyeongChang 2018 Organising 

Committee chose an animal closely 

associated with Korean mythology and 

culture. The tiger has been a familiar 

figure in Korean folk tales as a symbol 

of trust, strength and protection. In 

mythology, the white tiger was viewed 

as a guardian that helped protect the 

country and its people. The mascot’s 

colour also evokes its connection to the 

snow and ice of winter sports. The 

name “Soohorang” has additional 

significance. “Sooho,” the Korean word 

for “protection”, alludes to the 

protection of athletes, spectators and 

other Games participants. “Rang” 

derives from the Korean word “ho-

rang-i”, which means “tiger”. “Rang” 

also appears in “Jeongseon Arirang”, 

the traditional folk music of Gangwon 

Province, where PyeongChang is 

located. IOC Member Gunilla 

Lindberg, the Chair of the IOC 

Coordination Commission for the 

Olympic Winter Games PyeongChang 

2018, praised the mascot choice. She 

said, “It’s a beautiful animal, strongly 

associated with Korean culture. It also 

symbolises the close link between the 

Olympic Winter Games and the 

natural environment. I’m sure the new 

mascot will be very popular with 

Koreans and people around the world.” 

The mascot selection had been a 

closely held secret until its approval by 

the IOC Executive Board. 

PyeongChang 2018 will formally 

introduce the mascot at events in Seoul 

and PyeongChang in July, before its 

international debut at the 2018 

PyeongChang House at the Olympic 

Games Rio 2016 in August. The 1988 

Seoul Games also featured a tiger 

mascot – “Hodori”, an orange Amur 

tiger who prevailed over a rabbit, a 

squirrel and a pair of mandarin ducks 

in a public competition. Mascots have 

been a regular feature of the Olympic 

Games since the first official Olympic 

mascot , a dachshund ,was created for 

the 1972 Munich Games. They serve as 

popular and playful ambassadors for 

the host nation and contribute to the 

festive Games atmosphere. 
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Innovative Suita City Football Stadium to make 

FIFA Club World Cup debut 
The Official Mascot of the FIFA U-20 

Women’s World Cup 2016 was 

launched and presented to the public 

today in front of thousands of football 

fans at the Sir John Guise Stadium in 

Port Moresby. The chosen mascot is a 

bird of paradise – a symbolic animal 

that is unique to Papua New Guinea – 

and is nicknamed “Susa”, which means 

“sister”, a name derived from a creole 

commonly used by Papua New 

Guineans. The bird of paradise is also 

the national emblem of Papua New 

Guinea, and its colours – red, yellow 

and black – represent the colours on 

the flag of the host nation. The 

headband represents the traditional 

head dress worn throughout the four 

regions of the country. Susa is young, 

charming and appeals to the younger 



                                                                                  

audience and represents the host 

country. The Official Mascot has been 

created to capture the enthusiasm of 

fans from all over the world who can 

identify with Susa, an active and sporty 

mascot that embodies the joy of 

playing football. Susa is expected to 

embark on a tour of the provinces 

aimed at motivating and encouraging 

young Papua New Guineans to engage 

in football. The FIFA U-20 Women’s 

World Cup will be held in Port 

Moresby from 13 November to 3 

December and will see 16 teams vying 

for the FIFA U-20 World Cup title. 

Bureau of the FIFA Council lifts suspension of 
Benin Football Association (FBF)

The Bureau of the FIFA Council has 

lifted the suspension that was imposed 

on the Benin Football Association 

(FBF) on 9 May 2016 in accordance 

with article 16 of the FIFA Statutes for 

failing to hold elections within a set 

deadline because of a judicial ruling by  

a local court. The decision has been 

confirmed following the FBF elective 

congress which was held today, 10 

June 2016. Given the aforementioned 

developments, CAF agreed to postpone 

the continental qualifier match 

between Benin and Equatorial Guinea 

from 5 June 2016 to 12 June 2016. 

WADA suspends the accreditation of the Madrid 
Laboratory 

WADA has suspended the 

accreditation of the Laboratorio de 

Control de Dopaje (Laboratory) in 

Madrid, Spain. The decision, taken by 

WADA’s President, is a direct result of 

the WADA Foundation Board’s 19 

March decision to declare the Spanish 

Anti-Doping Agency (AEPSAD) non-

compliant. 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 4.4 

of the International Standard for 

Laboratories (ISL), in order for a 

laboratory to maintain its accreditation 

status, the NADO of the country of the 

laboratory must be Code compliant, as 

determined by WADA. However, 

following a revision to ISL rules 

effective 2 June 2016, WADA may 

decide not to suspend a laboratory’s 

accreditation in a case of non-

compliance of that country’s NADO if, 

in the year before the declaration of 

non-compliance, at least 60% of 

samples analyzed by that laboratory 



                                                                                  

were provided by Anti-Doping 

Organizations other than the NADO of 

the country’s laboratory. In light of the 

fact that, between 19 March 2015 and 

19 March 2016, 69% of the samples 

analyzed by the Laboratory were 

received from AEPSAD, the above-

mentioned exception provided for in 

the ISL does not apply and the 

Laboratory’s accreditation must be 

suspended until AEPSAD is declared 

compliant. 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. 

 
Outcomes from ICC Cricket Committee meeting 

The ICC Cricket Committee concluded 

its two-day meeting at Lord’s. The ICC 

Cricket Committee makes 

recommendations on cricket playing 

issues to the ICC Chief Executives’ 

Committee and, if it is a policy matter, 

the ICC Board for approval and 

comprises representatives of many 

stakeholder groups involved in the 

modern game, including players, 

umpires, and the media. The 

Committee is chaired by the former 

India captain Anil Kumble. The 

following were among the major issues 

considered by the committee: 

International Cricket Structure 

The committee received a presentation 

on ICC’s plans to bring greater 

structure and context to international 

cricket by creating dedicated 

competitions in each of the game’s 

three formats, and there was 

unanimous agreement from committee 

members that the current structure of 

international cricket needed to change. 

The committee was very supportive of 

the efforts to widen the audience for 

Test cricket across all member 

countries, and acknowledged the 

success of the inaugural day-night Test 

between Australia and New Zealand in 

Adelaide. It stressed, however, that 

day-night Test cricket needs to be 

delivered to a consistently high 

standard across all member countries 

if the concept is to be successful, 

noting that the combination of ball, 

pitch, lighting levels and 

environmental conditions needed to 

allow for an even contest between bat 

and ball at all proposed day-night Test 

venues . The committee also discussed 



                                                                                  

a number of other issues relating to 

Test cricket, believing a coordinated 

approach to the marketing of Test 

cricket was needed, and also 

expressing concern about the quality of 

Test pitches, and in particular the 

common practice of home countries 

overtly preparing surfaces to suit their 

own teams. 

Use of Technology 

The ICC Cricket Committee had a long 

discussion about the future use of 

technology in international cricket, 

and particularly umpiring, after 

receiving a presentation from the MIT 

engineers on their testing of the 

current technologies used as part of 

the Decision Review System (DRS). 

The presentation covered the 

performance of edge-detection systems 

(both heat-based and sound-based 

systems), and ball-tracking with 

predictive path, highlighting the 

strengths and weaknesses of each type 

of technology, and how each could 

contribute to increasing the number of 

correct decisions made across 

international matches. The 

presentation was positively received, 

and the committee believed that the 

ICC needs to take a more prominent 

role in the management of the DRS 

technologies used in international 

cricket, by firstly establishing a 

structure and tighter processes to 

approve new technologies, and then to 

ensure a more consistent application 

of the technologies used from match to 

match. A detailed report, along with a 

list of recommended changes to DRS 

protocols will be finalised over coming 

weeks and presented to the ICC Chief 

Executives’ Committee and Board 

meetings at the end of June. 

MCC research into the balance 

between bat and ball 

 MCC sought the committee’s guidance 

on the desirability of making changes 

in order to redress the balance 

between bat and ball. The Committee 

received a research paper from MCC 

citing a wealth of scientific and 

statistical evidence showing bats have 

become more powerful in recent years, 

primarily due to having larger ‘sweet-

spots’. The committee’s view was that 

MCC should strongly consider limiting 

the dimensions of cricket bats to help 

achieve a better balance between bat 

and ball. 

