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“Only he who can see the invisible 
can do the impossible.” 
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# 1 POKÉMON GO AND 

AUGMENTED REALITY: 

CONSEQUENCES OF IPR 

VIOLATIONS 

TARINI MATHUR 

Image Courtesy:cnet.com 

 

INTRODUCTION 

Pokémon Go is a free-to-play, location-

based, augmented reality game 

developed by Niantic for iOS, Android, 

and Apple Watch devices. In the game, 

players use a mobile device's GPS 

capability to locate, capture, battle, 

and train virtual creatures, called 

Pokémon, who appear on the screen as 

if they were in the same real-world 
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location as the player. It quickly 

became a global phenomenon and was 

one of the most used mobile apps in 

2016, having been downloaded more 

than 500 million times worldwide. It is 

credited with popularizing location-

based and augmented reality gaming, 

promoting physical activity, and 

helping local businesses grow. 

However, it also attracted controversy 

for contributing to accidents and 

becoming a public nuisance at some 

locations. Multiple governments have 

expressed concerns over the game's 

security, with legislation regarding it 

being passed in some countries as a 

result. 

Pokémon Go & Intellectual 

Property Violations 

Nintendo has carefully, intelligently 

and creatively fit its IP to mobile game 

concepts. Pokémon GO‟s IP is new, but 

the IP strategies used are not. Certain 

registered and unregistered 

augmented reality IP, focusing 

primarily on the Pokémon IP provides 

an interesting case study in protecting 

IP, because the basics are similar 

whether the IP is computer-related, 

mechanical, or life sciences. One can 

also see how the Pokémon IP has 

evolved over approximately two 

decades. Nintendo Co., Ltd. filed three 

trademark applications for Pokémon 

GO in 2016, in three classes that are: 

programs for consumer video game 

apparatus; for providing non-

downloadable images via 

communication by handheld game 

apparatus with liquid crystal displays 

and for Consumer video game 

apparatus. 

Pokémon Gois the marriage 

&recognition of two disparate 

elements, that is, Augmented Reality 

and IP.It is an innovative and ground 

breakingfit which has proven progress 

in the fields of technology and gaming. 

But, as it‟s a venture into a relatively 

uncharted territory, the consequences 

of such harmony has not been clearly 

provided for. IPR violations such as 

copyright and trademark infringement 

along with civil and criminal liabilities 

such as invasion of privacy and 

negligence are some of the negative 

outcomes from this game. Hence, 

Nintendo took an enormous risk, 

marrying one of Nintendo's most 

valuable franchises to an incredibly 

niche, unproven and experimental 

kind of game. Following are some 
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major legal maladies that have resulted 

from it: 

 

1. COPYRIGHT VIOLATION 

Copyright is important to protect 

certain written and artistic works 

associated with the game. Copyrighted 

written works include the game 

instructions as well as the source code 

in the computer program. Certain 

artistic aspects of the game may also be 

copyrighted. Copyright exists as soon 

as the work is created, but registration 

can improve enforceability.Niantic‟s 

use of photos of landmarks in 

Pokémon Go is a legal grey area. 

UNITED STATES 

 In the United States, there exists a 

“freedom of panorama” exception to 

copyright law. This exception allows 

for free use of photos and videos of 

buildings (and sometimes sculptures 

and other works) that are located in 

public spaces. For example, a mural on 

a building would fall under this 

exception, and photographers could 

freely take photos of that mural. If the 

mural becomes a Pokéstop in Pokémon 

Go, the app could freely use a photo of 

that mural in the app. However, 

freedom of panorama sometimes does 

not extend to other works of art visible 

in public spaces. This could include 

sculptures and artworks, some of 

which are used as locations with 

photos in Pokémon Go. It is true that 

Freedom of Panorama is not a highly 

litigious area, so individual players can 

continue showing off their Pokémon 

on their social media accounts. It does 

raise concerns of the clarity of this area 

of law, especially concerning the line 

between commercial and non-

commercial uses of reproductions of 

copyright works. Just like the 

Pokémon Go servers, Freedom of 

Panorama needs to be fixed so that the 

law does not hinder public enjoyment.   

In the US, there are nearly 3000 

copyright registrations over the past 

couple of decades associated with 

Pokémon. They cover written text, 

source code, motion pictures and other 

visual material. 

United States copyright law contains 

the following provision: 

“The copyright in an architectural 

work that has been constructed does 

not include the right to prevent the 
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making, distributing, or public 

display of pictures, paintings, 

photographs, or other pictorial 

representations of the work, if the 

building in which the work is 

embodied is located in or ordinarily 

visible from a public place.” 

European Union 

In the European Union, a government 

directive provides for the possibility of 

member states having a freedom of 

panorama clause in their copyright 

laws, but does not require such a rule. 

There are also European countries 

such as Italy and Iceland, where there 

is no freedom of panorama at all. Some 

countries, such as France, do not have 

global permission for making images 

of an artistic creation, like a piece of 

architecture or sculpture, in public 

spaces and allow images of copyrighted 

works only under "incidental 

inclusion" clauses. In France the 

authorisation of the author, but not of 

the owner, is thus required if the piece 

is not just used secondarily or as a 

background on the image but 

intentionally or as its central and 

essential motif. 

In Europe, where there is a wide 

disparity in the panorama freedom 

provided by different countries. Article 

5 (3) (h) of the InfoSoc Directive, 

which gives the member nations the 

option to include in their legislations 

the freedom of panorama for works 

situated permanently in public places 

is not mandatory. This has resulted in 

varying standards in EU and has led to 

confusion among both users of online 

platforms and intermediaries. For 

instance, while Article 59 of Germany‟s 

copyright legislation, provides for a 

wide freedom of panorama, France till 

recently did not have one and even the 

one legislated now is a restricted one 

(for a full enumeration of freedom of 

panorama across the world, see this).  

Thus, the users of the game might find 

themselves to be in violation of 

copyright if they choose to share their 

Pokémon Go images. 

 India 

Although Pokémon Go is not yet 

officially launched in India, the frenzy 

has caught on in the country with 

many using cracked versions to play 

the game. Interestingly, a PIL has 

already been filed seeking a ban on the 

game. While one would have to wait 
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for the kind of legal and safety 

challenges the game might throw up in 

India, it seems to be on safe harbours 

as far as the panorama exception is 

concerned. The Copyright Act, 1957 

lays down the freedom of panorama in 

the form of three provisions- Section 

52 (1) (s), (t) and (u). 

While Section 52 (1) (s) provides for an 

exception in so far as making or 

publishing of a painting, drawing, 

engraving or photograph of a work of 

architecture, Section 52 (1) (t) extends 

a similar right as against sculptures 

and works under Section 2 (c) (iii), i.e., 

“any other work of artistic 

craftsmanship”. The other difference 

between Section 52 (1) (s) and (t) is 

that the exception provided in the 

former is not limited to works situated 

in public places while the latter 

extends only to those “permanently 

situated in public places or any 

premises to which public has access.” 

The panorama trio is completed by 

Section 52 (1) (u), which extends the 

exception to inclusion of artistic works 

in cinematographic films. It may be 

worthwhile to note that Section 52 (1) 

(u) (ii) can only apply if the artistic 

work is appearing incidentally in the 

cinematographic film and not as a 

principal matter. 

The true extent and import of the 

panorama exception under the Indian 

law can only be appreciated when one 

realises that they are not even subject 

to qualifications like non-commercial 

use. Most jurisdictions only allow for 

freedom of panorama if the 

copyrighted works are put to non-

commercial or educational purposes. 

Thus, on the face of it, given the wide 

panorama exception carved out by the 

Indian Copyright Act, Pokémon Go is 

unlikely to run into a copyright barrier. 

Nevertheless, it would be interesting to 

see the effect of trademark laws and 

cultural heritage laws on apps such as 

Pokémon Go. 

2. TRADEMARK VIOLATION 

Another potential intellectual 

property issue is whether 

trademark owners can sue Niantic 

for use of their marks in the game. 

These trademarks could include, 

say, the name of a store or mural 

used as a landmark. The trademark 

provides the exclusive right to use 

the brand with the registered goods 
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and services, which include the 

game itself and merchandise. 

UNITED STATES 

Use of a trademark to denote 

location or origin is generally 

legally permissible as “fair use” 

under U.S. trademark law.Fair use 

is consistent with the morelimited 

protection granted to trademarks, 

generally specific only to the 

particular product market and 

geographic area of the trademark 

owner.The fair use defence in 

trademark law is not prohibited by 

the possibility of confusion, 

according to the U.S. Supreme 

Court in 2004.1 However, courts 

may consider the possibility of 

confusion in analysing whether a 

use is fair or not. Intent to show 

confusion is also relevant; hence, 

the general rule that no more of the 

trademark should be used than 

necessary for the legitimate 

purpose. For instance, use of a 

word mark is preferred to a logo, 

and a word mark in the same style 

of type as surrounding text is 

                                                           
1
KP Permanent Make-Up, Inc. v. Lasting Impression 

I, Inc., 543 U.S. 111 (2004). 

preferred to a word mark in its 

trademarked distinctive type. 

In the days when Pokémon was a 

Game Boy game and trading cards, 

trademark registrations were filed 

to protect the brand name. 

Pokémon trademarks were 

registered in 1997 for software, 

programs, cartridges, trading cards, 

TV shows, magazines and 

merchandise. 

3. SOFTWARE PATENT 

CHALLENGES  

Pokémon GO‟s profits are at risk by 

possible challenges to the software 

patents underlying the game. They are 

ignoring very real patent risks.Analysis 

on the worldwide intellectual property 

portfolio of Nintendo shows that the 

Japanese games company was found to 

have 180 patents and published 

applications directed to augmented 

reality and other relevant technologies. 

The patents relate to virtual reality 

hardware and software, three-

dimensional data processing, 

displaying immersive screens, and 

motion and movement sensors for 

portable devices. 

UNITED STATES 
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Nintendo owns over 200 U.S. and 

international patents and patent 

applications, including many covering 

virtual reality and other software 

innovations. But here‟s the danger for 

both companies: many of Nintendo‟s 

patents (and all of Niantic‟s) were filed 

prior to June 19, 2014.Why is that date 

important? Because on that date, in 

the most consequential patent ruling of 

the last decade, the U.S. Supreme 

Court decided Alice Corp v CLS 

Bank International.2 As a result of 

how that decision has been 

interpreted, the Patent Office (USPTO) 

has dramatically limited the software-

related inventions it considers 

patentable, and the courts have 

declared hundreds of already-issued 

patents invalid.Any software patents 

applied for before Alice, therefore, are 

highly vulnerable to challenges by 

competitors. 

The Supreme Court itself considered 

that this case had nothing to do with 

software patentability in general. The 

high court simply held that hedging 

risk in financial transactionsand then 

merely “do the same thing through a 

                                                           
2
Alice Corp v CLS Bank International,134 S. Ct. 

2347 (2014) 

computer,” that does not constitute a 

patentable invention. Instead,In the 

two years since the Alice decision, 

however, this supposedly- “minor” 

case has been transformed by both the 

federal courts and the Patent Office 

into a general license to kill technology 

patents, it has burned a path of 

destruction across the innovation 

landscape, erasing tens of billions of 

dollars‟ worth of patented innovation 

held by companies both large and 

small. Hence, for gaming companies 

like Nintendo and Niantic, therefore, 

Alice‟s impact is anything but “virtual.”  

In the case of McRo, Inc. v Bandai 

Namco Games AmericaInc3, a 

district court invalidated two of 

McRo‟s most important gaming 

patents covering innovations that for 

the first time automated the 

previously-manual process of 

synchronizing a 3D animated 

character‟s lips and facial expressions 

to specific word sounds.Ironically, 

even the judge in that case lamented 

the lack of specific guidance from the 

Alice decision as to when a patent 

claim involves an abstract idea as 

                                                           
3
McRo, Inc. v Bandai Namco Games America 

Inc,13
th

 September, 2016 
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opposed to a patentable invention. But 

apparently that didn‟t stop him from 

invalidating McRo‟s patents, that too, 

at great cost to the firm‟s business and 

future innovation plans based on the 

vague and subjective notion of the 

judge. 

The first AR-related patent lawsuit 

was Tomita Technologies USA, 

LLC v. Nintendo Co4. The claimed 

infringement involved a sliding control 

button on the Nintendo 3DS handheld 

console, one of the first attempts at AR 

gaming. The slider adjusts the three-

dimensional image displayed in the 

3DS‟s “AR mode.” A jury in the 

Southern District of New York 

returned a verdict in Tomita‟s favour. 

Certain functional aspects of video 

games are subject to patent filings. 

Nintendo has in excess of 100 US 

patents and published applications 

related to augmented, mixed and 

virtual reality. Most of these 

augmented reality patent filings do not 

specifically relate to Pokémon GO, or 

necessarily even cover Pokémon GO. 

These filings cover aspects such as 

                                                           
4
Tomita Techs. USA, LLC v. Nintendo Co., No. 11 

Civ. 4256 (JSR), 2013 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 116486 
(S.D.N.Y. Aug. 14, 2013) 

three-dimensional image processing, 

stereoscopic image displays, server-

side processing, electronic messaging, 

and eye tracking. As well, one can look 

to newer patent applications to see 

where augmented reality games may 

go. Given the popularity of augmented 

reality, it is understandable that its 

owners would want to protect their 

inventions with IP as a precaution, 

before it is known whether that 

invention will go into production. 

What is Augmented Reality? 

Augmented Reality is the blending of 

digital information in a real- world 

environment.AR graphics and 

information about their location and 

surroundings go on changing in real-

time as they move about.AR has been 

defined as “a real-time direct or 

indirect view of a physical real-world 

environment that has been 

enhanced/augmented by adding 

virtual computer-generated 

information to it”5, though the exact 

scope of what is AR can be difficult to 

define due to the wide range of 

potential applications of sensory input 

to environments. The most 

                                                           
5
B FURHT, HANDBOOK OF AUGMENTED 

REALITY, (2011) 
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recognisable forms of AR are visual 

overlays on a screen or headwear that 

provide further information, map 

models or context-sensitive menus.6 

Itis a live direct or indirect view of a 

physical, real-world environment 

whose elements are augmented (or 

supplemented) by computer-generated 

sensory input such as sound, video, 

graphics or GPS data. The technology 

functions by enhancing one‟s current 

perception of reality. Augmentation is 

conventionally in real-time and in 

semantic context with environmental 

elements. With the help of advanced 

AR technology such as object 

recognition, the information about the 

surrounding real world of the user 

becomesinteractive. Information about 

the environment and its objects is 

overlaid on the real world. Augmented 

reality basically brings out the 

components of the Digital world into 

our perceived Real world. 

The way AR looks most readily posed 

to enter our lives, however, is through 

smartphones and other personal smart 

devices. The hardware and software 

capabilities of smartphones allow 

                                                           
6
Think ‘Terminator vision’, 

http://youtu.be/q35OdlftXQE,  

many app developers to put AR to 

creative uses.7 AR is one of the newest 

mass mediums of communication and 

the legal, social and ethical issues 

surrounding this technology are yet to 

be fully understood, especially when 

it‟s being imbibed with virtual reality 

gaming like that of Pokémon Go. 

