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“Persistence can change 

failure into extraordinary 
achievement.” 

 
– Marv Levy 
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#1 ABUSE OF DOMINANT POSITION IN 

SPORTS; AN ANALYSIS OF THE BCCI 

CASE 

TUSHAR GUPTA & KARTIK JOSHI 

IMAGE COURTESY: IBNLIVE.IN 

 

The concept of sports has evolved from 

being a mere recreational activity to a 

rather commercialized one and the 

increase in viewership is the witness to 

the same. Cricket is the most popular 

and most viewed game in India as 

compared to any other game and the 

excitement expressed by fans, without 

a doubt, endorses the same. The 

cultural, emotional and economical 
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implications of the game indicate it to 

be the non-official national  

game. The escalation of 

commercialized sports, specifically 

cricket, ignited the need to establish a 

governing authority to regulate the 

same and thus, the Board of Control 

for Cricket (hereinafter ‘BCCI’) in India 

was established in December 1928 as a 

society, registered under the Tamil 

Nadu Societies Registration Act.  

Most sports in the past were governed 

by a single authority which was 

without demur accepted by all. 

Competition law all over the world is 

primarily concerned with the 

acquisition and/or exercise of market 

power and its abuse especially by way 

of monopoly power. The upsurge in the 

commercialization of sports has led to 

these bodies to exercise a monopoly 

over the sports sector.  

The BCCI is without a doubt the de-

facto regulator of cricket in India.  The 

primary objectives of BCCI as stated in 

the Memorandum of Association 

(MoA) includes  controlling the game 

of cricket in India, promoting the game 

in India, framing the laws of cricket in 

India, selecting teams to represent 

India in Test Matches, ODIs and 

Twenty 20 matches played in India or 

abroad.1 The birth of Indian Premier 

League  (hereinafter ‘IPL’) was a result 

of BCCI’s rebel against the Indian 

Cricket League (hereinafter ‘ICL’) 

which was the brainchild of Zee 

Entertainment Enterprise.  

BCCI rebuffed to recognize ICL as a 

cricket league and refused to provide 

any financial or commercial support to 

it. BCCI resorted to strict actions 

including banning all players and 

service providers participating in ICL, 

denial of access to stadium and 

revocation of benefits. These actions of 

BCCI are evidently anti-competitive 

and violative of fundamental rights of 

the service providers and the players, 

enshrined under Article 19(1)(g) of the 

Indian Constitution.  

In this essay, the author has discussed 

the concept of abuse of dominant 

position under the competition law 

[A], the BCCI decision by Competition 

                                                           
1
 Sh. Surinder Singh Barmi v. Board for Cricket 

Control in India (BCCI), Date of order 08.02.2013, 
available at 
http://www.cci.gov.in/May2011/OrderOfCommissi

on/612010.pdf, as accessed on September 12, 2015. 

at para 2.1 
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Commission of India2  (hereinafter 

‘CCI’) and Competition Appellate 

Tribunal3 (hereinafter ‘COMPAT’) [B] 

and concluded the essay with the 

analysis of the said decision [C]. 

A. ABUSE OF DOMINANT 

POSITION VIS-A-VIS 

COMPETITION LAW. 

An enterprise is said to have market 

power when it can raise the prices 

without losing the market share and 

customers. When this market power 

exceeds the maximum threshold limit, 

it can be safely concluded that the 

enterprise is in a dominant position or 

in the position to create a monopoly.4 

The competition law does not prohibit 

the mere possession of monopolistic or 

dominant market power, but it is the 

abuse of such power which is 

prohibited.  

                                                           
2
 Supra note 1. 

3
 Board of Cricket Control in India (BCCI) v. 

Competition Commission of India (CCI), Appeal 

No.17 of 2013 with I.A. No.26 of 2013, available at 

http://compat.nic.in/upload/PDFs/feb-judgement-

orders-2015/BCCI%2019.2.pdf, as accessed on 

September 12, 2015. 
4
 ABUSE OF DOMINANCE UNDER THE COMPETITION 

ACT, 2002-competition advocacy and awareness 

booklet issued by CCI, available at 

http://www.cci.gov.in/images/media/Advocacy/Aw

areness/Abuse_Dominance.pdf as accessed on 

September 15, 2015. 

The test to determine a violation of 

competition law is dealt in a two-fold 

manner5, i.e. (a) whether an enterprise 

is dominant in a relevant market; and 

(b) if yes, whether it is abusing that 

dominant position. The application of 

this test has received acceptance from 

major jurisdictions6 across the globe. 

The stage of determining the 

dominance raises two important 

considerations7, firstly, the definition 

of the relevant market, i.e. the market 

in which the enterprise is alleged to be 

dominant and secondly if the 

enterprise is dominant within the said 

market. Further, the relevant market 

has two dimensions8 (a) the relevant 

product market, and (b) the relevant 

geographic market. 

The dominant market position is 

defined as a position of economic 

strength enjoyed by an enterprise 

which enables it to prevent effective 

competition being maintained on the 

relevant market by affording it the 

power to behave to an appreciable 

extent independently of its 

competitors, customers and ultimately 

                                                           
5
 Competition Act, 2002, § 4. 

6
  EC Treaty, Article 82.  

7
 Id note 5. 

8
 Competition Act, 2002, § 2(r). 
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of its consumers.9 The abuse of such 

dominance is said to have taken place 

when conduct exploits customers or 

suppliers or conduct amounts to 

exclusionary behavior.10 It is the denial 

of market access in any manner or 

conclusion of a contract subject to 

supplementary obligations.11 

B. THE BCCI12 DECISION 

BCCI is a member of International 

Cricket Council (hereinafter as ‘ICC’), 

the governing body for international 

cricket and is the only recognized 

regulatory body for control of cricket in 

India by the ICC. Being the only 

recognized body, BCCI is at liberty to 

control the game of cricket in India. 

Thus, when ICL was proposed to be 

conducted, ICC refused the proposal 

on the influence of BCCI and instead 

IPL was constituted. 

In the instant case a complaint13 was 

filed by an informant, Mr. Surinder 

                                                           
9
 United Brands v. Commission [1978] ECR 207, 

[1978] 1 CMLR 429; Competition Act, 2002, § 

4(e), Explanation (a).  
10

 ABUSE OF A DOMINANT POSITION - 

UNDERSTANDING COMPETITION LAW, para 5.5, 

available at 

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/up

loads/attachment_data/file/284422/oft402.pdf 
11

 Competition Act, 2002, § 4(d). 
12

 Supra note 1 and 3. 
13

 Competition Act, 2002, § 19(1)(a). 

Singh against the BCCI to the CCI. The 

allegations leveled by the informant 

against BCCI were with respect to the 

organization of IPL. The informant 

alleged as follows: 

a) There exist irregularities in the 

grant of franchise rights for 

team ownership. 

b) There exist irregularities in the 

grant of media rights for 

coverage of the league.  

c) There exist irregularities in the 

award of sponsorship rights and 

other local contracts related to 

the organization of IPL.14 

The Commission upon examination of 

information opined that there exists a 

prima facie case and directed15 the 

Director General (hereinafter ‘DG’) to 

investigate into the matter. The report 

of DG focused on the following issues: 

a) Whether BCCI is an ‘enterprise’ 

as defined u/s 2(h) of the 

Competition Act (hereinafter as 

                                                           
14

 Sh. Surinder Singh Barmi v. Board for Cricket 
Control in India (BCCI), Date of order 08.02.2013, 
available at 
http://www.cci.gov.in/May2011/OrderOfCommissi

on/612010.pdf, as accessed on August 12, 2013. 
15

 Competition Act, 2002, § 26(1). 



P a g e  | 10 

 

 
                                                                                                                                                                           

 

‘Act’) and whether the Act can 

be made applicable to BCCI. 

b) What would be the relevant 

market in the aforementioned 

case? 

c) Whether BCCI has a dominant 

position in the relevant market. 

d) Whether BCCI has abused its 

dominant position in the 

relevant market in 

contravention of the provisions 

of Section 4 of the Act. 

 With respect to the first issue, BCCI 

contended that they are a not-for-

profit society which is established for 

promotion of cricket and therefore the 

activities undertaken by the society is 

outside the purview of Section 3 and 4 

of the Act. Further they submitted that 

the proceeds derived out of the 

activities are utilized in the game of 

cricket. The BCCI relied upon the 

Hon’ble Apex Court’s decision in 

Secretary, Ministry of Information 

and Broadcasting and Ors v. Cricket 

Association of Bengal and Ors16 where 

the court held that sporting 

organizations like BCCI should not be 

                                                           
16

 1995 2 SCC 161 

compared with other business 

organizations which organize sports 

for profit. Based on the aforesaid 

reasoning, BCCI affirmed that 

activities undertaken by them do not 

fall within the purview of the Act and 

that it does not fall in the category of 

an ‘enterprise’ provided for in the 

Act.17 

The Director General in his report 

concluded that BCCI is a society and is 

reckoned to be a non-profit 

organization. But the perusal of their 

activities related to IPL indicates the 

involvement of huge revenues; their 

involvement in the commercial 

compass deviate from the activities of 

the so-called non-profit societies. The 

Director General based his report on 

the Income Tax Order18  wherein the 

registration of BCCI granted u/s 12A of 

the Income Tax Act was withdrawn, 

given the change in its status and 

memorandum. The DG also relied on 

the decision of High Court19 where the 

Court considered the Chess Federation 

                                                           
17

 Competition Act, 2002, § 2(h). 
18

 Income Tax Assessment Order under section 143 
(3) of the Income Tax Act dated 28.12.2009 
(Director of Income Tax-Exemptions) for the 
Assessment year 2008-2009. 
19

 Hemant Sharma & Others v. Union of India and 
Others WP (C) 5770/2011. 
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as an ‘enterprise’ under the Act. In the 

perusal of the above, DG affirmed that 

BCCI is an enterprise under the Act.   

In its submissions with respect to the 

second issue, BCCI contended that the 

market for various rights relating to 

IPL viz. franchise rights, media rights 

are separate markets given these rights 

are not interchangeable. The DG in his 

report stated that the very fact that 

rights related to economic activities 

with respect to IPL can be awarded 

only by BCCI and no other agency 

portrays that the ‘underlying economic 

activities ancillary to organizing of IPL 

under BCCI’ is the relevant market. 

The BCCI acknowledged that it held a 

monopoly, but argued that it needs to 

be treated differently considering that 

they form a part of the unique nature 

of market for professional sports 

league. The DG submitted that BCCI is 

the national governing body for all 

types of cricket activities in India and 

based on the actions of BCCI to oust its 

rival ICL on earlier occasions, he 

concluded that BCCI is a dominant 

player in the relevant market. While 

addressing the fourth issue, the DG 

found that terms of the franchise 

agreements were in favor of BCCI and 

the franchises had no say in the terms 

of contract. The report concluded that 

BCCI is guilty under Section 4 of the 

Act with respect to the grant of a 

franchise and media rights.  

CCI observed that though BCCI does 

not have a statutory status, their 

activities in terms of laying down rules 

and selection of players etc. for the 

game of cricket fall under the purview 

of a regulatory role. The recognition of 

BCCI by the government as the 

national association for cricket makes 

them a de facto regulator of cricket in 

India. CCI based the conclusions on 

the decision of the EC that all Sports 

Associations are to be regarded as an 

enterprise in so far as their 

entrepreneurial conduct is 

concerned20. It opined that the 

situation where the regulator is the 

economic beneficiary is a competition 

concern. CCI observed that BCCI’s 

dominance played an important factor 

in ICL’s failure, thus leading to abuse 

of its dominant position. The order of 

CCI also directed BCCI to stop denying 

market access to potential competitors 

or make such anticompetitive 

                                                           
20

 MOTOE v. Elliniko Dimosio (2008) ECR I- 

4863; Meca-Medina and Majcen v. Commission 

(2004) ECR II-3291 
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agreements in future. CCI concluded 

that BCCI was abusing its dominant 

position in violation of section 4(2) (c) 

of the Act. 

BCCI, aggrieved by this order 

approached COMPAT21 on the ground 

of violation of principles of natural 

justice. They contended that no 

opportunity was given to BCCI to rebut 

the relevant market as considered by 

DG and CCI. Further, they also 

contended that CCI relied on 

unreliable newspaper report and 

information available over the internet 

which was not disclosed to BCCI, thus 

depriving them the opportunity to 

rebut the same. In the light of the said 

contentions, COMPAT opined that 

depriving BCCI the opportunity to 

rebut the aforesaid issues amounted to 

the violation of principles of natural 

justice and remitted the matter to CCI 

for fresh disposal in accordance with 

law. 

C. ANALYSIS 

This order of CCI bringing sports 

regulatory body within the purview of 

competition law is a milestone in the 

development of sports law and policy 

                                                           
21

 Competition Act, 2002, § 53B. 

in the nation. The order of CCI ensured 

that powers of bodies like BCCI are 

within the realm of supervision, 

restriction, and review. Also, the order 

is in consonance with the European 

jurisprudence on the matter as 

discussed by the CCI in the said 

order.22  

BCCI is one of the most powerful and 

financially successful commercial 

organizations in the arena of sports 

which are indulged in not only 

regulating the game but also in 

revenue gathering. Thus to the extent 

of its activities pertaining to revenue 

generation, there is no rational basis of 

shielding the same from the realm of 

competition law. CCI rightly relied on 

the European laws23 for the same that 

commercial exploitation of sports 

would amount to economic activity 

and therefore subject to competition 

laws. CCI did acknowledge the 

distinction between the organizational 

activities and economic activities and 

concluded that it is only the economic 

activities of BCCI which can be 

reviewed.  

                                                           
22

 MOTOE v. Elliniko Dimosio (2008) ECR I- 

4863; Meca-Medina and Majcen v. Commission 

(2004) ECR II-3291 
23

 Id. 
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In determining the relevant market, 

CCI differentiated on qualitative and 

subjected demands between sports 

from the other form of television 

programs, cricket from other sports 

and international cricket from the 

other form of crickets that are played 

in the country. However, CCI did not 

apply SSNIP test in determining the 

relevant market, which may attract 

criticisms. Nonetheless, the relevant 

market was found to be ‘organization 

of private professional cricket 

leagues/events in India’, which cannot 

be overlooked.  

With respect to the dominance of 

BCCI, the same arises inter alia from 

its control over the infrastructure, 

players, entry of other leagues and so 

on. Further, the role of BCCI in 

‘approving leagues' is critical in an 

organization of competing leagues. 

Therefore it can be concluded that 

BCCI enjoys a dominant position in the 

relevant market. By binding itself to 

not organize or recognize any league, 

other than IPL, and limiting the 

number of franchises are a true 

reflection of abuse of dominant 

position.   

The crux of the entire matter rests on 

the premise of ‘denial of market 

access’24 which is linked to the 

essential facilities doctrine25. This 

doctrine deals with situations where 

the dominant enterprise is in control of 

the essential facilities or infrastructure 

and denies the access to the 

competitors as the cost of replication 

of the same would be very high and 

hence prohibitive to the competitors.26 

The essential facilities doctrine was 

reiterated when a rival football club 

was denied access to the stadium and 

court held that since it would be 

impossible to construct another 

stadium in reasonable time, such 

denial would amount to anti-

competitive practice.27 Thus in order to 

establish liability under this doctrine, 

it is imperative to prove that (a) 

control of the essential facility by the 

dominant player, (b) competitor’s 

inability to practically or reasonably 

duplicate the essential facility, (c) 

denial of the use of the facility to a 

                                                           
24

 Competition Act, 2002, § 4(c). 
25

 United States v. Terminal Railroad Association 

of St. Louis (1912) 224 U.S. 383; B&I v. Sealink 

(1992) 5 CMLR 255. 
26

 Amitabh Kumar, The Essential Facilities 

doctrine, The Financial Express March 23, 2007, 

http://www.cci.gov.in/images/media/articles/faciliti

es_doctrine_23_3_2007_FE_20080409111745.pdf 
27

 Hetch v. Pro Football Inc. (1978) 436 U.S. 956 
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competitor; and (d) feasibility of 

providing the facility to competitors.28  

The factual matrix of the instant 

matter clearly suggests that BCCI is in 

control of the majority of stadiums and 

other media and franchise rights and it 

is practically impossible to replicate 

such infrastructures and right 

allocation. Further, BCCI did, in effect 

denied ICL access to such 

infrastructures, when it was feasible 

for BCCI to provide the same. Thus, 

the requirements of imposing liability 

under essential facilities doctrine are 

met with and it can be safely concluded 

that conduct of BCCI amounts to an 

abuse of dominant position. 

COMPAT has remitted the matter to 

CCI for fresh disposal. In the light of 

the above analysis, there is a high 

possibility that the new order will not 

witness any major deviations from the 

previous order. The escalating 

commercialization of sporting arena 

necessitates the intervention and 

supervision of the regulatory agency 

and by upholding the applicability of 

Competition law on bodies such as 

BCCI, the CCI has taken an affirmative 

                                                           
28

 Id. 

step in this direction. This supervision, 

review and regulation by CCI will 

ensure not only the possibility of 

organizing competing leagues but also 

the availability of more platforms and 

avenues for sportsmen to showcase 

their talent. 
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#2 LET’S PLAY FAIR 

YASHU BANSAL

The spirit of sports is all about playing 

fair and it is true to say that fair 

players are always the winners. 

However, there is one sphere in the 

field where things are turning to be 

slightly felonious. It happens when 

events as huge and massive as Rio 

2016 witnesses ambush marketing.  

Marketing is the promotion of 

products in simple words and events 

require sponsors to support the events 

financially. With events like Rio 2016 

which recently concluded, we do 

realize that these events need a 

whopping amount of money from 

sponsors to make it a success. 