 Concussion substitute 



                                                                                  

 The committee considered a proposal 

from Cricket Australia for a 

“concussion substitute” to be trialled 

for two years in domestic first-class 

cricket. The committee acknowledged 

the seriousness of the issue of 

concussion in cricket, and stressed the 

need for consistent concussion policy 

to be implemented in all countries, but 

its view was that the current Laws and 

playing conditions allow players to 

receive the best possible medical 

treatment, and further change to the 

regulations in this area is not required 

at present. 

 Helmet safety 

 The committee considered the matter 

of helmet safety following a 

presentation on injury surveillance 

trends by ICC medical consultant Dr 

Craig Ranson. The committee 

expressed concerns that there were 

still too many instances of 

international cricketers wearing 

helmets which did not meet the latest 

British Safety Standard (BSS). It 

recommended that the ICC should 

enforce the wearing of the latest BSS 

compliant helmets in all international 

cricket. 

Suspect illegal bowling actions 

The committee noted considerable 

progress in policing suspect actions in 

international cricket and encouraged 

all countries to continue their efforts to 

screen bowlers in domestic 

competitions before they reached 

international level. 

Women’s cricket update 

The committee received a report from 

Clare Connor, the Chair of the ICC 

Women’s Committee, on the impact of 

the recent ICC Women’s World 

Twenry20 in India, which showed the 

women’s event received greater 

exposure than ever before and 

attracted 24.5 million TV viewers in 

India alone, as well as generating an 

average audience of 100,000 in the 

USA on Willow TV. 

The ICC Cricket Committee 

comprises of: 

Chairman – Anil Kumble (former 

India captain) 

 Ex-Officio – Shashank Manohar 

(ICC Chairman) and David Richardson 

(ICC Chief Executive) 



                                                                                  

 Past Player representatives –

Andrew Strauss (former England 

captain); Mahela Jayawardena (former 

Sri Lanka captain) 

 Current Player representatives – 

Rahul Dravid (former India captain); 

Tim May (former Australia off-spinner 

and ex-CEO of FICA) 

 Full Member team coach 

representative – Darren Lehmann 

(Australia coach) 

 Associate representative – Kevin 

O’Brien (Ireland all-rounder) 

 Women’s Cricket 

representative – Clare Connor 

(former England women’s team 

captain) 

 Full Member representative – 

David White (NZC chief executive) 

Media representative – Ravi 

Shastri (former India captain and a 

respected commentator) 

 Umpires’ representative –Richard 

Kettleborough (member of the 

Emirates Elite Panel of ICC Umpires) 

 Referees’ representative – Ranjan 

Madugalle (ICC chief match referee 

and former Sri Lanka captain) 

 MCC representative – John 

Stephenson (MCC’s Head of Cricket) 

Attorneys for FIFA provide update on internal 

investigation and details on compensation for 

former top officials 

The attorneys conducting the internal 

investigation into wrongdoing at FIFA, 

Quinn Emanuel, today released 

information regarding details on 

contracts and compensation for a 

small group of former FIFA officials. 

The evidence appears to reveal a 

coordinated effort by three former top 

officials of FIFA to enrich themselves 

through annual salary increases, 

World Cup bonuses and other 

incentives totalling more than CHF 79 

million – in just the last five years. The 

compensation was awarded to former 

FIFA President Joseph Blatter, former 

Secretary General Jérôme Valcke, and 



                                                                                  

former Deputy Secretary General 

Markus Kattner, who also served as 

FIFA’s Chief Financial Officer. The 

investigation has revealed evidence of 

breaches of fiduciary duty. It also 

raises questions about the role of 

FIFA’s Compensation Sub-Committee. 

It is clear that the preliminary findings 

indicate that the payments and 

contracts warrant considerable further 

investigation. FIFA has shared this 

information with the Office of the 

Swiss Attorney General and it will brief 

the U.S. Department of Justice on the 

matters as well. This is consistent with 

FIFA’s commitment to cooperate with 

the authorities and FIFA’s policy of 

zero tolerance for wrongdoing. FIFA 

will also refer the matter of these 

contracts and payments to the FIFA 

Ethics Committee for its review. Quinn 

Emanuel provided the following 

details on the investigation: 

· On 23 May 2016, FIFA announced 

that it had terminated with immediate 

effect the contract of the then-Deputy 

Secretary General Markus Kattner for 

breaches of his fiduciary duties to 

FIFA. That decision was based on 

documents and evidence collected as 

part of the internal investigation. 

· The documents and evidence also 

raise serious questions about the way a 

series of problematic contract 

amendments in favour of Mr. Blatter, 

Mr. Kattner and former Secretary 

General Jérôme Valcke were approved. 

These amendments resulted in 

massive payouts – amounting to tens 

of millions of dollars – to the former 

FIFA officials in the form of salaries 

and bonuses between the years 2011 

and 2015. 

· In total, the new documents and 

evidence appear to reveal a 

coordinated effort by three former top 

officials of FIFA to enrich themselves 

through annual salary increases, 

World Cup bonuses, as well as undue 

severance payments. 

Multiple contract amendments used to 

boost payments 

According to the chart found here it is 

clear that there is not just one contract 

for each official. There are multiple 

amendments to contracts often 

approved in close sequence. 

Additionally, these various contracts 

were often entered into by Messers 

Blatter, Valcke and Kattner on the very 

same day. And more importantly, 

these dates were very ominous. Some 

examples include: 



                                                                                  

· 30 April 2011: Shortly before the 2011 

Presidential election at the end of May 

of that year, in which Mr. Blatter was 

running against Mohammed Bin 

Hamman, when it was uncertain 

whether Mr. Blatter was going to be 

reelected, both Mr. Valcke and Mr. 

Kattner were given 8.5-year contract 

extensions until 2019 with big 

increases in their base salaries and 

bonuses. Mr. Valcke and Mr. Kattner 

were also given generous severance 

terms that guaranteed them full 

payment – up to CHF 17.5 million and 

CHF 9.8 million respectively (view 

table here) – in case their employment 

with FIFA is terminated, which was 

likely should Mr. Blatter not be 

reelected.On top of this, the two 

contracts included two further clauses: 

a termination clause that states 

that Mr. Valcke and Mr. Kattner 

would receive payment of the full 

value of their contracts (i.e. up to 

a maximum of 8.5 y) even if they 

were terminated for just cause; 

and an indemnification clause 

that would force FIFA to pay all 

their legal fees and any 

associated fines and restitutions, 

even if they were found guilty. 

These two provisions appear to violate 

mandatory Swiss law. 

· 1st December 2010: Messrs Blatter, 

Valcke and Kattner receive CHF 23 

million in special bonuses for the 2010 

FIFA World Cup South Africa™. These 

bonuses were awarded retroactively – 

four months after the completion of 

the World Cup – and apparently 

without an underlying contract 

provision stipulating such bonuses. 

Additional World Cup bonus 

payments 

With regard to other bonus payments 

ostensibly linked to the FIFA World 

Cup™, it is worth highlighting that in 

October 2011, Mr. Valcke and Mr. 

Kattner were awarded a combined 

CHF 14 million in bonuses for the 2014 

FIFA World Cup Brazil™, and in June 

2014, they are made eligible for a 

combined CHF 15.5 million in bonuses 

for the 2018 FIFA World Cup in 

Russia. 

The approval process 

While Quinn Emanuel continues to 

further investigate the matter, it is 

clear that before 2013 – when FIFA 

created a Compensation Sub-

Committee – the people who signed 

the contracts were in principle also the 

ones who approved them. They had 

the authority they needed, and they 

simply told payroll and HR, the 



                                                                                  

department generally in charge for 

employment contracts at FIFA and 

which reported to Mr. Kattner, how 

much should be paid out and to whom. 

In 2013, FIFA created a Compensation 

Sub-Committee under the Audit & 

Compliance Committee. This sub-

committee defined the compensation 

for the President, the members of the 

FIFA Executive Committee, the 

Secretary General and the deputy 

Secretary General. It is chaired by the 

Head of the Audit and Compliance 

Committee and also includes the 

chairperson of the Finance Committee 

and one independent member. In 

2013, the Compensation Sub-

Committee began reviewing contracts. 