Augmented Reality and the Law 

As with any nascent and not fully 

explored technology, there are bound 

to be inevitable errors in the 

presentation of information by AR 

aided devices such as human error, 

software glitches, crashes and even the 

risk of these technologies being hacked 

or hijacked.AR is a facet of spatial law. 

It is a set of legal issues associated with 

geospatial technology and the 

collection, use and transfer of location 

and other types of spatial data. 

As presently, the field of Augmented 

reality hasn‟t matured completely, it is 

quite difficult to try and legally 

encapsulate it‟s through legislations. 
                                                           
7
J B GOTOW, “ADDRESSING CHALLENGES 

WITH AUGMENTED REALITY APPLICATIONS 

ON SMARTPHONES”, (2010), MOBILE 

WIRELESS MIDDLEWARE, OPERATING 

SYSTEMS, AND APPLICATIONS: LECTURE 

NOTES OF THE INSTITUTE FOR COMPUTER 

SCIENCES, SOCIAL INFORMATICS AND 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERING, VOL 

48, 129-143. 

http://youtu.be/q35OdlftXQE
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Hence, the AR industry works on the 

concept of “the law of the horse”. What 

this means is that AR doesn‟t have its 

own focused legislation and is 

associated with the laws of fields it is 

related or applied to, such as IPR and 

gaming, as is in the case of Pokémon 

Go. Hence from an orthodoxviewpoint, 

there is no specific set of AR laws or 

regulations, yet it is regulated, by 

applying laws based on the contextual 

scenario. 

In the literal sense, AR law right now 

would encompass anything that 

companies like Niantic & Nintendo 

who use AR technology would 

encounter such as taxation, intellectual 

property, real estate, personal injury, 

tort, among others. Thus, AR intersects 

with the law in multiple ways. 

Proposal for Regulatory 

guidelines 

Pokémon Go, being a gaming 

application, is a smart phone based 

technology being aided by AR. Hence 

the implementation of AR is closely 

related to its success and also its 

downfall as their combination may 

lead to several legal violations as stated 

above. 

Many digital games even before 

Pokémon Go had incorporated AR in 

their technological set up but which 

posed no discernible risk to the users 

or society but now, with the progress 

in technology and funding, gaming is 

becoming more and more 

sophisticated, which is entwining the 

real and virtual world, leading to 

messy legal complications. 

The game itself is not injurious or 

risky, but the movement and 

interaction of the player with their 

physical environment is what is 

leading to the enhancement of risk. 

Here an interesting case can emerge, 

where injured players who were using 

Pokémon Go, which contains AR can 

possibly blame the game designers for 

any personal or tortious injury they 

may sustain as according to them, the 

designers have a duty to ensure that 

the players would not be injured from 

an „undue risk or injury‟.   

Thus, there is a need for a set of 

regulatory guidelines that clearly 

define AR with respect to gaming 

applications, that sum up its legal 

usage and state where and in what 

degree such use would become a legal 

violation. This would help both the 
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players and the AR using companies as 

they shall be protected by such a 

comprehensive framework. The 

guidelines would not possibly be 

exhaustive as AR gaming may lead to 

several and innumerable contingent 

scenarios based on specific factors 

such as the player‟s location, locality 

etc. but will definitely act as a basic 

guide of do‟s and don‟ts. In order to 

make the guidelines amenable to all 

parties affected by it, the AR designers 

and companies should give 

constructive inputs, theories and try to 

infer the foreseeable ways in which the 

players could injure themselves while 

playing such games and then try and 

take reasonable steps to try and 

minimise such risks. 

The guidelines should also have a 

clearly worded set of precautions and 

instructions, which would again be 

helpful in minimising the risk of legal 

conflicts with other companies or 

players. In the absence of such 

instructions, gaming related injuries 

could apportion liability onto 

companies when it doesn‟t necessarily 

stand to be put on them in that degree 

or manner. For example, in 

Anderson v. American 

Restaurant Group8, a condition as 

mundane as a wet bathroom floor can 

be a source of potential liability when 

game players are sent onto the physical 

world. Thus AR designers should take 

such risks into account and abide by a 

certain level of caution and legal due 

diligence. 

The guidelines would also need to have 

an authority in charge for ensuring 

compliance of such guidelines. The 

authority could also act as a quasi 

judicial body which exclusively 

entertains and has foremost authority 

in dealing with matters pertaining to 

the guidelines and in general cases 

which pertain to Augmented Reality 

based gaming. This singular authority 

would help in streamlining the judicial 

precedents regarding gaming and 

Augmented Reality which is a must in 

order to reduce confusion regarding 

the definition, scope and correct usage 

of this upcoming technology. This body 

shall also have the power to pronounce 

penalties on Companies that infringe 

the provisions of the guidelines and 

shall decide the quantum and nature of 

the penalties as well. 

                                                           
8
Anderson v. American Restaurant Group, 2000 

WL 1665693 (WASH. 2000) 
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 A singular authority would also help in 

acting as a catalyst in the technology‟s 

harmonious growth as the gaming 

corporations like Niantic could always 

consult and refer its queries to the 

authority, and shall act in a rouble 

shooting capacity, which would help 

lessen litigious proceedings at a later 

stage. 

Apart from the Quasi judicial 

authority, 3rd party audit companies or 

in house technological experts could 

also be hired under the aegis of the 

guidelines to conduct periodical 

evaluations of projects being heralded 

by companies. They shall act as 

advisers to ensure due diligence and 

ethical usage of such technologies 

keeping in mind the latest 

advancements in this field and any 

subsequent amendments these 

guidelines may incorporate. 

I also propose that a „safe usage‟ clause 

be added in the guidelines that make it 

mandatory for the developers of such 

gaming applications to include a 

„walkthrough‟ or an easy to understand 

instructional video. This would help in 

making the users aware of the game‟s 

AR aspect and the possible risks that 

may be associated while playing the 

game. It would help the users be aware 

of the basics of the technology and also 

the dos and don‟ts while playing. It 

would act as  a cost cutting and a 

highly risk minimising strategy for the 

Companies as it clearly would state the 

liabilities that might ensue. 

Conclusion 

Nintendo‟s on the apex of a change and 

the illustrious game maker has the 

potential to shortly unlock the huge 

potential of its intellectual property in 

its state of the art mobile gaming 

space. Nintendo‟s Pokémon GO isn‟t 

solely an amplifying accomplishment 

but also a global phenomenon which 

has pushed the limits of AR in a 

positive & exciting direction as it‟ll lead 

to further more innovations on these 

lines. 

Pokémon Go not only revives the 

company‟s suite of well-loved 

characters in the consumer 

cognizance, but also clearly indicates 

the company‟s grasp of open 

platforms, unlocking its Intellectual 

Property potential across unexplored 

brand extensions, from movies and 

theme parks to branded merchandise 

and in-app advertising. 
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This essay is not an exhaustive list of 

every legal possibility inherent in the 

Pokémon Go world. The issues 

discussed above are just some of the 

legal issues at play when users play AR 

based games such as Pokémon Go. 

While this may seem like a long list of 

potential legal problems, the reality is 

that any mobile game will have a host 

of legal issues involved. What‟s 

important here is that users are 

informed of their rights, which Niantic 

does its best to achieve through in-

game warnings and explicit provisions 

in their Terms of Service and Privacy 

Policy. 

Pokémon Go and augmented reality 

games show how IP strategies can 

evolve and adapt to new technology. 

Thus, with a comprehensive guideline 

in place, the technology and law shall 

be in sync and will result in good 

tidings for all, i.e., Corporations, 

gamers and the society in general. 

These guidelines will have a positive 

long term effect and shall ensure 

ethical use of such nascent 

technologies while correctly 

harnessing its scope and direction of 

progress.  
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#2 SANTHI SOUNDRAJAN TO FILE 

A HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATION 

CASE 

GAURAV MISRA 

Image Courtesy: indiatimes.com 

 

Santhi Soudrajan, who was stripped of 

her medal for failing a gender test , ten 

years ago during the Doha Asian 

Games is about to file a human rights 

violation case against the authorities , 

including the Athletics Federation of 

India and Indian Olympic Association. 

She has filed complaints at the 

National Commission for Scheduled 

Caste and Scheduled tribes, National 

Commission for Human Rights and 

National Commission for women. She 

is planning to file a petition at either 

Madras High Court or the Supreme 

Court of India. She won a silver medal 

in 800 m at the 2006 Asiads which 
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was taken off by the Olympic Council 

of Asia. This happens after the Sports 

Ministry waived off its responsibility to 

restore her Medal. In its reply to the 

National Commission for Scheduled 

Castes (NCSC) , the sports ministry 

stated , “…it is for the International 

Olympic Committee (IOC) and the 

Olympic Council of Asia (OCA) to take 

the decision in this matter. However , 

legal advice will be sought  on the 

matter and action will be taken 

accordingly.” The reply which is dated 

as of December 13, comes nine months 

after Santhi wrote to NCSC  saying she 

was subject to a „humiliating and 

unscientific‟ gender test. “ How can an 

Indian Citizen kept half nude for a half 

day in a foreign land? What were the 

steps taken by AFI and IOA to protect 

her human rights? How can they now 

say that this doesn‟t pertain to us and 

project as if the power of the 

Government is limited? Santhi is a 

citizen of India irrespective of her 

gender .Anyone will say this is a 

human rights violation,” said Gopi 

Shankar , an activist who works closely 

with Santhi. 

AFI president Adille Sumariwalla, 

however, said that the federation 

cannot do much because Soundarajan 

was banned and stripped off her medal 

by the OCA during the Asian Games. 

Shankar said due to lack of documents, 

including the report of the test 

conducted in Doha in 2006 on the 

basis of which Soundarajan was 

banned and stripped off her medal, she 

has not been able to file human rights 

violation complaints. "Can you 

imagine that Soundarajan was not 

given the report of the test done in 

2006 in Doha and it is ten years now? I 

filed an RTI to get the report, she also 

filed another RTI but she has not got 

the report on the basis of which she 

was banned and medal taken off," 

Shankar told PTI from Madurai. “ Now 

she has filed a complaint at the 

National Commission for Schedule 

Caste and Schedule Tribe (in 

September Last) in which the Sports 

Ministry was the party.She has also 

filed a complaint at the National 

Human Rights Commission last month 

that action be taken against AFI, IOA, 

SAI and Sports Ministry for subjecting 

to human rights violation during the 

test in Doha,” he added. “She was left 

to stand half naked for half a day in 

Doha and she did not know which test 

she was undergoing. She was not 
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informed of anything, nor she knew 

the language of the doctors conducting 

the test. This is gross violation of 

human rights of a poor and helpless 

woman. She was left to be fended by 

herself with nobody from the Indian 

authorities coming to her aid,” he said. 

 Sumariwalla, however, said that the 

report of the test has already be given 

to her in 2011 when she made a RTI 

application. “She is lying if she says 

she has not got the medical report. On 

February 24, 2011, on a reply to her 

RTI application, the AFI have given 

her the photostat copy of the test 

report given by the OCA. It was signed 

by all the doctors and the chief of 

Medical Commission of the Doha 

Asian Games,” Sumariwalla said. “I 

don‟t know why she is trying to bring 

this issue again and blaming the AFI. 

We have done what we could have 

done. Had it been during a Asian 

Championships or IAAF event, we 

could have intervened and sorted out 

the issues. But it was an action taken 

by the OCA and AFI can‟t do much. If 

something has to be done, it has to be 

done by the IOA,” he added. 

The reply from the Sports Ministry is 

the first official communication she 

has received from the Government in a 

decade, claimed Gopi. After failing the 

gender test in 2006, Santhi was not 

only stripped of her Asian Games silver 

medal but also banned from 

participating in athletic events and had 

all her achievements struck off the 

records. But more than ten years later, 

it is shocking that she is yet to receive 

the copy of tests conducted. The 

activist compared the case of Santhi 

with that of Dutee Chand, who had 

been banned in 2014 after failing a 

gender test. In Dutee‟s case, the 

highest court in sport , the Court of 

Arbitration for Sports (CAS) 

suspended the International 

Association of Athletics Federation‟s 

rules on hyperandrogenism for two 

years , stating that there is no scientific 

evidence to prove that women athletes 

with excessive testosterone levels had a 

competitive advantage. “Dutee‟s case 

happened in India , we knew the AFI 

did the gender test. Indian authorities 

fully cooperated so she was able to get 

the papers in her hand. It also 

happened in the social media era and 

Dutee was able to get the backing of 

thousands of Indians. But in Santhi‟s 

case she was unable to do anything 

.She did  not have enough documents 

and has ever ever seen her gender test 



P a g e  | 21 

 

 
                                                                                                                                                                           

 

report,” pointed out Gopi. While the 

fight to claim Snthi‟s medal will 

continue, Gopi asserts that rules for 

determination of gender of female 

athletes are highly discriminatory with 

no basis in empirical evidence adding, 

“There are many women athletes who 

have quit after Santhi was stripped off 

her medal. Yesterday it was Santhi , 

today it is Dutee and tomorrow it can 

be anyone else.” 
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#3 CAPTAIN DHONI 

 

Image Courtesy:ste.india.com 

 

Career highlights and 

milestones: 

MATCHES PLAYED: He has 

captained India in 331 matches (all 

formats combined), the most by any 

player across formats. The next in line 

is Ricky Ponting with 324 matches as a 

captain. Dhoni is the only wicket-

keeper to lead a team in more than 100 

international matches across formats. 

Dhoni led India in 331 international 

matches. The next best for any wicket-

keeper captain across formats is 76 by 

Mushfiqur Rahim. 

MAJOR TOURNAMENTS WIN - 

Dhoni is the only captain to win all 

three major ICC limited-over 

tournaments. Under the leadership of 

Dhoni, India won the 2007 World T20, 

the 2011 ODI World Cup and the 2013 

Champions Trophy. He led India in six 

finals of limited-over tournaments 

involving five or more teams and India 

won four of them, which is the joint 
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most by any captain for a team in 

limited-over internationals. Dhoni won 

67 overseas ODI matches as a captain, 

which is the second most by any 

captain in ODIs. Ponting is the only 

captain to win more than 100 overseas 

ODI matches. 

WINNINGS STATISTICS - Dhoni 

won 110 ODI matches as a captain, 

which is the second most by any 

player. Ponting tops the list by winning 

165 ODIs. The next best after Dhoni for 

India in the list is Mohammad 

Azharuddin, who won 90 ODIs as a 

captain during his career. Dhoni 

finished one match short of becoming 

the third player to captain in 200 

ODIs, after Ponting  with 230 matches 

and Stephen Fleming with 218 

matches. Dhoni won 41 T20Is as 

captain of India, which is the most by 

any captain. Dhoni led India in 72 

T20Is, which is also the most by a 

captain. Darren Sammy is at the 

second place in the list with 27 T20I 

wins as captain of West Indies. Dhoni‟s 

win/loss ratio of 1.750 in multi-team 

tournament finals is the best for any 

Indian captain in ODIs who has led 

India in more than one such final. 