However, sponsoring these games cost 

around US $ 10-100 million for a 

company and it not possible for 

smaller companies to spend that much 

on sponsoring. It was the dire need to 

fulfill this gap in financial capability 

that the concept of ambush marketing 

evolved. In a hypothetical situation, 

when we see the first five lines of the 

stadium occupied with people in 

Purple color cheering, a part of our 

mind flashes the thought of them being 

promoters of Cadbury and thus 

Cadbury served its purpose of 

associating itself with the event 

without being the official sponsors. 

This stunt was performed in reality by 

Bavaria Beer, the second largest 

brewery in Netherlands when they had 

girls dressed in orange (the color 

associated with their brand name) 

singing and dancing during the live 

game at South Africa 2010 World Cup. 

They were obviously not the official 

sponsor of the event but they managed 

to get publicity.  

The literal meaning of ambush 

marketing would be a concealed 

manner of marketing or marketing 

from a position which would be 

unexpected or hidden. Cambridge 

defines ambush marketing as a 

situation in which a company tries to 

advertise its products in connection 

with a big public event, without paying 

any money and without being an 

official sponsor. The term was devised 

by Jay Conrad Levinson who had 
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explained all the tactics of guerrilla 

marketing. Guerrilla marketing is the 

use of unconventional tactics for 

advertisement to get maximum yields. 

However, there is one very amusing 

thing about ambush marketing and 

that is that it is indeed a very witty way 

of marketing. It is definitely an illegal 

practice of companies which is resisted 

by the event organizers and that there 

are laws to punish people who practice 

such activities but howsoever, finding 

evidence against such practices 

becomes a tough thing to do. In the 

upper case of Bavaria Beer, the girls 

were asked to leave the stadium but 

could not be prosecuted for the crime 

since the color orange also signifies 

Holland, the team playing on the field. 

It is thus considered to be a creative 

way and brands have serious 

brainstorming sessions for the same.  

The concept is present in all spheres of 

marketing but with the closure of Rio 

2016, it is pertinent to note the 

applicability of the concept in the 

game. Ambush marketing has been 

witnessed in games like Olympics and 

Paralympics since the olden times. The 

best of the examples from the earlier 

times was that of the 1984 Olympic 

Games in Los Angeles when FujiFilm 

were the official sponsors of the game. 

However, the commercial 

advertisement breaks and the athletes 

were all sponsored by the rival 

company Kodak which made it appear 

like they were the official sponsors of 

the event. Another very popular 

example is a brand named “Paddy 

Power” who had once landed a Danish 

Striker in trouble with a fine of 

100,000 Pounds of fine and one-match 

ban when he showed his underwear in 

European Championships of 2016. 

This was one daring act and it was 

followed by the billboard campaigning 

by the same company in the London 

2012 Games. It spoke of an egg and 

spoon race sponsored by Paddy Power 

in a small town named ‘London' in 

France. The Bill Board was taken down 

since it was not the official sponsor of 

the game and created confusion and 

deception in the minds of the viewers, 

audiences, and investors. 
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Source: The Guardian and The Print some 

Talking of Rio 2016, it is interesting to 

know that this year in Brazil, the 

Federal Authorities were legally bound 

to suppress activities promoting 

ambush marketing.   The Article 6 of  

The Olympic Act states that - 

"

Federal Authorities are responsible for controlling, overseeing and suppressing 

any unlawful acts which violate the rights of the trademarks used in connection 

with the Rio 2016 Games. For the purposes of this Act the trademarks of the 

related to the 2016 games are: 

I. all graphically distinctive signs, flags, mottos, emblems and anthems used by 

the International Olympic Committee - IOC; 

II. the names "Olympic Games", "Paralympic Games", "Rio 2016 Olympic 

Games", "Rio 2016 Paralympic Games", "XXXI Olympic Games", "Rio 2016", 

"Rio Olympics", "Rio 2016 Olympics", "Rio Paralympics", "Rio 2016 

Paralympics" and other abbreviations and variations and also those equally 

relevant which may be created for the same purposes, in any language, 

including those in connection with internet website domains; 

III. the name, emblem, flag, anthem, motto and trademarks and other symbols 

of the Rio 2016 Organizing Committee; and 
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IV. the mascots, trademarks, torches and other symbols in connection with the 

XXXI Olympic Games, Rio 2016 Olympic Games, and Rio 2016 Paralympic 

Games." 

The intellectual property of Rio 2016 

was inclusive of all its symbols, names, 

abbreviations, flag, motto and 

anything in connection with the event. 

The purpose of such an inclusive 

definition is that nothing which is 

linked to the event in a manner that 

creates confusion in the minds of the 

world and deceives the same shall be 

prohibited. Deception and confusion in 

the minds of the consumers are two 

important criteria for infringement of 

trademarks and the same can be 

applied here as well. Further, the Rio 

2016 fonts, music, images and other 

visual elements also have been 

protected under the copyright laws 

and any infringement of the same 

would be prosecuted as per the laws. 

There were restrictions on any form of 

advertisements in the airports and 

stadiums in the city so as to avoid the 

tactics used by marketers.  

Let us consider this example to 

understand the concept better. This 

packet of Wheaties raised doubts and 

confusion in the minds of the 

consumers as the very next packet of 

Kelloggs displayed the rings of the 

Olympics and had small engraved 

letters saying “OFFICIAL SPONSOR”. 

This is a clear case of ambush 

marketing where the intellectual 

property of the International Olympic 

Committee( IOC) has been infringed. 

The protection of the mark is majorly 

important because an event as huge as 

the Olympics requires billions of 

dollars in investment and any kind of 

failure to protect the interests of the 

official sponsors would harm the fate of 

the future event. Thus, the law here 

plays a very important role in not only 

keeping up with the name and fame of 

the game but also is also essential from 

the perspective of the financial 

decisions taken in the game or  to be 

taken in the future.  

Intellectual property is that intangible 

property which has occupied a major 

portion of the capital structure in this 

era and it has been a heated topic for 

discussing tax liabilities, exemptions, 

transferability and acquiring 

intellectual capital. Thus, when stunts 

like the above and many more are 
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planned, they affect the intellectual 

property of the brand of Rio Olympics 

and causes great loss in the event and 

future events to come. The moment 

when brands find it easier and cheaper 

to go via the door of ambush 

marketing, the value of the official 

sponsor declines and deteriorates. It 

creates a negative impact in the market 

which lasts for years and is turns out to 

be a bad investment.  

The Rio 2016 had a detailed set of 

rules explaining the regulations to be 

followed by the sponsors, athletes, and 

advertisements. Rule 40 of the 

International Olympic Commission. 

The rule established that any 

competitor, coach, trainer or official 

who participates in the Olympic Games 

shall not allow his person, name, 

picture or sports performances to be 

used for advertising purposes during 

the Olympic Games except as 

permitted by the IOC Executive Board. 

It was only under this Rule that the 

famous Michael Phelps was in the 

controversy over his advertisement for 

Louis Vuitton where he was at the risk 

of losing all his medals from the 

London 2012 Games. He was not 

prosecuted on the defense that the 

images were leaked and not authorized 

but we all know how it works in the 

world of big commercial brands and 

media. Rio 2016 witnesses one 

relaxation in the rules for the non-

official sponsors of the Rio 2016 which 

allowed them to advertise their 

campaigns with their athletes but 

aren’t allowed to link their 

advertisement to Olympics. That is 

precisely why we see no mention of 

words like “Olympics” , “Rio”, “Gold” 

or anything in the practice session of 

Michael Phelps by Under Armour but 

we do know what it is for! 

(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=

Xh9jAD1ofm4)  

The controversy here is the interest of 

the official sponsors and the athletes 

who contend that they don’t make 

much money out of the very hard work 

they put up and that doing 

advertisements and having big 

sponsors is like a support to them. 

However, the interests of the official 

sponsors are harmed in this trend 

since we did hear a lot of Under 

Armour this Rio 2016 and not of the 

official sponsors. However, in context 

to the above example, we see the 

applicability of rules when Michal does 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Xh9jAD1ofm4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Xh9jAD1ofm4
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wear the Nike logo in the ceremony 

because Nike was an official sponsor 

and the act clearly protected the 

interests of the official sponsor.  

Ambush marketing is being more and 

more common and is setting a trend 

with every new big event. There are 

laws being made and amended for the 

same but advertisers are getting all the 

more creative. There are international 

organizations making laws and there 

are countries trying to form stricter 

domestic legislations with fines and 

other kinds of penalties. However, 

when we still see that there is no 

substantial change in the trend of 

global marketers, we realize that there 

is a loophole which is being taken use 

of in an undue manner. The problem 

lies in the implementation and 

execution of the laws because evidence 

against such offenses is very difficult to 

be filed and rely upon. As it can be 

seen in the various cases like that of 

Under Armour, Bavaria Beer, Paddy 

Power and even Pringles when free 

Pringles were distributed outside the 

sports stadium, the offenders were not 

punished in the best of manners.   

The greatest victims to such stunt 

advertisements are the official 

sponsors and we cannot think of 

another Rio Olympics if there would be 

no official sponsor to fund the billion 

dollars event. The same trend can be 

seen in the other games of cricket and 

football in India and around the globe. 

Indian games also witness ambush 

marketing which is so perfectly 

concealed that it is harming the 

revenue and advertisement earnings of 

the official sponsors.  

Thus, it is time that the commercial 

brands, marketing and advertisement 

agencies and the entire fraternity of 

the same understands and values the 

importance of fair marketing and stops 

resorting to unfair means of 

marketing. It is true that not every 

brand can afford to be sponsors in big 

events but it is unjustified if the official 

sponsors who have invested huge 

amounts of money in the games are 

devoid of their rights. Keeping the 

spirit of sports in mind, the practice of 

ambush marketing should come to an 

end to support a fair play in the 

advertisement field in addition to a fair 

game.  
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#3 CAN BLACKWELL SUE? 

SHIVAM PATANJALI 

Image Courtesy:www.boxingnewsandviews.com 

On March 26th, 2016 a young man 

from Wiltshire was going to defend 

his Middleweight Title in front of a 

packed Wembley Arena. Nick 

Blackwell v Chris Eubank Jr. was 

being considered as one of the bigger 

fights of the year with the match 

having all the makings of a classic. 

Two boxers fighting in their prime 

were set to battle it out for the 

Lonsdale Championship. Blackwell 

started the match strongly and on the 

front foot as a result of which he won 

the initial rounds. As the fight 

progressed Eubank Jr. started 

landing his powerful uppercuts that 

lead to Blackwell getting hit with 

some powerful blows to the face. Just 

when it was getting hard to decide 

who would win the match, that the 

referee brought a halt to this match 

to have Blackwell examined by the 

ringside doctors. The doctors came to 

the conclusion that Blackwell with 

the hits he had taken to the face 

could not continue and Eubank Jr. 

was announced as the winner of the 

match. Right after the match was 
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brought to a halt Blackwell fell to the 

floor unexpectedly and had to be 

rushed to a hospital where it was 

found that as a result of these blows 

he had suffered, he had internal 

bleeding in his brain which led to 

him being put in a medically induced 

coma. 

 

Due to incidents like this, the sport of 

boxing has often been questioned 

whether a person who has suffered 

injuries in the match can sue his 

opponent for causing damage or not. 

In Blackwell's case, he can only sue 

the promoters for negligence, as the 

fight was not stopped earlier. Had the 

referee stopped the fight in the 

earlier when Blackwell was taking the 

punches to the face, the chances of 

him suffering the bleeding in the 

brain would have been less. If he 

does decide to go down that road, 

then he would have support in the 

form of Eubank Sr. who in his career 

had faced a similar situation with 

respect to his fight against Watson 

who did not have the same medical 

attention that Blackwell had as a 

result of which Watson’s boxing 

career came to an end. Eubank Sr. 

during the match told his son “"If the 

referee doesn't stop it, then I don't 

know what to tell you, but I will tell 

you this: If he doesn't stop it and you 

keep on beating him like this, one, he 

is getting hurt, two, if it goes to a 

decision, why hasn't the referee 

stopped the fight? I don't get why. 

 

"So maybe you shouldn't leave it to 

the referee. But you are not going to 

take him out to the face. You are 

going to take him out of the body. 

OK?" From his words and his 

experience as a boxer one can safely 

conclude that the situation could 

have been avoided in the first place. 

 

Before getting into the ring every 

boxer is very well aware of the risks 

associated with the sport and they do 

know that no matter what 

precautionary measures they take, 

some sort of injury will take place as 

a result of the fight. However, what 

can be controlled is the prevention of 

instances such as Blackwell’s by 
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better refereeing and better 

organizing skills by the promoters. 

Had the referee stopped the match 

earlier perhaps Blackwell would not 

have been in a coma. But would his 

actions be considered, as a negligent 

act is a question that has to be 

decided by a court of justice should 

Blackwell decide to sue the 

promoters? One has to keep in mind 

that even though Eubank Jr. had 

caused the injury to Blackwell, he 

cannot be sued for it as it was a fight, 

which was done with the consent of 

both parties and as strange as it may 

sound, Eubank Jr.’s intention was 

not to harm Blackwell. It was merely 

an accident, which shocked the world 

that could have been prevented by 

better refereeing.  



P a g e  | 24 

 

 
                                                                                                                                                                           

 

#4 TENNIS AFTER ROGER 

PRATIK BAKSHI 

Image Courtesy:skysports.com 
The early 2000s saw a young Swiss 

tennis player, who although talented, 

was rusty in his approach, with 

discipline miles away from him. Few 

would have guessed that this Swiss 

youngster would go on to become 

arguably the most celebrated and 

graceful player of the Open Era. What 

makes him legendary is his unique 

style of play – soothing and effortless 

to the eyes. This style of play, which 

resembles a painter in action, is 

something which has kept him away 

from injuries for most of his tennis 

career. But age spares none, and today 

everyone including, Roger himself, 

would agree on the fact that getting a 

championship, of late, has been 

difficult for him, because he is not 

getting any younger, and because of 

the opposition he has found in younger 

players, especially Serb counterpart, 

Novak Djokovic. 

His withdrawal from Rio Olympics 

sent a wave of shock to the tennis 

fraternity. Rio was probably the last 

Olympic in which Federer would have 

played and his fans wished a gold 

medal for him, which is the only laurel 
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missing, in his otherwise laurel-

studded career. In his announcement, 

he also stated that he would be missing 

the second half of the 2016 season as 

well, which means he will be trophy-

less for a whole calendar year, 

something neither Federer nor his fans 

are too accustomed of. While 

disheartening, he and his fans hope 

that he makes a strong – strong 

enough to clinch his 18th Major at 

Melbourne; and strong enough to 

maybe win a Calendar Grand Slam, 

something which he has not been able 

to get hold of so far. 

How much ever we hope that Federer 

keeps playing forever, it is just a 

matter of time till he hangs up his 

boots. The question is what happens to 

tennis after that? It will certainly 

survive, but will it have the same 

attraction as before? Many would say 

that a sport which has been continuing 

since centuries it not dependent on one 

person; however the answer is not so 

simple. The case of Federer is different 

– he is someone who has almost had 

the privilege of playing in front of a 

home crowd. The cheer for him has 

outnumbered the cheer for his 

opponent Andy Roddick or John Isner 

in the United States, and at times even 

the Australian crowd who are known to 

be anything but friendly to the 

opponents, have cheered more for him 

when he was up against Lleyton 

Hewitt. When Simona Halep, the 

current world number 5, was asked 

about her tennis watching habits, she 

said: "I don't watch players," ... "Only 

Federer." 

While Rafael Nadal and Novak 

Djokovic admitted to ‘miss' Roger 

Federer at the US Open 2016, Djokovic 

also added that: "But on the other 

hand, we have got to focus on the 

players that we have at the moment. So 

I think even without him, it's a very 

strong field. I'm sure it's going to be a 

good tournament." While the US Open 

certainly missed Federer in action, it 

found solace and joy in celebrating the 

comeback of Del Potro and celebrate a 

new champion, Stan Wawrinka, who is 

slowly marching to enter the ‘Top 4 of 

tennis' to make it ‘Top 5 of tennis'. 

Would the Federer fans stop following 

tennis after Federer? It's a difficult 

question to answer. I have been a 

Federer fan since I started watching 

tennis in 2003-04. It would surely be 

difficult to watch any tournament 
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without Federer. But, of late, I see a 

hidden Federer in Wawrinka. 

Wawrinka's single-handed backhand, 

though not as effortless, is close 

enough to seem like that of Federer. I 

find my Federer in Wawrinka , when 

the former is not in action. I think it is 

the same for others; while I see 

Federer in Wawrinka, others may find 

him in some other tennis player. 

Federer may retire from tennis, but his 

fans and perhaps the whole tennis 

fraternity, who have followed Federer 

closely, will find his presence in the 

court through other rising stars. 
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#5 SPORTS CULTURE IN NLU-D 

AND WOMEN PARTICIPATION IN 

SPORTS 

 

PRAGYA JHA 

                     

 

NLU-D has a vibrant sports culture, 

however the women participation 

might have increased over time but 

still remains unsatisfactory. The sports 

committee takes tremendous efforts to 

organize events that ensure 

participation of women and kudos to 

them. Considering that sports is an 
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area which is male dominated and not 

all women get to share an equal footing 

when it comes to sport, the campus 

culture ensures that we move towards 

achieving a status where we encourage 

more women to come forward and 

learn new sports. Last year, we 

organized an all women volley league 

and we were glad to see new people 

coming to learn the sports and then 

play the tournament. However, this 

plan couldn't be carried forward in 

relation to other sports.  