And the committee did make an effort 

to reduce Mr. Blatter’s bonus and 

salary. However, the committee did 

not make a similar effort with either 

Mr. Valcke or Mr. Kattner. In fact, in 

2013 and 2014, the Compensation 

Sub-Committee approved substantial 

payments to Mr. Valcke and Mr. 

Kattner respectively in Oct 2011 for the 

2014 FIFA World Cup and on top of 

this the Compensation Sub-Committee 

approved in June 2014 a combined 

CHF 15.5 million package of World 

Cup bonuses to Mr. Kattner and Mr. 

Valcke for Russia 2018. 

Mr. Kattner’s contract awarded 

after U.S. indictment 

On 27 May 2015 the U.S. Department 

of Justice announced a sweeping 

indictment against international 

football officials and carried out 

arrests at the Baur-au-Lac hotel in 

Zurich. Two days later, Mr. Blatter was 

reelected President of FIFA. On 30 

May, the Compensation Sub-

Committee met and granted Mr. 

Kattner an additional four-year 

extension on his contract pushing his 

end date from 2019 to the end of 2023. 

This ensured that in the event of his 

dismissal from FIFA, Mr. Kattner 

would be guaranteed more than eight 

years of future salary and bonus 

payments totaling up to CHF 9 million. 

Interestingly, this contract still 

includes the termination and 

indemnification clauses. Also, the fact 

that such a contract could have been 

agreed to with FIFA’s Chief Financial 

Officer (CFO) in the immediate wake 

of the Justice Department allegations 

of widespread fraud and corruption 

against football officials is noteworthy. 

FIFA sanctions several football associations 
after discriminatory chants by fans 



                                                                                  

Following match reports and 

additional evidence generated by the 

Anti-Discrimination Monitoring 

System, FIFA opened disciplinary 

proceedings against the associations of 

Chile, Paraguay, Peru, Mexico, El 

Salvador, Honduras and Croatia. Chile 

was sanctioned with a ban on playing 

at the Estadio Nacional Julio Martínez 

Prádanos in Santiago for two official 

matches and fined CHF 30,000. The 

first suspension will be served at the 

next match of the 2018 FIFA World 

Cup™ qualifiers between Chile and 

Bolivia, whereas the implementation of 

the second is suspended subject to a 

probation period of two years in 

application of art. 33 of the FIFA 

Disciplinary Code (FDC). The 

proceedings relate to homophobic 

chants by the team’s fans and follow 

previous sanctions for similar 

incidents during the preliminary 

competition of the 2018 FIFA World 

Cup. Moreover, Mexico was fined a 

total of CHF 35,000 for two cases 

while Honduras was fined CHF 

40,000, El Salvador CHF 35,000, 

Paraguay CHF 20,000 and Peru CHF 

15,000 for individual cases related to 

various incidents involving 

discriminatory and unsporting conduct 

by fans, including homophobic chants 

in some instances. In addition, Croatia 

was sanctioned to play its next two 

matches of the 2018 FIFA World 

Cup qualifiers , against Turkey on 5 

September and Iceland on 12 

November 2016 , without spectators 

and fined a total of CHF 150,000 for 

two cases of discriminatory chants by 

fans, which occurred at the friendly 

matches of Croatia v. Israel on 23 

March 2016 and Hungary v. Croatia on 

26 March 2016. The Croatian FA had 

already been sanctioned for similar 

incidents by FIFA and UEFA. The 

Disciplinary Committee took the 

decisions after analysing all of the 

specific circumstances of each case, in 

particular, the position adopted by the 

association (if applicable) as well as 

the anti-discrimination match 

observer’s report and the relevant 

evidence available. The committee has 

absolute discretion regarding the 

evaluation of proof (cf. art. 97 par. 1 of 

the FDC). The concerned parties have 

been notified of the decisions. Besides 

the monitoring and sanctions of 

potential incidents, FIFA has put in 

place a comprehensive strategy to 

tackle discrimination, which includes 

the FIFA Good Practice Guide on 

Diversity and Anti-Discrimination, 

training, awareness-raising and the 

support of member associations in 



                                                                                  

developing robust educational and preventive measures. 

Greece sanctioned for fielding ineligible player 
in friendly 

Hellenic Football Federation (HFF) 

has been sanctioned for fielding an 

ineligible player in the international 

friendly match played between Turkey 

and Greece on 17 November 2015. The 

match is declared to be lost by forfeit 

and awarded 3-0 in favor of Turkey, 

with the HFF also receiving a fine of 

CHF 4,000 after the FIFA Disciplinary 

Committee considered the HFF liable 

for having breached art. 55 par. 2 of 

the FIFA Disciplinary Code (FDC). The 

sanction relates to the player Apostolos 

Giannou who had already played in an 

official youth competition with the 

representative team of the Football 

Federation of Australia and played the 

aforementioned international match 

for Greece without the HFF previously 

requesting a decision on a change of 

association in accordance with arts. 5 

and 8 pars. 1 and 3 of the Regulations 

Governing the Application of the FIFA 

Statutes. 

Attorneys for FIFA provide update on internal 
investigation and details on compensation for 

former top officials 
The investigation has revealed 

evidence of breaches of fiduciary duty. 

It also raises questions about the role 

of FIFA’s Compensation Sub-

Committee. It is clear that the 

preliminary findings indicate that the 

payments and contracts warrant 

considerable further investigation. 

FIFA has shared this information with 

the Office of the Swiss Attorney 

General and it will brief the U.S. 

Department of Justice on the matters 

as well. This is consistent with FIFA’s 

commitment to cooperate with the 

authorities and FIFA’s policy of zero 

tolerance for wrongdoing. FIFA will 

also refer the matter of these contracts 

and payments to the FIFA Ethics 

Committee for its review. 

Quinn Emanuel provided the following 

details on the investigation: 

·       On 23 May 2016, FIFA announced 

that it had terminated with immediate 

effect the contract of the then-Deputy 

Secretary General Markus Kattner for 

breaches of his fiduciary duties to 

FIFA. That decision was based on 



                                                                                  

documents and evidence collected as 

part of the internal investigation. 

·       The documents and evidence also 

raise serious questions about the way a 

series of problematic contract 

amendments in favour of Mr. Blatter, 

Mr. Kattner and former Secretary 

General Jérôme Valcke were approved. 

These amendments resulted in 

massive payouts – amounting to tens 

of millions of dollars – to the former 

FIFA officials in the form of salaries 

and bonuses between the years 2011 

and 2015. 

·       In total, the new documents and 

evidence appear to reveal a 

coordinated effort by three former top 

officials of FIFA to enrich themselves 

through annual salary increases, 

World Cup bonuses, as well as undue 

severance payments. 

Women’s Cricket Committee to recommend 
long-term Vision Document 

 

The Women’s Cricket Committee of 

the BCCI met in Mumbai on June 1, 

2016 . The main points from the 

deliberations are as follows. 

 The Women’s Committee will 

present a Vision Document on 

Women’s Cricket in India and 

the way forward including 

inputs on the appointment of 

support staff for the Indian 

team. 

 BCCI will organize a National 

Camp for the under-23 girls at 

the NCA. 

 BCCI will advise the state units 

to start Zonal Leagues for girls 

under-16. 

  Indian Women cricketers are 

permitted to participate in the 

overseas leagues in Australia 

and England subject the 

contracts being offered by 

Cricket Boards through BCCI. 

BCCI President Mr. Anurag Thakur’s major 
announcements 



                                                                                  

 

A list of the important points announced by him 
 

• BCCI to issue advertisement for the 

post of coach for the Indian team. The 

deadline to submit applications will be 

June 10. 

• Steps to be taken to make Team India 

the top ranked team in all three 

formats of the game. 

• Rs. 5 Crore corpus created for the 

next five years to help visually 

challenged and deaf and dumb 

cricketers. 