Dhoni had led India in 11 such finals, 

India won seven of them and lost four. 

Azharuddin is at the second place in 

the list with a win/loss ratio of 1.375. 

 

RUNS SCORED : MS Dhoni scored 

6,633 runs as a captain in ODIs, which 

is the second most by any captain after 

Ponting‟s 8,497 runs. His average of 

53.92 in ODIs as a captain is also the 

second highest for any captain who has 

scored at least 1,000 runs in ODIs till 

date. AB de Villiers is at first place in 

the table by scoring 4,219 runs from 87 

ODIs as a captain, with an average of 

65.92. Dhoni scored 1,112 runs in 

T20Is as captain of India, which is the 

most by any captain. He was the first 

to reach the milestone of 1,000 runs as 

a captain in T20Is and since then only 

Faf du Plesis has achieved the feat. 

Dhoni is the second fastest to score 

3,000 runs in ODIs as a captain. He 

achieved the landmark in 70 innings 

while AB de Villiers is at the first place 

in the list by completing the milestone 

in just 60 innings. Dhoni is also the 

third fastest to 2000 runs in ODIs as a 

captain. He achieved the feat in 48 

ODI innings, while AB de Villiers (41) 

and Michael Clarke (47) are ahead of 

him in that list. 
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SIXES - Dhoni hit 126 sixes as a 

captain in ODIs in his career, which is 

the most by any player in ODIs. He 

went past Ponting‟s tally of 123 sixes in 

ODIs as a captain at Mohali against 

New Zealand in his last series as 

captain. 

MOMs- Dhoni won 15 Man of the 

Match awards as captain of India, 

which is the second most by any 

captain in ODIs. Sanath Jayasuriya, 

Ponting and Arjuna Ranatunga are 

ahead of Dhoni in the list, with all 

having won 19 Man of the match 

awards. Dhoni is the third captain to 

win a Man of the Match award in the 

final of a World Cup. The other two 

who have achieved the same milestone 

are Clive Lloyd (in 1975) and Ponting 

(in 2003). Dhoni was awarded Man of 

the match for his match-winning 

knock of 91* runs as an Indian captain 

in the 2011 World Cup final. Dhoni 

won four Man of the Series awards as 

an Indian captain in ODIs, which is the 

joint second most by any captain in 

ODIs. Only Ponting (7) had won more 

such awards than him. 

AVERAGE- Dhoni‟s batting average 

of 70.83 as captain in India‟s ODI wins 

is the third highest for any captain who 

has scored a minimum 1,000 runs in 

winning causes in ODIs. Dhoni scored 

3,754 runs in India‟s wins in ODIs, 

including three centuries and 29 fifties 

with a strike rate of 93.19. 

UNBEATEN IN CHASES- Dhoni 

was unbeaten 26 times in successful 

chases in ODIs, which is the most by 

any captain. Arjuna Ranatunga is at 

the second place in the list with 22 

such innings. In T20Is, also, Dhoni 

leads the list with 12 such innings. 

Dhoni is one of the two captains who 

had not scored a fifty in T20Is till date, 

among captains who have captained a 

team in at least 30 T20Is. Darren 

Sammy is the other captain. There had 

been 65 players who played under MS 

Dhoni in ODIs, which is the fourth 

most for any captain. The record is 

held by Brian Lara, as under his 

leadership, 68 players played ODI 

cricket. Dhoni is the only player to 

captain a country in six editions of 

World T20. The next is three each by 

Paul Collingwood (2007, 2009 and 

2010) and Darren Sammy (2012, 2014 

and 2016).
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#4 IOC SANCTIONS EIGHT 

ATHLETES FOR FAILING ANTI-

DOPING TEST AT BEIJING 2008 

AND LONDON 2012 

Image Courtesy : stillmed.olympic.org 

TWITTER SHAREThe protection of 

clean athletes and the fight against 

doping are top priorities for the 

International Olympic Committee 

(IOC), as outlined in OLYMPIC 

AGENDA 2020, the IOC‟s strategic 

roadmap for the future of the Olympic 

movement. To provide a level playing 

field for all clean athletes at the 

Olympic games Rio 2016, the IOC put 

special measures in place, including 

targeted pre-tests and the re-analysis 

of stored samples from the Olympic 

games Beijing 2008 and London 2012, 

following an intelligence-gathering 

process that started in August 2015. 

As part of this process, the IOC 

announced that eight athletes have 

http://twitter.com/share?url=https://www.olympic.org/news/ioc-sanctions-eight-athletes-for-failing-anti-doping-test-at-beijing-2008-and-london-2012
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been disqualified from the Olympic 

Games Beijing 2008 and London 2012. 

The details follow. 

Lei CAO, 33, of China, competing 

in the women’s 75kg weightlifting 

event, in which she ranked 1st 

and for which she was awarded a 

gold medal, has been disqualified 

from the Olympic Games Beijing 

2008. Re-analysis of Cao’s 

samples from Beijing 2008 

resulted in a positive test for the 

prohibited substance GHRP-2 

and metabolite (GHRP-2 M2).  

The IOC Disciplinary Commission, 

composed for this case of Mr Denis 

Oswald (Chairman), Mr Juan Antonio 

Samaranch and Dr Ugur Erdener, 

decided the following: 

I. The Athlete, Lei CAO: 

i. is found to have 

committed an anti-

doping rule violation 

pursuant to the IOC Anti-

Doping Rules applicable 

to the Games of the XXIX 

Olympiad in Beijing in 

2008, 

ii. is disqualified from all 

the events in which she 

participated upon the 

occasion of the Olympic 

Games Beijing 2008, 

namely, the women‟s 

75kg weightlifting event, 

and 

iii. has the medal, the 

medallist pin and the 

diploma obtained in the 

women‟s 75kg 

weightlifting event 

withdrawn and is 

ordered to return the 

same. 

II. The International Weightlifting 

Federation (IWF) is requested 

to modify the results of the 

above-mentioned event 

accordingly and to consider any 

further action within its own 

competence. 
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III. The Chinese Olympic 

Committee shall ensure full 

implementation of this decision. 

IV. The Chinese Olympic 

Committee shall notably secure 

the return to the IOC, as soon as 

possible, of the medal, the 

medallist pin and the diploma 

awarded in connection with the 

women‟s 75kg weightlifting 

event to the Athlete. 

V. This decision enters into force 

immediately. 

Xiexia CHEN, 34, of China, 

competing in the women’s 48kg 

weightlifting event, in which she 

ranked 1st and for which she was 

awarded a gold medal, has been 

disqualified from the Olympic 

Games Beijing 2008. Re-analysis 

of Chen’s samples from Beijing 

2008 resulted in a positive test 

for the prohibited substance 

GHRP-2 and metabolite (GHRP-2 

M2).  

The IOC Disciplinary Commission, 

composed for this case of Mr Denis 

Oswald (Chairman), Mr Juan Antonio 

Samaranch and Dr Ugur Erdener, 

decided the following: 

I. The Athlete, Xiexia CHEN: 

i. is found to have 

committed an anti-

doping rule violation 

pursuant to the IOC Anti-

Doping Rules applicable 

to the Games of the XXIX 

Olympiad in Beijing in 

2008, 

ii. is disqualified from all 

the events in which she 

participated upon the 

occasion of the Olympic 

Games Beijing 2008, 

namely, the women‟s 

48kg weightlifting event, 

and 

iii. has the medal, the 

medallist pin and the 

diploma obtained in the 

women‟s 48kg 

weightlifting event 

withdrawn and is 
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ordered to return the 

same. 

II. The IWF is requested to modify 

the results of the above-

mentioned event accordingly 

and to consider any further 

action within its own 

competence. 

III. The Chinese Olympic 

Committee shall ensure full 

implementation of this decision. 

IV. The Chinese Olympic 

Committee shall notably secure 

the return to the IOC, as soon as 

possible, of the medal, the 

medallist pin and the diploma 

awarded in connection with the 

women‟s 48kg weightlifting 

event to the Athlete. 

V. This decision enters into force 

immediately. 

Chunhong LIU, 31, of China, 

competing in the women’s 69kg 

weightlifting event, in which she 

ranked 1st and for which she was 

awarded a gold medal, has been 

disqualified from the Olympic 

Games Beijing 2008. Re-analysis 

of Liu’s samples from Beijing 

2008 resulted in a positive test 

for the prohibited substances 

GHRP-2 and metabolite (GHRP-2 

M2), and sibutramine.  

The IOC Disciplinary Commission, 

composed for this case of Mr Denis 

Oswald (Chairman), Mr Juan Antonio 

Samaranch and Dr Ugur Erdener, 

decided the following: 

I. The Athlete, Chunhong LIU: 

i. is found to have 

committed an anti-

doping rule violation 

pursuant to the IOC Anti-

Doping Rules applicable 

to the Games of the XXIX 

Olympiad in Beijing in 

2008, 

ii. is disqualified from all 

the events in which she 

participated upon the 

occasion of the Olympic 

Games Beijing 2008, 

namely, the women‟s 
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69kg weightlifting event, 

and 

iii. has the medal, the 

medallist pin and the 

diploma obtained in the 

women‟s 69kg 

weightlifting event 

withdrawn and is 

ordered to return the 

same. 

II. The IWF is requested to modify 

the results of the above-

mentioned event accordingly 

and to consider any further 

action within its own 

competence. 

III. The Chinese Olympic 

Committee shall ensure full 

implementation of this decision. 

IV. The Chinese Olympic 

Committee shall notably secure 

the return to the IOC, as soon as 

possible, of the medal, the 

medallist pin and the diploma 

awarded in connection with the 

women‟s 69kg weightlifting 

event to the Athlete. 

V. This decision enters into force 

immediately. 

Nadzeya OSTAPCHUK, 36, of 

Belarus, competing in the 

women’s shot put event, in which 

she ranked 3rd and for which she 

was awarded a bronze medal, has 

been disqualified from the 

Olympic Games Beijing 2008. Re-

analysis of Ostapchuk’s samples 

from Beijing 2008 resulted in a 

positive test for the prohibited 

substances 

dehydrochlormethyltestosterone 

(turinabol) and tamoxifen.   

 

The IOC Disciplinary Commission, 

composed for this case of Mr Denis 

Oswald (Chairman), Mr Juan Antonio 

Samaranch and Dr Ugur Erdener, 

decided the following: 

I. The Athlete, Nadzeya 

OSTAPCHUK: 

i. is found to have 

committed an anti-

doping rule violation 

pursuant to the IOC Anti-
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Doping Rules applicable 

to the Games of the XXIX 

Olympiad in Beijing in 

2008 (presence and/or 

use, of a Prohibited 

Substance or its 

Metabolites or Markers 

in an athlete‟s bodily 

specimen), 

ii. is disqualified from the 

Women‟s shot put event 

in which she participated 

upon the occasion of the 

Olympic Games Beijing 

2008, 

iii. has the medal, the 

medallist pin and the 

diploma obtained in the 

Women‟s shot put event 

withdrawn and is 

ordered to return the 

same. 

II. The International Association of 

Athletics Federations (IAAF) is 

requested to modify the results 

of the above-mentioned event 

accordingly and to consider any 

further action within its own 

competence. 

III. The National Olympic 

Committee of the Republic of 

Belarus shall ensure full 

implementation of this decision. 

IV. The National Olympic 

Committee of the Republic of 

Belarus shall notably secure the 

return to the IOC, as soon as 

possible, of the medal, the 

medallist pin and the diploma 

awarded in connection with the 

women‟s shot put event. 

V. This decision enters into force 

immediately. 

Darya PCHELNIK, 36, of Belarus, 

competing in the women’s 

hammer throw event, 

(qualification and final) in which 

she ranked 4th and for which she 

was awarded a diploma, has been 

disqualified from the Olympic 

Games Beijing 2008. Re-analysis 

of Pchelnik’s samples from 

Beijing 2008 resulted in a 

positive test for the prohibited 
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substances 

dehydrochlormethyltestosterone 

(turinabol).   

The IOC Disciplinary Commission, 

composed for this case of Mr Denis 

Oswald (Chairman), Mr Juan Antonio 

Samaranch and Dr Ugur Erdener, 

decided the following: 

I. The Athlete, Darya PCHELNIK: 

i. is found to have 

committed an anti-

doping rule violation 

pursuant to the IOC Anti-

Doping Rules applicable 

to the Games of the XXIX 

Olympiad in Beijing in 

2008 (presence and/or 

use, of a Prohibited 

Substance or its 

Metabolites or Markers 

in an athlete‟s bodily 

specimen), 

ii. is disqualified from the 

women‟s hammer throw 

event in which she 

participated upon the 

occasion of the Olympic 

Games Beijing 2008, 

iii. has the diploma obtained 

in the women‟s hammer 

throw event withdrawn 

and is ordered to return 

the same. 

II. The IAAF is requested to modify 

the results of the above-

mentioned event accordingly 

and to consider any further 

action within its own 

competence. 

III. The National Olympic 

Committee of the Republic of 

Belarus shall ensure full 

implementation of this decision. 

IV. The National Olympic 

Committee of the Republic of 

Belarus shall notably secure the 

return to the IOC, as soon as 

possible, of the diploma 

awarded in connection with the 

women‟s hammer throw event 

to the Athlete. 

V. This decision enters into force 

immediately. 
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Sibel SIMSEK, 32, of Turkey, 

competing in the women’s 63kg 

weightlifting event, in which she 

ranked 4th and for which she was 

awarded a diploma, has been 

disqualified from the Olympic 

Games London 2012. Re-analysis 

of Simsek’s samples from 

London 2012 resulted in a 

positive test for the prohibited 

substances 

dehydrochlormethyltestosterone 

(turinabol) and stanozolol.   

The IOC Disciplinary Commission, 

composed for this case of Mr Denis 

Oswald (Chairman), Mr Juan Antonio 

Samaranch and Mrs Gunilla Lindberg, 

decided the following: 

I. The Athlete, Sibel Simsek: 

i. is found to have 

committed an anti-

doping rule violation 

pursuant to the IOC Anti-

Doping Rules applicable 

to the Games of the XXX 

Olympiad in London in 

2012 (presence, and/or 

use, of Prohibited 

Substances or its 

Metabolites or Markers 

in an athlete‟s bodily 

specimen), 

ii. is disqualified from the 

women‟s 63kg 

weightlifting event in 

which she participated 

upon the occasion of the 

Olympic Games London 

2012, 

iii. has the diploma obtained 

in the women‟s 63kg 

weightlifting event 

withdrawn and is order 

to return the same. 

II. The IWF is requested to modify 

the results of the above-

mentioned event accordingly 

and to consider any further 

action within its own 

competence. 

III. The Turkish Olympic 

Committee shall ensure full 

implementation of this decision. 

IV. The Turkish Olympic 

Committee shall notably secure 
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the return to the IOC, as soon as 

possible, of the diploma 

awarded in connection with the 

women‟s 63kg weightlifting 

event to the Athlete. 