Having said all good things, lets focus 

on some other intricate details which 

might not be appealing to few fellow 

mates. So, even though all of us are in 

a process of learning and make 

mistakes by a passive sexist attitude 

and later realize that the said act was 

sexist and feel sorry and accept that 

the behavior was not proper, I truly 

appreciate the efforts. However there 

are a few times when the sexism is so 

engraved that we think it as a way of 

life and a deviation from it makes you 

uncomfortable. In one of the most 

famous incidents, on the eve of Zafir, 

2016( NLU-D sports fest) a alumni vs. 

current students volleyball match was 

organized. A bunch of alumni weren't 

ready to play against the NLU-D team 

because there were 3 women who were 

playing against them including me. 

They believed that during the match 

 they won't be able to bring out their 

inherent abilities(smash skills) as it 

might hurt a woman playing for the 

opposite team.  I was deeply offended 

by the remarks that were made by my 

seniors and was not interested in 

playing a match against them but there 

are things that we do for our own self 

and this was one such situation. My 

friend and I though disheartened 

decided to continue and today I am 

glad that we did not drop out because 

of how someone else feels about us, 

rather we decided to  stick to what 

interests us, here the interest being 

volleyball. The attitude of NLU-D 

alumni was discouraged strongly by 

the OC for Zafir. There were women in 

the OC who too were quite offended by 

this attitude and supported us 

throughout the match.  

 

At Zafir, 2016 we were met with a very 

awkward sexist situation where a 

coach for a team decided not to speak 

to a female member of the OC in 

charge for sports for a particular round 

and demanded that he wants to talk to 

a male member of the OC who can 
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understand things. We were the hosts 

and we were supposed to be polite, 

however we say no to sexism, so the 

woman who was subjected to sexism 

took a strong stand against such sexist 

attitude and handled the situation 

brilliantly, of course there was full 

support which she got from the OC but 

on field it was she who had to do the 

task of explaining the obvious to a 

man. The reason for mentioning this 

incident is that the college had the 

biggest contingent for about 110 

students and there were many women 

who participated for the NLU-D fest 

yet the coach didn't take pride in this 

very fact and at the outset rejected 

someone's competence based on their 

gender.  

 

Further, there are things which happen 

day to day on sports field like if 

someone new joins in (mostly females) 

and there is a match that is supposed 

to happen, there would be people 

trying to take each shot that is directed 

towards her. Unconsciously, 

sometimes even I do that and I realize 

how competitive we get and that 

defeats the entire purpose of 

encouraging more women to come 

play as they might feel excluded. I am 

working on myself there and I admit 

that I am still learning and there is no 

end to it.  

 

For the inter college sports fest, there 

are only few women who go for all the 

sports which means that only few of 

them actively participate in the area of 

sports and in the longer run it is quite 

problematic. The crisis that we are 

going to face is that once these bunch 

of people who play all sports graduate 

there won't be enough women who 

would be willing to play or feel 

confident about starting a new sports 

trend altogether and we might land up 

in a situation where we would have no 

female sports representation to other 

colleges. There is no concrete plan 

which I or few others have at this point 

of time to deal with such situation and 

hopefully before we graduate we will 

be clear on few agendas which ensure 

that there are more women 

participating and enjoying sports. 

 

 We hope to ensure that our culture of 

"say no to sexism" is maintained in the 

campus and the agenda with which we 

started remains intact. 
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#6 THE LEGAL BATTLE OF BCCI – 

AN UNTOLD STORY 

SHREYANS RITOLIA 

 

Image Courtesy:indianexpress.com
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It was shocking for the whole nation 

when the stories of match fixing 

started flashing in the Indian news 

channel headlines. India is a country 

where people get into conflict in the 

name of religion, language and cricket.  

It won’t be a misleading statement for 

the readers that there is the one more 

religion that breaks in this land of 

Mahatma Gandhi, and that is cricket. 

However, the fate of this country is 

very dreadful; the greed of some 

people made this religion of cricket 

dirty and gambled to an extent that 

made many cricket lovers suspicious 

about what goes on in the name of this 

game. 

It was the good fortune of the nation 

that matter was taken up by the apex 

court in the case of Board of Control 

for Cricket in India and Ors v. 

Cricket Association of Bihar and 

Ors. SC 2015 and was observed by 

the Honourable Chief Justice of India 

that “Allegations of sporting frauds 

like match fixing and betting have for 

the past few years cast a cloud over the 

working of the Board of Cricket 

Control in India (BCCI). Cricket being 

more than just a sport for millions in 

this part of the world, accusations of 

malpractices and conflict of interests 

against those who not only hold 

positions of influence in the BCCI but 

also own franchises and teams 

competing in the IPL format have left 

many a cricketing enthusiasts and 

followers of the game worried and 

deeply suspicious about what goes on 

in the name of the game. There is no 

denying the fact that lower the 

threshold of tolerance for any wrong 

doing higher is the expectation of the 

people, from the system. And cricket 

being not only a passion but a great 

unifying force in this country, a zero 

tolerance approach towards any wrong 

doing alone can satisfy the cry for 

cleansing.”  

In the abovementioned case the 

Apex court after seeing the situation, 

degrading the status of the game 

cricket and to save the interest of the 

people in the game stated that the 

issues that would fall for 

determination would be whether the 

court  should impose a suitable 

punishment themselves or leave it to 

the BCCI to do the needful. Having 

given anxious consideration to that 

aspect the apex court observed that 

neither of these two courses would 
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be appropriate because it is 

improper to clutch at the jurisdiction 

of BCCI to impose a suitable 

punishment. At the same time, we 

do not think that in a matter like this 

the award of a suitable punishment 

to those liable for such punishment 

can be left to the BCCI. The 

trajectory of the litigation, and the 

important issues it has raised as also 

the profile of the individuals who 

have been indicted, would, demand 

that the award of punishment for 

misconduct is left to an independent 

committee to exercise that power for 

and on the behalf of BCCI. This 

would not only remove any 

apprehension of biases and/or 

influence one way or the other but 

also make the entire process 

objective and transparent especially 

when it is proposed to constitute a 

committee comprising outstanding 

judicial minds of impeccable 

honesty. The Court further observed 

that the proposed Committee can 

also, to examine and make suitable 

recommendations on the following 

aspects: 

(i) Amendments considered 

necessary to the memorandum of 

association of the BCCI and the 

prevalent rules and Regulations for 

streamlining the conduct of elections 

to different posts/officers in the 

BCCI including conditions of 

eligibility and disqualifications, if 

any, for candidates wanting to 

contest the election for such posts 

including the office of the president 

of the BCCI. 

(ii) Amendments to the 

memorandum of association, and 

rules and Regulation considered 

necessary to provide a mechanism 

for resolving conflict of interest 

should such a conflict arise despite 

Rule 6.2.4 prohibiting creation or 

holding of any commercial interest 

by the administrators, with 

particular reference to persons, who 

by virtue of their proficiency in the 

game of Cricket, were to necessarily 

play some role as Coaches, 

Managers, Commentators etc. 

(iii) Amendment, if any, to the 

Memorandum of Association and 

the Rules and Regulations of BCCI to 

carry out the recommendations of 

the Probe Committee headed by 

Justice Mudgal, subject to such 
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recommendations being found 

acceptable by the newly appointed 

Committee. 

(iv) Any other recommendation with 

or without suitable amendment of 

the relevant Rules and Regulations, 

which the Committee may consider 

necessary to make with a view to 

preventing sporting frauds, conflict 

of interests, streamlining the 

working of BCCI to make it more 

responsive to the expectations of the 

public at large and to bring 

transparency in practices and 

procedures followed by BCCI. 

As the result the Apex court ordered 

: 

 (I) Amendment to Rule 6.2.4 

whereby the words 'excluding events 

like IPL or Champions League 

Twenty 20', were added to the said 

rule is hereby declared void and 

ineffective. The judgment and order 

of the High Court of Bombay in PIL 

No. 107 of 2013 is resultantly set 

aside and the said writ petition 

allowed to the extent indicated 

above. 

(II) The quantum of punishment to 

be imposed on Mr. Gurunath 

Meiyappan and Mr. Raj Kundra as 

also their respective 

franchisees/teams/owners of the 

teams shall be determined by a 

Committee comprising the 

following: 

i) Hon'ble Mr. Justice R.M. Lodha, 

former Chief Justice of India-

Chairman. 

ii) Hon'ble Mr. Justice Ashok Bhan, 

former Judge, Supreme Court of 

India-Member. 

iii) Hon'ble Mr. Justice R.V. 

Raveendran, former Judge, Supreme 

Court of India-Member. 

The Committee shall, before taking a 

final view on the quantum of 

punishment to be awarded, issue 

notice to all those likely to be 

affected and provide to them a 

hearing in the matter. The order 

passed by the Committee shall be 

final and binding upon BCCI and the 

parties concerned subject to the 

right of the aggrieved party seeking 

redress in appropriate judicial 

proceedings in accordance with law. 
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(III) The three-member Committee 

constituted in terms of Para (II) 

above, shall also examine the role of 

Mr. Sundar Raman with or without 

further investigation, into his 

activities, and if found guilty, impose 

a suitable punishment upon him on 

behalf of BCCI. 

Investigating team constituted by 

this Court under Shri B.B. Mishra 

shall for that purpose be available to 

the newly constituted Committee to 

carry out all such investigations as 

may be considered necessary, with 

all such powers as were vested in it 

in terms of our order dated 16th May, 

2014. 

(IV) The three-member Committee 

is also requested to examine and 

make suitable recommendations to 

the BCCI for such reforms in its 

practices and procedures and such 

amendments in the Memorandum of 

Association, Rules and Regulations 

as may be considered necessary and 

proper on matters set out by us in 

Para number 109 of this order. 

(V) The constitution of the 

Committee or its deliberations shall 

not affect the ensuing elections 

which the BCCI shall hold within six 

weeks from the date of this order in 

accordance with the prevalent rules 

and Regulations subject to the 

condition that no one who has any 

commercial interest in the BCCI 

events (including Mr. N. Srinivasan) 

shall be eligible for contesting the 

elections for any post whatsoever. 

We make it clear that the 

disqualification for contesting 

elections applicable to those who are 

holding any commercial interest in 

BCCI events shall hold good and 

continue till such time the person 

concerned holds such commercial 

interest or till the Committee 

considers and awards suitable 

punishment to those liable for the 

same; whichever is later. 

(VI) The Committee shall be free to 

fix their fees which shall be paid by 

the BCCI who shall, in addition, bear 

all incidental expenses such as 

travel, hotel, transport and 

secretarial services, necessary for the 

Committee to conclude its 

proceedings. The fees will be paid by 

the BCCI to the members at such 

intervals and in such manner as the 

Committee may decide. The venue of 
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the proceedings shall be at the 

discretion of the Committee. 

From the above judgment we can 

easily conclude that the apex court was 

trying to save the integrity of this 

Sport. Lots of emotions and 

sentiments are associated with the 

abovementioned sport as in India it is 

not only be enjoyed as a Sport but 

people of this nation observe this sport 

as a religion and moreover it unites the 

whole country and to save the unity of 

this nation the Apex court without 

being bias appointed a Committee 

headed by Justice Lodha. 

On 18th July 2015 the Apex court 

accepted the recommendation of the 

Lodha Committee and Justice T.S 

Thakur in his strictly opinion have 

observed that: "Change" it is famously 

said is all that is constant in the world. 

And yet the world hates change, no 

matter, it is only change that has 

brought progress for mankind. 

Statesmen, Scholars and Scientists 

have spoken for change and eulogised 

its significance. For instance Charles 

Darwin has spoken of 'change' in the 

context of his theory of evolution and 

declared "It is not the strongest of the 

species that survive, not the most 

intelligent, but the one most 

responsive to change." Benjamin 

Franklin, put it more pithily when he 

said "When you're finished changing, 

you're finished". Albert Einstein spoke 

of change when he said "The world as 

we have created is a process of our 

thinking. It cannot be changed without 

changing our thinking." The truth is 

that resistance to change stems partly 

from people getting used to status quo 

and partly because any change is 

perceived to affect their vested interest 

in terms of loss of ego, status, power or 

resources. This is true particularly 

when the suggested change is 

structural or organizational which 

involves some threat, real or perceived, 

of personal loss to those involved. No 

wonder, therefore, that the portents of 

change which the recommendations 

made by the Committee appointed by 

this Court symbolizes are encountering 

stiff resistance from several quarters 

interested in continuance of the status 

quo. The fact that the 

recommendations for change come 

from a body whose objectivity, 

fairness, sense of justice, equity and 

understanding of the problems that are 

crying for a solution are beyond any 

doubt or suspicion has made little or 
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no difference to those opposing the 

recommendation.  

The Lodha committee interaction from 

various quarters and based on the 

interactions identified the problems in 

the governance of the BCCI, and upon 

depth appraisal of the material and the 

interactive session held by the 

Committee came to the conclusion that 

The administration of the BCCI has 

been affected with many virus as a 

result of that the corruption has been 

prevailing in the BCCI. In the prima 

facie, the committee observed that the 

many higher functionaries in the 

centre and state governments, some of 

which had remained in charge of the 

administration for several years and 

has affected the working of the BCCI. 

It also came to the conclusion that 

many officials of the State 

Associations were holding power 

without any accountability and 

transparency by converting the 

Associations into personal fiefdoms. 

It found inequities writ large at the 

high table with some States over-

represented in votes, tournament 

participation and central funding 

while others were made to wait 

endlessly in the wings for indefinite 

period until favoured. The 

Committee found that policies had 

been formulated and altered to suit 

the needs of a few powerful 

individuals and that coteries had 

been formed around them which had 

polarized and compromised 

independent leadership. The 

Committee regretfully found that 

those who had no such agendas had 

remained quiet, their silence 

emboldening further malfeasance. It 

found that cricket players, who are 

sport's biggest drivers, had also not 

been spared from the apathy of the 

BCCI as they were treated less like 

assets and more like employees and 

subordinates of those governing the 

game.  

The Committee found that the 

Indian Premier League (IPL) which 

was a remunerative and glamorized 

component in India had unsavoury 

interference at the highest echelons 

of cricket and the overlapping and 

conflicting interests were not only 

condoned, but those in the 

management of the Board had made 

ex-post facto amendments to 

facilitate the same. Having said that 

the Committee did not hesitate to 

recognise the hard work of the 
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BCCI staff members and match 

officials who had ensured that 

hundreds of matches are organized 

annually at all levels and that 

updates are provided to keep the 

BCCI fully informed. Charity 

matches for national causes and 

humanitarian assistance is another 

area in which BCCI has been 

applauded by the Committee while 

stating that the Committee has 

consciously ensured that no 

measures are recommended that 

would limit or interfere with the 

good work being done on behalf of 

the BCCI.  The report submitted by 

the Committee further indicates that 

while the Committee was still in the 

process of hearing the concerned, 

the newly elected President of the 

BCCI  had even without waiting for 

the Committee's report adopted and 

projected the Committee's views as 

his roadmap for improving the 

functioning of the BCCI .Some of 

those measures like uploading of the 

Constitution and Bye Laws on the 

BCCI  website, creating a policy for 

avoidance of Conflict of interest and 

appointment of Ombudsman had 

also been taken. The Committee, 

however, found that although these 

steps were in the right direction, the 

same were neither comprehensive 

nor substantive. The need of the 

hour observed the Committee was 

not of making cosmetic changes but 

those that are fundamental for 

laying proper foundations on which 

the BCCI could function in a 

professional and transparent 

manner bringing cricket back to its 

pristine form and restoring the 

confidence of the cricketers and 

lovers of the game alike. The 

Committee said: 

At a time when the nation's 

highest court has been 

compelled to find that the 

game has fallen into disrepute, 

only extraordinary steps will 

bring it back from this chasm. 

We are conscious that some of 

our proposals may evoke 

varied responses, but the 

collective conscience of this 

Committee is clear that tough 

measures are called for to 

restore Indian cricket to its 

pinnacle of glory. Individual 

interest will have to be 

sacrificed for the sake of the 

institution, and no exigency of 

convenience or convention 
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shall stand in the way of a 

whole scale structural 

overhaul. The current 

governance structure of the 

BCCI and its Member 

Associations is far from 

satisfactory and it needs to be 

suitably restructured. Strict 

terms and tenures have to be 

imposed on administrators, 

oversight and audit of member 

associations need to be carried 

out, professional management 

deserves to be introduced in 

the administration of the 

game, all States require an 

equal say in the affairs of the, 

BCCI  financial prudence has 

to be exercised, independent 

views in Governance are 

imperative and cricketers have 

to be protected and given a free 

hand in cricketing affairs. 

There also ought to be an 

Ombudsman, an Ethics Officer 

and an Electoral Officer who 

can provide institutional 

resolution while principles of 

transparency and conflict of 

interest need to be infused 

without further delay. 

 

The BCCI apparently wanted a legal 

luminary who could help it understand 

the implications and also put forward 

its viewpoint in legal language to the 

esteemed panel. Post the Supreme 

Court verdict, Lodha Committee 

reforms have been made binding and 

the committee is expected to help 

BCCI in implementing the reforms in 

the next six months. As a last resort 

BCCI surprisingly appointed former 

Supreme Court Judge Mr. Justice 

Markendey Katju as the head of the 

panel. 

Justice Katju in his report have stated  

that the recommendations of the 

Lodha committee was illegal and have 

disregarded the recommendations  of 

the committee. According to justice 

Katju  “the judgment of the Supreme 

Court in BCCI vs. Cricket Association 

of Bihar ( supra ), and the order dated 

18.7.2016 are judgment and order per 

incuriam, as the apex court have 

overlooked several earlier decisions of 

larger and coordinate benches of the 

Supreme Court which were binding on 

it.   