• BCCI to earmark Rs. 100 crore for 

one-year water conservation project 

using solar panels. ‘Rain Water 

Harvesting’ and ‘Sewage Treatment’ to 

be undertaken to help conserve water. 

Future stadia to be eco-friendly. 

 

• Santosh Rangnekar appointed new 

Chief Financial Officer (CFO) as part of 

reforms suggested by Lodha Panel. 

 

• A minimum 10% tickets to be given 

to girl students and specially-abled 

persons during international matches. 

Specially designated seating area at 

stadia for physically challenged. 

 

• All stadia to have seats with numbers 

for better in-stadia experience for the 

fans. 

 

• All State Associations asked to create 

official Facebook/Twitter accounts to 

engage with the fans and provide 

relevant timely updates. 

 

• Creating ‘Mobile Coaching App’ 

authorized by the BCCI so that 

upcoming cricketers in remote areas 

can get access to state-of-the-art 

coaching as more and more people 

have access to smartphones. 

 

• A committee to submit report on 

women’s cricket and provide 

recommendations on participation of 

women’s cricketers in Women’s Big 

Bash League and to discuss the 

potential for the Women’s Indian 

Premier League. Implementation of 

Central Contracts. 

 
Jose Mourinho Becomes Manchester United’s 

Manager 



                                                                                  

Manchester United have hired Jose 

Mourinho as their new manager, 

entrusting one of football’s most 

successful coaches to restore the 

fortunes of one of England’s most 

prestigious club. United said Jose 

Mourinho signed a three-year contract 

with an option to stay at the club until 

at least 2020. The 53-year-old Jose 

Mourinho, who has been out of work 

after being sacked by Chelsea in 

December,replaces Louis van Gaal 

after the Dutchman was fired on 

Monday, two years into his three-year 

deal. Jose Mourinho will look to 

succeed where David Moyes and Van 

Gaal failed, in what is proving to be a 

challenging post-Alex Ferguson era at 

United since 2013. Twice a Champions 

League winner, with FC Porto and 

Inter Milan, Mourinho has won the 

Premier League title three times across 

two spells with Chelsea, as well as 

domestic league titles with Porto in 

Portugal, Inter Milan in Italy and Real 

Madrid in Spain. He is as close it gets 

in football to being a guaranteed 

trophy winner, especially with the 

funding United is expected to splash 

out in the transfer market. 

 
Virat Kohli vs Mahendra Singh Dhoni in IPL 

Exhibition Match in USA 
Virat Kohli could be pitted against 

Mahendra Singh Dhoni in exhibition 

matches for their respective Indian 

Premier League franchises in the 

United States, in a bid to cash in on the 

popularity of IPL among Indian 

Diaspora. According to highly placed 

sources in the BCCI, three franchises 

namely Mumbai Indians, Royal 

Challengers Bangalore and Rising 

Pune Supergiants have expressed their 

desire to play some exhibition matches 

in the USA where there is a sizeable 

Indian and South Asian population. 

The matter is expected to be discussed 

at the IPL Governing Council in 

Bengaluru before the start of the final 

match on Sunday. The venue is 

tentatively Houston. 

Hesson & Co re-sign with the BLACKCAPS 
Head coach Mike Hesson and key 

support staff have re-signed until after 

the 2019 ICC Cricket World Cup. 

Hesson, along with BLACKCAPS 

batting coach Craig McMillan, 

manager Mike Sandle and strength 

and conditioning coach Chris 

Donaldson, have re-committed 



                                                                                  

themselves to the side currently 

ranked No.1 on the International 

Cricket Council’s T20 table; No.2 in 

One Day Internationals, and No.5 in 

Tests. 

Oman’s Ajay Lalcheta reprimanded for 
breaching ICC Code of Conduct 

Oman’s Ajay Lalcheta has been 

reprimanded for breaching Level 1 of 

the ICC Code of Conduct during his 

side’s 58 runs victory over host Jersey 

in the ICC World Cricket League 

Division 5 in Grainville on Monday. 

Ajay was found to have breached 

Article 2.1.5 of the ICC Code of 

Conduct for Players and Player 

Support Personnel, which relates to 

“showing dissent at an umpire’s 

decision during an international 

match”. Ajay admitted the offence and 

accepted the sanction proposed by 

match referee David Jukes. As such, 

there was no need for a formal hearing. 

The charge was levelled by on-field 

umpires Mark Hawthorne, Jacqueline 

Williams and third umpire Alex 

Dowdalls. 

PNG ready to host first-ever 50-over series as it 
meets Kenya in ICC WCLC 

The 50-over matches will be the first 

ever ICC fixtures to be held in PNG, 

with Amini Park recently receiving ICC 

approval to host international 

games. The PNG Barramundis will be 

playing in front of their home fans and 

friends and family for the first time 

and expectations will be high for a 

team that has risen to 15th in the ICC 

rankings. The two games shape as 

defining in the WCLC standings with 

plenty on the line line for both 

teams. Kenya’s squad is re-emerging 

under the leadership of Rakep Patel 

and coach Thomas Odoyo and now 

challenging as one of the teams to beat 

in the WCLC. If Kenya wins both the 

matches, it will join Netherlands on 

top of the WCLC table with just four 

rounds to go. Should PNG win both 

matches in front of its home fans, it 

will move to third behind Netherlands 

and Hong Kong. PNG coach Dipak 

Patel has instilled a great discipline 

and strong belief in his group that this 

team can match is with its more 

experienced counterparts. 

FIFA’s Deputy Secretary General Markus 
Kattner dismissed with immediate effect 



                                                                                  

FIFA’s Deputy Secretary General 

Markus Kattner has been dismissed 

from his position effective 

immediately. FIFA’s internal 

investigation uncovered breaches of 

his fiduciary responsibilities in 

connection with his employment 

contract. 

FIFA 11 for Health programme announced for 
Papua New Guinea 

The “FIFA 11 for Health” programme, 

which improves children’s knowledge, 

attitudes and behaviour with regard to 

disease and lifestyle, will be rolled out 

in July in Port Moresby, the Host City 

of the FIFA U-20 Women’s World Cup. 

The “FIFA 11 for Health” programme 

encompasses simple messages on 

prevention that are linked to a specific 

football action. To better reflect the 

health profile of Papua New Guinea, 

the programme will integrate 

tuberculosis (TB) in its educational 

messages in order to focus on a disease 

that is a major public health concern in 

the country. The 11 key messages are: 

play football, respect girls and women, 

protect yourself from HIV and TB, 

avoid drugs and alcohol, use treated 

bed nets, wash your hands, drink clean 

water, eat a balanced diet, get 

vaccinated, take your prescribed 

medication and fair play. Papua New 

Guinea Football Association and 

Oceania Football Confederation 

President David Chung said: “The 

FIFA 11 for Health programme is very 

welcome as it will greatly impact the 

lives of young children in the schools, 

because they will be the ones taking 

the messages home to their parents 

and siblings.” The instructional course 

for the teachers will be carried out in 

July, when it will be immediately 

rolled out in 16 primary schools, with 

the first certificates to be presented 

during the FIFA U-20 Women’s World 

Cup in November. The FIFA U-20 

Women’s World Cup will be held from 

13 November to 3 December 2016. 

The Court Of Arbitration For Sport (Cas) Lowers 
The Suspension Of Michel Platini To 4 Years 

The Court of Arbitration for Sport 

(CAS) has rendered its decision in the 

arbitration procedure between Michel 

Platini and the Fédération 

Internationale de Football Association 

(FIFA). The suspension of Mr. Platini 

has been lowered from 6 to 4 years and 

the CHF 80’000 fine to CHF 60’000. 

On 26 February 2016, Michel Platini 

filed an appeal at the CAS to request 



                                                                                  

the annulment of the decisions issued 

by the Adjudicatory Chamber of the 

FIFA Ethics Committee and by the 

FIFA Appeal Committee suspending 

him for 6 years from any football-

related activity at a national and 

international level and imposing upon 

him a fine of CHF 80’000. The CAS 

arbitration procedure was submitted 

to an arbitral Panel composed of Prof. 

Luigi Fumagalli, President (Italy), 

Prof. Jan Paulsson (France) and Prof. 