V. This decision enters into force 

immediately. 

Intigam ZAIROV, 31, of 

Azerbaijan, competing in the 

men’s 94kg weightlifting event, in 

which he ranked 6th and for 

which he was awarded a diploma, 

has been disqualified from the 

Olympic Games London 2012. Re-

analysis of Zairov’s samples from 

London 2012 resulted in a 

positive test for the prohibited 

substances 

dehydrochlormethyltestosterone 

(turinabol).   

The IOC Disciplinary Commission, 

composed for this case of Mr Denis 

Oswald (Chairman), Mr Juan Antonio 

Samaranch and Dr Ugur Erdener, 

decided the following: 

I. The Athlete, Intigam ZAIROV: 

i. is found to have 

committed an anti-

doping rule violation 

pursuant to the IOC Anti-

Doping Rules applicable 

to the Games of the XXX 

Olympiad in London in 

2012 (presence, and/or 

use, of Prohibited 

Substances or its 

Metabolites or Markers 

in an athlete‟s bodily 

specimen), 

ii. is disqualified from the 

men‟s 94kg weightlifting 

event in which he 

participated upon the 

occasion of the Olympic 

Games London 2012, 

iii. has the diploma obtained 

in the men‟s 94kg 

weightlifting event 

withdrawn and is order 

to return the same. 

II. The IWF is requested to modify 

the results of the above-

mentioned event accordingly 

and to consider any further 
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action within its own 

competence. 

III. The National Olympic 

Committee of the Azerbaijani 

Republic shall ensure full 

implementation of this decision. 

IV. The National Olympic 

Committee of the Azerbaijani 

Republic shall notably secure 

the return to the IOC, as soon as 

possible, of the diploma 

awarded in connection with the 

men‟s 94kg weightlifting event 

to the Athlete. 

V. This decision enters into force 

immediately. 

The full decision is available here 

 

 

Norayr VARDANYAN, 29, of 

Armenia, competing in the men’s 

94kg weightlifting event, in 

which he ranked 11th, has been 

disqualified from the Olympic 

Games London 2012. Re-analysis 

of Vardanyan’s samples from 

London 2012 resulted in a 

positive test for the prohibited 

substances 

dehydrochlormethyltestosterone 

(turinabol).   

The IOC Disciplinary Commission, 

composed for this case of Mr Denis 

Oswald (Chairman), Mr Juan Antonio 

Samaranch and Dr Ugur Erdener, 

decided the following: 

I. The Athlete, Norayr 

VARDANYAN: 

i. is found to have 

committed an anti-

doping rule violation 

pursuant to the IOC Anti-

Doping Rules applicable 

to the Games of the XXX 

Olympiad in London in 

2012 (presence, and/or 

use, of Prohibited 

Substances or its 

Metabolites or Markers 

in an athlete‟s bodily 

specimen), 

ii. is disqualified from the 

men‟s 94kg weightlifting 

https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/IOC/Who-We-Are/Commissions/Disciplinary-Commission/LRT-II-038-Decision-of-the-Disciplinary-Commission-Intigam-ZAIROV.pdf#_ga=1.242739842.1684729564.1466606875
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event in which he 

participated upon the 

occasion of the Olympic 

Games London 2012, 

II. The IWF is requested to modify 

the results of the above-

mentioned event accordingly 

and to consider any further 

action within its own 

competence. 

III. The National Olympic 

Committee of Armenia shall 

ensure full implementation of 

this decision. 

IV. This decision enters into force 

immediately. 

The additional analyses on 

samples collected during the 

Olympic Games Beijing 2008 and 

London 2012 were performed 

with improved analytical 

methods, in order to possibly 

detect prohibited substances that 

could not be identified by the 

analysis performed at the time of 

these editions of the Olympic 

games.

.
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#5 IOC, USOC AND NBC 

UNIVERSAL ANNOUNCE OLYMPIC 

CHANNEL PARTNERSHIP IN THE 

UNITED STATES 

 

Image Courtesy:sportsfeatures.com 

 

In a ground-breaking collaboration to 

connect fans to the Olympic Movement 

all year round, the International 

Olympic Committee (IOC), the United 

States Olympic Committee (USOC) 

and NBC Universal have created a 

comprehensive Olympic Channel 

content and distribution partnership in 

the United States, all three parties 

announced today. 

During the second half of 2017, the 

partnership will launch a new U.S. 

television network under the “Olympic 

Channel: Home of Team USA” brand 
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that will offer fans year-round 

Olympic-sport programming from 

around the world, with an emphasis on 

their favourite American athletes and 

teams. The new partnership 

complements the Olympic Channel, 

which launched as a worldwide digital 

platform following the Closing 

Ceremony of the Olympic Games Rio 

2016. Additional details about the 

launch of the new linear cable channel 

will be provided at a later date. 

Along with the Channel, the 

partnership also brings additional 

coverage of Olympic sports 

programmes that will appear 

exclusively on other NBCU platforms – 

including NBC, NBCSN and NBC 

Sports Digital outlets. The first such 

coverage begins this Saturday, 17 

December, with the Team USA Winter 

Champions Series. 

The three organisations will 

collaborate to produce and distribute 

Olympic sports and Olympic-themed 

programming on a year-round basis 

between the Games, providing 

continuity that reflects the idea that, 

even though the Olympic flame is 

extinguished at the end of each edition 

of Games, the athletes‟ own compelling 

stories and journeys continue. 

The collaborative programming will 

emphasise live events from a broad 

portfolio of summer and winter 

Olympic sports. It will also include 

Olympic-themed original content 

produced by all three parties, such as 

original programmes produced by 

filmmakers from around the world 

commissioned by the global Olympic 

Channel; rich archival footage from the 

IOC and NBCU‟s library of Olympic 

features and documentaries; and 

original Team USA programming 

contributed by the USOC. 

 Mark Parkman who is the General 

Manager of the Olympic Channel said 

that through this exciting new 

partnership with the USOC and 

NBCUniversal, the channel will ensure 

that U.S. audiences are more closely 

connected with the Olympic Movement 

through a more personalised 

experience. The evolution of the 

Olympic Channel in the United States 

is a significant milestone as we expand 

our distribution options across the 
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globe in conjunction with our 

broadcast and National Olympic 

Committee partners. Placing a 

spotlight on Olympic sports outside 

the Games themselves will ultimately 

bring them more deserved attention 

and help them grow. 

Scott Blackmun, the CEO of USOC 

CEO said that the launch of the 

„Olympic Channel: Home of Team 

USA‟ partnership marks an exciting 

opportunity to promote and celebrate 

Olympic and Paralympic sport year-

round. Additionally, launching in 

conjunction with the inaugural Team 

USA Winter Champions Series 

broadcast is a great way to serve the 

fastest-growing fan base in American 

sports. 

Gary Zenkal who is the President of 

NBC Olympics said that this is 

wonderful news for fans of Olympic 

athletes and Olympic sports, and we‟re 

proud to partner with the IOC and 

USOC to bring the vision of the 

Olympic Channel to life in the United 

States. The Olympic Channel 

partnership will provide multiple, 

year-round platforms to highlight the 

incredible achievements and inspiring 

stories of Olympic athletes and the 

Olympic values they represent, 

including a full-time home for Olympic 

sports when we launch the new linear 

channel in 2017. 

Following the launch of the global 

digital product and in partnership with 

rights-holding broadcast partners and 

National Olympic Committees, the 

Olympic Channel is developing 

localised versions, which will offer 

region- and language-specific user 

experiences on linear and digital 

platforms in certain territories, leading 

to more personalised experiences for 

Olympic fans around the world. 

About the Olympic Channel 

The Olympic Channel is a multi-

platform media destination where fans 

can discover, engage and share in the 

power of sport and the excitement of 

the Olympic Games all year round. 

Offering original programming, news, 

live sports events and highlights, the 

Olympic Channel provides additional 

exposure for sports and athletes 24 

hours a day, 365 days a year. The 
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Olympic Channel was launched in 

August 2016 in support of the IOC‟s 

goal, set out in Olympic Agenda 2020, 

of providing a new way to engage 

younger generations, fans and new 

audiences with the Olympic 

Movement. Founding Partners 

supporting the Olympic Channel are 

Worldwide TOP Partners Bridgestone 

and Toyota. The Olympic Channel is 

available worldwide via mobile apps 

for Android and iOS devices and 

at olympicchannel.com. 

About the USOC 

Founded in 1894 and headquartered in 

Colorado Springs, Colorado, the U.S. 

Olympic Committee serves as both the 

National Olympic Committee and 

National Paralympic Committee for 

the United States. As such, the USOC 

is responsible for the training, entering 

and funding of U.S. teams for the 

Olympic, Paralympic, Youth Olympic, 

Pan-American and Parapan-American 

Games, while serving as a steward of 

the Olympic and Paralympic 

movements throughout the country. 

For more information, visit 

TeamUSA.org. 

About NBC Olympics 

A division of NBC Sports Group, NBC 

Olympics is responsible for producing, 

programming and promoting NBC 

Universal's Olympic Games coverage. 

It is renowned for its unsurpassed 

Olympic heritage, award-winning 

production, and ability to aggregate 

the largest audiences in U.S. television 

history. NBC Universal owns the U.S. 

media rights on all platforms to all 

Olympic Games through to 2032. 

 

 

 

https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.olympicchannel.olympics
https://itunes.apple.com/app/olympic-channel/id1129875600
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#6 FAN ARTICLES – MAHENDRA 

SINGH DHONI 

Image Courtesy:ste.india.com 

FAN ARTICLE- TANU PRIYA 

I have grown up in a family where cricket has been passion. My dad played for local 

team in Bihar as wicketkeeper, captain and right handed batsman. I call him Dhoni 

of that era, which he hates. Been brought up in family supporting Sachin Tendulkar 

and Saurav Ganguly, I always appreciated the game in sportsman spirit without 

having inclination for any player. Until 2007 when he took over the captaincy of ODI 

from Rahul Dravid. Since than he holds numerous captaincy records specially ICC 

World Twenty20.  

It‟s just a huge adrenaline rush in me when I see him on TV. Be it his long hairs, 

charm of personality or bold decisions kept me awestruck. He has nailed those 

massive responsibilities on his shoulders like a gentleman. I would not call myself as 

biggest fan but yes, true admirer.  
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I have intense feeling of respect for the choices he has made. He has been 

instrumental in the evolution of young Indian batsmen and bowlers. He has put the 

team's cause ahead of his own personal goals. He is true inspiration to youth be it in 

fashion statement or his leadership skills or handling high pressure situation. He has 

redefined the art of stumping! 

Since the inception of IPL, Dhoni had captained Chennai Super Kings. Within those 

8 years he had most successful captaincy records winning the title twice. The colour 

yellow had become an emotion connoting feelings for Dhoni. It was an emotional 

moment to see CSK getting suspended. But you moved on with Pune Supergiants in 

9th season of IPL and we support you. 

When Dhoni played his final Test match in Australia, I knew it was coming since 

long. Every time he went out to play for the country it was proud feeling, as he 

emerged out from hardships and showed his abilities with limitations of technique. 

Retirement didn‟t come as shock. His captaincy attracted criticism till the very end, 

but he led India in more Tests and clocked more victories than anyone else in 

history.  

The birth of your child was much-awaited, and little did we all know that it will clash 

with the World Cup. Little Ziva was born on 6th February 2015, eight days before 

India‟s first match in the World Cup. There was enough time for you to make a quick 

trip back home, be there with your family during the birth of your first child and zip 

through to return to your team. 

But, you decided against it because you were on „national duty‟. Like a true soldier, 

kept the country first, followed by the team and then your personal life. 

Dhoni is a role model for thousands of small-town youngsters who dream big. Your 

movie shows that you stand to be a reality check that dreams do come true. From 

being a Railway ticket collector, he emerged to be one of the most successful Indian 

captains.  

For the contributions you have made to Indian Team is priceless. Cricket has not 

seen such a selfless leader as you who dedicates victories as team efforts and takes 
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the entire blames on himself in case of failures. Dhoni picked cricket over all other 

priorities of your life and that‟s why he deserves respect. He gave us reasons to smile 

and memories to cherish. 

Recounting the amount of times that you have made the nation proud will simply 

take too long and I won‟t even take the time to attempt to do that. But more than the 

trophies, the record-breaking wins, whitewashes, one thing that will be etched long 

in the memories of every Indian fan will be the winning mentality that you brought to 

the team. 

There is no player who is quicker between the wickets than you are. Your ability to 

rotate strike and go big at the end when you are set makes you an invaluable asset to 

the middle-order and one that we hope to see more of, before you eventually call it a 

day. 

And now that you stepped down as Captain from ODI and T20, the news was sad but 

definitely an inspiration. You owe it to yourself to give your batting another chance to 

shine at No.4. And that is the one humble wish that this fan hopes you will fulfill 

before the inevitable end arrives. Unleash your capabilities and play freely in Word 

Cup 2019.  

Congratulations on a wonderful career so far, Mahi. You have raised the bar, not only 

for an Indian but for all the wicketkeepers around the world in terms in terms of 

contributing towards the team‟s batting. You have been part of some of my best 

cricketing memories. That six over the long-on to seal the victory for India will 

always have a special place in my heart.  

Thank You right from the bottom of my heart for everything that you have, silently 

and selflessly done for Indian cricket. 

#Msdian From Heart Forever 
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DHONI: THE MOVING OF OUR CHILDHOOD EXCITEMENTS FROM 007 

TO “7”- VISHAL KUMAR SINGH 

 

It was during the year 2004-05, when a guy with long golden-black hairs scored a 

blissful 148 off 123 balls against Pakistan. Luckily, Gen. Parvez Musharraf, the then 

President of Pakistan was there to felicitate this boy with Man of the Match Award. 

He not only, handed the Man of the Match trophy to that guy wearing Jersey No. 7 

but also, appreciated his long hairs with his kind words. The very next day, this 

cricket diplomacy was the headlines of every single newspaper of not only India and 

Pakistan but the whole of South East Asia and the cricket arena of the entire world 

got a new warrior in the form of that boy- Mahendra Singh Dhoni. The term „cricket 

diplomacy‟ was first coined by General Zia, President of Pakistan in 1987 after he 

watched an India/Pakistan Test match in Jaipur during a period of high tension 

between the two countries. Zia used the cricket match as a pretext for meeting 

members of the Indian government, which helped lay the groundwork for explaining 

misunderstandings, and therefore improving relations between the South Asian 

neighbours. Shortly after this however, cricketing relations were broken off and the 

two countries did not play each other again in bilateral matches on home soil until 

1999 when the Pakistan team toured India and Indian Prime Minister Vajpayee 

visited Pakistan to sign the Lahore Declaration. This cordiality was short-lived; India 

broke off sporting ties after the Kargil incident in May 1999. Cricketing ties were not 

re-established again until January 2004. Between 1999 and 2004 the two nuclear 

neighbours came close to fighting another war. In March 2005 General Musharraf, 

President of Pakistan visited Delhi on the pretext of watching an ODI match between 

India and Pakistan, and he stayed three days for informal talks. This thesis aims to 

analyze the extent to which cricket is able to not only overcome the political tensions 

between India and Pakistan but also act as a positive force in reducing them. Indian 

team selections are even debated in parliament. Indian team selections are even 

debated in parliament. The Pakistani president stayed on in Delhi for three days of 

unofficial talks after the match. Indian Prime Minister, Manmohan Singh told the 

Indian parliament that „nothing brings the people of the subcontinent together more 
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than our love for cricket and Bollywood. In a joint press conference after the talks the 

two leaders announced that „the peace process was irreversible‟.  