The apex court ordered the BCCI to 

implement the recommendations of 

the Lodha committee within 6 months 



P a g e  | 40 

 

 
                                                                                                                                                                           

 

but Justice Katju have stated this order 

is legislative in nature, and could not 

have been validly be passed by the 

Court, as it has been held in several 

decisions of the Supreme Court that 

there is broad separation of powers in 

the Constitution, and it is not for one 

organ of the state to encroach into the 

domain of another. Justice katju in his 

report have stated that the Supreme 

Court  should have forwarded the 

Lodha Committee recommendations 

to Parliament with their own 

recommendation that the Lodha 

Committee recommendations be 

enacted as law by Parliament, but to 

direct itself that the recommendations 

be implemented is clearly a legislative 

act not within the Court's domain. 

Further Justice Katju relied upon the 

precedent set by the apex court in the 

case of Divisional Manager, Aravalli 

Golf Course vs. Chander Haas (2008) 1 

SCC 683, where it was held that  

"Judges must know their limits and 

must not try to run the Government. 

They must have modesty and humility, 

and not behave like Emperors. There is 

broad separation of powers under the 

Constitution and each organ of the 

State, the legislature, the executive and 

the judiciary must have respect for the 

others and must not encroach into 

each other’s domain." 

Further Justice Katju have quashed 

the some of the recommendation by  

the Lodha Committee in its report and 

have stated that the BCCI is a society 

registered under the Tamil Nadu 

Societies Registration Act, 1975. 

Neither the said Act nor rules framed 

therein mandate that the BCCI shall 

have to carry out the above 

recommendations. In fact it is for the 

BCCI itself, or the State Legislature or 

Parliament to impose such restrictions 

on the functioning of an autonomous 

private society. If the Courts are 

allowed to impose such an age cap, 

then why cannot the Supreme Court 

say that all Ministers and Members of 

Parliament shall cease to hold office on 

attaining the age of 70? This would be 

usurpation by the judiciary of a 

function of Parliament.   

The retired judge have further quashed 

line by line the Lodha committee 

report with his reasonable 

intelligentsia  and observed  “by 

reading of the above and other 

recommendations show that the Lodha 

Committee has run amuck in the 
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missionary zeal of a Crusader brushing 

aside all laws and rules to fulfil its holy 

aim and obtaining the Holy Grail.” 

Lodha Committee in their report have 

drafted Memorandum and Articles of 

Association which is expected to be 

forcibly adopted by the BCCI. This 

draft requires the BCCI to get itself 

deregistered as a Society under the 

Tamil Nadu Societies Registration Act, 

1975 and re-register itself as a society 

under the Societies Registration Act, 

1860 Act XXI of 1860. (See Article 1(A) 

(e). This too has been accepted by the 

Supreme Court as part of the report so 

According to Justice Katju this could 

never have been validly done and is 

completely illegal.  Further in his 

report to state that the draft is illegal 

Retired Judge of the apex court tried to 

prove his view and observed that  In 

the above context it has to be stated 

that the State Cricket Associations are 

societies registered under their 

respective Societies Registration Act or  

Companies Act or Charitable Trusts 

Acts of different States, or law as 

enacted by Parliament e.g. Indian 

Trust Act, Indian Companies Act. Each 

of these legal entities have different 

rules and regulations governing them 

in all aspects. To direct by a judicial 

order that these associations of citizens 

must have uniformity in constitution 

or governance is violative of the State 

Acts and Rules of State associations. It 

may be noted that this direction of the 

Supreme Court impinges on the 

jurisdiction and powers of individual 

State Legislatures granted under the 

Constitution. In this regard it may be 

noted that List II entry 32 and 33 of 

the 7th Schedule of the Constitution 

reads as under: “32. Incorporation, 

regulation and winding up of 

corporations, other than those 

specified in List I, and universities; 

unincorporated trading, literary, 

scientific, religious and other societies 

and associations; co-operative 

societies. 33. Theatres and dramatic 

performances; cinemas subject to the 

provisions of entry 60 of List I; sports, 

entertainments and amusements.”   

According to Justice Katju  ‘The Lodha 

Committee has clearly gone overboard 

in its missionary zeal, in seeking to 

provide a panacea for all ills affecting 

the cricket world, forgetting its 

limitation.  The Lodha Committee has 

made a new constitution of BCCI from 

definition to dissolution and directed 
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State Associations to follow the same.” 

This again is clearly illegal.   

CONCLUSION 

It is to be noted that Justice Katju as 

far as in his legal intelligence has given 

his best opinion to the BCCI and now 

the decision is up to the cricket board 

whether to file a review petition or to 

consider the order of the Supreme 

Court and make the necessary changes 

in its administration, and in various 

part as suggested by the Apex court.  

Further it was witnessed that the 

Former Judge Like Alexander the 

Great cutting the Gordian Knot in its 

uninhibited and unbridled frenzy, the 

former judge has casted aside all the 

respect of the apex court, is conducting 

a witch hunt desiring to seek 

popularity and play to the galleries like 

a Knight in shining armour and 

blazing sword battling demons and 

monsters to win public acclaim. 

Unfortunately, he failed as the BCCI 

have decided to accept the 

recommendations of the Lodha 

Committee and decided not to take the 

path as shown by the Mr. Justice 

Katju.  
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 # 7 EVENTS THIS MONTH 

CHANAKYA KABADDI LAEAGUE 2016 

Chanakya Kabaddi Association organised chanakya kabaddi league 2016. It was the 

second season of the tournament. The tournament  was  organised from 1st to 10th 

september 2016. The chief guest for the opening ceremony of the tournament was 

Dr. Ajay Kumar, Faculty of law at Chanakya National Law University . Seven  boys  

team ( two from 1st year , two  from 2nd year , and one from  each  3rd, 4th and 5th year 

)   and  five girls team ( one from each 1st, 2nd,3rd,4th and 5th year ) participated . This 

is the biggest tournament   of the Chanakya National Law university as  a total of 150 

students from all the five years participated  in this tournament. 

The final  amongst the boys was played  between  Spartans (5th year boys team ) and 

Dhobi Pachad ( 4th year boys team ) in which  Spartans  took  home the trophy of 

winners . 

Amongst girls, the final match was played between Katappa ( 3rd year girls team) and 

Dabang Divas ( 1st year girls team ) in which katappa won . 

The other  achievers of the tournaments were as follows : 

 

Best raider of tournament: Simran  

Player of the tournament: Simran 

Best defender of the tournament: Ananya   

Best raider of the tournament: Shiven Gupta  

Best defender of the tournament: Kumar Saurabh  

Player of the tournament: Kumar Saurabh 
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The guest of honour of the final matches were Dr. Ajay kumar and Dr. Shaiwal 

Satyarthi , Faculty of law at Chanakya National Law University. 

The Chief guest of the closing ceremony and prize distribution ceremony was Dr. A. 

Lakshminath , Vice Chancellor of Chanakya National Law University. 

 

PICTURE CREDITS – KUMAR MANGALAM 
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YWC FASHION LAUNCH, MUMBAI 

PICTURE CREDITS – SHASHI SHEKHAR 

KASHYAP 

YWC Fashion’ the fashion line of Yuvraj Singh was launched by many famous cricketers and 

Bollywood actors. Celebrities like Rohit Sharma, Ishant Sharma, Farah Khan, Farhan Akhtar, 

Arjun Rampal, Deepika Padukone, Amitabh Bachchan and few others were there.The 

inspirational star has vowed that he will direct all the earnings from his clothing line to his 

NGO YouWeCan. His brand has casuals and also a premium high range fashion line which is 

named Gold Collection. Designers Nikhil and Shantanu have teamed up with Yuvraj on the 

fashion line. Find here the photographs taken by Shashi Shekhar Kashyap at the brand launch 

event! 
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#8 INTERVIEW WITH THE 

AUTHORS OF THE BOOK “Women 

and Sport in India and the World: 

Examining the History and 

Suggesting Policy Reforms” 

Do you know of female cricketers outperforming male counterparts while playing 

each other? Or about female car-racers who compete with men and win? Ever 

wondered what challenges female sportspersons face and have faced historically? 

What steps have been taken to promote gender equality in sport? And what more 

needs to be done? Here's a book that deals with these questions.   

Co-authored by three lawyers/law students, namely KARMANYE THADANI, 

DEVADITYA CHAKRAVARTI and SHWETA SHARMA, and with a foreword by 

eminent Indian sports law luminary JUSTICE MUKUL MUDGAL, this is a short and 

inexpensive book dealing with gender discrimination in the field of sport and the 

challenges female sportspersons have to and historically have had to face, also 

mentioning public policy solutions from a socio-legal point of view. For those not 

interested in legal dimensions, the preface mentions the chapters such people can 

skip, and the book would certainly make an interesting read for such people too. 

While the book focuses on India, it takes a much larger global worldview in terms of 

examples and would be of interest to readers across the globe. 

The ebook titled “Women and Sport in India and the World: Examining the History 

and Suggesting Policy Reforms” is available at 

https://www.smashwords.com/books/view/364137 
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Hailing from Kolkata and currently residing in New Delhi, Devaditya 

Chakravarti is a currently working in Impact Law, having earlier worked 

at Lakshmikumaran and Sridharan and at Phoenix Legal. He secured his 

BA, LLB (Hons.) degree from Gujarat National Law University (GNLU), 

Ahmedabad, in 2014. He has co-authored the books 'Internal Security in 

South Asia' and 'The Legal Regime of Passage Rights through International 

Straits', other than the one in discussion here. He has been a district level 

cricketer and district level swimmer, and has a keen interest in history, 

theology and politics, and a passion for Hollywood and Indian cinema 

(cutting across linguistic barriers). He has also contributed articles to the 

newspaper Daily News and Analysis (DNA) as well as several reputed legal 

journals like JIPR (in which he co-authored an article with Karmanye), 

Taxmann and the International Journal of Law and Policy, and he has 

several paper presentations to his credit too.  

 

Hailing from Jodhpur and currently residing in New Delhi, Shweta 
Sharma pursued the five-year integrated BCom, LLB (Hons.) at course 
GNLU in 2009, besides having completed a mediation training 
programme. She has worked in leading corporate law firms in India like 
Amarchand Mangaldas. She is currently pursuing her judicial clerkship 
with Justice Rajiv Sahai at the Delhi High Court. She has been a district 
level squash player, state level basketball player and amateur 
mountaineer. An article co-authored by her on the legal aspects of energy 
security can be accessed here. She also presented a paper in a seminar on 
child rights at Jodhpur organized by the University Grants Commission 
(UGC) of India.  

 

 

Hailing from and residing in New Delhi, Karmanye Thadani finished his 
five-year integrated BA, LLB (Hons.) course from Gujarat National Law 
University (GNLU), Koba (near Ahmedabad), India, in 2012. He was a part 
of his college table-tennis team. Subsequently, worked as a research 
associate at the Centre for Civil Society (CCS) based in New Delhi, which 
happens to be one of India’s leading public policy think-tanks. Currently, he 
is working on a book he is co-authoring on Sino-Indian relations and he was 
also involved in making a television serial on the life of the great Indian 
nationalist leader Maulana Azad. He has pursued a summer course on 
international human rights law at Oxford University and another one on 
qualitative research methodology at LSE. He has several publications in 
journals (including the prestigious international journal Environmental 
Policy and Law, abbreviated as EPL, and the India-based Journal of 
Intellectual Property Rights, abbreviated as JIPR) and paper presentations 
(including in prestigious conferences, both national and international) to 
his credit. He has areas of interest varying from theology to public policy to 
human rights to international relations. He is the Associate Political Editor 
of an online portal, Khurpi, and is also a blogger with the Times of India. 

 

 

http://brus.in/publications/autre/energysecurity.pdf
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Here is our interview with the authors! 

1. When did you people come up with the idea of writing a book on 

“Women and Sport in India and the World” and why did you choose this 

topic? 

 

Devaditya Chakravarti: 

 

When we were in law school. We wanted to participate as a team in the intra-rounds 

for the Philip Jessup Moot Court Competition, but were barred from doing so owing 

to some technicalities; so, we decided to team up to write a book instead! It was 

indeed a very interesting exercise and thought-provoking at more levels than we had 

imagined. The topic was Shweta’s idea. So, over to her!  

 

Shweta Sharma: 

 

Being a girl and having been a district level squash player, state level basketball 

player and amateur mountaineer, I wasn’t alien to the issues that a women faces in 

the sports arena and thought this would be an interesting topic. I also knew that 

Devaditya had been a district level cricketer and a district level swimmer, and 

Karmanye a TT player; so, they were not entirely strangers to the field of sports; so, it 

made sense that way too. 

 

2. What aspects related to Women and Sports have been covered in 

the book? 

 

Karmanye Thadani: 

 

This is a very broad question, but all I can say is that the book discussing women’s 

sports traverses from elite localities in Delhi, Mumbai and Bangalore to places like 

Ladakh to regions infested by Muslim extremism like Malda in West Bengal to zones 
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of armed conflict like Kashmir, Nagaland, Manipur and the jungles of central India to 

Indian advertisements, movies and television serials. The book even examines this 

issue elsewhere in the world, like in the West and the Islamic world, often digging 

into history and looking at the challenges women interested in sport have often 

faced, which Shweta may want to touch upon.  

 

Shweta Sharma: 

 

Yes. The book has also discussed how sporty girls do not necessarily lack what may 

be controversially described as feminine grace or beauty, and how the notion of 

women’s supposed inferiority in terms of physical strength, physical endurance and 

courage has been a reason for their subjugation. 

 

 

There are also myths about reproductive health that the book discusses. Many 

believe rather wrongly that sports adversely affect a woman’s pregnancy, though 

there is no evidence to support this unsubstantiated claim. 

Then, there are issues pertaining to socio-religious restraints with respect to 

women’s clothing, which the book delves into. 

Our research also involved some field-work based on handing out actual 

questionnaires to girls.  

Devaditya mentioned earlier that working on this book was thought-provoking at 

many levels. I can attest to this fact. I, for the first time, got thinking about why a 

sport like cricket or football is seen as an exclusively male domain while a sport like 

basketball isn’t. No easy answers. I wasn’t even aware of how the fear of tanning 

leads many parents to discourage their fair-skinned daughters from playing! On 

policy recommendations, I remember the three  

of us having heated discussions and debates! 
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Anyway, coming back to your question, since we are lawyers, the book also enters the 

legislative and executive domains, and that it has been endorsed by way of the 

foreword by a sports law luminary like Justice Mukul Mudgal whose contribution 

towards transparency in cricket has been universally lauded and who had served as 

the Chief Justice of the Punjab and Haryana High Court and had been a member of 

the Court of Arbitration for Sport, an international body, is a matter of great 

satisfaction for us, and for which we are extremely grateful to Justice Mudgal. 

 

 

Karmanye Thadani: 

 

Absolutely. We are also glad that Gisela Hausmann, an Austrian-American author in 

her own right, has offered much praise for our book in her review. 

 

Let me also take this opportunity to thank Ms. Sakina Akhter, a female cricket coach 

from Kashmir, for her insights and Mr. Devender Dhyani and our friends Akash 

Arora and Suvankur Sukul for their assistance in writing this book. 

We would also like to thank the staff of the reputed website ESPN Cricinfo for 

allowing us to reproduce content from two articles published on their website (we 

would especially like to thank Mr. Partha Banerjee for getting back to us on this so 

very quickly), as also Mr. Zafar Abbas, editor of the leading Pakistani newspaper 

Dawn for allowing us to reproduce an article from his esteemed newspaper, without 

giving it a second thought, as also his secretary, Mr. Abdul Lateef, for having been so 

very cooperative. 

Our gratitude is also due to our peers, especially Ashwin Madhavan, Shubhang 

Setlur, Varun Chablani, Toms Kurian, Anindo Vyas, Charumati Haran, Kanchana 

Ramanujam, Saira Syed and Arshie Qureshi, for their constant encouragement and 

support. We are also very grateful to Mr. Susheel Cyriac as well as the library and 

computer laboratory staff of GNLU. 
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Last but not the least, our heartfelt gratitude is due to all those who filled up the 

questionnaires handed out by us for our non-doctrinal research, without which this 

study would have indeed lacked a very interesting and significant dimension. 

 

3. Can this be regarded as an academic reading for law students? 

What is the targeted audience of this book? 

 

Shweta Sharma: 

Well, yes, it should hopefully make an interesting read for lawyers, law students and 

law aspirants, and we have tried to make it as lucid and interesting, and as less 

textbook-ish as possible. It could be of particular interest to sporty female lawyers, 

law students and law aspirants and other female and male lawyers, law students and 

law aspirants generally interested in sports, gender issues or both. It can even be 

useful for projects and dissertations of law students in subjects like human rights, 

constitutional law and other socio-legal subjects. 

 

Devaditya Chakravarti:  

 

True. But I would also like to highlight that the target audience of the book is 

certainly not restricted to those associated academically or professionally with law, 

and the scope of the book goes way beyond the ambit of law to discuss the issue in a 

wider social context, even mentioning the chapters those not interested in legal 

dimensions can skip altogether. The target audience is just about anyone with an 

interest in sports, gender issues or even reading non-fiction in general. 

 

Shweta Sharma: 

 

The book can serve as a source of inspiration for all girls and women. 
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4. “Women in professional sports are often not taken as 

professionals in the true sense of the term in our oriental societies” (an 

excerpt from the book) 

 

What is the role of the society in shaping the career of women involved in 

professional sports? 