Bernard Hanotiau (Belgium). A 

hearing took place at the CAS 

headquarters in Lausanne, Switzerland 

on 29 April 2016. The arbitral Panel 

noted the existence of a valid 

employment contract between Michal 

Platini and FIFA, signed in 1999 and 

including an annual salary of CHF 

300’000. Such contract was performed 

by the parties and terminated in 2002 

when Mr. Platini became a member of 

the FIFA Executive Committee. It was 

not until 1 February 2011 – 4 months 

prior to the FIFA presidential elections 

and at a moment when Sepp Blatter 

and Mohamed Bin Hammam were 

both still candidates to the election – 

that FIFA paid the amount of CHF 

2’000’000 in favour of Mr. Platini. Mr. 

Platini justified such payment as back 

pay, explaining that he had orally 

agreed with Mr. Blatter in 1998, when 

the future FIFA President was 

negotiating with him, to an annual 

salary of CHF 1’000’000. The Panel, 

however, was not convinced by the 

legitimacy of the CHF 2,000,000 

payment, which was only recognized 

by Mr. Platini and Mr. Blatter, and 

which occurred more than 8 years 

after the end of his work relations, was 

not based on any document 

established at the time of the 

contractual relations and did not 

correlate  with the alleged unpaid part 

of his salary (CHF 700’000 x 4 = CHF 

2’800’000). Moreover, the Panel took 

note that Mr. Platini benefitted from 

the extension of a pension plan to 

which he was not entitled. 

Consequently, the CAS arbitrators 

unanimously determined that Mr. 

Platini obtained an undue advantage 

in breach of Article 20 of the FIFA 

Code of Ethics. Furthermore, the Panel 

also found Mr. Platini guilty of a 

conflict of interest in breach of Article 

19 of the FIFA Code of Ethics. Based 

on such findings, the CAS Panel 

considered that the suspension 

imposed by FIFA on Mr. Platini was 

nevertheless too severe and therefore 

decided to reduce such suspension to 4 

years, which corresponds to the 

duration of a presidential term. The 

CAS Panel was of the opinion that a 



                                                                                  

severe sanction could be justified in 

view of the superior functions carried 

out by Mr. Platini (FIFA VicePresident 

and UEFA President), the absence of 

any repentance and the impact that 

this matter has had on FIFA’s 

reputation. Contrary to the decisions 

challenged, the Panel considered that 

Mr. Platini could not be sanctioned for 

the violation of Articles 13 (general 

rules of conduct) and 15 (loyalty) of the 

FIFA Code of Ethics as the application 

of Articles 19 and 20 of the FIFA Code 

of Ethics (special rules) excluded the 

application of Articles 13 and 15 

(general rules) irrespective of the 

Panel’s findings that Mr. Platini’s 

behaviour was not ethical or loyal. In 

addition, the Panel noted that FIFA 

knew of the CHF 2,000,000 payment 

in 2011 but initiated an investigation 

into Mr. Platini’s behaviour with the 

FIFA Ethics Committee in September 

2015 only. Finally, the Panel also 

reduced the fine imposed on Mr. 

Platini in a similar proportion and set 

it at CHF 60’000. 

FIFA President Infantino inaugurates House of 
Football in Montenegro 

As Montenegro celebrated ten years of 

independence, FIFA President Gianni 

Infantino participated in the 

inauguration of the House of Football 

of the Football Association of 

Montenegro (FSCG) in the capital city, 

Podgorica. Alongside the Prime 

Minister of Montenegro Milo 

Djukanovic, the FSCG President and 

football legend Dejan Savicevic and 

UEFA first Vice-President Ángel María 

Villar Llona, President Infantino 

visited the new facilities built with the 

financial support of FIFA and UEFA. It 

provides the FSCG with beautiful 

modern headquarters interlinked with 

the existing technical centre that had 

also been constructed with the support 

of FIFA. Infantino commended the 

achievements of Montenegro on the 

international football stage. Despite 

just a decade of existence as an 

independent state and having only 

650,000 inhabitants, Montenegro 

have competed on equal terms with 

well-established footballing nations. 

They defied the odds to reach the play-

offs of the UEFA EURO 2012 

qualifiers, and finished a respectable 

third in their 2014 FIFA World Cup 

 qualifying group. 

Anurag Thakur elected as BCCI President 



                                                                                  

Mr. Thakur, 41, was endorsed by all 

the six units of East zone – Cricket 

Association of Bengal, National Cricket 

Club, Odisha Cricket Association, 

Tripura Cricket Association, Assam 

Cricket Association and Jharkhand 

Cricket Association.  

Adjudicatory chamber of the independent Ethics 
Committee opens adjudicatory proceedings 

against Wolfgang Niersbach 
The adjudicatory chamber of the 

independent Ethics Committee, under 

its deputy chairman Mr Alan Sullivan, 

has opened formal adjudicatory 

proceedings against Mr Wolfgang 

Niersbach, former president of the 

German Football Association (DFB), 

vice-president of the 2006 FIFA World 

Cup Local Organising Committee 

(LOC) and current member of the 

FIFA Council and the UEFA executive 

committee, based on the final report 

submitted by the investigatory 

chamber. The investigations 

concerning Mr Niersbach conducted 

by Dr Cornel Borbély, chairman of the 

investigatory chamber of the Ethics 

Committee, were opened on 22 March 

2016 and the final report was passed to 

the adjudicatory chamber on 22 April 

2016. In its final report, the 

investigatory chamber recommends a 

sanction of a two-year ban from all 

football-related activity and a fine of 

CHF 30,000 for violations of arts 13, 

15, 18, and 19 of the FIFA Code of 

Ethics. Under its deputy chairman Mr 

Alan Sullivan, the adjudicatory 

chamber has studied the report of the 

investigatory chamber carefully and 

decided to institute formal 

adjudicatory proceedings against Mr 

Niersbach. In the course of the 

proceedings, Mr Niersbach will be 

invited to submit his position 

including any evidence with regard to 

the final report of the investigatory 

chamber (art. 70 par. 2 of the FIFA 

Code of Ethics) and may request a 

hearing (art. 74 par. 2 of the FIFA 

Code of Ethics). 

WADA Statement regarding Re-testing of 2008 
Beijing Olympic Samples 

The World Anti-Doping Code (Code) 

made it possible to open a disciplinary 

proceeding within ten years from the 

date an anti-doping rule violation 

occurred (ADRV). This reflects 

WADA’s, and the anti-doping 

community’s, belief that retesting as 

science advances is a powerful means 



                                                                                  

for advancing clean sport.  We also 

believe that retrospective testing 

serves as a strong deterrent to those 

who may consider cheating.  The 

World-Anti-Doping Agency 

acknowledged the International 

Olympic Committee (IOC)’s 

announcement of 17 May concerning 

their retesting of 454 doping samples 

from the Beijing Olympic Games in 

2008. These particular re-tests 

followed work with WADA and the 

International Federations.  They were 

focused on athletes who could 

potentially start at the Olympic Games 

Rio 2016. As a result, up to 31 athletes 

from six sports could be banned from 

competing at the Olympic Games in 

Rio. On 17 May, the IOC’s Executive 

Board agreed to initiate proceedings 

immediately with the 12 NOCs 

concerned. They further stated that all 

athletes infringing anti-doping rules 

will be banned from competing at the 

Olympic Games Rio 2016. 

 
Chinese Investor Buys English Club Aston Villa 

For USD 86 Million
Aston Villa have been sold to a Chinese 

group owned by Dr Tony Jiantong Xia 

in a deal worth a reported USD 86 

million. Villa crashed out of the 

Premier League after a miserable 

season that saw the Midlands team 

win just three of their 38 matches, but 

that hasn’t stopped Xia making his 

move. US-based owner Randy Lerner 

had been trying to sell Villa for two 

years and has finally found a buyer 

after significantly lowering his asking 

price to a reported 60 million pounds 

(USD 86 million, 76 million euros). 

Once those approvals have been 

granted and the new board members 

approved under the fit and proper 

rules of both leagues, Dr Xia will 

become Chairman of Aston Villa. 