Mahendra Singh Dhoni was born on July 7, 1981 in Ranchi, Jharkhand located in the 

east corner of India. He studied at DAV JawaharVidyaMandir where he was keenly 

interested in football and badminton. He was the goalkeeper of the football team and 

was able to play for the district and state level. But on the insistence of the cricket 

coach Mr. KeshavRanjan Banerjee of the school, he tried out to play cricket. Mr. 

KeshavRanjan Banerjee  said him to focus on the wicket-keeping skills, while like 

every other boy in his early adolescence, Dhoni wanted to bat.  Due to his leopard 

like fastness, quick six sense and tireless efforts of his coach, he was able to perform 

wicket keeping especially well which allowed him entry into a local cricket club called 

the Commando cricket club where he played from 1995-1998. In the 1997/98 season, 

his superb performances in the VinooMankad Under-16 Championship attracted the 

selector‟s eye.He was selected to the Bihar U-19 squad the very next season. His 

improved batting and keeping performances led him to be selected to the Bihar Ranji 

Trophy squad for the 1999/00 season. He made his debut against the Assam team by 

scoring an unbeaten score of 68. 
 

He scored his first century the next season but was only able to score at a average of 

around 40 per game by the 2003 season. In 2003, he was selected to the India A 

team which went to tour Kenya to play a tri-series tournament with Pakistan A as the 

third team. In the series he scored 362 runs at an average of 72.40 with back to back 

centuries against Pakistan. On the back of his sterling performances in domestic 

competitions and international tours, he was given a place in the ODI squad for the 

tour to Bangladesh in 2004/05. On his debut he was run out for a duck but in his 5th 

ODI match against Pakistan, he scored 148 off 123 balls to be called a match winning 

player in the Indian squad. With this performance he had now recorded the highest 

score by an Indian wicket keeper as well as cemented his place in the side. In 

November 2005, while chasing a stiff target of 299, he scored 183 off 145balls to take 

India to victory. He won the „Man of that Series‟ award for top scoring in the 

tournament with 346 runs. In the 2007 World Cup he could only score 29 runs in the 

3 matches with two ducks which contributed to the knockout in the group stages. 
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Again Dhoni bounced back with impressive performances which led him to be made 

the captain of the Indian T20 squad in September 2007. He immediately made 

impact as he led the team to win the inaugural World Cup T20 in South Africa.  

As a Captain  

He was made the captain of the ODI team in 2007 and the Test team in 2008. In 

2009, he scored 1198 runs in 24 innings at an average of 70.43 to be the highest 

scorer of the year in ODI‟s. In the same year under his captaincy, India was able to 

draw against South Africa 1-1 to become the No.1 Test team in the world. He also hit 

an unbeaten 91 to beat Sri Lanka in the 2011 World Cup finals making him one of the 

most successful captains in the history of Indian cricket. He is the holder of 

numerous awards in international cricket. He has been part of the ICC World ODI XI 

for 6 years in a row from 2008-2013. He has been awarded the Rajiv Gandhi 

KhelRatna which is the highest sports honor given by the government of India in the 

year 2008. He advertises more than 15 products as of 2013 and is one of the most 

marketable players in the world. In June 2015, he was reported to be the 16th highest 

paid sportsman in the world with yearly earnings of $50 million. He is one of the 

most successful Indian sportsmen that the world has ever seen. 

Dhoni is regarded as India‟s most successful cricket captain.“The history of the 

world,” wrote Thomas Carlyle, “is but the biography of great men.” Carlyle held that 

history is determined by the actions of a handful of heroes. And if his ideas have been 

discredited since, in sport, at least, they‟ve still some truth to them. As Matthew 

Engel wrote of Shane Warne‟s performance in that Ashes match at Adelaide in 2006, 

for four days the Test looked set to “dribble away to an inevitable draw. Then came 

the Great Man.” That same week in December 2006, 6,000 miles away across the 

Indian Ocean, another Great Man of the game was in action. MS Dhoni made 44 off 

49 balls against South Africa at Centurion, a match India lost by nine wickets.Soon 

afterwards, Dhoni copped a lot of the blame for India‟s dismal performance at the 

50-over World Cup in the West Indies, where they were defeated by Bangladesh and 

Sri Lanka. Dhoni was out for a duck in both matches. After the Bangladesh match a 

mob of angry fans tore down the walls of his new house, which was under 

construction in his home town of Ranchi. “It seems Dhoni is banking more on 
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modelling than wicket-keeping and batting,” said one of the protestors. But within a 

year, Dhoni would be captain of both India‟s ODI and T20 sides. He finally 

relinquished both  jobs last week, after a decade‟s service. Dhoni was chosen to 

captain India only because three senior players – Rahul Dravid, Sachin Tendulkar 

and SouravGanguly – all decided that they didn‟t want to play at the first World T20 

in 2007. “We thought it is better if the younger guys played that tournament,” said 

Dravid. “Twenty20 is a game for youngsters.” It‟s easily forgotten, a decade on, but 

back then the Indians weren‟t even so hot as lukewarm on the new form of the sport. 

At the International Cricket Council board meeting to discuss plans for the inaugural 

world tournament, the Board of Control for Cricket in India‟s honorary secretary, 

Niranjan Shah, asked: “T20? Why not Ten10 or Five5 or One1?” and insisted: “India 

will never play T20.”India agreed to the 2007 tournament only with the caveat that 

they wouldn‟t have to participate in it, and were only persuaded to take part when the 

ICC‟s president, Ehsan Mani, threatened to nix their bid for the 2011 ODI World Cup. 

So in the end they sent Dhoni and a second XI.India had only ever played a single 

T20 international. But Dhoni seemed to have an intuitive understanding of the 

format. He scored 154 runs in his six innings, from 120 balls. But it was the little 

details of his leadership that stood out.India‟s group match against Pakistan ended in 

a tie so went into a bowl-out. Each team had to pick five bowlers to try to hit the 

stumps. Pakistan naturally plumped for the five men who had bowled in the India 

innings. But Dhoni picked VirenderSehwag and Robin Uthappa, though neither had 

bowled in the actual match, instead of Sreesanth and AjitAgarkar. Sehwag and 

Uthappa both hit the stumps. Yasir Arafat and Umar Gul missed. India won. Already, 

then, Dhoni seemed to have a sixth sense for captaining in limited-overs cricket. And 

over the course of that fortnight, his team won India over to T20. Nothing, after all, 

succeeds like success.The provincial T20 tournament organised by the BCCI earlier 

in 2007 had not even been televised. But the World T20 final between India and 

Pakistan was seen by around 40 million people worldwide and was one of the 10 

most-watched sports events of 2007. Among the many fans celebrating in the ground 

after India‟s victory was LalitModi, the man behind the incipient Indian Premier 

League. In the next three months Modi would oversee a slew of deals. The IPL TV 

rights went for $1bn, the franchises for a combined $700m, and, in February 2008, 
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Dhoni himself signed for $1.5m at the first players‟ auction.During the rest of his 10 

years as captain, Dhoni led India to victory in the 2011 World Cup and the 2013 

Champions Trophy. There were many more remarkable decisions along the way. 

Dhoni is the man who brought himself on to bowl for four overs in the Champions 

Trophy semi‑final against Sri Lanka, the man who took off his gloves so that he could 

better engineer a run-out off the last ball to beat Bangladesh in the World T20 last 

year, the man who, of course, promoted himself up to No5 in the order during the 

World Cup final in Mumbai, though he had barely made a run all tournament long. 

Never mind man-of-the-match awards, Dhoni is the only cricketer who has been 

picked as one of Time Magazine‟s 100 most influential people on the planet.India 

won 151 limited-overs internationals under his captaincy. In a quarter of them, he 

was batting, unbeaten, at the end of the match. ButDhoni did not only influence 

innings, games and series, but the course of the sport. The main counter-argument to 

Carlyle‟s Great Man theory is that those same men are only the products of their 

environment, as Herbert Spencer put it, “before he can remake his society, his society 

must make him”. But the explosion of T20, led the growth of the IPL, are indivisible 

from Dhoni‟s own achievements in this last decade. His captaincy shaped the entire 

landscape of the game 
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FAN ARTICLE- SATYAM PARMAR 

Having been born and brought up in Ranchi, Mahendra Singh Dhoni is a huge 

inspiration. I remember hearing his name as a kid when he used to play at a domestic 

level in India. People from Ranchi were always so sure that Dhoni would make it to 

the Indian Cricket Team. However, no one speculated that he will become the most 

successful captain of India. I myself love playing football. Whenever we play in 

Mecon stadium, the ground where Dhoni grew up playing, it feels like the ground 

radiates positivity. I can relate to his story because I also belong to a lower middle 

class family. We face a perpetual dilemma between ensuring a job security and 

following the heart to accomplish our dream. He chose his dream and worked hard to 

achieve it. Nevertheless, what inspires me more is the fact that his humility did not 

succumb to his fame. He is the perfect example of what temperament a sportsperson 

and a leader must exhibit.
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#7 FIFA WORLD CUP TO BE A 48-

TEAM COMPETITION FROM THE 

2026 EDITION 

Image Courtesy:worldsoccertalk.com 

The FIFA Council has unanimously 

decided in favour of expanding the 

FIFA World Cup to a 48-team 

competition as of the 2026 edition. 

World football‟s supervisory and 

strategic body held its third meeting at 

the Home of FIFA in Zurich on 9 and 

10 January, and decided on a new 

tournament format with the 48 

national teams split into 16 groups of 

three. The top two teams from each 

group will then advance to a 32-team 

knockout stage. 

The new 48-team competition format 

has been drawn up in such a way that 

there is no reduction in the overall 

number of rest days and a guaranteed 
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maximum of seven matches for the 

teams reaching the final, while the 

current 32-day tournament duration is 

kept, so as not to increase the length of 

time for which clubs have to release 

their players. 

The decision was taken following a 

thorough analysis, based on a report 

that included four different format 

options. The study took into account 

such factors as sporting balance, 

competition quality, impact on football 

development, infrastructure, 

projections on financial position and 

the consequences for event delivery. 

Over the course of its next meetings, 

the FIFA Council is set to discuss 

further details regarding the 

competition, including the slot 

allocation per confederation. 

At its most recent meeting in October 

2016, the FIFA Council had already 

discussed the scenarios to expand the 

competition format of the FIFA World 

Cup. By then, it had also defined a set 

of principles for countries to bid for 

the right to host the 2026 edition – a 

process that is currently scheduled to 

culminate in May 2020. 

The first day of the FIFA Council 

meeting saw the members split into 

five working groups dedicated to 

specific themes: women‟s football, 

technical development, competitions, 

commercial matters and legal and 

corporate structures. 

On 10 January, as well as deciding on 

the expanded format, the Council 

agreed on a set of key dates related to 

the 2018 FIFA World Cup: 

· 14 May 2018: Deadline for 

participating member associations to 

release a list of 30 players; 

· 20 May 2018: Recommended final 

day of club competitions, with the 

exception of the UEFA Champions 

League final. Special exemptions may 

only be granted by the FIFA Council; 

· 21-27 May 2018: Official rest period 

to be respected by clubs and 

participating member associations; 

· 28 May 2018: Start of the release 

period for all participating member 

associations; 

· 4 June 2018: Submission of final list 

of 23 players. 
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The Council also approved the early 

adoption of the IFRS15 standard in 

FIFA‟s financial reports. 

Furthermore, as part of the ongoing 

consultation process, the composition 

of the new committees has been 

decided and will be communicated 

once the respective members have 

been informed. 

The next meeting of the FIFA Council 

is scheduled to be held in Manama, 

Bahrain, on 9 May 2017 ahead of the 

67th FIFA Congress. 

 

MEETING ON OCTOBER ’16 : 

The bidding process for the 2026 

FIFA World Cup: Following 

discussions in a positive spirit, 

the 2026 FIFA World Cup may 

have an expanded 40- or 48-

team competition format, 

pending further analysis of 

different options by the FIFA 

administration, with a final 

decision to be made on the 

format at the next Council 

meeting in January. 

Furthermore, the following 

principles were approved: 

 

· Approval of the general 

principle that MAs from 

confederations of the last two 

hosts of the FIFA World Cup (i.e. 

UEFA and the AFC) will be 

ineligible to host the 2026 FIFA 

World Cup. However, the FIFA 

Council will have the power to 

grant eligibility to MAs of the 

confederation of the second-to-

last host of the FIFA World Cup 

(i.e. UEFA) and open the bidding 

process to any interested MAs 

from this confederation in the 

event that none of the received 

bids fulfil the strict technical and 

financial requirements. 

· Approval of the general 

principle that co-hosting of the 

2026 FIFA World Cup will be 

permitted, not limited to a 

specific number, but evaluated 

on a case-by-case basis. 

· Approval of the general 

principle that, for the 2026 FIFA 

World Cup, the FIFA general 

secretariat, after consultation 

with the Competitions 

Committee, will have the power 
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to exclude bidders who do not 

meet the minimum technical 

requirements to host the 

competition. 

2018 FIFA World Cup 

· Approval of the final 

competition regulations for the 

2018 FIFA World Cup. 

Women’s competitions 

· Approval of the International 

Women’s Calendar 2018-2019. 

· Approval of the slot allocation 

for FIFA Women's World Cup 

France 2019™. 

67th FIFA Congress 

· Will be held in Manama on 

Thursday, 11 May 2017. 

FIFA standing committees 

· Update on the composition of 

the nine new committees which 

will replace the existing 26. Final 

lists to be presented to the 

Council following the completion 

of statutory eligibility checks. 
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#8 RAINDROPS FOUNDATION 

FUNDRAISER BASKETBALL 

TOURNAMENT 

 

The new year started on a positive note, with Raindrops Foundation 

organizing there Fundraiser Basketball Tournament on the 3rd of January 

2017 in Delhi. The event saw participation from all age groups, and the 

proceeds from the event are going to the Project Swabhimaan of Raindrops 

Foundation, which seeks to empower women through the means of 

Information Communication Technology (ICTs). DU Student Chandni Ahuja, 

a final year student of Journalism Honors at Lady Shri Ram College and the 

President of Raindrops says, “With Project Swabhimaan, we aim to enhance 

the employability and self-assertion of women from lower socio-economic 

backgrounds by making them digitally literate. We are providing them with 

free computer training, so that they can not only get better job prospects, but 

also a platform for their stories through social media. I am truly humbled by 

the response at the fundraiser and thank all the participants and volunteers.” 