 

Devaditya Chakravarti:  

Justice Mukul Mudgal has stated in his book ‘Law & Sports in India: Developments, 

Issues and Challenges’– “In India, sports are not considered as a source of earning 

for women.” This was shown in the Bollywood movie Chak de India and a true-life 

example from a culturally similar country can be the captain of the Pakistani 

women’s cricket team having quit her game after her marriage on the instance of her 

husband. Justice Mukul Mudgal has pointed out – “Even in the mindset of those who 

are liberal as compared to those whose who oppose or overlook women's 

participation is such, that for them it is difficult to believe that Indian women can 

compete at the international level.” This relates to looking down upon Indian women 

in particular by Indian men themselves and has again been demonstrated beautifully 

in the movie Chak de India, with condescending remarks being made about the 

Bhartiya nari (Indian woman). That movie also aptly demonstrated official apathy to 

women’s sports, and indeed, a true-life example of this in the sphere of women’s 

hockey, the very same sport portrayed in the film, happens to be no official from the 

Indian Hockey Federation turning up to congratulate the women’s hockey team on 

its return to India after its victory in the Champions Challenge I tournament in 

Russia in 2009. 

Female sportspersons in India do face financial constraints too. Cricket, golf and 

lawn tennis are the few sports which can help ensure their financial independence. 

Madhu Kumari, a female football player from a very humble background who 

represented India and had even been the vice-president of the team, after her sports 

career coming to an abrupt halt in 2007 following a knee-injury, had to depend on 

her brother, a tea vendor, for her livelihood. 
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Justice Mudgal has pointed out this story of a female Indian athlete in his book - 

“Kaveri Prakash, a young bright female athlete is a prime example of women, who 

faced adversities and issues related to participating in sports in India because of lack 

of finances or instances of sexual harassment. Prakash was coached by a former 

athlete who agreed to train her for free. She started participating in competitions at 

the district level though her trips were entirely self-financed. Eventually she gave up, 

and with that her ambition to become an athlete was over. Many women with similar 

situations in India have to totally give up sports and concentrate on other vocations 

or academics, or enter the life of domesticity.” 

Another example that can be cited is that of female international level Indian archer 

Nisha Rani Dutta selling her silver bow, costing Rs.3 to 4 lakh, gifted to her by her 

Korean coach at Mittal Champions Trust, for a measly Rs. 50,000. 

The archer, who is in her twenties, hails from Pathmada village in Jamshedpur 

district of Jharkhand and left the sport two years ago due to financial constraints. 

Her achievements include a silver medal at the 2008 South Asian Championship in 

Jharkhand, bronze at the 2006 Bangkok Grand Prix and also the Best Player award 

in the 2007 Asian Grand Prix in Taiwan. 

She didn’t have any regrets about selling her bow because she urgently needed 

money to repair her house and she “did not have anything else to sell.” 

This is precisely because of the fact that women are paid far less than what men are 

paid. There is an argument that if we look at statistics, women’s sport earns much 

less than men’s sport which is the reason behind them being paid less. For example, 

people were complaining about the prize money given to the American women’s 

soccer team. The prize money given to them was $2 million. It was cited that the 

prize money for the men’s team was $9 million even when they got knocked out in 

the round of 16. Apparently, this would reveal that there is inherent discrimination 

against women that governs the prize money given to them. But sadly it is not. The 

pool prize money for the men’s tournament was $576 million while for the women’s 

tournament was $15 million only. This explains a larger point about the relatively 
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meager earning of the private enterprises involved in the women’s sports that results 

in the lesser amount of prize money. But there are also cases where the women are 

paid less even when the revenue their sport earn is equal or more than the men. The 

US women’s soccer team was paid 40 times less than the men’s team in 2015, even 

when their earnings were $20 million more than the men. This point in the debate is 

also reflected in the instance in 2016 when Mithali Raj and Stafanie Taylor 

complained about their wages not being equal to men. Mithali, however truly she 

believed that the wages should be the same, also realized that the revenue for the 

men’s and the women’s game was different. She was quoted as saying, “As for me 

personally, I feel the game is the same, the rules are the same. But yes, when you see 

how many people turn up to see men's game because they look up at it as an 

entertainment package. A lot of people come to watch, so the revenue input is more 

than women's cricket.” Stafanie on the other hand believed that the women work as 

hard as the men and so their pay should be equal.  

 

Shweta Sharma: 

Even in the supposedly advanced society of today, there is a great need for more 

inclusion of women in say, cricket and the entire game to be more gender-inclusive. 

Despite the fact that the first Women’s cricket world cup was actually held two years 

before the first ever Men’s World cup, the ICC is yet to include a female member on 

its board, a statistic that is almost short of being appalling. A policy change at the top 

is definitely something that should be a priority in order to check the male-

dominance in sports, especially cricket. In the words of prominent cricket follower 

and female blogger Raf Nicholson, “When a male journalist says, ‘I am a cricket 

correspondent’, he means ‘I am a men's cricket correspondent.’ When a blog refers to 

itself as an ‘England cricket blog’, what this generally means is ‘an England men's 

cricket blog’. And when ordinary cricket fans say ‘cricket’, almost without exception 

what they really mean is ‘men's cricket’. In short, men's cricket is the default setting.” 

And until that attitude is challenged, there is a lot to be desired in terms of 

promotion of women’s sport.  
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Also, not entirely related to the question, but another aspect that is almost ignored is 

the fact that not only players but even female fans have had to face trouble and 

humiliation for showing their love for sports, and we have covered this in the book. 

So, in the patriarchal mindset of the people who are opposed to women playing 

sports, it is also a problem if they choose to watch sports as fans. This kind of 

chauvinism, although not as fierce as the one which opposes participation of women 

in sports, is damaging enough. So, in the patriarchal mindset of the people who are 

opposed to women playing sports, it is also a problem if they choose to watch sports 

as fans. This kind of chauvinism, although not as fierce as the one which opposes 

participation of women in sports, is damaging enough. Humiliation here is generally 

in the form of ridicule or adopting a patronising attitude. Sexism is definitely deeply 

entrenched even in progressive societies such as in America. Orlando City FC, 

admittedly in a ‘failed attempt at humour’, displayed their deep-rooted biases in 

favour of the male fans by posting a series of tweets satirizing female fans. All is not 

bleak though. Sejal Shrotri admits that she has been lucky to be a part of a group 

called Thethruball, which comprises two girls and four boys who discuss the matches 

at the end of the week. The Orlando City Club also displayed their sexist attitude by 

posting a series of tweets from fans that jeered at the female sports lovers. The 

purpose of their attack was to ridicule women, who cannot be just fans because of 

their being women. This idea has already been challenged by several women, but 

such chauvinism is still a fairly predominant feeling that male fans have towards 

female fans. 

Karmanye Thadani: 

 

The society of any country is a broad entity, and consists of people of diverse views. 

Obviously, the entire Indian society cannot be painted with the same brush, and in 

that spirit, the book nowhere does so. However, while accepting that patriarchy is an 

issue globally including in Western societies, that it is even more so a problem today 

in oriental societies, is undeniable.  

 



P a g e  | 67 

 

 
                                                                                                                                                                           

 

Sport, a medium of recreation and exercise, is often seen as an exclusively masculine 

domain, especially in the context of team sports with a very low glamour quotient. 

Girls aspiring for sports careers are often not taken seriously or even discouraged 

and face a host of challenges well illustrated say, in the movie Chak de India, as 

Devaditya rightly pointed out.  

 

Talking of the historical roots of patriarchy in India, to just put the entire blame on 

the Muslim invaders or the British would be incorrect, and anyone advancing this 

view would do oneself a favour to read about the disrobing of Draupadi, instances of 

'sati' in the Puranic lore, the Manusmriti (true, it may have multiple versions but they 

predate the Muslim invasions) and how Sita was treated in the Ramayan. True, one 

may say that these may still not amount to religious tenets (as liberal and moderate 

practising adherents of every religion often do contend in such contexts), but they do 

show that patriarchy was not non-existent in ancient India, despite some impressive 

figurines, which even Arab Muslim societies historically can boast of. This is not in 

the least to deny that Muslim societies do indeed have a lot to look within when it 

comes to patriarchy. 

 

Coming to what I am going to subsequently say, I know that many Muslims and even 

non-Muslims may find it very uncomfortable, but I can assure them that my 

commitment to fighting anti-Muslim bigotry on the part of Hindu extremists and 

others is no less than theirs, and I have even written a book to that end in the Indian 

context. Having said that, it is true that societies in many Muslim-majority countries 

(Albania, Kosovo, the Central Asian republics and some other Muslim-majority 

countries don’t fall in this category as much), have their liberals and moderates, but 

there, the challenges for women are often much greater, and Muslim societies in 

India and the West too often face these challenges (which the book has referred to). 

Muslims as a whole cannot, in the least, be stereotyped, but on the whole, 

internationally, Muslims are the one religious grouping that hasn’t as unanimously 

accepted the modern, liberal conception of human rights in legal systems as much as 

others. There have been many factors for the same, including the support of the US 

government to the then already existing regressive and fanatic elements in the 

http://www.free-ebooks.net/ebook/Anti-Muslim-Prejudices-in-the-Indian-Context-Addressing-and-Dispelling-them
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Islamic world during the Cold War to counter the then progressive, leftist Muslims 

and the US war in Iraq in 2003 (Iraq had earlier invaded Kuwait, another Muslim-

majority country, over oil in 1990, as shown in Airlift, and Pakistan had done the 

same with Balochistan back in 1948; so, political power struggles should not be seen 

through the prism of religious identity), but one has to understand that Muslim 

extremism is often genuinely rooted in the extremists’ understanding of their faith 

(which is indeed a very wrong and misplaced understanding of Islam in the eyes of 

many liberal and moderate Muslims, and the criticism of Islam by ex-Muslims, in no 

way, validates stereotyping in a negative fashion the people we know as Muslims or 

even practising Muslims, as has been discussed in some detail in a certain blog I 

wrote), rather than any desire for money or power. Those well-educated and fairly 

well-to-do Muslims from Europe and India who have gone to fight and die for the 

ISIS did not do so to earn money or to gain power – they were willing to die and in 

their worldview, enter paradise thereafter.  

 

Even if we accept that the leadership of fanatic Muslim outfits is power-hungry, that 

they employ religious extremism as a means to acquire power and rally people to die 

at their call is only because they know it carries genuine legitimacy with many 

people. American excesses in Iraq can’t explain the misogyny of the ISIS or why a 

very tiny, harmless non-Muslim minority like the Yazidis or Sufism-following Arab 

Muslims have to be targeted, nor can American drones explain why the Pakistani 

Taliban didn’t allow a fellow Muslim like Maria Toor to play squash or Malala to 

study or male qawwal Amjad Sabri to sing, for that matter, nor can any political 

mismanagement by the Indian state explain the ban by jihadist militants in Kashmir 

with death-threats on cinema halls run by fellow Kashmiri Muslims or a Muslim 

girls’ rock band. Even many educated Muslims believe in regressive and communal 

ideas to varying degrees (I’ve met, among others, an Indian Muslim girl studying law 

at Amity University justifying the Saudi law mandating four male witnesses to prove 

rape, failing which the woman filing the complaint is stoned to death for adultery, an 

interpretation of the Quran rejected by many liberal Muslims who instead contend 

that rape amounts to fitna or cruelty rather than zina or adultery), most of whom do 

not support terrorism, but of which some take it to the next level by taking to 

http://centristindian.blogspot.in/2016/05/why-ex-muslims-endorsing-violent.html
http://centristindian.blogspot.in/2016/05/why-ex-muslims-endorsing-violent.html
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terrorism. Baseless conspiracy theories suggesting jihadist terrorist attacks to be the 

handiwork of non-Muslims to malign Muslims and too much of a community-centric 

worldview are serious issues that plague even many an educated Muslim. However, I 

must emphasise that non-Muslims (none of us, the authors of this book, is a Muslim) 

need to strengthen the liberal Muslim voices rather than isolate Muslims as a whole 

or advocate bigotry towards Muslims as people in general, even less support or 

condone unlawful violence against Muslims, which, other than being inhuman and 

grossly unfair, will only strengthen extremist Muslims and weaken the liberals (many 

of whom, like Ahmad Shah Massoud and Salman Taseer have paid for their 

liberalism with their lives), and we all know, for instance, how the anti-Sikh riots in 

1984 only strengthened the Khalistani insurgency rather than weakening it. Also, 

people like Maajid Nawaz are living examples of moving from extremism to 

liberalism among Muslims. 

All religious groupings have historically undergone a churning (texts of other 

religions, including Judaism and Christianity, two religions Islam has much in 

common with, also have much content with controversial interpretations on issues 

relating to gender, homosexuality and religious tolerance interpreted contextually by 

the moderate majority, and on the other hand, both the Bible and the Quran have 

verses calling for peace, religious tolerance and human brotherhood), but what all of 

us need to do is to support the right side when it comes to the debate involving 

Muslims, rather than dole out exaggerated narratives of Muslim victimhood 

portraying them as all being slurred or discriminated against all the time, that 

unfortunately prevent even our otherwise rational Muslim friends from engaging in 

much needed introspection, and if anti-Muslim bigotry can solely explain Muslim 

bigotry, can’t the same logic be applied vice versa? The book nowhere shies away 

from mentioning real female sport achievers from among Muslims (like Ayesha 

Noor, just referred to by Devaditya), nor does it anywhere seek to unnecessarily 

exaggerate Muslim conservatism or extremism, and in fact, guards against doing so, 

also citing liberal and moderate interpretations of Islam with respect to women’s 

sports and mentioning the progress made on this front even in a country like Saudi 

Arabia. Our book has not been patronising towards Muslim societies as necessarily 

always very misogynistic, the way a UN report dating to 2007 has been, stating- 

http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/public/Women%20and%20Sport.pdf
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“Progress in women’s leadership at the International Olympic Committee was seen in 

1997 when Anita DeFrantz became the first female vice-president of the IOC 

Executive Committee and Nawal El Moutawakel, appointed as Minister of Sport and 

Youth in Morocco that same year, became the first Muslim woman ever elected as a 

member of the IOC.” 

 

 

5. How do you judge the NATIONAL SPORTS ETHICS COMMISSION 

BILL, 2016 with respect to women associated with sports in India? 

 

Devaditya Chakravarti:  

It seeks to look at the issue of sexual harassment of female sportspersons with some 

seriousness, which is good.  

 

6. The book also throws light on legislative and executive position 

pertaining to women’s sport in other countries. Any comments on that in 

particular? 

 

Shweta Sharma: 

 

The book looks at the United States of America and Hungary in this regard and 

compares the legislative and executive position there to the Indian position. This 

section would be of particular interest to lawyers, law students and law aspirants. 

Our examination of the American position has not been entirely uncritical, with us 

pointing out that the excessively politically correct quest for gender equality in sports 

in the United States has sometimes adversely affected men’s sports, which is the 

other extreme that none of us, including me, being a girl, support. 
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7. The first version of this book was released in 2012 and the updated 

version has been released recently. What does the new version of this 

book offer to someone who has already read it before? 

 

Karmanye Thadani: 

 

The gist of the book is the same. New developments have been incorporated. There 

has been considerable change in the Indian legal position since we brought out our 

first print edition then and current online edition now; so, one would indeed find a 

stark difference in that section. 

 

8.   Shweta, does this book resonate with you given your personal 

experiences?  

 Not so much. My family and school were quite supportive. But while I was aware 

that on the whole, things aren’t always hunky dory, working on this book was an eye-

opener.  

9. Any message to aspiring non-fiction authors? 

 

SHWETA:  

Pick a subject that interests you and dig deep into it. Think about how you can make 

the book interesting for the reader by way of structure and articulation. Personally, 

I’d suggest that you think about how you can invest time and effort in working on a 

topic that inspires a positive change in the society. 

Devaditya Chakravarti:  

Yes, and if you don’t have much new ground to offer in terms of the existing 

information or policy recommendations, at least focus on the topic from relatively a 

new dimension and put together facts and ideas in a manner they haven’t been 

collated before.  
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Karmanye Thadani: 

Can’t agree more. Would just add that to be a good writer, you need to be a voracious 

reader and keep whatever you read somewhere at the back of your mind. If it is an 

online article on something that can be your research interest, save the link 

somewhere, and even if you can’t/always don’t do so, keep in mind the name of the 

website/newspaper/magazine/journal where you are reading something, which will 

prove useful later. Writing a book needs you to put your heart and soul into it.  

 

10. With Indian women excelling in the Olympics this year, how do you 

see the development of sports in the country with respect to females and 

what suggestions would you make? 

Shweta Sharma: 

Obviously, these achievements are likely to impact the psyche of many people, both 

male and female, for the better. Other than PV Sindhu and Sakshi Malik, while Dipa 

Karmakar couldn’t win a medal, her courage and stamina are bound to make an 

important impression on people too. However, even ignoring the gender dimension, 

India’s very low Olympic medal tally despite our huge population is indeed a shame. 

Karmanye Thadani: 

True that. 