Lerner, who bought Villa in 2006 for 

around 60 million pounds, had hoped 

to sell the club for 200 million pounds, 

but the team’s dismal form over the 

last two seasons put off potential 

investors until his price cut. Villa 

chairman Steve Hollis flew to China to 

complete the deal as soon as their 

woeful top-flight campaign was 

completed last weekend. Villa are 

currently managerless after sacking 

Remi Garde in March, but former 

Leicester boss Nigel Pearson and ex-

Chelsea chief Roberto Di Matteo are 

reportedly the leading candidates to 

step in now a takeover has been 

agreed. Dr Xia and the new manager 



                                                                                  

will take charge with Villa condemned 

to second tier action for the first time 

since 1987-88 and with morale among 

supporters at an all-time low after 

months of protests against Lerner and 

the underperforming players. Recon 

Group is Dr Xia’s privately owned 

holding company that owns the 

controlling interest in five publicly 

listed companies on the Hong Kong 

and Chinese stock exchanges and 

many other private companies 

employing 35,000 people in 75 

countries. According to Villa’s website, 

Dr Xia decided to buy “an iconic 

football Club in England as the 

cornerstone of his Sports, Leisure and 

Tourism Division”. The statement says 

he became “a fan of Aston Villa many 

years ago” and “played football as a 

striker until he finished at college”. Dr 

Xia’s move for Villa comes after a 

glorious season for Thailand’s 

Srivaddhanaprabha family, who 

bought Leicester in 2010 and 

transformed the club into unlikely 

Premier League champions with the 

considerable help of manager Claudio 

Ranieri, in the process making them a 

huge hit in Asia. Now Dr Xia has set 

his sights of taking Villa back into the 

Premier League’s top six and attracting 

the backing of Chinese sports fans. 

 

Legends Ahn and Park appointed Korea 2017 

ambassadors 

Taeguk Warriors icons Ahn Junghwan 

and Park Jisung have been unveiled as 

Local Organising Committee (LOC) 

Ambassadors for the FIFA U-20 World 

Cup Korea Republic 2017 at a 

ceremony in Seoul. The event, held at 

the Asan Institute for Policy Studies on 

Wednesday 18 May, saw the legendary 

duo appointed by Chung Monggyu and 

Cha Bumkun, chairman and vice-

chairman of the LOC, and Kim 

Jungnam, president of OB Footballers. 

Neither of these former internationals 

needed any introduction, of course, 

with Park renowned the world over for 

a glittering career in in which he won 

the UEFA Champions League, FIFA 

Club World Cup , becoming the first 

Asian player to claim these prizes , as 

well as four Premier League titles with 

Manchester United. The former 

midfielder, who retired in 2014, also 



                                                                                  

earned 100 caps for his country, 

representing Korea Republic at three 

different FIFA World Cups. The best of 

the three came in 2002, when Ahn 

emerged as the hero of the team that 

finished fourth on home soil. It was the 

then Perugia forward’s unforgettable 

extra-time winner against Italy that 

took the Taeguk Warriors through to 

the quarter-finals and cemented 

forever his place in the nation’s hearts. 

Ahn, who won 71 caps and also starred 

with Park in the 2006 and 2010 World 

Cups, is now a famous TV personality 

in his home country. Both were 

welcomed and congratulated by 

chairman Chung, who handed the pair 

certicificates of appointment before a 

talk show took place in which the two 

former players spoke about the U-20 

World Cup and offered advice to the 

players involved. The 24-team 

tournament will be played out in six 

cities – Cheonan, Daejeon, Incheon, 

Jeju, Jeonju and Suwon – between 20 

May and 11 June 2017. 

Worldwide extension of sanctions imposed in 
connection with anti-doping violations 

The chairman of the FIFA Disciplinary 

Committee has decided to extend 

sanctions imposed on five players and 

one official from Egypt, Algeria, 

France, Tunisia and Malta for anti-

doping rule violations to have 

worldwide effect. The sanctions, which 

were extended in accordance with art. 

136 ff. of the FIFA Disciplinary Code, 

relate to the following cases: 

– Walid Othman Mohamed Elawadi of 

Egypt was banned by the Saudi 

Arabian Anti-Doping Committee from 

any kind of football-related activity 

(administrative, sports or any other) 

for a period of four years. The Saudi 

Arabian Anti-Doping Appeal Panel 

confirmed the imposed sanction. The 

official is banned until 6 January 

2020. 

– Noufel Ghassiri of Algeria was 

banned by the Disciplinary Committee 

of the Algerian Professional Football 

League from any kind of football-

related activity (administrative, sports 

or any other) for a period of four years. 

The Federal Appeal Committee of the 

Algerian Football Association 

confirmed the imposed sanction. The 

player is banned until 23 October 

2019. 

– Adama Seck of France was banned 

by the Doping Control Committee of 



                                                                                  

the French Football Association from 

any kind of football-related activity 

(administrative, sports or any other) 

for a period of six months. The player 

is banned until 31 July 2016. 

– Sami Helal of Tunisia was banned by 

the Federal Disciplinary Committee of 

the Tunisian Football Association from 

any kind of football-related activity 

(administrative, sports or any other) 

for a period of two years. The player is 

banned until 28 September 2017. 

– Larson Mallia of Malta was banned 

by the Control and Disciplinary Board 

of the Malta Football Association from 

any kind of football-related activity 

(administrative, sports or any other) 

for a period of two years. The Appeal 

Board of the Malta Football 

Association confirmed the imposed 

sanction. The player is banned until 3 

May 2017. 

– Nigel Rizzo of Malta was banned by 

the Control and Disciplinary Board of 

the Malta Football Association from 

any kind of football-related activity 

(administrative, sports or any other) 

for a period of two years. The Appeal 

Board of the Malta Football 

Association confirmed the imposed 

sanction. The player is banned until 3 

May 2017. 

Cementos Argos signs on as a national supporter 
of the FIFA Futsal World Cup 

The Colombian international cement 

company Cementos Argos has become 

the first National Supporter for the 

FIFA Futsal World Cup Colombia 

2016. The agreement ratifies Cementos 

Argos with domestic marketing rights 

for the FIFA Futsal World Colombia 

2016. The support of this important 

event strengthens Cementos Argos’ 

commitment to sports and particularly 

to futsal, in which it has already been 

involved for several years as the only 

sponsor of Liga Argos Futsal . This is 

the eighth version of the FIFA Futsal 

World Cup where Bucaramanga, Cali 

and Medellin will be the three venues 

that host the main event form 10 

September 10 to 1 October. The match 

schedule of the Futsal World Cup will 

be fully complete on Thursday 19 

May at the Official Draw in Medellin, 

where qualified national teams will 

know their road to the final of this 

prestigious championship, which 

brings together the 24 best teams on 

the planet. This is the main futsal 

event which brings together the 

greatest national teams including five-



                                                                                  

time winners Brazil and two-time 

winners Spain, as well as recognised 

international teams including Iran, 

Argentina, Paraguay, Portugal, Italy, 

Egypt and Guatemala. 

ICC withdraws disciplinary proceedings against 
Kusal Perera under ICC Anti-Doping Code after 
Qatar Laboratory withdraws original Adverse 

Analytical Finding 
The International Cricket Council 

(ICC) today announced that it has 

withdrawn disciplinary charges against 

Sri Lanka batsman Kusal Perera and 

lifted the provisional suspension 

previously imposed on him. Mr Perera 

is, therefore, now free to return to 

domestic and international cricket 

without restriction and with 

immediate effect. The ICC has made 

the decision after the WADA-

accredited laboratory in Qatar today 

withdrew its original Adverse 

Analytical Finding following further 

investigations. 

DETAILED ICC STATEMENT IS 

AS FOLLOWS 

In November 2015, the WADA-

accredited laboratory in Qatar 

reported to the ICC that urine samples 

collected out-of-competition from Sri 

Lankan international player, Kusal 

Perera, had tested positive for 19-

Norandrostenedione, an anabolic 

steroid prohibited under WADA’s 

Prohibited List. Pursuant to the ICC’s 

WADA-compliant anti-doping code, 

the full laboratory documentation 

packages in respect of each of the 

findings were reviewed by three 

members of the ICC’s Independent 

Review Board (comprising of world 

leaders in the medical, scientific and 

legal fields of anti-doping), each of 

whom independently confirmed that 

Mr Perera had a case to answer. 