The tournament had 4 categories – juniors, sub-juniors, seniors and senior 

citizens.The event also saw a live performance by Rajesh Kori, a visually 

challenged musician, whose story was covered by Raindrops on their social 

media platforms. 

MahimaWadhwani, a freshman from Rutgers University, New Jersey who was 

visiting home for vacations was glad that she could make it to the event. “The 

event was very well organised, and I loved the food and jewellery stalls. The 

best part was that you know the funds are going for a good cause, and if we 

can have also have fun while doing charity, then why not.” 

The event was supported by ChanakyaNiti Policy Foundation and sponsored 

by Tazo Bakes, Mr Brown Bakery, Bharati Café and Netaji Gift Gallery. 
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#9 FIFA FOOTBALL AWARDS 

Image Courtesy:hindustantimes.com  
 

Football‟s annual celebration of its top 

performers entered a new era in 

Zurich, with the inaugural edition of 

The Best FIFA Football Awards. The 

winners of the prestigious individual 

awards as the best of the last 12 

months are: 

The Best FIFA Men’s Player 2016: 

Cristiano Ronaldo 

Ronaldo will remember 2016 for 

reaching the pinnacle on three fronts: 

for club, for country and individually. 

He was crowned a European champion 

for both Real Madrid and Portugal - 

with victory in the UEFA Champions 

League and UEFA EURO 2016 - and 

the legendary No7 further 

rubberstamped his place in the annals 

of footballing history by being named 

the world‟s best player for the fourth 

time. Cristiano clinched the 

Champions League crown by defeating 

city rivals Atleti before lifting his 

country‟s first major trophy in France 

as Portugal‟s captain. With his 

irrepressible thirst for goals, power 

and speed, Ronaldo continues to 

amass silverware and records in 
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abundance – and is the inaugural The 

Best FIFA Men‟s Player. 

The Best FIFA Women’s Player 

2016: Carli Lloyd  

Not since Marta‟s astonishing run of 

being named the world‟s leading 

women‟s player five times in a row 

ended in 2010 has any woman won the 

top award in consecutive years – until 

now. After a stellar 2015, in which the 

USA No10 led her side to FIFA 

Women‟s World Cup glory and claimed 

the top individual award in the 

women‟s game, 2016 has been a year of 

personal consistency, if not collective 

triumph for Carli Lloyd. Her 

goalscoring rate remained at a 

remarkably high level, but USA failed 

to finish on the podium at a Women‟s 

Olympic Football Tournament for the 

first time in their history, after 

quarter-final elimination by Sweden. 

Lloyd is now determined to bring more 

glory to USA in 2017. 

The Best FIFA Men’s Coach 2016: 

Claudio Ranieri  

Claudio Ranieri has crowned a year of 

seeming impossibilities by reaching 

the pinnacle of his profession as The 

Best FIFA Men‟s Coach. His Leicester 

City side were ranked 5000/1 by some 

bookmakers to win the 2015/16 

English Premier League title when the 

Italian first took charge in July 2015 – 

the same odds as Elvis Presley being 

found alive. Ranieri went on to inspire 

his charges, instilling an unrivalled 

team spirit as the club claimed the first 

top-flight title in their 132-year history. 

As the 2016/17 season kicked off, the 

Italian guided the Foxes to the UEFA 

Champions League knockout stages, in 

their inaugural season in Europe‟s top 

club competition. 

The Best FIFA Women‟s Coach 2016: 

Silvia Neid  

Legendary German coach Silvia Neid 

has ended a remarkable career by 

reaching the peak of her profession for 

the third time, twice more than any 

other coach in women‟s football. 

Having been involved in each of 

Germany‟s eight European and two 

FIFA Women‟s World Cup™ wins as 

either a player, assistant coach, or 

head coach, Silvia Neid‟s biography 

reads like a never-ending list of 

triumphs. She capped off this 

remarkable record in 2016 by leading 

her country to their first gold medal at 

the Women‟s Olympic Football 
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Tournament in Brazil. The Rio 2016 

final was Neid‟s last game as national 

team coach, bringing an end to this 

impressive era and seeing her hand 

over to Steffi Jones, who has an 

unenviable task as her successor. 

 Football fans are at the heart of 

FIFA‟s new award show. Not 

only did they take part in 

choosing the winners of the 

individual awards for the first 

time ever, they also had a 

recognition of their own. 

Borussia Dortmund and 

Liverpool supporters were 

chosen by other football fans 

from around the world and 

received the inaugural FIFA Fan 

Award for their unified singing 

of 'You‟ll Never Walk Alone' in 

memory of those involved in the 

Hillsborough disaster.  

 Public voting on FIFA.com also 

decided the most beautiful goal 

of the season, with Mohd Faiz 

Subri taking the FIFA Puskás 

Award 2016 trophy back home 

to Malaysia.  

The team of the year 

The votes from over 45,000 players 

around the world decided the FIFA 

FIFPro World11, the football players‟ 

own selection of the dream team of 

2016. Here is the line-up: 

Goalkeeper: Manuel Neuer 

Defenders: Dani Alves, Gerard Pique, 

Sergio Ramos, Marcelo 

Midfielders: Luka Modric, Toni Kroos, 

Andres Iniesta 

Forwards: Lionel Messi, Luis Suarez, 

Cristiano Ronaldo 

 Atlético Nacional were chosen 

by a panel of football experts as 

the deserving recipients of the 

FIFA Fair Play Award 2016. The 

Colombian club displayed 

humanity and compassion in 

face of the tragic plane crash 

that befell Chapecoense – the 

Brazilian club they were to face 

in the final of the Copa 

Sudamericana, and to whom, 

they insisted that the cup be 

given. 

The evening also featured a homage to 

Alessandro Rosa Vieira, known more 

popularly as the “king of futsal”, 

Falcão. Following his retirement from 
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the national team after the FIFA Futsal 

World Cup Colombia 2016, the 

Brazilian legend was lauded with the 

FIFA Award for an Outstanding 

Career. The awards show was held at 

Zurich‟s TPC studios and presented by 

Eva Longoria and Marco Schreyl. It 

featured performances by „vocal play‟ 

pioneers Naturally 7 and English 

singer-songwriter Julian Perretta.  

 The individual winners of The 

Best FIFA Football Awards 2016 

were determined through a 

combined voting process, in 

which 50% of the decision was 

based on the votes of captains 

and head coaches from national 

teams all around the globe. The 

other 50% was split between an 

online public ballot of football 

fans and votes by a select group 

of media representatives from 

all around the world. 

The Best FIFA Men‟s Player 2016: 

Cristiano Ronaldo 

Cristiano Ronaldo: 34.54% of total 

votes 

Lionel Messi: 26.42% of total votes 

Antoine Griezmann: 7.53% of total 

votes 

 

The Best FIFA Women‟s Player 2016: 

Carli Lloyd 

Carli Lloyd: 20.68% of total votes 

Marta: 16.60% of total votes 

Melanie Behringer: 12.34% of total 

votes 

 

The Best FIFA Men‟s Coach 2016: 

Claudio Ranieri 

Claudio Ranieri: 22.6% of total votes 

Zinédine Zidane: 16.56% of total votes 

Fernando Santos: 16.24% of total votes 

 

The Best FIFA Women‟s Coach 2016: 

Silvia Neid 

Silvia Neid: 29.99% of total votes 

Jill Ellis: 16.68% of total votes 

Pia Sundhage: 16.47% of total votes 

The voting procedure for each of the 

awards was supervised and monitored 

by the independent observer 
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PricewaterhouseCoopers (PwC) 

Switzerland. 

And the details from the awards 

decided by public voting: 

The FIFA Puskás Award 2016: Mohd 

Faiz Subri 

The first Malaysian to be nominated 

for the FIFA Puskás Award has 

claimed the prize, with Mohd Faiz 

Subri‟s remarkable swerving free kick 

emerging as the best goal of the year 

after millions of votes on FIFA.com 

from fans across the world. Nobody in 

the Bandaraya Pulau Pinang Stadium 

could have imagined the trajectory of 

the ball as Subri stepped up to take the 

set-piece some distance away from 

goal, far over to the left-hand side of 

the pitch. The diminutive No13, a 

prolific scorer in the Malaysian Super 

League, hammered his effort 

goalwards, producing a swerve so 

wicked that goalkeeper Mohd Nasril 

Nourdin stood no chance. 

 

The breath-taking strike earned the 

Malaysian forward the 2016 FIFA 

Puskás Award, with Brazilian Marlone 

in second place and Venezuelan 

Daniuska Rodriguez in third. Subri 

becomes the latest player to collect this 

award after Cristiano Ronaldo (2009), 

Hamit Altintop (2010), Neymar (2011), 

Miroslav Stoch (2012), Zlatan 

Ibrahimovic (2013), James Rodriguez 

(2014) and Wendell Lira (2015). 

Mohd Faiz Subri: 59.46% of total votes 

Marlone: 22.86% of total votes 

Daniuska Rodriguez: 10.01% of total 

votes 

Others: 7.68% of total votes 

 

FIFA Fan Award 2016: Borussia 

Dortmund and Liverpool supporters 

Borussia Dortmund and Liverpool 

supporters: 45.92% of total votes 

Iceland supporters: 31.37% of total 

votes 

ADO Den Haag supporters: 22.71% of 

total votes. 
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#10 SWISS COURT REJECTS 

LABOUR UNIONS’ CLAIM AGAINST 

FIFA CONCERNING QATAR 2022 

Image Courtesy:hurriyetdailynews.com

As the governing body of the most 

popular sport in the world, FIFA has a 

responsibility for how it goes about 

developing the game of football and 

organising its competitions. In 

accordance with Article 3 of its 

Statutes, FIFA is committed to 

respecting all internationally 

recognised human rights and shall 

strive to promote the protection of 

these rights. Drawing on this statutory 

commitment, FIFA is constantly 

working on its policies and processes 

as well as on its organisational and 

event management systems to identify 

and address risks of involvement in 

adverse human rights impacts. FIFA 

thereby follows guidance from the UN 

Guiding Principles on Business and 

Human Rights and other relevant 

internationally recognized standards 
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and closely engages with relevant 

stakeholders. 

FIFA welcomed the decision of the 

Commercial Court of Zurich to reject a 

claim lodged by the Dutch trade union 

FNV, the Bangladeshi Free Trade 

Union Congress, the Bangladesh 

Building and Wood Workers 

Federation and the Bangladeshi citizen 

Nadim Shariful Alam concerning 

FIFA‟s alleged wrongful conduct and 

liability for human rights violations in 

connection with the 2022 FIFA World 

Cup in Qatar. 

FIFA took the issue of working 

conditions and human rights in 

connection with the 2022 FIFA World 

Cup in Qatar very seriously. FIFA 

monitored the situation very closely 

and, as recently stated by President 

Infantino, will continue to urge the 

Qatari authorities to ensure safe and 

decent working conditions for 

construction workers. 

In recent years, a series of processes 

have been developed to identify and 

address human rights risks linked to 

the 2022 event. These include the 

Workers‟ Welfare Standards (in place 

since 2014 and contractually binding 

for all contractors and sub-contractors 

working on World Cup construction 

sites), a compliance check for all 

tenderers, regular reporting that is 

publicly available, and a four-tier 

system of auditing for working 

conditions, including by an 

independent specialised agency. In 

addition, the Building and Wood 

Workers‟ International (BWI) – the 

global trade union for construction 

workers – recently signed an 

agreement with Qatar‟s Supreme 

Committee for Delivery and Legacy 

that will see them conduct joint labour 

and accommodation inspections on 

World Cup stadiums. 

THE AGREEMENT  

The Supreme Committee for Delivery 

and Legacy (SC), the organisation 

responsible for delivering the 

infrastructure required for the 2022 

FIFA World Cup Qatar, signed a 

Memorandum of Understanding 

(MoU) with Building and Wood 

Workers‟ International (BWI), the 

global trade union for construction 

workers, that will see them conduct 

joint labour and accommodation 

inspections on World Cup stadiums in 
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Qatar from January 2017, reports 

www.sc.qa. 

The result of discussions that began 

between both parties in March 2014, 

the MoU, which was officially signed in 

Qatar at the SC‟s Doha headquarters 

by SC Secretary General Hassan Al 

Thawadi and BWI‟s General Secretary 

Ambet Yuson, will cover construction 

site and accommodation inspections, 

training and a review of the SC‟s 

current grievance mechanisms. 

The joint inspections will cover all 

stadium workers but will initially focus 

on projects that are being built by 

multinational companies that are 

headquartered in countries where BWI 

currently has representation. To date 

the companies that fall under the 

agreement are from Austria, Belgium, 

Italy, India, and Cyprus – companies 

all employed on SC projects. 

As well as the joint labour and 

accommodation inspections that will 

take place regularly throughout the 

duration of the agreement, the SC and 

BWI will form a Joint Working Group 

(JWG) that will manage the 

inspections and reporting obligations. 

The JWG will meet to review the work 

that has been done to date and 

produce a report that will be released 

to the public after every JWG meeting. 

Drawing upon expertise from its 340 

affiliates within 130 countries, BWI 

will also conduct health and safety 

training for the SC and its contractors 

working on World Cup projects that 

fall under the agreement. BWI will also 

review and assess the SC‟s current 

Workers‟ Welfare Forums - a 

mechanism developed to allow 

workers to express and resolve their 

grievances and other issues that are 

mandated by the SC as part of the 

Workers‟ Welfare Standards (WW 

Standards). 

The agreement with the SC regarding 

the 2022 FIFA World Cup Qatar 

follows an MoU that was signed with 

FIFA, the 2018 FIFA World Cup 

Russia Local Organising Committee 

(LOC) and the Russian Building Union 

in August this year. Since then, BWI 

has been part of monitoring visits 

organised by FIFA and the LOC at the 

stadium construction sites in Russia.  

The MoU signing follows a number of 

other significant steps the SC has taken 

in the last 12 months to improve the 
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welfare of workers on World Cup 

projects, including the introduction of 

Edition 2 of its WW Standards and the 

appointment of Impactt Ltd, an award-

winning consultancy specialising in 

human rights, labour standards and 

international development.  

The WW Standards are a set of 

enforceable principles and regulations 

that the SC incorporates into all 

contracts for the 2022 FIFA World Cup 

Qatar which require contractors and 

sub-contractors to adhere to strict 

accommodation and worksite 

conditions. Edition 2 of the WW 

Standards, launched in early 2016, was 

devised in consultation with leading 

NGOs and has a particular focus on 

ethical recruitment, workers‟ nutrition, 

workers‟ accommodation and on-site 

health and safety. 

History of human rights issue at 

FIFA & related initiatives  

FIFA has been addressing human 

rights-related issues for many years. A 

brief historic review of the main 

activities related to the topic of human 

rights can be found below.  Already in 

1960, the first anti-discrimination 

resolution was passed by the FIFA 

Congress as a reaction to the apartheid 

regime in South Africa. We now have a 

comprehensive framework to tackle 

discrimination in all its forms.   