On suggestions for further improvement of women’s sports, I’d urge one and all to 

read our book, which, I believe, is very reasonably priced, and to that end, buy it 

using this link - https://www.smashwords.com/books/view/364137 - before you 

forget! 

https://www.smashwords.com/books/view/364137
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#9 FIXTURES THIS MONTH 

Image Courtesy: Heavy.com 

September 

18: Paralympic Games - Rio de Janeiro 

13-14: Football - Champions League group stage starts 

16-18: Tennis - Davis Cup semi-finals 

16-18: Formula 1 - Singapore Grand Prix, Marina Bay 

17: Cricket - One-Day Cup final, Lord's 

20: Cricket - County Championship final round 

24-25: Darts - The Champions League of Darts, Cardiff 

30-2 Oct: Formula 1 - Malaysian Grand Prix, Kuala Lumpar 
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30-2 Oct: Golf - Ryder Cup, Minnesota, US 

October 

2: Horse racing - Prix de l'Arc de Triomphe 

6-8: Football - World Cup qualifying 

8: Rugby League - Super League Grand Final, Old Trafford 

7-9: Formula 1 - Japanese Grand Prix, Suzuka 

9: Chicago Marathon 

9-16: Cycling - Road World Cycling Championships, Doha 

15: Horse racing - British Champions Day, Ascot 
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#10 OFFICIAL ICC WARNING TO 

KINGSMEAD AND QUEEN’S PARK 

OVAL 

Image Courtesy:p.imgci.com 

The International Cricket Council 

(ICC) announced that Durban and Port 

of Spain have been given official 

warnings under the ICC Pitch and 

Outfield Monitoring Process following 

the South Africa versus New Zealand 

and West Indies versus India Tests last 

month. 

The sanctions take into account 

Durban and Port of Spain venues’ 

history of producing good conditions 

for international cricket and 

commitment by both the boards to 

take appropriate steps to ensure 

similar events are not repeated in 

future. The CSA’s response was 

reviewed by ICC’s General Manager – 

Cricket, Geoff Allardice, and Ranjan 

Madugalle, while Mr Allardice and 

David Boon, also from the Emirates 
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Elite Panel of ICC Match Referees, 

assessed the WICB’s reply. 

Both the matters were decided in 

accordance with Clause 4 of the 

process. 

Andy Pycroft and Mr Madugalle, both 

from the Emirates Elite Panel of ICC 

Match Referees, in accordance with 

Clause 3 of the pitch and outfield 

monitoring process, had rated the  

 

quality of the outfields as “poor” for 

the first Test between South Africa and 

New Zealand, and the fourth Test 

between the West Indies and India, 

respectively. 

SANCTIONS FOR SUBSTANDARD 

PITCHES AND/OR OUTFIELDS.  

In respect to pitches and/or outfields 

rated as “poor”, the following penalty 

shall be imposed:  

 1st occasion – A warning and / 

or a fine not exceeding USD 

15,000 given together with a 

directive for appropriate 

corrective action.  

 2nd or further occasions within 

a period of 5 years of the 

previous finding – A fine not 

exceeding USD 30,000 given 

together with a directive for 

appropriate corrective action.  

In respect to pitches and/or outfields 

rated as “unfit”, the following penalties 

shall be imposed:  

 1st occasion – A suspension of 

the Host Venue‟s status to host 

International Cricket for a 

period of between 12 and 24 

months together with a 

directive for appropriate 

corrective action. Following the 

expiry of the period of 

suspension, the Home Board 

shall arrange, at its cost, for the 

Venue to be inspected by the 

ICC and re-accredited as a 

venue capable of hosting 

International Cricket. No venue 

shall be permitted to host any 

International Cricket until such 

time as it has been so 

reaccredited.  

 2nd or further occasion within a 

period of 5 years of the previous 

finding – A suspension of the 

Host Venue‟s status to host 

International Cricket for a 

period of between 24 and 36 

months together with a 
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directive for appropriate 

corrective action. Following the 

expiry of the period of 

suspension, the Home Board 

shall arrange, at its cost, for the 

Host Venue to be inspected by 

the ICC and re-accredited as a 

venue capable of hosting 

International Cricket. No venue 

shall be permitted to host any 

International Cricket until such 

time as it has been so re-

accredited. 

Test match pitches : All pitches are 

judged solely on how they play. The 

objective is to provide a balanced 

contest between bat and ball over the 

course of the match, allowing all the 

individual skills of the game to be 

demonstrated by the players at 

various stages of the match.  

Very Good : Good carry, limited seam 

movement and consistent bounce 

throughout, little or no turn on the 

first two days but natural wear 

sufficient to be responsive to spin later 

in the game.  

Good:  Average carry, limited seam 

movement, consistent bounce 

throughout, natural wear sufficient to 

be responsive to spin later in the game, 

though not quite meeting the criteria 

for carry and bounce for a “very good” 

pitch.  

Above Average : Lacks carry, and/or 

bounce and/or occasional seam 

movement, but consistent in carry and 

bounce. A degree of turn, but with 

average bounce for the spinner. Falling 

significantly short of “very good” with 

respect to carry, bounce and turn.  

Below Average : Either very little carry 

and/or bounce and/or more than 

occasional seam movement, or 

occasional variable (but not excessive 

or dangerous) bounce and/or 

occasional variable carry. If a pitch 

demonstrates these features, then the 

pitch can not be rated in a higher 

category regardless of the amount of 

turn the pitch displays at any stage of 

the match.  

Poor : If any of the following criteria 

apply, a pitch may be rated “poor”:  

a. The pitch offers excessive seam 

movement at any stage of the match  

b. The pitch displays excessive 

unevenness of bounce for any bowler 

at any stage of the match  
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c. The pitch offers excessive assistance 

to spin bowlers, especially early in the 

match  

d. The pitch displays little or no seam 

movement or turn at any stage in the 

match together with no significant 

bounce or carry, thereby depriving the 

bowlers of a fair contest between bat 

and ball.  

Unfit : A pitch may be rated unfit if it is 

dangerous. 
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#11 COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR 

SPORTS 

Image Courtesy : conmebol.com 

THE ATHLETES KLEBER DA SILVA RAMOS (BRAZIL, 

CYCLING ROAD RACE) AND XINYI CHEN (CHINA, 

SWIMMING) DISQUALIFIED FROM THE OLYMPIC 

GAMES FOLLOWING POSITIVE DOPING TEST 

Following a request from the IOC 

Medical and Scientific Commission 

Games Group, the Anti-doping 

Division of the Court of Arbitration for 

Sport (CAS ADD) at the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games issued the following 

decisions concerning two athletes who 

have already been suspended 

provisionally by the CAS ADD:  
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1) Kleber Da Silva Ramos (Brazil, 

cycling road race), positive test with 

EPO CERA; the athlete accepted a 

provisional suspension on a voluntary 

basis; he did not request a hearing. 

Final award: the athlete is disqualified 

and excluded from the Olympic Games 

Rio 2016; his accreditation shall be 

withdrawn; the responsibility for the 

athlete’s results management in terms 

of sanction beyond the Olympic Games 

Rio 2016 is referred to the 

International Cycling Union (UCI).  

2) Xinyi Chen (China, swimming, 

100m butterfly), positive test with 

hydrochlorothiazide (specified 

substance); the athlete accepted a 

provisional suspension on a voluntary 

basis; a hearing on the merits of the 

case was held on 17 August 2016. Final 

award: the athlete is disqualified from 

the Olympic Games Rio 2016; the 

responsibility for the athlete’s results 

management in terms of sanction 

beyond the Olympic Games Rio 2016 is 

referred to the International 

Swimming Federation (FINA). 

MARATHON SWIMMING: THE APPEAL OF AURELIE 

MULLER IS DISMISSED 

The ad hoc Division of the Court of 

Arbitration for Sport (CAS) at the 

Olympic Games Rio 2016 rejected the 

appeal of the French swimmer Aurélie 

Müller who challenged her 

disqualification from the 10km-race by 

the International Swimming 

Federation (FINA) on 15 August 2016, 

following an incident at the end of the 

race. The CAS Panel in charge of this 

matter retained jurisdiction but 

rejected the appeal. It has considered 

that the dispute was related to a “field-

of-play decision” which, according to 

long standing CAS jurisprudence, is 

unable to be reviewed by CAS except in 

the event that there has been 

arbitrariness or bad faith in arriving at 

such decision, which was not proven in 

the present case. 

NARSINGH YADAV SUSPENDED 4 YEARS 

FOLLOWING SUCCESSFUL APPEAL BY THE WORLD 

ANTI-DOPING AGENCY THE DECISION OF THE 
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NATIONAL ANTI-DOPING AGENCY OF INDIA IS SET 

ASIDE 

The ad hoc Division of the Court of 

Arbitration for Sport (CAS) at the 

Olympic Games Rio 2016 has rendered 

its decision in the arbitration between 

the World Antidoping Agency 

(WADA), the Indian wrestler Narsingh 

Yadav and the National Anti-doping 

Agency of India (NADA). WADA filed 

an urgent application before the CAS 

ad hoc Division to challenge the 

decision of NADA India to exonerate 

Narsingh Yadav following two positive 

anti-doping tests with methandienone 

on 25 June and 5 July 2016. The 

athlete asserted that he was the victim 

of sabotage (food/drink tampering) by 

another person. WADA requested that 

a 4-year period of ineligibility be 

imposed on the athlete. The CAS Panel 

in charge of this matter heard the 

parties and their representatives today 

between 13:00 and 17:00. At 18:45 

today, the parties were informed that 

the application was upheld, that 

Narsingh Yadav was sanctioned with a 

four-year ineligibility period starting 

today and that any period of 

provisional suspension or ineligibility 

effectively served by the athlete before 

the entry into force of this award shall 

be credited against the total period of 

ineligibility to be served. Furthermore, 

all competitive results obtained by 

Narsingh Yadav from and including 25 

June 2016 shall be disqualified, with 

all resulting consequences (including 

forfeiture of medals, points and 

prizes). The CAS Panel did not accept 

the argument of the athlete that he was 

the victim of sabotage and noted that 

there was no evidence that he bore no 

fault, nor that the anti-doping rule 

violation was not intentional. 

Therefore the standard 4-year period 

of ineligibility was imposed by the 

Panel. 

ATHLETICS: THE APPLICATION FILED BY DARYA 

KLISHINA (RUSSIA) IS UPHELD BY THE CAS THE 

ATHLETE REMAINS ELIGIBLE TO COMPETE IN THE 

OLYMPIC GAMES IN RIO 
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The ad hoc Division of the Court of 

Arbitration for Sport (CAS) at the 

Olympic Games Rio 2016 has rendered 

its decision in the case of the Russian 

athlete Darya Klishina (“the Athlete”) 

(long jump) against the International 

Association of Athletics Federations 

(IAAF). The Athlete challenged the 

decision rendered by the IAAF Doping 

Review Board (IAAF DRB) on 12 

August 2016, which revoked its 

previous decision declaring her 

exceptionally eligible to compete in 

international competitions, including 

the athletics competition at the 

Olympic Games 2016. Such decision, 

declaring her ineligible to compete, 

was based on new factual elements 

concerning the Athlete presented by 

Prof. Richard McLaren in addition to 

his report delivered on 18 July 2016. 

On that basis, the IAAF DRB 

determined that the Athlete was 

directly affected and tainted by 

Stateorganized doping scheme 

described in the McLaren Report. 

Furthermore, the IAAF DRB noted 

that the results management in respect 

of certain of the Athlete’s samples has 

been subject to tampering and 

manipulation during the “relevant 

period” (i.e. starting on 1 January 

2014). The CAS Panel in charge of this 

matter heard the parties and their 

representatives today between 11am 

and 3pm. At 1:00am today, the parties 

were informed that the application was 

upheld and that the Athlete remained 

eligible to compete in the Olympic 

Games in Rio. The CAS Panel applied 

the IAAF Competition Rules to 

conclude that the previous decision of 

the IAAF DRB, that the Athlete 

complied with the relevant criteria 

because of her permanent residence 

outside Russia, still applied despite the 

additional information provided by 

Prof. McLaren. Relevantly, the Athlete 

established that she was subject to 

fully compliant drug-testing in- and 

out-of-competition outside of Russia 

for the “relevant period”. 

WEIGHTLIFTING MEN’S 69 KG : IZZAT ARTYKOV 

(BRONZE MEDALLIST) DISQUALIFIED AND 

EXCLUDED FROM THE OLYMPIC GAMES 

FOLLOWING POSITIVE DOPING TEST 
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Following a request from the IOC 

Medical and Scientific Commission 

Games Group, the Anti-doping 

Division of the Court of Arbitration for 

Sport (CAS ADD) at the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games issued the following 

decision today: Izzat Artykov 

(Kyrgyzstan, weightlifting 69kg, 

ranked 3rd), positive test with 

strychnine; final award; the athlete is 

disqualified from the men’s 69 kg 

weightlifting competition, his medal is 

forfeited and he is excluded from the 

Olympic Games Rio 2016; his 

accreditation shall be withdrawn; the 

responsibility for the athlete’s results 

management in terms of sanction 

beyond the Olympic Games Rio 2016 is 

referred to the International 

Weightlifting Federation (IWF). The 

amendment of the official ranking of 

the men’s 69 kg weightlifting 

competition and the reallocation of the 

bronze medal is of the responsibility of 

the IWF and IOC. For the first time in 

the history of the Olympic Games, the 

CAS is in charge of doping-related 

matters arising on the occasion of the 

Games as a first-instance authority. 

This new structure handles doping 

cases referred to it in accordance with 

the IOC Anti-doping Rules. The CAS 

ADD adjudicates on these cases after 

hearing the parties concerned. It may 

also impose provisional suspensions 

pending the conclusion of the 

procedure. Final decisions rendered by 

the CAS ADD may be appealed before 

the CAS ad hoc Division in Rio or 

before the CAS in Lausanne after the 

end of the Olympic Games. 

 

Here is a summary of all cases registered by both CAS Divisions in Rio de Janeiro: 

CAS Anti-doping Division 

1) CAS OG AD 16/01 Pavel Sozykine & 

Russian Yachting Federation (RYF) v. 

World Sailing (WS) and IOC: eligibility 

case; a hearing was held on 6 August 

2016; the ADD Panel found that it had 

no jurisdiction as the matter did not 

relate to an AAF arising during the 

period of the Rio 2016 Olympic Games. 

Duration of the procedure: 291h15.  

2) CAS OG AD 16/02 IOC v. Tomasz 

Zielinski: doping case (nandrolone); 
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weightlifting 94kg; a provisional 

suspension was imposed by the CAS 

ADD; no hearing was held; the ADD 

Panel confirmed the AAF; the athlete 

was declared ineligible to compete in 

and was excluded from the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games; his accreditation was 

withdrawn and the responsibility for 

the athlete's results management in 

terms of sanction beyond the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games was referred to the 

IWF. Duration of the procedure: 

118h50.  

3) CAS OG AD 16/03 IOC v. Kleber Da 

Silva Ramos: doping case (EPO 

CERA); cycling road race; the athlete 

accepted a provisional suspension on a 

voluntary basis and did not request a 

hearing; the ADD Panel confirmed the 

AAF; all results attained by the athlete 

in the Rio 2016 Olympic Games were 

disqualified with all consequences 

including forfeiture of all medals, 

points and prizes; the athlete was 

excluded from the Rio 2016 Olympic 

Games; his accreditation was 

withdrawn and the responsibility for 

the athlete's results management in 

terms of sanction beyond the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games was referred to the 

UCI. Duration of the procedure: 

222h30.  

4) CAS OG AD 16/04 IOC v. Silvia 

Danekova: doping case (EPO CERA); 

athletics 3000m steeple; the athlete 

was provisionally suspended; no 

hearing was held; the ADD Panel 

confirmed the AAF; the athlete was 

declared ineligible to compete in and 

was excluded from the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games; her accreditation was 

withdrawn and the responsibility for 

the athlete's results management in 

terms of sanction beyond the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games was referred to the 

IAAF. Duration of the procedure: 

74h10.  

5) CAS OG AD 16/05 IOC v. Xinyi 

Chen: doping case 

(hydrochlorothiazide); swimming, 

100m butterfly; a hearing on 

provisional suspension was held on 11 

August 2016; the athlete accepted a 

provisional suspension on a voluntary 

basis; a second hearing on the merits 

was held on 17 August 2016; the ADD 

Panel confirmed the AAF; all results 

attained by the athlete in the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games were disqualified with 

all consequences including forfeiture 

of all medals, points and prizes; the 
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athlete was excluded from the Rio 

2016 Olympic Games; the 

responsibility for the athlete's results 

management in terms of sanction 

beyond the Rio 2016 Olympic Games 

was referred to the FINA. Duration of 

the procedure: 171h30. 

 6) CAS OG AD 16/06 IOC v. Kleber Da 

Silva Ramos: doping case (EPO 

CERA); cycling road race; the 

procedure was suspended pending the 

results of the procedure CAS OG AD 

16/03; the ADD Panel confirmed the 

second AAF; since the athlete had 

already been excluded from the 

Olympic Games, the Panel only 

determined that the responsibility for 

the athlete's results management in 

terms of sanction beyond the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games was referred to the 

UCI. Duration of the procedure: 

215h00.  

7) CAS OG AD 16/07 IOC v. Izzat 

Artykov: doping case (strychnine); 

weightlifting 69kg; the ADD Panel 

confirmed the AAF; all results attained 

by the athlete in the Rio 2016 Olympic 

Games (3rd rank, bronze medal) were 

disqualified with all consequences 

including forfeiture of all medals, 

points and prizes; the athlete was 

excluded from the Rio 2016 Olympic 

Games; his accreditation was 

withdrawn and the responsibility for 

the athlete's results management in 

terms of sanction beyond the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games was referred to the 

IWF; the amendment of the official 

ranking of the men's 69kg weightlifting 

competition and the reallocation of the 

bronze medal was referred to the IWF 

and the IOC. Duration of the 

procedure: 137h15.  

8) CAS OG AD 16/08 IOC v. 