 Accordingly, on 7 December 2015, the 

ICC charged Mr Perera with an anti-

doping rule violation and, in 

accordance with the mandatory 

requirements of the code, provisionally 

suspended Mr Perera until that charge 

was resolved. Since that time, the ICC 

has worked with Mr Perera’s lawyers 

as they have attempted to identify the 

source of the 19-Norandrostenedione 

found in the samples.  As part of those 

efforts, the ICC sought further 

information from the Qatar laboratory 

and granted various extensions of time 

to the player’s legal team to allow it to 

carry out additional analysis and 

investigation work.  In addition, the 



                                                                                  

Qatar laboratory analysed the B 

samples provided by Mr Perera in 

January 2016, and reported that that 

analysis confirmed the presence of the 

same substance in those samples. In a 

recent letter, Mr Perera’s lawyers 

provided an update on their 

investigation into potential sources of 

the 19-Norandrostenedione found in 

his samples, but also suggested for the 

first time that the Qatar laboratory 

might have misidentified impurities in 

the samples as 19-

Norandrostenedione, given the very 

low concentrations of that substance 

found in the samples. In response, the 

ICC commissioned an independent 

expert to review all of the Qatar 

laboratory’s findings.  Whilst the 

independent expert concluded that the 

Qatar laboratory had correctly 

identified 19-Norandrostenedione in 

the samples, that expert’s view was 

that an adverse analytical finding by 

the laboratory was not sustainable, 

because, for various scientific and 

technical reasons, it could not be ruled 

out that the 19-Norandrostenedione 

was produced naturally in the player’s 

body and/or formed in the samples 

after the player provided them.  These 

concerns were immediately presented 

by the ICC to the Qatar laboratory, 

which has today confirmed that it has 

withdrawn the Adverse Analytical 

Finding and is instead reporting an 

Atypical Finding.  It has advised that 

no specific further investigation of the 

player’s two samples is warranted, but 

has recommended the monitoring of 

the player’s steroid profile moving 

forward. As a result, the ICC has 

immediately withdrawn the 

disciplinary proceedings previously 

brought against Mr Perera, and he is 

therefore free to train and compete 

domestically and internationally again 

without restriction with immediate 

effect. 

Dravid and Jayawardena appointed to ICC 
Cricket Committee 

Former India captain Rahul Dravid 

and ex-Sri Lanka captain Mahela 

Jayawardena have been appointed to 

the ICC Cricket Committee, adding 

even more cricketing experience to the 

list of eminent people already on the 

committee. Dravid and Jayawardena 

have played 1,161 international 

matches between them from 1996 to 

2015, and each has been appointed for 

a three-year term. They will attend 

their first meeting at Lord’s on 31 May 

and 1 June, three weeks before the ICC 

Annual Conference takes place in 



                                                                                  

Edinburgh, Scotland. Dravid, along 

with former Australia off-spinner and 

ex-Chief Executive of Federation of 

International Cricketers’ Association 

(FICA), Tim May, have been elected by 

the current Test captains as current 

player representatives, replacing 

former Sri Lanka captain Kumar 

Sangakkara, who has completed his 

final three-year term, and Laxman 

Sivaramakrishnan, who has completed 

his three-year term. Jayawardena has 

been appointed as a past player 

representative and takes over from 

former Australia captain Mark Taylor, 

who has also completed his final three-

year term. Richard Kettleborough, 

three-time ICC Umpire of the Year, has 

been appointed as umpires’ 

representative in the committee and 

replaces Steve Davis, who retired last 

year. Meanwhile, Anil Kumble has 

been re-appointed as the Chairman of 

the ICC Cricket Committee for a three-

year term. The former India captain 

was appointed as the Chair in 2012 

and will now continue to head the 

group until 2018. The ICC Cricket 

Committee is representative of all 

stakeholders in the modern game, 

including players, umpires and the 

media. It is empowered to make 

recommendations on cricket playing 

issues to the Chief Executives’ 

Committee (CEC) and, if the matter is 

a policy matter, the ICC Board for 

approval. 

The ICC Cricket Committee is: 

Chairman – Anil Kumble (former 

India captain) 

Ex-Officio – Shashank Manohar (ICC 

Chairman) and David Richardson (ICC 

Chief Executive) 

Past Player representative –

Andrew Strauss (former England 

captain); Mahela Jayawardena (former 

Sri Lanka captain)  

Current Player representative – 

Rahul Dravid (former India captain); 

Tim May (former Australia off-spinner 

and ex-CEO of FICA) 

Full Member team coach 

representative – Darren Lehmann 

(Australia coach) 

Associate representative – Kevin 

O’Brien (Ireland all-rounder) 

Women’s Cricket 

representative – Clare Connor 



                                                                                  

(former England women’s team 

captain 

Full Member representative – 

David White (NZC chief executive) 

Media representative – Ravi 

Shastri (former India captain and a 

respected commentator) 

Umpires’ representative –Richard 

Kettleborough (member of the 

Emirates Elite Panel of ICC Umpires)  

Referees’ representative – Ranjan 

Madugalle (ICC chief match referee 

and former Sri Lanka captain) 

MCC representative – John 

Stephenson (MCC’s Head of Cricket) 

Marylebone Cricket Club releases first ever Laws 
of Cricket app 

Marylebone Cricket Club (MCC) has 

released the first ever Laws of Cricket 

app. Free to download, ‘MCC Laws of 

Cricket’ includes easily digestible 

explanations of each Law, new imagery 

and animations and a special Laws 

quiz. MCC is the Guardian of the Laws 

and Spirit of Cricket, and all 42 Laws 

of the game are explained within the 

app. The Laws are categorised into 

eight sections explaining everything 

from how to set up a game to appeals 

and modes of dismissals. There are 15 

Laws animations available to view, all 

of which are voiced by writer, 

broadcaster and actor Stephen Fry and 

explain various Laws including 

‘Damaging the Pitch’ and ‘Obstructing 

the Field’. Fry is aided in his 

explanations by ‘Tommy’, an animated 

young cricketer who learns from the 

Laws simulations throughout the 

animations. The app further simplifies 

the Laws of Cricket with 18 separate 

videos of umpire signals, designed to 

help players, officials and fans to 

decipher exactly what an umpire’s 

movements mean. The final feature is 

the Laws quiz, which tests the user on 

knowledge acquired through 

interacting with the app. The quiz 

caters for a wide range of cricketing 

experience with ‘Beginner’, 

‘Intermediate’ and ‘Advanced’ levels 

available to select. Scores can be 

shared via social media. The app has 

been developed by MCC alongside 

digital agency Mobanode, who have 

previously produced the Laws of 

Rugby app for World Rugby and have 

also worked with Heineken and O2. 



                                                                                  

The app is available to download for all Android and iOS devices. 

Shashank Manohar elected unopposed as 
independent ICC Chairman 

Mr Shashank Manohar has been 

elected by the Board unanimously and 

unopposed as the Chairman of the 

International Cricket Council (ICC) 

following the ICC Full Council’s 

approval of constitutional 

amendments proposed by the Board 

following its April meeting. Mr 

Manohar resigned as the President of 

the Board of Control for Cricket in 

India (BCCI), is the first elected 

independent Chairman of the game’s 

governing body and will commence his 

two-year term with immediate effect. 

According to the election process, ICC 

directors were each allowed to 

nominate one candidate, who had to 

be either a present or past ICC 

director. Nominees with the support of 

two or more Full Member directors 

would have been eligible to contest the 

election, which was scheduled to have 

been concluded by 23 May. However, 

given that Mr Manohar was the sole 

nominee for the position and the 

Board has now unanimously supported 

his appointment, the independent 

Audit Committee Chairman, Mr Adnan 

Zaidi, who has been overseeing the 

election process, has declared the 

process complete, and Mr Manohar 

the successful candidate. Mr Manohar 

is a prominent Indian lawyer who 

served his first stint as the BCCI 

President from 2008-2011. Following 

the passing of Mr Jagmohan Dalmiya, 

Mr Manohar was re-elected as the 

BCCI President in October 2015 and, 

by virtue of that position, has held the 

role of ICC Chairman since then. In 

order to accommodate the new 

position of an “independent” ICC 

Chairman, the Full Council 

unanimously approved various 

amendments to the ICC’s constitution. 