Back in 1997, FIFA established, in 

collaboration with ILO/IPEC, a due 

diligence process to combat child 

labour in the soccer-ball industry, 

complemented by substantial 

investments in social development 

projects in Pakistan. Today, FIFA 

licensees for balls and artificial turf are 

contractually bound to ensure fair 

labour practices and prevent child 

labour in their production processes.  

FIFA has a longstanding cooperation 

with the World Federation of the 

Sporting Goods Industry (WFSGI). As 

the world governing body for the 

sporting goods industry, the WFSGI 

strives to promote fair and 

environmentally friendly working 

conditions. The cooperation between 

FIFA and the WFSGI focuses on the 

fight against child labour and forced 

labour, as well as on improving 

working conditions and environmental 

protection. As one concrete example, 

the FIFA Quality Programme also 

accounts for ethical standards as laid 

down in the code of conduct of the 
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World Federation of Sporting Goods 

Industry (WFSGI). The code of 

conduct considers social responsibility 

as an integral part of the certification 

criteria and assures compliance with 

ethical business practices in terms of 

child labour, working hours, health 

and safety requirements, and 

environmental responsibility.   

The concept of sustainability has been 

guiding FIFA‟s efforts towards 

planning and delivering its events for 

quite some time. Since the start of the 

event lifecycle of the 2014 FIFA World 

Cup, we developed comprehensive 

sustainability strategies, based on 

international standards such as ISO 

26000 and ISO 20121. Those strategies 

addressed – and continue to address – 

material issues linked to human rights. 

As part of those strategies, we 

developed concrete initiatives to 

enhance the positive and reduce the 

negative social impact of the FWC, 

including: assessment of labour 

standards including health & safety of 

workers, the prevention of child and 

slave labour throughout FIFA‟s supply 

chain, integration of informal traders 

as official sellers, as well as the 

promotion of accessibility, job 

creation, skill development, anti-

discrimination and social development 

in underprivileged communities. As an 

integral part of these strategies, FIFA 

reported on challenges and 

achievements in the implementation of 

these initiatives as well as on lessons 

learned for future events.   

FIFA has been regularly engaging with 

all relevant authorities in the host 

countries of its flagship competition 

and organisations such as Amnesty 

International, the International Trade 

Union Confederation (ITUC), the 

Building and Wood Workers‟ 

International (BWI) as well 

governmental authorities and political 

institutions to discuss human rights 

issues related to the hosting of its 

major competitions. The overall 

objective of FIFA has always been to 

identify possible synergies and work 

on solutions involving all relevant and 

competent stakeholders and 

authorities 
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#11 FIXTURES THIS MONTH 

Image Courtesy:laodong.com 

January 

12-29: Bowls - World Indoor Championships, Hopton-on-Sea 

14 Jan-5 Feb: Football - Africa Cup of Nations, Gabon 

15-22: Snooker - Masters, Alexandra Palace 

19 & 22: Cricket - India v England, ODIs 

16-29: Tennis - Australian Open, Melbourne 

21-22: Football - Scottish Cup fourth round 

22: Football - England Women v Norway Women, international friendly in Spain 
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24: Football - England Women v Sweden Women, international friendly in Spain 

26, 29 & 1 Feb: Cricket - India v England, Twenty20 internationals 

27-30: Football - FA Cup fourth round 

28: Netball - South Africa v England, Quad Series, Durban 

28: Boxing - Carl Frampton v Leo Santa Cruz, WBA featherweight world title fight, 

Las Vegas, USA 

February 

2: Netball - England v New Zealand, Quad Series, Liverpool 

3-5: Tennis - Davis Cup first round: Canada v Great Britain, Ottawa 

4: Rugby union - Six Nations: Scotland v Ireland, England v France 

5: Rugby union - Six Nations: Italy v Wales 

5: Netball - England v Australia, Quad Series, London 

5: American football - Super Bowl, Houston, USA 

6-19: Winter sports - World Alpine Championships, St Moritz, Switzerland 

7-12: Tennis - Fed Cup, GB in Euro/Africa Zone Group 1, Tallinn, Estonia 

9: Rugby League - Super League season starts 

11-12: Football - Scottish Cup fifth round 

11-12: Athletics - British Indoor Team Trials, Sheffield 

11: Rugby union - Six Nations: Italy v Ireland, Wales v England 
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12: Rugby union - Six Nations: France v Scotland 

13-26: Bobsleigh and Skeleton - World Championships, Koenigssee, Germany 
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#12 FIFA SANCTIONS SEVERAL 

FOOTBALL ASSOCIATIONS FOR 

INCIDENTS DURING 2018 WORLD 

CUP QULAIFIERS 

Image Courtesy:lordverbinski.com

FIFA confirmed sanctions imposed on 

several football associations for 

incidents during 2018 FIFA World Cup 

qualifying matches and international 

friendlies. 

 England has been fined CHF 

45,000 for several incidents in 

the framework of the England v. 

Scotland match, including the 

display by the host association, 

the English team and spectators 

of a political symbol and several 

cases of spectator misconduct. 

Scotland, as the visiting 

association, has been fined CHF 

20,000 for the display of the 

same political symbol and cases 

of misconduct committed by its 

own group of spectators. 
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 Wales has been fined CHF 

20,000 and Northern Ireland 

CHF 15,000 in relation to 

several incidents, including the 

display of political symbols in 

the context of the Wales v. 

Serbia and Northern Ireland v. 

Azerbaijan matches. 

 The Republic of Ireland has 

been fined CHF 5,000 for the 

display of a political symbol on 

the shirt during the Republic of 

Ireland v. Switzerland friendly 

match. 

The Disciplinary Committee has taken 

these decisions after analysing all of 

the specific circumstances of each case. 

Claudio Sulser, the chairman of the 

FIFA Disciplinary Committee said that 

with these decisions, it is not our 

intention to judge or question specific 

commemorations as we fully respect 

the significance of such moments in 

the respective countries, each one of 

them with its own history and 

background. However, keeping in 

mind that the rules need to be applied 

in a neutral and fair manner across 

FIFA‟s 211 member associations, the 

display, among others, of any political 

or religious symbol is strictly 

prohibited. In the stadium and on the 

pitch, there is only room for sport, 

nothing else. 

Moreover, in proceedings relating to 

incidents involving unsporting and 

discriminatory conduct by fans, the 

Disciplinary Committee has imposed 

the following sanctions: 

 Chile has been sanctioned with 

a ban on playing at the Estadio 

Nacional Julio Martínez 

Prádanos in Santiago for two 

official matches and fined CHF 

30,000. The ban will be served 

at Chile‟s 2018 FIFA World Cup 

qualifying matches against 

Paraguay and Ecuador. The 

proceedings relate to 

homophobic chants by the 

team‟s fans and follow previous 

sanctions for similar incidents 

during the preliminary 

competition of the 2018 FIFA 

World Cup. 

 Romania has been sanctioned 

with a ban on playing at the 

Arena Națională in Bucharest 

for two matches and fined CHF 

95,000 for a series of incidents 

during the Romania v. Poland 

match. The first ban will be 
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served at the next match of the 

2018 FIFA World Cup qualifiers 

between Romania and 

Denmark, whereas the 

implementation of the second 

ban is suspended subject to a 

probation period of two years in 

application of art. 33 of the 

FIFA Disciplinary Code (FDC). 

 

Article 33 : Partial 

suspension of 

implementation of 

sanctions  

1. The body that 

pronounces a match 

suspension (cf. art. 19), a 

ban on access to dressing 

rooms and/or the 

substitutes’ bench (cf. art. 

20), a ban on taking part 

in any football-related 

activity (cf. art. 22), the 

obligation to play a match 

without spectators (cf. art. 

24), the obligation to play 

a match on neutral ground 

(cf. art. 25) or a ban on 

playing in a certain 

stadium (cf. art. 26) may 

examine whether it is 

possible to suspend the 

implementation of the 

sanction partially.  

2. Partial suspension is 

permissible only if the 

duration of the sanction 

does not exceed six 

matches or six months and 

if the relevant 

circumstances allow it, in 

particular the previous 

record of the person 

sanctioned.  

3. The body decides which 

part of the sanction may be 

suspended. In any case, 

half of the sanction is 

definite.  

4. By suspending 

implementation of the 

sanction, the body subjects 

the person sanctioned to a 

probationary period of 

anything from six months 

to two years.  

5. If the person benefiting 

from a suspended sanction 

commits another 

infringement during the 

probationary period, the 

suspension is 

automatically revoked and 

the sanction applied; it is 
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added to the sanction 

pronounced for the new 

infringement.  

6. Special provisions may 

apply in certain 

circumstances. In the case 

of doping offences, this 

article is not applicable. 

 

 Honduras has been sanctioned 

with a ban on playing at the 

Olympic Stadium in San Pedro 

Sula for one match and fined 

CHF 40,000 for several 

incidents during the Honduras 

v. Panama match. The 

suspension will be served at 

Honduras‟ 2018 FIFA World 

Cup qualifier against Costa 

Rica. 

 Greece has been fined CHF 

80,000 for several incidents 

during the Greece v. Bosnia and 

Herzegovina match, including 

the display of a political banner 

by fans, and Ukraine has been 

fined CHF 60,000 for 

discriminatory chants by fans 

during the Ukraine v. Serbia 

friendly match. 

 In addition, Poland has been 

fined CHF 35,000, Argentina 

CHF 30,000, Bosnia and 

Herzegovina CHF 25,000, 

Colombia CHF 25,000, Panama 

CHF 25,000, Mexico CHF 

20,000 and Venezuela CHF 

20,000 for various incidents 

involving unsporting conduct by 

fans, including homophobic 

chants in some instances. 

Another procedure opened 

against Mexico is currently on 

going. 

 Finally, the Solomon Islands 

Football Federation (SIFF) has 

been sanctioned for fielding an 

ineligible player in the match 

between the Solomon Islands 

and Tahiti on 7 November 2016. 

The match is declared to be 

forfeited and awarded 3-0 in 

favour of Tahiti, with the SIFF 

also receiving a fine of CHF 

6,000 after the FIFA 

Disciplinary Committee 

considered the SIFF liable for 

having breached art. 55 par. 1 of 

the FIFA Disciplinary Code 

(FDC) and art. 8 of the 

Regulations for the 2018 FIFA 

World Cup Russia. The sanction 

relates to the player Henry 

Luito‟o Samuel Fa‟arodo failing 
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to serve the automatic one-

match suspension imposed on 

him following two cautions 

received in two different 

matches (art. 17 par. 3 of the 

FDC). 

 

Article 55: Ineligibility : 

1. If a player takes part in 

an official match despite 

being ineligible, his team 

will be sanctioned by 

forfeiting the match (cf. 

art. 31) and paying a 

minimum fine of CHF 

6,000.  

2. If a player takes part in 

a friendly match despite 

being ineligible, his team 

will be sanctioned by 

forfeiting the match and 

paying a minimum fine of 

CHF 4,000. 

 

Article 17: Caution : 

1. A caution (yellow card) 

is a warning from the 

referee to a player during 

a match to sanction 

unsporting behaviour of a 

less serious nature (cf. Law 

12 of the Laws of the 

Game).  

2. Two cautions received 

during the same match 

incur an expulsion 

(indirect red card) and, 

consequently, automatic 

suspension from the next 

match (cf. art. 18 par. 4). 

The two cautions that 

incurred the red card are 

rescinded.  

3. If a player receives a 

caution in two separate 

matches of the same FIFA 

competition, he is 

automatically suspended 

from the next match in that 

competition. The 

Disciplinary Committee 

may exceptionally depart 

from or amend this rule 

before the start of a 

particular competition. 

Any such decision reached 

by the Disciplinary 

Committee is final.  

4. If an abandoned match 

is to be replayed, any 

caution issued during that 

match shall be annulled. If 

the match is not to be re-
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played, the cautions 

received by the team 

responsible for causing the 

match to be abandoned are 

upheld; if both teams are 

responsible, all of the 

cautions are upheld.  

5. If a player is guilty of 

serious unsporting 

behaviour as defined in 

Law 12 of the Laws of the 

Game and is sent off (direct 

red card), any other 

caution he has previously 

received in the same match 

is upheld. 
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#13 INTEGRITY IN FOOTBALL – 

COMBATING MATCH 

MANIPULATION 

Image Courtesy:sportsintegrityinitiative.com 
 

FIFA can today confirmed the 

worldwide extension of the sanctions 

imposed on two officials and five 

players from England, Korea DPR and 

Laos respectively relating to incidents 

of match manipulation and betting 

activity. 

The sanctions, which were extended in 

accordance with art. 136 ff. of the FIFA 

Disciplinary Code, relate to the 

following cases: 

 

 The official Nicholas Bunyard of 

England was banned for betting 

activity by the Regulatory 

Commission of The Football 

Association from any kind of 

football-related activity 

(administrative, sports or any 

other) for a period of “four 

complete football seasons”. The 

official is banned until 1 July 

2019. 
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 The player Jang Paek Ho and the 

official Yung Jong Su of Korea 

DPR were suspended for a period 

of twelve months by the AFC 

Disciplinary Committee for 

bringing the game into disrepute 

following the deliberate 

conceding of a goal. The 

suspensions cover all type of 

matches, including domestic, 

international, friendly and official 

matches. Both the player and the 

official are suspended until 3 

November 2017. 

  

 The players Saynakhonevieng 

Phommapanya, Moukda 

Souksavath, Chintana Souksavath 

and Phattana Syvilay of Laos were 

provisionally banned for 

suspected match manipulation by 

the Acting Chairman of the AFC 

Disciplinary Committee from any 

kind of football-related activity 

(administrative, sports or any 

other) for a period of sixty days. 

The players are provisionally 

suspended until 3 January 2017. 

 

Zero-tolerance approach  

Match manipulation is a threat that 

undermines the integrity and 

credibility of football at different levels 

of the game. Match-fixers can be 

motivated to achieve sporting 

advantage or to turn a profit from 

betting markets. In the latter case, 

match manipulation is often instigated 

by organised crime networks that 

infiltrate the sport in an attempt to 

corrupt players, referees and officials. 

The enormous growth of online 

gambling has seen websites offer live 

“in-game” betting to users. This is 

frequently offered internationally and 

creates opportunities for betting fraud 

related to football. The football 

community, including players, 

referees, officials, clubs, member 

associations (MAs), confederations 

and FIFA, are potential targets for 

match-fixers who aim to manipulate 

competition results for betting 

purposes. Domestic legal rulings in 

various countries have highlighted 

significant loopholes that have 

restricted courts in their attempts to 

sentence match-fixers. This has 

allowed match-fixers to continue to 

operate in a low risk but high-profit 

environment without fear of sanction. 

FIFA has a zero-tolerance policy on 
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match manipulation and is committed 

to protecting the integrity of football 

by all means necessary.  