Chagnaadorj Usukhbayar: doping case 

(testosterone); weightlifting 56kg; the 

ADD Panel confirmed the AAF; all 

results attained by the athlete in the 

Rio 2016 Olympic Games were 

disqualified with all consequences 

including forfeiture of all medals, 

points and prizes; the athlete was 

excluded from the Rio 2016 Olympic 

Games; his accreditation was 

withdrawn and the responsibility for 

the athlete's results management in 

terms of sanction beyond the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games was referred to the 

IWF. Duration of the procedure: 

43h00. 
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CAS ad hoc Division 

1) TAS JO 16/01 Ilnur Zakarin v. 

Comité International Olympique 

(CIO), Comité Olympique Russe (ROC) 

& Union Cycliste Internationale (UCI): 

eligibility case; the application was 

withdrawn and an order on 

termination was issued. Duration of 

the procedure: 52h40.  

2) CAS OG 16/02 & 03 Vladimir 

Morozov and Nikita Lobintsev v. 

International Olympic Committee 

(IOC) & Fédération Internationale de 

Natation (FINA): eligibility case; the 

application was withdrawn; a hearing 

took place on 31 July 2016 and was 

adjourned; the IOC eventually 

determined that these two athletes 

were eligible to participate in the Rio 

Games after consultation with FINA 

and following a favourable 

recommendation of the neutral CAS 

expert. Duration of the procedure: 

127h10.  

3) CAS OG 16/04 Yulia Efimova v. 

Russian Olympic Committee (ROC), 

IOC and FINA: eligibility case; the 

athlete was disqualified from the entry 

list of the ROC for the Olympic Games; 

two hearings took place on 1 and 4 

August 2016; the application was 

partially upheld on the limited ground 

that Point 3 of the IOC EB's decision 

was unenforceable; all other prayers 

for relief were rejected. Duration of the 

procedure: 130h45.  

4) CAS OG 16/05 & 07 Mangar Makur 

Chuot Chep & South Sudan Athletics 

Federation (SSAF) v. South Sudan 

National Olympic Committee 

(SSNOC): eligibility case; the athlete 

challenged his non-selection for the 

Rio 2016 Olympic Games; a hearing 

took place on 3 August 2016; the Panel 

found that the athlete had not attained 

qualifying time for the Games in his 

event and that the SSNOC had acted in 

accordance with the IAAF 

Qualification System by choosing 

another male athlete to represent the 

country; the application was 

dismissed. Duration of the procedure: 

83h30.  

5) CAS OG 16/06 Viktor Lebedev v. 

Russian Olympic Committee (ROC), 

International Olympic Committee 

(IOC) & United World Wrestling 

(UWW): eligibility case; the athlete 

was disqualified from the entry list of 
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the ROC for the Olympic Games; 

before a hearing took place, the IOC 

eventually determined that, as a result 

of the decision in CAS OG 16/04, the 

athlete was eligible to enter the 

Olympic Games; the application was 

withdrawn and an order on 

termination was issued. Duration of 

the procedure: 150h00.  

6) CAS OG 16/08 Jason Morgan v. 

Jamaica Athletics Administrative 

Association (JAAA): eligibility case; 

the athlete challenged his non-

selection for the Olympic Games; no 

hearing was held; the Panel found that 

the athlete was informed more than 10 

days prior to the Opening Ceremony 

that he had not been selected; the 

dispute had therefore arisen before the 

timeframe stipulated in Art. 1 of the 

CAS ad hoc Rules; the application was 

found to be inadmissible. Duration of 

the procedure: 104h15.  

7) CAS OG 16/09 Russian 

Weightlifting Federation (RWF) v. 

International Weightlifting Federation 

(IWF): disciplinary case; the RWF 

appealed against its ban by the IWF 

from participating in the Olympic 

Games; a hearing was held on 3 August 

2016; the Panel dismissed the 

application, considering that the IWF 

could validly sanction a national 

federation which “by reason of conduct 

connected with or associated with 

doping or anti-doping rule violations, 

brings the sport of weightlifting into 

disrepute”. Duration of the procedure: 

51h45.  

8) CAS OG 16/10 Andrey Kraytor v. 

IOC & International Canoe Federation 

(ICF): eligibility case; the athlete was 

disqualified from the entry list of the 

ROC for the Olympic Games; a hearing 

was held on 3 August 2016, during 

which the IOC informed the Panel that 

the athlete was admitted to compete at 

the Rio 2016 Olympic Games following 

a decision of its Review Panel; the 

application was withdrawn and an 

order on termination was issued. 

Duration of the procedure: 79h45.  

9) CAS OG 16/11 Daniil Andrienko and 

16 other rowers v. World Rowing 

Federation (FISA) & IOC: eligibility 

case; the athletes challenged the 

decision of the FINA Executive 

Committee to declare them ineligible 

for the Rio 2016 Olympic Games; a 

hearing took place on 2 August 2016; 

the Panel decided to dismiss the 

application considering that the FISA 
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decision was in accordance with the 

IOC decision of 24 July 2016 setting 

forth the criteria for the admission of 

the Russian athletes. Duration of the 

procedure: 25h45.  

10) CAS OG 16/12 Ivan Balandin v. 

FISA & IOC: eligibility case; the athlete 

challenged the decision of the FINA 

Executive Committee not to include 

him in the list of rowers declared 

eligible to compete at the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games; a hearing took place 

on 3 August 2016; the Panel found that 

the information sought by and 

provided to FISA with regard to the 

athlete was sufficient to show that the 

athlete was “implicated” in the Russian 

State-controlled doping scheme; the 

application was dismissed. Duration of 

the procedure: 50h30.  

11) CAS OG 16/13 Anastasia 

Karabelshikova & Ivan Podshivalov v. 

FISA & IOC: eligibility case; the 

athletes were disqualified from the 

entry list of the ROC for the Olympic 

Games; a hearing took place on 3 

August 2016; the Panel found that 

Point 3 of the IOC EB's decision was 

unenforceable; the application was 

partially upheld on that limited ground 

but all other prayers for relief were 

rejected; the Panel eventually 

determined that the eligibility of the 

two athletes had to be considered by 

FISA without delay pursuant to Point 2 

of the IOC EB's decision. Duration of 

the procedure: 27h30.  

12) CAS OG 16/14 Karen Pavicic v. 

Fédération Equestre Internationale 

(FEI): eligibility case; the athlete 

alleged that a judge had given 

artificially high scores to another rider 

to ensure the latter qualified ahead of 

her for the Rio 2016 Olympic Games; 

no hearing was held; the Sole 

arbitrator found that, as the athlete 

had not exhausted all the internal legal 

remedies available to her with the FEI 

prior to filing her application with the 

CAS ad hoc Division, the latter had no 

jurisdiction to entertain the 

application. Duration of the procedure: 

4h15.  

13) CAS OG 16/15 Tjipekapora 

Herunga v. Namibian National 

Olympic Committee (NNOC): 

eligibility case; the athlete challenged 

her non-qualification for the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games; no hearing was held; 

the Sole arbitrator found that the 

athlete was informed more than 10 

days prior to the Opening Ceremony 
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that she had not achieved qualification 

for the Rio 2016 Olympic Games and 

that, therefore, the dispute had arisen 

before the timeframe stipulated in Art. 

1 of the CAS ad hoc Rules; the 

application was found to be 

inadmissible. Duration of the 

procedure: 70h20.  

14) CAS OG 16/16 Daria Ustinova v. 

FINA, ROC & IOC: eligibility case; the 

athlete challenged the decision of the 

FINA Executive Committee not to 

include her in the list of swimmers 

declared eligible to compete at the Rio 

2016 Olympic Games; a hearing was to 

be held on 6 August 2016, but on the 

same day, the IOC informed the Panel 

that the athlete was admitted to 

compete at the Rio 2016 Olympic 

Games; the application was withdrawn 

and an order on termination was 

issued. Duration of the procedure: 

97h00.  

15) CAS OG 16/17 Tima Turieva and 3 

other weightlifters v. International 

Weightlifting Federation (IWF) & IOC: 

eligibility case; the athletes challenged 

the decision of the IWF Executive 

Board not to include them in the list of 

weightlifters declared eligible to 

compete at the Rio 2016 Olympic 

Games; in view of the award issued in 

case CAS OG 16/09 RWF v. IWF, the 

athletes withdrew their application and 

an order on termination was issued. 

Duration of the procedure: 29h15.  

16) CAS OG 16/18 Kiril Sveshnikov and 

2 other riders v. UCI & IOC: eligibility 

case; the athletes challenged the 

decision of the IOC Review Panel to 

declare them ineligible to compete at 

the Rio 2016 Olympic Games; during 

the proceedings, the athletes withdrew 

their action against the IOC; no 

hearing was held; the Panel found that 

the IOC had become an interested 

party; it also held that the athletes 

lacked standing to sue, as the UCI had 

not taken any decision that adversely 

affected their legal position; the matter 

was deemed inadmissible and the 

application dismissed in its entirety. 

Duration of the procedure: 50h45.  

17) CAS OG 16/19 Natalia Podolskaya 

& Alexander Dyachenko v. 

International Canoe Federation (ICF): 

eligibility case; the athletes challenged 

the decision of the ICF to remove them 

from the list of canoeists declared 

eligible to compete at the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games; a hearing took place 

on 6 August 2016; the Panel found that 
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the evidence before the ICF and before 

it entitled to conclude that the athletes 

had been “implicated” in the Russian 

State-controlled doping scheme; the 

application was dismissed. Duration of 

the procedure: 78h45.  

18) CAS OG 16/20 Vanuatu 

Association of Sports and National 

Olympic Committee (VANASOC) & 

Vanuatu Beach Volleyball Association 

v. Fédération Internationale de 

Volleyball (FIVB) & Rio 2016 

Organizing Committee: eligibility case; 

the Applicants challenged the FIVB 

decision allowing the replacement of a 

doped player in a team and requested 

that the quota position of this team be 

reallocated to the Vanuatu team; no 

hearing took place; the Panel found 

that the regulations provided 

discretion on the part of the Rio 2016 

Organizing Committee to authorise a 

replacement on a case-bycase 

exceptional basis; the application was 

dismissed. Duration of the procedure: 

3h20.  

19) CAS OG 16/21 Elena Aniushina & 

Alexey Korovashkov v. ICF & Russian 

Canoe Federation (RCF): eligibility 

case; the athletes challenged the 

decision of the ICF to remove them 

from the list of canoeists declared 

eligible to compete at the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games; during the 

proceedings, the Panel was informed 

that Elena Aniushina was eligible to 

compete at the Rio 2016 Olympic 

Games; the athlete withdrew her 

application; with regard to Alexey 

Korovashkov, the Panel found that the 

athlete had been “implicated” in the 

Russian State-controlled doping 

scheme; the application was dismissed. 

Duration of the procedure: 128h00.  

20) CAS OG 16/22 Czech Olympic 

Committee (COC) & Czech Cycling 

Federation (CCF) v. UCI: eligibility 

case; the COC and the CCF challenged 

the quota allocation of the UCI for road 

cycling women's events at the Rio 2016 

Olympic Games; a hearing was held on 

8 August 2016; the Panel found that 

the parties had been in dispute since 

18 July 2016, that is, outside the 

timeframe stipulated in Art. 1 of the 

CAS ad hoc Rules; the application was 

found to be inadmissible and the whole 

claim dismissed. Duration of the 

procedure: 66h45.  

21) CAS OG 16/23 Ihab Abdelrahman 

v. Egyptian National Anti-Doping 

Organization: doping case; the A 
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sample of the athlete was found to 

contain testosterone; the athlete 

challenged the decision to 

provisionally suspend him pending the 

analysis of his B sample; a hearing 

took place on 11 August 2016; the 

Panel found that it had no jurisdiction 

to determine whether an ADRV had 

been committed; it also found that the 

athlete had not established the legal 

basis for the lifting of the provisional 

suspension; the application was 

dismissed. Duration of the procedure: 

98h30.  

22) CAS OG 16/24 Darya Klishina v. 

International Association of Athletics 

Federations (IAAF): eligibility case; 

the athlete challenged the decision of 

the IAAF Doping Review Board which 

revoked its previous decision declaring 

her exceptionally eligible to compete in 

international competitions, including 

the Rio 2016 Olympic Games; a 

hearing was held on 14 August 2016; 

the Panel found that the athlete had 

established that she was subject to 

fully compliant drug testing in- and 

out-of competition outside Russia 

from 1 January 2014 to date; the 

application was upheld and the athlete 

was found to remain eligible to 

compete in the Rio 2016 Olympic 

Games. Duration of the procedure: 

40h15.  

23) CAS OG 16/25 World Anti-Doping 

Agency (WADA) v. Narsingh Yadav & 

National Anti-Doping Agency of India: 

doping case; the WADA challenged the 

decision of the NADA India to 

exonerate the athlete following two 

positive anti-doping tests with 

methandienone; two hearings were 

held on 16 and 18 August 2016; the 

Panel found that there was no evidence 

that the athlete had been the victim of 

sabotage, that he bore no fault for the 

ADRV and that the latter was not 

intentional; the application was upheld 

and the athlete was sanctioned with a 

standard 4-year period of ineligibility. 

Duration of the procedure: 125h10.  

24) CAS OG 16/26 Carvin Nkanata v. 

IOC: eligibility case; the athlete was 

challenging the IOC verbal decision to 

deny him access to the Olympic Village 

because he could not produce a 

Kenyan passport or identity card 

proving that he was a national of the 

country of the NOC which had entered 

him in the Rio 2016 Olympic Games; a 

hearing was held on 14 August 2016; 

the Panel found that the athlete was 
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unable to prove that he is a Kenyan 

national and dismissed his application. 

Duration of the procedure: 9h00.  

25) CAS OG 16/27 Fédération 

Française de Natation (FFN), Aurélie 

Muller & Comité National Olympique 

et Sportif Français (CNOSF) v. FINA: 

“field of play” case; the applicants 

challenged the decision of the FINA 

Jury of Appeal to reject the protest 

filed by the FFN against the 

disqualification of the athlete for 

unsporting act; a hearing was held on 

19 August 2016; the Panel found that 

the “field of play” doctrine did not 

allow it to review the decision; the 

application was deemed admissible but 

was dismissed. Duration of the 

procedure: 53h00.  

26) CAS OG 16/28 Behdad Salimi & 

National Olympic Committee of the 

Islamic Republic of Iran (NOCIRI) v. 

IWF: “field of play” case; the 

applicants challenged the decision of 

the IWF Jury overturning a decision of 

the referees of the clean and jerk 

weightlifting event (+105 kg) to accept 

the athlete's 2nd attempt at 245 kg; a 

hearing was held on 20 August 2016; 

the CAS Panel in charge of this matter 

retained jurisdiction but rejected the 

appeal. It has considered that the 

dispute was related to a “field-of-play 

decision” and has confirmed the CAS 

jurisprudence that CAS Arbitrators do 

not overturn the decisions made on the 

playing field by judges, referees, 

umpires or other officials charged with 

applying the rules of the game unless 

there is some evidence that the rule 

was applied in arbitrarily or in bad 

faith. 
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#12 UPDATES FROM FIFA 

Image Courtesy:cnn.com 

WORKING CONDITIONS: FIFA AND TRADE UNIONS 

SIGN COOPERATION AGREEMENT FOR RUSSIA 2018 

 

FIFA, the Local Organising Committee 

(LOC), the Building and Wood 

Workers' International (BWI), and the 

Russian Construction Workers Union 

(RBWU) have signed a memorandum 

of understanding (MoU) to collaborate 

in ensuring decent and safe working 

conditions for the construction and 

renovation of the 2018 FIFA World 

Cup Russia stadiums. The first joint 

meeting of all parties to develop a work 

plan to implement the MoU is taking 

place in Moscow. 

Among the concrete measures that 

have been agreed to support the 

monitoring system implemented by 

FIFA and the LOC, the BWI and 

RBWU will cooperate on the visits of 

2018 FIFA World Cup stadium 

construction sites. The signatories to 

the agreement will also facilitate the  
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negotiations to address and resolve 

workers’ complaints on serious 

violations of decent working 

conditions. 

FIFA and the LOC conducted an initial 

visit for the monitoring of labour 

conditions in St Petersburg in 

February 2016 and two months later 

launched a system to monitor working 

conditions at ten World Cup stadiums 

either under construction or 

renovation together with the Klinsky 

Institute of Labour Protection and 

Working Conditions. The second 

round of evaluation visits has just 

concluded, with the experts analysing 

working conditions for approximately 

9,000 workers employed at 

construction sites by more than 100 

construction companies. 

 

FIFA TO HOST SECOND WORLD SUMMIT ON ETHICS 

AND LEADERSHIP IN SPORTS 

Following the success of the maiden 

edition in 2014, the World Forum for 

Ethics in Business (WFEB) has again 

invited experts from around the globe 

to discuss all issues concerning ethical 

behaviour in sports in the second 

World Summit on Ethics and 

Leadership in Sports. The event will 

take place on 16 September at the 

Home of FIFA, in Zurich. 

Under the theme “Preserving the 

beauty of sports and leveraging its full 

potential for society”, the summit will 

focus on what business and politics can 

learn from sport, as well as assess and 

address the current opportunities and 

challenges in sports ethics. 

The vast list of speakers includes 

names such as WADA investigator 

Professor Richard McLaren, chairman 

of the adjudicatory chamber of the 

independent Ethics Committee Hans-

Joachim Eckert and former footballer 

Edgar Davids. 

FIFA is looking forward to taking the 

driver's seat in the discussion of ethics 

in sports, particularly after the 

unethical behaviour of some football 

executives has led to a severe crisis 

within the organisation over the last 
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few years. FIFA’s new management is 

determined to put the spotlight back 

onto football and to protect the 

institution by implementing a set of 

thorough governance reforms. 