The amendments also included the 

abolishment of the President’s post 

with effect from the 2016 ICC Annual 

Conference in Edinburgh, which has 

become redundant. The ICC’s Full 

Council comprises 10 Full Members, 

38 Associate Members and 57 Affiliate 

Members (who are collectively 

represented by five regional Affiliate 

Member representatives). The 

Chairman’s role is an honorary one. 



                                                                                  

FIFA Congress drives football forward, first 
female secretary general appointed & Other 

important decisions 
The 66th FIFA Congress kicked off a 

new era for FIFA and global football 

with the announcement of a “step 

change” in FIFA’s investment in 

football development, new FIFA 

Secretary General Fatma Samoura, 

progress on the implementation of the 

reforms, and the FIFA Legends 

programme. 

FIFA Forward: a new, tailor-

made development programme 

To build on his manifesto pledges, 

FIFA President Gianni Infantino 

presented “FIFA Forward”, a complete 

overhaul of FIFA’s football 

development programmes. FIFA 

Forward provides 360-degree, tailor-

made support for football development 

in each of FIFA’s member associations 

and the six confederations. FIFA will 

significantly increase its investment to 

USD 5 million for each member 

association per four-year cycle for 

football projects and support for 

running costs. The use of funds will be 

monitored closely through enhanced 

compliance, accountability and 

transparency, with all member 

associations required to publish 

independent audits of their finances as 

per the new “FIFA Forward” 

regulations. 

Reforms in action 

FIFA updated its member associations 

on the progress in the implementation 

of the reform process since new 

measures were approved in February. 

Reforms are now operational within 

FIFA’s structures: 

·       Enhanced compliance for revenue 

and spending 

·       Eligibility checks for new 

members of committees and senior 

positions 

·       Publication of individual 

compensation of senior FIFA officials 

·       Appointment of first independent 

members on key committees 

The president announced the creation 

of a women’s football division in the 

FIFA administration to further support 

the promotion and development of 

women’s football. 



                                                                                  

Regular “football summits” for 

member associations will start in the 

third quarter of 2016, with inter-

confederation conferences involving 

about 20 associations designed to 

address important regional topics in 

football. 

FIFA Legends programme 

Clarence Seedorf and Sun Wen 

presented the “FIFA Legends 

programme” which will support the 

organisation’s goal of giving a stronger 

voice to people directly involved in 

football. The FIFA Legends Team is 

designed to bring together former top 

players from the men’s and women’s 

game to promote and support football 

and its wider mission around the 

world, and to give something back to 

the game. 

The Legends will focus on three main 

activities: 

·       The FIFA Legends on Tour –

 Four two-day tours will take place in 

the first year, including additional 

events from grassroots clinics to 

fundraising and fan engagement. 

·       The FIFA Legends Forum –

 think-tank sessions – as started  in 

Mexico –will create a platform to hear 

their views on current football affairs. 

These views will be shared with top 

decision-makers, authorities and 

policy committees in football. 

·       The FIFA Legends Initiatives 

– Members of the Legends Team will 

act as ambassadors in key areas such 

as event promotion, football 

development, women’s football, 

diversity, health and sustainability 

projects. 

Kosovo and Gibraltar admitted 

as FIFA members 

The FIFA Congress followed the 

recommendation of the FIFA Council 

and confirmed the admission of 

Kosovo (141 “yes” to 23 “no” of valid 

votes cast) and Gibraltar (172 “yes” 

to 12 “no” of valid votes cast) as the 

210th and 211th FIFA members. Both 

associations will be entitled to take 

part in the 2018 FIFA World Cup 

qualifiers, with UEFA tasked to look 

into the best way to integrate Kosovo 

and Gibraltar in the preliminary 

competition. 

Election of new FIFA committee 

members: 

·       Governance Committee: Luís 

Miguel Poiares Maduro (Portugal) has 



                                                                                  

been elected as Chairman and Mukul 

Mudgal (India) as Deputy Chairman. 

Both will also head the independent 

Review Committee. Luis Felipe 

Cantuarias Salaverry (Peru) was 

elected as a member of this 

Committee. 

·       Disciplinary Committee: John 

Simmonds (Jamaica), Leonardo Carlos 

Stagg Peña (Ecuador) and Carlos 

Manuel Terán Valero (Venezuela) have 

been elected as members. 

·       Ethics Committee: Akihiro 

Hara (Japan), Oscar Vicente Scavone 

Rivas (Paraquay) and Anin Yeboah 

(Ghana) have been elected as members 

in the Adjudicatory Chamber. 

·       Audit & Compliance: Enrique 

Bonilla (Mexico) and Jorge del Solar 

Bueno (Bolivia) have been elected as 

new members. 

·       The Congress authorised the 

Council to appoint office holders for 

the remaining vacant positions within 

the judicial bodies, the Audit & 

Compliance Committee and the 

Governance Committee until the 

67th FIFA Congress, and to dismiss any 

office holder of these committees until 

the 67thFIFA Congress. 

Ahead of the FIFA Congress, the 

Council also appointed the following 

Committee members, including former 

international top players Luis Figo, 

Mia Hamm and Theodoros Zagorakis: 

    Independent members: 

   Finance Committee: Vanessa 

Ames Wittman (USA); Theodoros 

Zagorakis (Greece) 

   Development 

Committee: Deputy Chairman Luis 

Figo (Portugal); Deputy Chairwoman 

Mia Hamm (USA) 

       Football Stakeholders 

Committee: 

   Chairman Ramón Jesurún 

(Colombia) 

   Deputy Chairman: Karl-Heinz 

Rummenigge (Germany) 

   Deputy Chairman: Didier Drogba 

(Côte d’Ivoire / TBC) 

Other decisions: 

·       Ahead of the Congress, the FIFA 

Council lifted the suspension of the 



                                                                                  

Football Association of Indonesia 

imposed in May 2015. 

·       The Congress confirmed the 

suspensions of Benin and Kuwait, and 

asked the FIFA Council to lift these 

suspensions as soon as the necessary 

requirements are fulfilled. 

·       The Congress extended the 

mandate of the FIFA Monitoring 

Committee Israel-Palestine, which was 

set up by the 65th FIFA Congress in 

2015. Chaired by Tokyo Sexwale, the 

committee reported progress in 

facilitating the free movement of 

Palestinian people and goods 

connected with football. The FIFA 

President announced that he would 

travel to Palestine and Israel to help 

resolve the outstanding issue of five 

clubs playing in the disputed area that 

are affiliated to the Israel Football 

Association. 

 
Seedorf, Hitzlsperger and Wambach join the 

jury of the first FIFA Diversity Award 
The 11 members of the jury, including 

former football professionals and 

experts, have a wealth of global 

experience in various areas of diversity 

and anti-discrimination, whether 

related to ethnic, national or social 

origin, gender, disability, language, 

religion, political opinion, sexual 

orientation or any other reason. The 

remaining jury members announced 

today, coinciding with the 

International Day Against 

Homophobia, Transphobia and 

Biphobia, include FIFA Women’s 

World Cup™ winner Abby Wambach, 

former captain of the German national 

team Thomas Hitzlsperger, former 

Dutch international Clarence Seedorf, 

FIFA Council member Constant 

Omari, Managing Director of the 

Centre for Access to Football in Europe 

(CAFE) Joyce Cook and President of 

the Mexican National Council for the 

Prevention of Discrimination 

(CONAPRED) Alexandra Haas Paciuc. 

They will join the five other members 

that had already been announced – 

Moya Dodd, Tokyo Sexwale, Jaiyah 

Saelua, Gerald Asamoah and Piara 

Powar   to form a high-profile “11 for 

Diversity.”

 