FIFA’s Integrity Initiative  

FIFA has developed a wide range of 

measures and initiatives to support the 

international football community in its 

efforts to protect the integrity of the 

game. The FIFA Security Division 

continues to develop and coordinate 

FIFA‟s initiatives to tackle and combat 

match manipulation. The 

implementation of integrity initiatives 

by MAs at national level is encouraged 

and recommended by FIFA. In this 

respect, networks of key contact 

persons responsible for matters 

relating to match manipulation within 

each MA are being established. To 

bolster this activity, FIFA has issued 

Specific Recommendations to Combat 

Match Manipulation, a set of 

guidelines for MAs which builds on the 

five pillars of FIFA‟s Integrity 

Initiative: prevention, risk 

management, information gathering, 

investigations, and disciplinary 

proceedings and sanctions.  

 Regulatory framework, 

judicial bodies and 

enforcement  

One of FIFA‟s statutory objectives is to 

promote integrity, ethics and fair play 

while striving to prevent activities 

which could jeopardise the integrity of 

matches, competitions, players, 

officials and MAs or which could give 

rise to abuse of association football. 

FIFA has adapted various codes 

(within its regulatory framework 

relating to match manipulation to 

ensure that the objectives set out in its 

statutes are met. Additionally, FIFA 

has issued specific regulations 

governing international matches which 

set out the authorisations, notifications 

and other requirements necessary to 

organise international matches and/or 

competitions. These regulations are 

designed to protect the integrity of the 

game by creating a framework that 

allows MAs, confederations and FIFA 

itself to oversee international matches 

and competitions. FIFA has 

reorganised its judicial bodies to 

strengthen the enforcement of 

applicable regulations and introduced 

the direct election of these judicial 

bodies by the FIFA Congress and 
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integrity checks for officials serving in 

certain positions. The FIFA Ethics 

Committee has been further 

strengthened by the introduction of a 

bicameral system which requires the 

chairmen and deputy chairmen to fulfil 

specific independence criteria. In 

terms of disciplinary action, the FIFA 

Disciplinary Committee and its 

chairman act decisively when cases of 

match manipulation are detected 

within FIFA‟s MAs, for example by 

extending sanctions to have worldwide 

effect in accordance with the relevant 

provisions of the FIFA Disciplinary 

Code.  

 Cooperation and alliances  

In the areas of prevention, education 

and training, FIFA has established 

partnerships and alliances with key 

stakeholders at national and 

international level to combat the global 

problem of match manipulation. In 

cooperation with FIFPro, the 

worldwide representative organisation 

for all professional football players, 

FIFA has launched a global awareness-

raising campaign primarily focused on 

players. Furthermore, FIFA also works 

closely with law enforcement agencies 

as well as the relevant public 

authorities and other sports 

organisations at national, regional and 

global level to address issues relating 

to match manipulation.  

 Awareness-raising and 

education programmes  

Increasing awareness of the threat 

match manipulation poses and how to 

prevent it is key. In order to raise 

awareness of the issue, 196 of FIFA‟s 

209 MAs (93%) are involved in 

associated initiatives, programmes and 

campaigns. Activities FIFA and its 

members have undertaken recently 

include:   

i. National and regional 

workshops and conferences 

designed to bring key 

stakeholders together in order 

to benefit the sports 

community, betting operators 

and law enforcement agencies 

(previously organised in 

collaboration with INTERPOL)   

ii. Training workshops for FIFA 

officials (e.g. security officers, 

referees and assistant referees, 

development officers, 

instructors, administrators, 

team delegations and coaches) 
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iii. Partnership Development 

Meetings (PDMs), created 

following successive 

collaborative initiatives between 

FIFA and INTERPOL these 

workshops are organised with 

MAs, relevant government and 

police authorities, law 

enforcement agencies, 

stakeholders from sport and the 

broader football community as 

well as betting operators. The 

objective of the meetings is to 

support capacity building and 

create national-level 

partnerships.   

iv. Training courses for MA fact 

finders, developed to better 

prepare those tasked with 

establishing the facts in relation 

to reports, or suspicions, of 

cases of match manipulation 

received by MAs and 

confederations. This should 

help them conduct an effective 

inquiry and clearly present the 

results to a disciplinary panel. 

These courses are a key 

component of FIFA‟s strategy to 

address the increasing reports 

of match manipulation and to 

enable an effective, coordinated 

response from MAs.   

v. Pre-competition briefings of 

players, referees and officials for 

all FIFA tournaments. 

vi. E-learning programmes aimed 

at players, coaches, referees and 

other officials, organised 

following previous cooperative 

initiatives between FIFA and 

INTERPOL  

vii. Global 

FIFA/INTERPOL/FIFPro “No 

to Match-Fixing” campaign 

primarily targeting players and 

aiming to raise awareness of the 

dangers of match manipulation 

and to provide positive role 

models for players, as well as 

educating them on how to 

recognise, resist and report any 

attempts to manipulate 

matches. The three 

organisations will distribute and 

utilise a DVD created by FIFPro 

to raise awareness of this 

initiative. 

viii. FIFA Code of Ethics e-learning 

tool designed to help football 

officials across the 209 MAs 

become more familiar with its 

provisions and thus ensure 
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compliance Integrity 

declarations for international, 

assistant, Futsal and beach 

soccer referees. 

ix. FIFA‟s guidelines and 

recommendations on minimum 

requirements for contracts of 

professional football players, 

with provisions relating to 

match manipulation (e.g. ban 

on gambling)  Communications 

strategy highlighting FIFA‟s 

zero-tolerance approach (e.g. 

anti-match manipulation TV 

spot for the FIFA World Cup™)  

Monitoring of the betting market  

In 2005, FIFA created Early Warning 

System GmbH (EWS) to monitor 

patterns suggestive of suspicious 

activity within the international sports 

betting market for all FIFA 

competitions (including qualification 

matches) and selected international 

friendlies. EWS also monitors and 

analyses matches organised by FIFA‟s 

MAs and the confederations on an ad 

hoc basis. It was announced at the 

64th FIFA Congress that EWS would 

monitor top-flight matches outside 

Europe – in addition to FIFA 

competitions. The EWS actively raises 

awareness of match manipulation via 

international congresses and seminars 

attended by members of the football 

community as well as betting operators 

and other stakeholders.  

Reporting mechanisms  

FIFA has made various channels 

available which can be used to 

confidentially report suspected match 

manipulation activities:  The 

FIFA/EWS Integrity Hotline, which is 

available to the football community for 

anonymous 24/7 reporting on match 

manipulation and corruption; The 

confidential reporting mechanism for 

potential infringements of the FIFA 

Code of Ethics and the relevant FIFA 

regulations and for suspected match 

manipulation incidents. 
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#14 COURT OF ARBITRATION FOR 

SPORTS 

Image Courtesy:conmebol.com 

Amendments to the Code of Sports-related Arbitration 

These amendments have been implemented since January 1, 2017. 

R32 Time limits  

The time limits fixed under this Code 

shall begin from the day after that on 

which notification by the CAS is 

received. Official holidays and non-

working days are included in the 

calculation of time limits. The time 

limits fixed under this Code are 

respected if the communications by the 

parties are sent before midnight, time 

of the location of their own domicile 

or, if represented, of the domicile of 

their main legal representative, on the 

last day on which such time limits 

expire. If the last day of the time limit 
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is an official holiday or a non-business 

day in the location from where the 

document is to be sent, the time limit 

shall expire at the end of the first 

subsequent business day. Upon 

application on justified grounds and 

after consultation with the other party 

(or parties), either the President of the 

Panel or, if she/he has not yet been 

appointed, the President of the 

relevant Division, may extend the time 

limits provided in these Procedural 

Rules, with the exception of the time 

limit for the filing of the statement of 

appeal, if the circumstances so warrant 

and provided that the initial time limit 

has not already expired. With the 

exception of the time limit for the 

statement of appeal, any request for a 

first extension of time of a maximum 

of five days can be decided by the CAS 

Secretary General without consultation 

with the other party (-ies). The Panel 

or, if it has not yet been constituted, 

the President of the relevant Division 

may, upon application on justified 

grounds, suspend an ongoing 

arbitration for a limited period of time. 

 

In this Article, the words “where 

the notification has to be made” 

has been replaced by “their own 

domicile or, if represented, of the 

domicile of their main legal 

representative”, whereby the 

location is that of the parties or 

of their legal representatives. 

 

R40.1 Number of Arbitrators  

The Panel is composed of one or three 

arbitrators. If the arbitration 

agreement does not specify the 

number of arbitrators, the President of 

the Division shall determine the 

number, taking into account the 

circumstances of the case. The Division 

President may then choose to appoint 

a Sole arbitrator when the Claimant so 

requests and the Respondent does not 

pay its share of the advance of costs 

within the time limit fixed by the CAS 

Court Office. 

The word “then” has been 

inserted here after “may”. 

R50 Number of Arbitrators  

The appeal shall be submitted to a 

Panel of three arbitrators, unless the 

parties have agreed to a Panel 

composed of a sole arbitrator or, in the 

absence of any agreement between the 
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parties regarding the number of 

arbitrators, the President of the 

Division decides to submit the appeal 

to a sole arbitrator, taking into account 

the circumstances of the case, 

including whether or not the 

Respondent pays its share of the 

advance of costs within the time limit 

fixed by the CAS Court Office. When 

two or more cases clearly involve the 

same issues, the President of the 

Appeals Arbitration Division may 

invite the parties to agree to refer these 

cases to the same Panel; failing any 

agreement between the parties, the 

President of the Division shall decide. 

In this Article, “has paid” has 

been removed with “pays”. 

R52 Initiation of the Arbitration 

by the CAS  

Unless it appears from the outset that 

there is clearly no arbitration 

agreement referring to CAS, that the 

agreement is clearly not related to the 

dispute at stake or that the internal 

legal remedies available to the 

Appellant have clearly not been 

exhausted, CAS shall take all 

appropriate actions to set the 

arbitration in motion. The CAS Court 

Office shall communicate the 

statement of appeal to the Respondent, 

and the President of the Division shall 

proceed with the formation of the 

Panel in accordance with Articles R53 

and R54. If applicable, she/he shall 

also decide promptly on any 

application for a stay or for interim 

measures. The CAS Court Office shall 

send a copy of the statement of appeal 

and appeal brief to the authority which 

issued the challenged decision, for 

information. The CAS Court Office 

may publicly announce the initiation of 

any appeals arbitration procedure and, 

at a later stage and where applicable, 

the composition of the arbitral panel 

and the hearing date, unless the parties 

agree otherwise. With the agreement 

of the parties, the Panel or, if it has not 

yet been appointed, the President of 

the Division may proceed in an 

expedited manner and shall issue 

appropriate directions for such 

procedure. Where a party files a 

statement of appeal in connection with 

a decision which is the subject of a 

pending appeal before CAS, the 

President of the Panel, or if she/he has 

not yet been appointed, the President 

of the Division, may decide, after 
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inviting submissions from the parties, 

to consolidate the two procedures. 

 

In this Article, “The CAS Court 

Office may publicly announce the 

initiation of any appeals 

arbitration procedure and, at a 

later stage and where applicable, 

the composition of the arbitral 

panel and the hearing date, 

unless the parties agree 

otherwise” has been added. 

 

R59 Award  

The award shall be rendered by a 

majority decision, or in the absence of 

a majority, by the President alone. It 

shall be written, dated and signed. The 

award shall state brief reasons. The 

sole signature of the President of the 

Panel or the signatures of the two co-

arbitrators, if the President does not 

sign, shall suffice. Before the award is 

signed, it shall be transmitted to the 

CAS Secretary General who may make 

rectifications of pure form and may 

also draw the attention of the Panel to 

fundamental issues of principle. 

Dissenting opinions are not recognized 

by CAS and are not notified. The Panel 

may decide to communicate the 

operative part of the award to the 

parties, prior to the reasons. The 

award shall be enforceable from such 

notification of the operative part by 

courier, facsimile and/or electronic 

mail. The award, notified by the CAS 

Court Office, shall be final and binding 

upon the parties subject to recourse 

available in certain circumstances 

pursuant to Swiss Law within 30 days 

from the notification of the original 

award. It may not be challenged by 

way of an action for setting aside to the 

extent that the parties have no 

domicile, habitual residence, or 

business establishment in Switzerland 

and that they have expressly excluded 

all setting aside proceedings in the 

arbitration agreement or in an 

agreement entered into subsequently, 

in particular at the outset of the 

arbitration. The operative part of the 

award shall be communicated to the 

parties within three months after the 

transfer of the file to the Panel. Such 

time limit may be extended by the 

President of the Appeals Arbitration 

Division upon a reasoned request from 

the President of the Panel. A copy of 

the operative part of the award, if any, 
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and of the full award shall be 

communicated to the authority or 

sports body which has rendered the 

challenged decision, if that body is not 

a party to the proceedings. The award, 

a summary and/or a press release 

setting forth the results of the 

proceedings shall be made public by 

CAS, unless both parties agree that 

they should remain confidential. In 

any event, the other elements of the 

case record shall remain confidential. 

In this Article, “A copy of the 

operative part of the award, if 

any, and of the full award shall be 

communicated to the authority 

or sports body which has 

rendered the challenged 

decision, if that body is not a 

party to the proceedings” has 

been added. 

R64.4 At the end of the proceedings, 

the CAS Court Office shall determine 

the final amount of the cost of 

arbitration, which shall include: - the 

CAS Court Office fee, - the 

administrative costs of the CAS 

calculated in accordance with the CAS 

scale, - the costs and fees of the 

arbitrators, - the fees of the ad hoc 

clerk, if any, calculated in accordance 

with the CAS fee scale, - a contribution 

towards the expenses of the CAS, and - 

the costs of witnesses, experts and 

interpreters. The final account of the 

arbitration costs may either be 

included in the award or 

communicated separately to the 

parties. The advance of costs already 

paid by the parties are not reimbursed 

by the CAS with the exception of the 

portion which exceeds the total 

amount of the arbitration costs. 

In this Article, “The advance of 

costs already paid by the parties 

are not reimbursed by the CAS 

with the exception of the portion 

which exceeds the total amount 

of the arbitration costs” has been 

added. 

R64.5 In the arbitral award, the Panel 

shall determine which party shall bear 

the arbitration costs or in which 

proportion the parties shall share 

them. As a general rule and without 

any specific request from the parties, 

the Panel has discretion to grant the 

prevailing party a contribution towards 

its legal fees and other expenses 

incurred in connection with the 

proceedings and, in particular, the 

costs of witnesses and interpreters. 
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When granting such contribution, the 

Panel shall take into account the 

complexity and outcome of the 

proceedings, as well as the conduct 

and the financial resources of the 

parties.  

In this Article, “and without any 

specific request from the parties” 

has been added. 

R65.3 Each party shall pay for the 

costs of its own witnesses, experts and 

interpreters. In the arbitral award and 

without any specific request from the 

parties, the Panel has discretion to 

grant the prevailing party a 

contribution towards its legal fees and 

other expenses incurred in connection 

with the proceedings and, in 

particular, the costs of witnesses and 

interpreters. When granting such 

contribution, the Panel shall take into 

account the complexity and the 

outcome of the proceedings, as well as 

the conduct and financial resources of 

the parties. 

In this Article, “and without any 

specific request from the parties” 

has been added. 

 