These plans should be discussed in 

detail on 16 September, when FIFA 

President Gianni Infantino will 

welcome the participants and open the 

summit at the Home of FIFA, and 

Secretary General Fatma Samoura will 

deliver a keynote speech. 

The summit is an initiative of the 

World Forum for Ethics in Business, a 

registered public interest foundation 

that aims to pursue and establish the 

indispensable ethical foundations of 

business in a globalised world. Please 

visit http://ethicsinsports.ch for more 

detailed information about the 

programme, the speakers and how you 

can take part in the second World 

Summit on Ethics and Leadership in 

Sports.  

 

FIFA COMPENSATION SUB-COMMITTEE AND THE 

FIFA PRESIDENT DECIDE ON COMPENSATION 

The FIFA Compensation Sub-

Committee and the FIFA President 

have agreed that the FIFA President’s 

gross basic salary will be CHF 1.5 

million per year plus benefits. The 

Sub-Committee and the FIFA 

Secretary General also agreed that the 

Secretary General’s gross basic salary 

will be CHF 1.3 million plus benefits. 

The Compensation Sub-Committee, 

chaired by Tomaz Vesel, has 

determined these figures by taking into 

account a number of factors, including 

two independent expert opinions 

prepared by external human resources 

consultants. 

FIFA President’s compensation 

Annual gross salary: CHF 

1,500,000 Bonus for 2016: 0 

Benefits: Car and lodging free of 

charge during term of office and  

contribution for expenses in 

accordance with FIFA’s expenses  

regulations (CHF 2,000 per 

month) 

FIFA Secretary General’s 

compensation Annual gross 

salary: CHF 1,300,000 Bonus for 
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2016: 0 Benefits: Car and 

contribution for expenses in 

accordance with FIFA’s expenses 

regulations (CHF 2,000 per 

month) 

The Compensation Sub-Committee 

decided that bonuses would not be 

awarded for 2016 because the Sub-

Committee members, the President 

and the Secretary General believe that 

FIFA’s current compensation policy is 

inadequate and open to malfunction 

and misuse. Bonus payments from 

2017 onwards will be awarded in 

accordance with objective criteria 

related to FIFA’s mission and 

operations as well as the outcome of 

the organisational reforms that are 

currently being implemented. 

 

All elements of the contracts of the 

President and Secretary General are in 

line with Swiss law and FIFA rules and 

regulations. All amounts paid this year 

will be presented in FIFA’s 2016 

Financial and Governance Report. The 

Compensation Sub-Committee will 

regularly monitor the implementation 

of the contracts to ensure full 

compliance. 

 

Furthermore, the Compensation Sub-

Committee will conduct a 

comprehensive review of FIFA’s 

compensation policy and develop a 

new draft policy in the coming months 

that adheres to the organisation’s 

commitment to transparency and good 

governance. 

 

The FIFA President’s annual 

compensation represents less than 

25% of his predecessor’s compensation 

(average for 2010-2015 including 

bonuses). 

 

The FIFA Secretary General’s annual 

compensation likewise represents less 

than 25% of her predecessor’s 

compensation (average for 2010-2015 

including bonuses). 

It is very clear to the members of the 

Sub-Committee and President 

Infantino that FIFA needs a new 

compensation policy. That is why it 

was proposed that no bonus would be 

paid in 2016 to the President and the 

Secretary General. 
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FIFA, CONCACAF AND EWS SIGN COOPERATION 

AGREEMENT TO PROMOTE INTEGRITY, PROTECT 

FOOTBALL AND FIGHT MATCH-FIXING THROUGH A 

TAILOR-MADE REGIONAL APPROACH 

An important cooperation agreement 

was signed at the Home of FIFA in 

Zurich following a meeting between 

the Confederation of North, Central 

America and Caribbean Association 

Football (CONCACAF) officials and 

representatives of FIFA’s security team 

and FIFA’s subsidiary Early Warning 

System (EWS). The agreement aims to 

establish a joint framework for 

promoting and protecting the integrity 

of football matches organised under 

the auspices of CONCACAF and to set 

forth the conditions for the provision 

of a specialised monitoring service by 

EWS to CONCACAF. 

This agreement comes as a result of 

the parties’ recognition that the 

prevention of match manipulation and 

the protection of football’s integrity 

can only be successful through 

proactive cooperation within the 

framework of the global FIFA Integrity 

Initiative. 

FIFA and CONCACAF agreed that 

effective measures must be taken 

through education, prevention, 

detection and investigation of match-

fixing. This agreement paves the way 

for a revamped and tailor made 

approach to protect football 

competitions in the region, 

establishing clear and secure protocols 

for the active sharing of information, 

as well as the regional implementation 

of strategies and programmes to be 

conducted with the member 

associations at national level. 

CONCACAF will have access to the 

expertise and services of EWS, which 

will monitor and analyse the 

international betting markets around 

the CONCACAF competitions and 

provide comprehensive reports to 

CONCACAF and FIFA, as well as 

providing educational seminars and 

training courses to support capacity 

building in the field of integrity in the 

region. 
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The meeting confirmed FIFA’s 

commitment to promoting integrity 

and preventing all methods or 

practices which might jeopardise the 

integrity of football worldwide, 

working alongside all confederations 

and member associations who share 

this commitment to safeguarding the 

game.
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# 13 OLYMPIC UPDATES 

Image Courtesy:adweek.com 

OLYMPIC MOVEMENT CODE ON THE PREVENTION 

OF THE MANIPULATION OF COMPETITIONS 

The International Olympic 

Committee’s (IOC) philosophy of 

protecting clean athletes and sports 

integrity was reaffirmed in December 

2014 upon the adoption of Olympic 

Agenda 2020, the IOC’s strategic 

roadmap for the future of the Olympic 

Movement. Under the IOC Ethics and 

Compliance Office, key initiatives 

related to preventing match fixing, 

manipulation of competition and 

related corruption have been 

developed and implemented. These 

include defining the regulatory 

framework, developing and managing 

the Integrity and Compliance Hotline, 

the Integrity Betting Intelligence 

System (IBIS) and Capacity Building 

and Training. One of the major threats 

to the credibility and integrity of sport 

is the manipulation of competition. In 

order to protect and promote sport as a 

model that encourages and fosters the 

best of human values, the IOC has 
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established and implemented a 

number of priorities and actions to 

manage the risks posed by competition 

manipulation and corrupt behaviour.  

The objectives are to:  

A. Improve governance through sport 

regulations and state legislation  

B. Raise awareness, build capacity and 

undertake training  

C. Ensure information exchange, 

investigation and prosecution 

capacities 

 

REGULATIONS AND 

RECOMMENDATIONS BY THE 

OLYMPIC MOVEMENT: 

13 April 2015 • The first meeting of the 

International Forum for Sports 

Integrity (IFSI) (successor to the 

Founding Working Group on the Fight 

Against Irregular and Illegal Betting in 

Sport) adopts a roadmap for future 

action aimed at strengthening and 

coordinating all activities to protect 

clean athletes from the manipulation 

of competitions and related 

corruption.  

8 December 2014: • The 127th IOC 

Session in Monaco unanimously 

approves the 40 recommendations 

that make up Olympic Agenda 2020, a 

strategic roadmap for the future of the 

Olympic Movement. 

Recommendations 15 and 16 refer to 

the IOC’s ultimate goal to protect clean 

athletes and to two dedicated USD 10 

million funds “to develop robust 

education and awareness programmes 

on the risks of match-fixing, any kind 

of manipulation of competitions and 

related corruption” and for anti-doping 

research.  

19 September 2014: • The Council of 

Europe’s Convention on the 

Manipulation of Sports Competitions 

is adopted and strongly supported by 

the IOC. The purpose of this 

Convention is to enhance collaboration 

and the exchange of information 

between sports organisations, public 

authorities and sports betting 

operators in relation to competition 

manipulation.  

30 January 2014: • The IOC announces 

that it has signed a Memorandum of 

Understanding (MoU) with 

INTERPOL, thereby widening the 

scope of previous joint activities and 



P a g e  | 101 

 

 
                                                                                                                                                                           

 

allowing for future collaboration on 

security and protection of the integrity 

of competitions at the Olympic Games 

and Youth Olympic Games. The MoU 

also provides for joint initiatives in the 

field of education and awareness-

raising for both sports organisations 

and law enforcement agencies.  

14 December 2013: • Stepping up 

efforts to protect clean athletes from 

manipulation or related corruption, 

the IOC Executive Board approves the 

establishment of an Olympic 

Movement monitoring tool to collate 

alerts and information on 

manipulation through betting.  

3 November 2013: • At the Olympic 

Summit, key Olympic Movement 

stakeholders agree to increase 

coordination, under the leadership of 

the IOC, in the fight against match-

fixing and illegal betting. The IOC is 

tasked with setting up a special unit 

within the IOC to coordinate efforts in 

this regard. The new unit is to work on 

riskprevention and disseminating 

information, and will support the 

harmonisation of rules for the Olympic 

Movement and sports world in general.  

November 2013: • The study 

“Criminalization approaches to combat 

match-fixing and illegal/irregular 

betting: a global perspective” is issued 

by the UN Office on Drugs and Crime 

(UNODC) supported by the IOC. The 

study compiles criminal law provisions 

on match-fixing and illegal betting 

from existing legislation in UNODC 

Member States, and identifies 

discrepancies and similarities in 

legislative approaches.  

14 May 2013: • The Founding Working 

Group on the Fight Against Irregular 

and Illegal Betting in Sport (FWG) 

meets for the fourth time to consider 

ways to combat irregular and illegal 

betting. Particular emphasis is given to 

three themes: 1) education, 2) 

monitoring and the exchange of 

information, and 3) regulations and 

legislation. • The FWG calls for the 

establishment of an Olympic 

Movement monitoring system that 

would be placed year-round at the 

service of all IFs during major 

competitions to monitor and share 

information regarding suspicious 

betting activity and for the creation of 

an international convention.  
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3 February 2012 • The FWG adopts 

recommendations that notably call for 

the identification of educational 

means, particularly through 

collaboration with national authorities 

and specialised agencies of the United 

Nations, to reach the widest possible 

sporting audience and calls on all 

governments to support making illegal 

and irregular betting a criminal 

offence.  

1 March 2011: • Under the aegis of the 

IOC, the FWG on the Fight Against 

Irregular and Illegal Betting in Sport is 

established. It offers an opportunity 

for discussion and the exchange of 

views between representatives from 

the sports movement, governments, 

international organisations such as the 

Council of Europe, INTERPOL and 

UNODC, and sports betting operators. 

All stakeholders confirm the 

importance of coordinated action in 

the fight to preserve sport’s integrity.  

24 June 2010: • The IOC organises its 

first seminar on the challenges 

inherent to betting and the Olympic 

Movement. Participants include 

betting operators and government 

experts. The seminar results in a set of 

recommendations Page 3/5 calling for 

closer collaboration with governments 

and police investigation agencies.  

October 2009: • The Olympic Congress 

calls on governments to “recognise that 

close collaboration and action in the 

fight to put an end to illegal and 

irregular betting and match-fixing is 

essential, both to Olympic-accredited 

events and to the wider world of sport 

competition”.  

December 2007: • The IOC Executive 

Board decides to share rules and 

experiences with sports federations, 

especially in the area of monitoring.  

RULES DURING THE OLYMPIC 

GAMES TO PROTECT CLEAN 

ATHLETES: 

Since 2006, the IOC Code of Ethics has 

forbidden all participants at the 

Olympic Games from betting on 

Olympic events. For each edition of the 

Olympic Games, and also for the Youth 

Olympic Games, specific rules are 

published:  

2014 Nanjing Youth Olympic Games:  

Clause in the Host City Contract 

stating that the city, the host NOC and 

the YOGOC shall not be involved, 

directly or indirectly, with any betting 
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in relation to the YOG and to ensure 

that the integrity of sport is fully 

protected.  

2014 Sochi Olympic Winter Games:  

Clause in the entry form obliges 

athletes and delegation members from 

NOCs and IFs to abstain from betting 

on the Olympic Games. The Rules of 

Application for the XXII Olympic 

Winter Games in Sochi outline the ban 

on betting linked to the Olympic 

Games. These Rules include the 

responsibility of the participants to 

report any attempt at matchfixing they 

have witnessed or been exposed to, 

and the obligation to cooperate in the 

event of an inquiry. For the first time, 

the IOC’s newly established “Integrity 

Betting Intelligence System” (IBIS) is 

in operation and a success. The system 

collates alerts and information on 

manipulation through betting on sport. 

It provides monitoring for the Olympic 

Games. No irregular patterns 

discovered.  

2012 London Olympic Games: Clause 

in the entry form obliges, in addition to 

the athletes and NOC delegations, the 

delegation members from 

International Federations (IFs) to 

abstain from betting on the Olympic 

Games. ISM monitors all betting 

activities on events at the London 2012 

Olympic Games. No irregular patterns 

discovered. IOC, London 2012 

organisers and the UK Gambling 

Commission set up a Joint Assessment 

Unit (JAU) for the prevention, 

assessment and investigation of 

betting activities on the Olympic 

Games.  

2010 Vancouver Olympic Games: 

Clause in the entry form obliges 

athletes and the delegation members 

of National Olympic Committees to 

abstain from betting on the Olympic 

Games. International Sports 

Monitoring (ISM) monitors all events 

for suspicious betting activity in 

conjunction with over 300 legal 

betting companies. No irregular 

patterns discovered.  

2008 Beijing Olympic Games: IOC 

monitors betting activities at the 

Olympic Games for the first time using 

FIFA’s Early Warning System (EWS). 

All events monitored, no irregular 

patterns discovered. For the first time, 

a clause is added to the entry form that 

obliges athletes and the delegation 

members of National Olympic 
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Committees to abstain from betting on 

the Olympic Games.  

2006:  Amendment to IOC Code of 

Ethics forbids all participants in the 

Olympic Games from betting on 

Olympic events.
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#14 ANTI DOPING UPDATES 

Image Courtesy:mycdn.athleticsafica.com 

WADA reinstates Beijing Laboratory 

The World Anti-Doping Agency 

(WADA) announced that, in 

accordance with the International 

Standard for Laboratories (ISL), Sir 

Craig Reedie, Chairman of WADA’s 

Executive Committee, has approved 

lifting the suspension of the 

accreditation of the National Anti-

Doping Laboratory, China Anti-Doping 

Agency (People's Republic of China) in 

Beijing, China. This reinstatement 

allows the Beijing Laboratory to 

resume all of its anti-doping activities, 

including all analyses of urine and 

blood samples, with immediate effect.  

The Beijing Laboratory, which had its 

accreditation suspended on 21 April 

2016 due to a non-conformity with the 
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ISL, has successfully complied with the 

ISL’s requirements for reinstatement 

and no further suspension is required. 

During the period of suspension, the 

laboratory was required to take five 

remedial steps highlighted by the 

Disciplinary Committee in its 

recommendation, in addition to 

addressing non-conformities identified 

in its External Quality Assessment 

Scheme (EQAS) program and any 

other non-conformities identified 

during WADA site visits during the 

suspension period. On 12 August 2016, 

the WADA Laboratory Expert Group 

recommended that the Beijing 

Laboratory’s WADA accreditation be 

reinstated at the earliest opportunity, 

after finding that the laboratory had 

satisfactorily resolved the required 

non-conformities and 

recommendations. After reviewing the 

recommendation, and the reports from 

WADA’s Laboratory Expert Group, the 

Chairman approved lifting the 

suspension. 

Pursuant to the ISL, WADA is 

responsible for accrediting and re-

accrediting anti-doping laboratories; 

thereby, ensuring that they maintain 

the highest quality 

standards. Whenever a laboratory does 

not meet ISL requirements, WADA 

may decide to suspend or revoke the 

laboratory’s accreditation. 

As stipulated within the ISL, this 

decision is communicated to all 

relevant national public authorities; 

national accreditation bodies; National 

Anti-Doping Organizations; National 

Olympic Committees; International 

Federations and the International 

Olympic Committee.  

 

 

 

WADA statement regarding NADO anti-doping reform 

proposals 
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The World Anti-Doping Agency 

(WADA) acknowledged 

the proposals made by the leaders of 17 

National Anti-Doping Organizations 

(NADOs) at their Extraordinary 

Summit in Copenhagen. 

The proposals, which have been put 

forth by the NADOs to ‘best serve the 

interests of clean athletes and restore 

confidence in the integrity of anti-

doping decisions in international 

sport’, are also intended to strengthen 

WADA and, as a result, the global anti-

doping system. Whilst WADA did not 

participate in the Summit, the Agency 

was informed in advance that it would 

be held and embraced the initiative as 

it does all constructive proposals. 

As previously announced, WADA will 

hold the first in a series of multi-

stakeholder Think Tank meetings on 

20 September 2016, the day before its 

traditional Executive Committee 

meeting – both that will generate other 

proposals.  Additionally, WADA would 

expect that the Olympic Summit, 

which has been called by the 

International Olympic Committee for 8 

October, will generate further 

proposals.  Beyond this, WADA will 

continue to collect the views of other 

interested stakeholders regarding the 

ways and means to further strengthen 

WADA and the global anti-doping 

system.  

On 19 and 20 November respectively, 

all proposals will be reviewed by the 

Agency’s Executive Committee and 

Foundation Board– both that are 

composed equally by representatives of 

government and the Olympic 

Movement, including athletes.  

Following the meetings, a roadmap 

will be drawn up that will set the 

direction for the future of the anti-

doping movement. 

 


